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McDiotmndimi  abowing  tba  flnaDoul  sffaot  of  the  propoBali  in,  u  to  puiihe*  in  whiob  a 
3rf.  rateha»b8cnleTied:—0rd8red  to  be  iBld  before  the  MouM.    (No.  97.)  >oIp 
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Eepeesbktative  Peees  fob  Scotiand— Double  Eetcbn — 

petition  of  tbe  Bight  Hoaaurabla  Walter  Coningthj  Earl  of  Kellic,  claiming  alio  lo  ha 
Earl  of  Mar  ;  and  alao  the  Petition  of  the  Right  Honourable  John  Franeie  Enkine 
GoodSTO  Erakine  Earl  of  Mar.  Baron  Garioch,  preaented  on  the  Ttb  instant :  Com- 
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(No.  99.) 

Lodgers*  Property  Proteotl<m  BlU  (No.  65)— 

Moved,  "  That  the  Bill  be  now  read  2*,  "—{Ue  Maryaets  Townthend)        . .     662 
After  short  debate,  an  Ameudmeut  moved  to  leave  out  ("  now  ")  and  in- 
sert ("this  day  three  months:") — Amendment,  togedier  with  Uie  original 
Motion,  and  fiie  Bill  (by  Leave  of  the  House)  tuitlidratcn. 
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until  Thursday  27th  May," — (Jfr.  Gladelotte:) — Motion  i^reed  to. 

Poor  Lav  nnionLotLUB  Bill— <>rdfmf(JUr.  CandlUh,  JOr.  Bibbert,  Mr.  DiUviyn) ;  pre- 

«nWd,  and  read  the  first  time  [Bill  128]  ..  ..  r^|-{/-\i^^ 
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Molt:) — Question  proposed,    "That  the  word   'now,'  stand  part  of 
the  Question  " 
After  long  debate,  Question  put: — The  House  divided;    Ayes   361, 
Noes  247;  Majority  114. 
Division  List,  Ayes  and  Noes  . .  , .  . .  1078 

Main   Question  put,  and  agretS  to : — Bill  read   the  third  time,   and 
pOised. 
Joint  Stock  Companiea  Arruigcment  Bill — Ordered  (Mr.  Smry  B.  Skendan,  Mr. 

Serjeata  Simon) ;  prtietUed,  an3  read  the  first  time  [Bill  140]  ..  __   logg 

LORDS,  TUESDAY,  JUNE  1. 
Stannaries  Bill  (No.  98)— 

Mored,  "  That  the  Bill  be  now  read  2*," — {Lord  Portman)  . .  108S 

Motion  agreed  to: — Bill  read  2',  and  committed  to  a  C!ommittee  of  the 
Whole  House  on  Tuesday  next. 
Office  of  Undee  Secretary  to  the  Lord  Lieutenant — Question,  Obser- 
vations, The  Earl  of  Lon^otd;  Reply,  Earl  Granville : — Short  debate 
hereon  . .  . .  , .  . .  . .  I0S6 

Removai.  of  Municipal  MAaismATES — Question,  Earl  Qrey;  Answer,  The 

Lord  Chancellor  : — Short  debate  thereon  . .       I  '  ^   ^,  vli'''^ 


TABLE  OP  CONTENTS. 


COMMONS,  TUESDAY,  JUNE  I.  J'oft 

Civil   Offices   Pensions   Bill — Queetion,  Mr.    Fawcett ;    AuBwei,    Mr, 

Gladstone       ..  ..  .,  ..  .,  1097 

Taies  on  Sertahts — Question,  Viscount  Galway ;  Answer,  The  Chancellor 

of  the  Exchequer  . .  . .  , ,  , .   1097 

Bbitish  Columbia — Motion  fob  Papkbs — Mov»d, 

"  Tbnt  *n  hamble  Addmi  ba  {ireiented  to  Her  Hajest;,  that  She  will  be  gntoiooslf  pleased 
to  gWe  direction!  that  there  be  laid  before   Ihig  Houae  aof  Papen  oa  the  UnioD 
of  Btitiih  Columbia  with  the  Dominion  of  Coiuda,"— (5ir  Barry  Vemey)  , ,    I09B 

A&eir  debate,  Motion  put,  and  agr»ed  to. 
Mail  CoNraAcia — Eesolutions — Moved, 
"  That  Contnioli,  made  gubject  to  tbs  judgment  of  the  Honie,  iboald  he  lubmitted  to 
the  Houae  at  ai  earif  a  period  in  the  Seaaion  aa  poasible ;  ihould  lie  upoo  the  Table 
for  thirtjr  daja  on  which  the  Houae  lita  ;  and,  upon  r«Cerenoe  to  a  Select  Committee, 
ahould  ba  lubjeot  to  tba  deaiaion  of  tha  [lo'aae  on  the  Report  of  the  Committee," — 
(Mr.Sctly)  ..  ..  ..  ..  .,    1128 

After  long  debate,  Motion,  by  leave,  withdrateit. 
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b;  tba  Ditmber  or  weight  of  letters,  newipaperi,  dia.  conTajad," — {Mr.  Sttty)     ..         . .    1157 

After  short  debate,  Motion,  by  leave,  teithdratcn. 
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Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  ..  ..    1299 

Clerks  to  Justices,  Ac. — Fees  and  Salaries — Explanation,  Mr.  Bruce        1299 

Assessed  Bates  BiU  [Bill  21}- 
Mov»d,  "  That  the  Bill  be  now  read  a  second  time," — {Mr.  Goiehen)       . .   1299 
A^r  long  debate,  Motion  agrud  to : — Bill  read  a  second  time,  and  com- 
mitted for  To-morroto,  at  Two  of  the  clock.  /  ~  .^  ^  ,1.^ 
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KepreBentatlon   of  the   P&ople    Act    (186?)    Auiendinent 

Bill   [BiU43]— 
Moved,  "  That  the  Bill  be  now  read  a  second  time," — (Jfr.  Sheridan)       , .    1334 
After  eliDTt  debate.  Motion,  by  leave,  withdrawn : — Bill  withdrawn. 
Diplomatic  Salaries,  &c.  Bill    [Bill  118]— 

Bill  in)»«t'(2#r«(2  in  Committee    ..  ..  ..  ..   1836 

After  Bhort  time  spent  therein,  Bill  reported ;  as  amended,  to  be  considered 
upon  Hwrtday. 
Metropolitan  Poor  Act  (1867)  Amendment  Bill  [Bill  38]— 
Order  read,  for  resuming  Adjourned  Debate  on  Question  [28th  May^, 
"  That   the  Bill  be  now  read  a  second   time :  " — Question  again 
proposed: — Debate  rMumtif  ,.  ..  ,.  1340 

Amendment  proposed, 

To  1e*T«  oat  fi^m  the  word  "Tbtt"  to  tbe  end  of  the  Qneition,  in  order  to  add  lbs 
wordi  "  in  tlie  preaent  oondilion  of  tlie  EUtepajera  of  the  Metropolla,  and  of  Che  barthsna 
lud  upon  them  for  the  relief  of  the  sick  and  inBrm,  it  is  not  eipedienC  to  adopt  Kaj  far- 
ther measures  of  legialstion  until  fall  ioquiry  shall  have  been  made  into  th;  exjating 
eitenC  of  boapital  aocommodation,  and  bow  fiir  the  aame  mnji  he  made  adequate  to  meet 
the  want  of  the  eiok  poor  not  relieved  in  their  own  dwelliags," — (Jfr.  W.  M.  Torrent^ 
— initead  thereof. 
Question  proposed,  "  That  the  words  proposed  to  be  left  out  stand  part  of 

the  Question." 
After  debate,  Question  put: — The  House  dtvided f  Ayes  118,  Noes  15; 
Majority  103 : — Main  Question  put,  and  agreed  to  : — BUI  read  a  second 
time,  and  committed  for  Thursday. 
Drainage  and  Improremflnt  of  Lands  (Ireland)  Supplemental  BiR—Ordtred  (Mr. 

Ayrton,  Mr.  aijfn)    ,.  ..  ..  ..  ..    1369 

LOEDS,  TUESDAY,  JUWE  8. 
Iilfe  Peerages  Bill  (No.  113)— 
Order  of  the  Day  for  receivingthe  Beportofthe  Amendments,  read       .,  1670 
Moved,  "  That  the  said  Eeport  be  now  received," — {2%e  Earl  Ruuell.) 
After  debate,  an  Amendment  moved  to  leave  out  ("now,")  and  insert 

("  this  day  three  months,") — {The  Earl  of  Malmetbury.) 
After  further  short  debate.  Amendment  (by  Leave  of  the  House)  with- 

drawn;    Then  the  original  Motion  was  agreed  to;   Report  received 

accordingly;    Amendments  made;  Bill  to  be  read  3'  on  Monday  the 

2l>t  ituiant. 


Oommons  Address  amended  and  o^rwtJ '0     ..  ..  ..  1391 

Beforts  of  Judges  ok  Electioit  IxanrniEs — Joiht  Addresses — Observations, 

The  Lord  Chancellor  . .  . .  . .  . .   1891 

Ddblih  City  ELEtmoif — Joint  Address  to  Her  Majesty — 

In  the  Commons  Address  to  Her  M^esty,  Moved  that  the  blank  be  filled 
up  with  ("Lords  Spiritual  and  Temporal,  and,") — {The  Lord  Chan- 
cellor) . .  . .  . .  . .  . .    1394 

Amendiaent  moved  to  leave  out  &om  ("  the  ")  to  the  end  of  the  Motion 
and  insert  ("said  Address  be  tahen  into  consideration  this  day  six 
months,") — (The  Lord  Cairm.) 

After  short  debate,  Amendment  agreed  to,  and  Address  to  be  taken  into 
consideration  thi»  day  six  months. 

Moved  that  a  message  be  sent  to  the  House  of  Commons  to  inform 
them  that  this  House,  having  considered  the  report  of  the  judge  ap- 
pointed to  try  a  petition  complaining  of  Ein  undue  election  and  return 
for  the  city  of  Dublin,  do  not  think  it  expedient  to  address  Her  Ma- 
jesty praying  Her  Majesty  to  cause  inquiry  to  be  made  pursuant  to  the 
provisions  of  the  Act  31st  and  32d  Yict.  chap.  125,  agreed  to. 
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Bankrnptcy  {rt-eommittt^  Bill  [Bill  97]— 
Bill  eotuidertd  in  Committee.    {^Progrett  Srd  June.']  ..  1402 

After  Bome  time  spent  therein,  Conmiittoe  report  Frogresa ;  to  sit  again 
upon  li^day,  at  Two  of  the  dock. 

ABTBscnAir  Was — ^Motion  Fon  a  Select  Commtttke — 

ifiWAf,  That  ■  SalMt  CommittM  be  appointed, "  to  iDqure  into  tho  otOHi  of  the  ^nat  exoM) 
of  ooit  in  proiecatins  tha  War  with  AbTaslnla  over  (he  estimate  (nbmitted  to  Parlia- 
ment,"— (^.  QmdlUh.) 
After  debate,  Uotiou  offreed  to: — And,  on  June  21,  Committee  wmtiMd^i ■* 
—List  of  the  Committee      , ,  . ,  . .  . .  1439 

^arDOVBO}  ScHoois  and  Hospteaui  (BoomAnD) — Motion  fok  a  Boyai. 
CoaooBsiOR — Moved, 
'hat  an  hnmble  Addreu  be  _ 
» iiioe  a  Rojral  Commiuion  to  inqnire  into  tha  ni 
Scotland,  the  fiiada  of  vhioh  are  devoted  to  tbs  maintenanoe  or  edumtioa  of  joeng  per> 
Bong  ;  alio  to  inquire  into  tbe  admlniatratioD  and  management  of  anj  Eloipitali  or  Sohoola 
(npported  b;  tooh  Endowments,  and  into  the  ajBtem  and  ooone  of  itnd]'  respeotiiel; 
pnnned  therein,  and  to  report  whether  an;  and  irbat  changes  in  the  adminiiCnitLOD  and 
uu  of  ineh  Endowmenta  are  eipedient,  br  whioh  tbeir  uernlneu  and  effioienof  ma;  be 
iiusn— ad,"— {Sir  Edtoard  Colebnelx)  ..  ..  ..   1439 

After  abort  debate,  Debate  adfounui  till  Tkuridajf. 

CoNYKmoN  OF  Fabis — MoiioiT  FOB  Fapebs — Moved, 

"That  tbwe  \»  lidd  Iwibra  thia  Honae,  Statamaiiti  of  '  Rentea'  depodted  with  the  BriUth 
QoTemment  b;  the  French  GoTemment,  in  pomianae  of  the  Treatiei  of  I8I1  and 
1816,  and  under  tha  ConTeotion  of  tbe  2ath  d>7  of  Norember  ISIJI  [No.  T]  and  the 
SJIth  da;  of  April  191S,  in  latiibotion  of  the  olaima  of  Britiab  anhjeatB,  and  tm  datei  at 
whioh  meh  '  Santei '  vera  depoBited  : 

Of  the  annu  paid  oat  of  laoh  mODeji  U>  fbe  peraont  vhoM  olaime  ware  admitted : 

Cop7  of  a  Mionte  of  the  Board  of  TreanuT,  dated  the  ITth  daj  of  February  ISSS, 
ordering  pafment  of  £33,707  lOt.  ottt  of  aoob  moneT*  to  Motiiienr  Laflbn  de  Ladebat : 

And,  Statement  in  detail  of  th«  manner  in  vhioh  tint  diffarensa  iMtraan  tim  aggregate 
anm  {prinoipal  and  inlereit)  reoaifed  on  aoeount  of  the  claim*  of  Britiib  tabjaoti,  under 
the  abore-named  Convention*,  and  tha  parment  in  tatisEMtion  of  looh  clalnu  bat  been 
diipoaed  of,  and  of  ttaj  baianoe  still  remaining  nnappropriated," — {Mr.  Henry  B. 
Sheridan)  ..  ..  ..  ..  ..    1445 

After  short  debate,  Question  put : — The  House  divided;  Ayes  60,  Noes  1 09 ; 
Mtyority  29. 

Uaniage  with  a  Deceased  Wife's  Sister  Bill  [BUI  23]— 
Order  for  Committee  read       . .  . .  . .  1446 

Mwed,  "Tlwt  it  be  M  laitrnolloi)  to  the  Conunitlee  th*t  the;  hiTO  jpowei'  to  make 

pro^sion  for  a  woman  to  marrj  her  deoaaaed  huband'i  tirotliar," — (Mr.  CoKne.") 
After  flhort  debate,  Moved,   "That  the  Debate  be  now  adjourned," — 

(Jfr.    Selater-BootA:)  — The   House   divided:    Ayes  63,    Noes  US; 

Majority  50. 
Question  again  proposed: — Moved,  "  That  this  House  do  now  adjourn," — 

{Mr.  OroM.-)— The  House  divided;  Ayes  63,  Noes  98;  Majority  35. 
Queetion  again  proposed : — Moved,  "  That  the  Debate  be  now  adjourned," 

{Mr.  B.  litwlm-  ■) — ^Motion  agreed  to : — Debate  Mummed  till  lb-morrow. 

PnbHo  Offlcei   Concentration  Bill— Onln-ei  (Jfr.  XoyonJ,  Jfr.  ChmeOl^r  «f  the 

£ceA<fu«r) ;  jnvMNhd,  and  read  lbs  first  time  [BiUlOj  ..  ..    14fil 


Ways  and  Xeam — Roolationa  reported,  and  agreed  to  .-—Bill  ordered  (^Ur.  Dodvm,  Mr- 
ChaneeBor  0/ tie  Exchequer,  Xr.  Aytton) ;  preiettUd,  Kid  read  tin  ii»t  time    [Bill  isa]  1 
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Question  proposed,  "  That  the  words  proposed  to  be  left  out  stand  part  of 
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Sea  FlsherieB  (Ireland)  Bill  [BiU  51]— 
Moved,  "  That  the  Bill  be  now  read  a  second  time,"— (Jfr.  Blake)  . .   1467 

After  debate,  Motion  agreed  to : — ^Bill  rwd  a  second  time,  and  eommilted 
for  Monday  next. 

Sunday  Trading  Bill  I'Sm  fi]— 
Bill  <wut'iiff-«i{  in  Committee    ..  ,,  ..  ..  1490 

After  short  time  spent  therein,  Committee  report  IVogress ;   to  ait  again 
To-morrow. 

Sea  FUheriea  Act  (1868)  Exteiuiion  Bill— OriJawf  (ifr.  AitSrew  Jokntttn,  Cobmel 
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Mr.  Ayrton    . .  . .  . .  , .  . .  1495 

Asmr — CoDBTs  Mabtial — Question,  Mr.  Stacpoole ;  Answer,  Mr.  CardweU  1495 
ItrriA — Maharajah  of  Mysore — Question,  Sir  Stafford  Northcote ;  Answer, 

Mr.  (feantDuff  ..  ..  ..  ..  1495 

T&B   New   Ooubts   of   Justioe— Question,  Mr.  Bendnck;   Answer,  The 

Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  . .  . .  . .  1496 

Camadaamd  Tin;  Htidbon's  Bay CoMPAmr — Question,  Sir Staffi)rd Northcote; 

Answer,  Mr.  Monsell  . .  . .  . .  1497 

XJiTDirE  Influence  and  Bribery — Question,  Mr.  J.  S.  Hardy ;  Answer, 

The  Solicitor  General  . .  . .  . .  . .  1497 

United  States — ^Mitrdeb  of  Captain  Sfeer — Question,  Mr.  Cnbitt ;  Answer, 

Mr.  Otway     . .  , .  . .  . .  1498 

OoNTAoioufi  Diseases  (AmuAu)  Bill — Question,  Lord  Bobwt  Montagn; 

Answer,  Mr.  "W.  E.  Forater  . .  . .  . .  1498 

Spain — Case   of   the    "  Tornado  " — Question,  Mr.  Bentinck ;   Answer, 
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Sttitlt — Order  for  Oommittee  read ;  Motion  made,  and  Question  propoeed, 
"  That  Mr.  ^eokw  do  uot  leave  the  Ohair :  " — 
Army  qv  Bebebvs — BBsOLunoif — ^Amendment  proposed, 
To  iMTe   oat   from  ths  word  "That"  to  ths  eod  of  the  Qaestion,  in  order  to  add 
the  word*  "  in  Um  opinioD  of  thU  Home,  the  aiUbliBhotent  of  ■  raffloieat  and  reliable 
ktmj  BeMn e  ia  ■  matter  of  urgeot  need," — [Lord  EicAo,)— ioitaad  thereof  . .   1499 

Question  proposed,  "  That  Qx&  wordfl  proposed  to  be  left  out  stand  part 
of  the  QuestiOD:" — After  long  debate,  Amendment,  by  leave,  toith- 
drawn. 

AXHZ — ^FOKTIFIOATIOHS  —  GbW  ShIXLDB  —  MoHCRnEFF   GcK-CaSKIAOHB — 

Observations,   Captain  F.  E.  B.  Beaumont;  Beply,  Mr.  Oardwell: — 
Short  debate  thereon  . .  . .  , .  , .  1570 

Main  Question,   "That  Mr.  Speal:er  do  now  leave  the  Chair,"  put,  and 

agreed  to. 
SUPPLY — AnKTEsTiiiATES— ««»»ii#rAf  inrConmiittae  ..  ..   1573 

(i.)  £953.700,  HUiUa  ud  iMpeatton  of  Raftne  ForoM.— Aftw  abort  debate.  Vot« 
agreed  to  . .  . .  . .  . .  . .     IfiTS 

(l.)  Moved,  "  That  a  sum,  not  ezoeediag  £89,30D,  be  granted  to  Ker  Majeitj,  to  defray 
the  Charge  of  the  Yeomanrj  Caialrj,  wh<oh  will  eome  in  oonrae  of  paj meot  from  the 
lit  dar  of  AprU  ISBS  to  the  3Ut  daf  of  Maroh  18T0,  incluiiva."— AfUr  ihort  debate, 
the  Committee  rfinifad  ;   A jvm  111,  Soe»  27  ;  ii^aritj  90.— Vote  agreed  to  ..     ISIS 

(3.)  £114,000,  Volunteer  Corps. 
(4.)  £fil,300,  Ann;  BMcrre  Foroe. 

(5.)  £S4,4TB,  Greenvioh  Hoipital  and  Sohooli. — After  ehort  dabata,  Vota  agreed  la       . .     1S7T 
(6.)  £11.003,  Advanoei  and  Expuuei  of  Corey  Street  BJte  for  New  Law  Conrte.— After 

dtort  debate,  Vote  offretdto  ..  ..  ,,  ..     1S77 

Besolutioiifi  to  be  reported  To-morroa,  at  Two  of  the  clock ;  Oommittee 
to  ait  again  To-morrovi. 

"Ordtrtd  (Tuantia  Eiifield,  Jfr.  Eeadiam,  Mr. 

..     1S7S 
Fines  and  Fees  Collectloil  Bill— O"'*"!!  {Mt.  Hma,  Mr.  Selater-Boath,  Mr.  StmtUn 

Sill);  p^mf^, and  read  the fint  time  [Bill  150]     ..  ..  ..     1ST8 

High  Constablea'  Office  Abolition,  ftc.  ^H— Ordered  (Mr.  Etna,  Mr.  Sdater-BoUh, 

Jfr.  .SeaMby  A'U) ;  jxYKtitti,  and  read  ths  flrit  time  [Bill  ISO]  ..  ..     ISIS 

LORDS,  FEIDAY,  TONE  11. 
Thb  Irish  OmntoH  Bill — Question,  Observations,  Lord  Bateman;  Beplj, 

Earl  Granvillei^Short  debate  thereon      ..  ..  ..  1578 

ToB  Irish  Ohitboh  Bnx — Petition — Observations,  The  Du^e  of  Abercom : 

— Petition  ord&red  to  lie  on  the  Table         . ,  . .  . .    1981 

New  Parishes  and  Churcli  Buildini'  Acts  Amendment  BUI 
Moved,  "  That  the  Bill  be  now  read  2',"~-<2X«  Archbishop  0/  Fori)  . .   1582 

After  short  debate,  Motion  agreed  to : — ^Bill  read  2*  accordingly,  and  eom- 
mitted  to  a  Committee  of  the  Whole  House  on  Monday  the  21  et  Instant. 

Beerhouses,  &c.  BIU  (No.  122)— 

Moved,  "TliattheBillbenowread2',"— (7^  JfarjMMso/Sa^wJary)       ..    1583 
After  ehort  debate.  Motion  aareed  to : — ^Bill  read  2'  accordingly,  and  cmn- 
mittei  to  a  Conunittee  of  the  Whole  House  on  Tuesday  the  22nd  Instant. 
CoBtoms  and  Inland  Bevenue  Duties  Bill  (No.  ill)— 

Moved,  "  That  the  Bill  be  now  read  2*," — i^The  Marmest  o/Lansdowne)     . .    1585 
After  short  debate,  Motion  agretd  to:  —  Bill  read  2*  aocordingly,   and 
committed  to  a  Committee  of  the  Whole  House  on  Monday  next. 
Election  CommiBBloners'  (Expenses)  Bill  (No.  121)— 

Jfiw«i,  "Thatthe  Billbe  nowread2y'--(^-^i»r^«/-^*''»'"'^i')       .   ••  ^^^* 
Motion  ogreed  to : — Bill  read  2'  accordingly,  and  committed  to  a  Committee 
of  the  whole  House  oa  Jfcm^  next. 
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D1FL01U.T10  PEirsiOKB — QueBtioii,  Mr.  BtaveleyHill;  Answer,  Mr.  Otway  1589 
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Bankruptcy  {re-eommitted)  Bill  [BiH  97]— 

Bill  coiuidered  in  Committee.     [Progreag  Bth  Jun»]  . .  . .   1592 

After  BOme  time  spent  therein,  Conunittee  report  Progress ;  to  ait  again 
upon  TuMiay  next,  at  Two  of  the  clock. 

Stttflt — Order  for  Committee  read ;  Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
"  That  Mr.  Speaker  do  now  leave  the  Chair :" — 
BjUJHBimY  Maoisteates — Observations,  Mr.  P.  A.  Taylor;    Eeply,  Mr. 
Bruce: — Short  debate  thereon  ..  ..  ..  1608 

Natt — AT>Mm*i.TT  Cleeks — Eesoltjtion — Amendment  proposed, 
To  leare  out  froCD  the  nord  "  That "  to  the  end  of  the  Queitioo,  ia  order  to  add  the 
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not  been  reroked  or  qualified  b;  a  moaeeding  Order  of  equal  authoritj," — (Caplam 
OroMWW,)— initesd  thereof  ..  ..  ..  , ,    1621 

After  short  debate,  Question  put,  "That  the  words  piipoBed  to  be  left 

out  stand  part  of  the  Question:"  —  The  House  divided;    Ayes   107, 

Noes  64 ;  Majority  43. 

Question  ^^ain  proposed,  "  That  Mr.  Speaker  do  now  leave  the  Ghair:" — 

Ibeland — Tralek  Gaol — Question,  Mr.  O'EeUly;  Answers,  Mr,  H.  A. 

Herbert,  Mr.  Chichester  Fortescue  ..  ..  .,   1629 

BoBOtroH  or  Rtde — Observations,  Mr.  W.  W.  Beach;    Reply,  Mr. 
Bruce: — Short  debate  thereon  ..  ..  ,.   1631 

The  Judicatube  Oojohsbion  —  Question,  Mr.  Norwood ;  Answer,  Mr. 
Bruce  . .  . .  . .  . .  , ,  1633 

Scotland — Shebqt  Coubts — Question,  Mr.  Miller  ;  Answer,  The  Lord 
Advocate: — Short  debate  thereon  ..  ..  ..   1634 

Sotjth  KeNsmoTON  Museum — Notice  of  Motioh  roH  A  Fapeb — 
Uotion  for  "  an  Addre**  lor  Copj  of  tbe  Report  of  tbs  Committee  appointed  bj  the 
Soienoe  and  Art  Dspartmeat  to  ioqaire  into  tbe  alleged  deterioTation  of  the  Pieturei 
belonging  to  the  Natioiutl  Gallerr  depoiited  at  the  South  KeoMngton  Huwuia">— 
IMtt&ancttMdtl  ..  ..  ..  ..   1635 

Motion,  "That  Mr.  Speaker  do  now  leave  the  Chair,"  by  leave,  toithdraum: 
— Committee  dtftrrtd  tUl  Monday  next 

Bpeoial  Bails  Bill— Onl^reti  {Me.  Biu^ld,  Mr.  Dermtm) ;  prtwittd,  ud  nad  the  Snt 

time  [BiU  163]  ..  ..  ..  ..  ..    1636 

LORDS,  MONDAY,  JUNE  14. 
£didi  Church  Bill  (No.  109)— 
Order  of  the  Day  for  the  Second  Beading  read  . ,  . .   1637 

Xovtd,  That  the  last  three  paragraphs  of  Her  Majesty's  most  gracious 

Speech  be  read  {Eivrl  6ramilU)—-atfreed  to;  and  the  said  paxagrapha 

accordingly  read  by  the  clerk, 
Jfoved,  "  Tlat  the  Bill  be  now  read  S","— (2^  Hart  GranvilU.) 
Amendment  movtd  to  leave  out  ("now")  and  insert  ("this  day  three 

months,")  —  {The  Earl  of  Harrwihy:) — After  long  debate.  Debate 

adfoumed.  OqIc 


TATVr.T!  OF  0017TENT8. 


COMMONS,  MONDAT,  JTINE  14.  Pagt 

TaB.T  OF  EzsrsB —  Qneetion,  Sir  Stafford  Nortlicote;  Answer,  Ur.  Shaw 

Leferre  . .  . .  . .  . .  1741 

Spaut — ^IiaBisoifHENT  OF  A  BaiTiSH  BiTBjEOT  AT  Basosloka — QuestJOD,  Sir 

Harcourt  Johnstone ;  AnHwer, , Mr.  Otway  ..  ..  1741 

MBTBOPOLie — Statues  ih  Palace  Takd — Question,  Mr,  NeYille-QTeQTille ; 

Answ^,  Mr.  Layard  , ,  . .  . .  1742 

UsTBOFOUs — Obbhobbz  &ASDEN8 — Question,  Mr.  J.  O.  Talbot;   Answer, 

Mr.  Bruce       ..  ..  1748 

Endowed  Schools  {rt-emmituS)  BiU  [BiU  lis]— 

Bill  eetuiiarai  in.  Oommittee     . .  . .  . .  . .  1744 

After  lone  time  spent  therein.  Bill  rmorttd;  aa  amended,  to  be  considered 
upon  ^iurtday,  and  to  heprtnied.  [^ill  1 63.] 
Gajcb  Laws  (Sootlaitd) — ^Nohinatioh  of  ComaTTEH — 

Order  read,  for  resmning  Ailjoumed  Debate  oq  Queetion  flltli  May], 
"That  the  Select  Committee  on  Oame  Laws  (Scotland)  do  consist  of 
Eighteen  Members,"— -fJfr,  Loeh  :) — Amendment  proposed,  to  leave 
out  £rom  the  words  "  That  the,"  to  the  end  of  the  Question,  in  order 
to  add  the  words  "Order  for  the  appointment  of  the  said  Committee 
be  discharged," — {Sir  Jamet  Mphinatone,) — instead  thereof: — Question 
proposed,  "  That  the  words  proposed  to  be  left  out  stand  part  of  the 
Question"       ..  ,.  ,.  ..  1788 

After  short  debate,  Order  ducharged. 

pAEUAMEHT — ^DuBLIK  OiTT  WbIT — MoTIOK  FOR  NeW  "WaTT — 

Moved,  "  That  Mr.  Spa>ker  do  Uaas  his  Wunnt  to  the  Cl«tt  of  the  OrowD  In  IroUnd, 
to  Buka  ont »  new  Writ  for  the  sleoting  of  *■  CitiMn  to  uttb  in  thii  prsMnt  Parliunaat 
for  the  Cit7  of  Dablia,  In  the  room  of  Sir  Arthnr  Galniieu,  baronot,  -vhoM  Eleotion 
hu  been  datermined  to  be  Toid," — {Mr.  Nbtl)  ..  ..  .,    1784 

Amendment  proposed. 

To  lean  out  from  th»  word  "  Thkt "  to  the  end  of  the  Quattion,  in  order  to  >dd  the 
worde  •■  leave  be  giTen  to  bring  in  >  Bill  for  diifnnobising  the  Freemen  of  the  City 
of  DaUin," — (Sir  Oeorge  Qrey.) — Inateid  thereof. 
After  short  debate.  Question  put,  "  That  the  words  proposed  to  be  left 
out  stand  part  of  the  Question :" — The  House  diriifea ;  Ayes  169,  Noes 
216;  M&jorii7  46; — Question  proposed,  "That  those  words  be  there 
added." 
Moved,  "  That  this  House  do  now  adjourn," — {Colond  Knox)  ,,    1792 

After  short  debate,  the  House  divided;  Ayes  76,  Noes  178;   Majority 

102. 
Question  again  proposed,    "  That  those  words  be  there  added:" — Mond, 

"  That  the  Debate  be  now  adjourned," — (Jfr.  ffreane)  . ,  179$ 

After  further  short  debate,  Motion  agrtM  to: — Debate  a^'ounud  fill 
TUndajf. 

LOKDS,   TUESDAY,   JUNE  16. 
Hb.  Beioht'b  LBinca — Notice,  Lord  Oaims  , ,  , .  1794 

lx\Bb.  Ohnroh  mil  (No.  log)— 
The  Order  of  the  Day  for  resuming  the  Debate  on  the  Amendment  to 
the  Motion  for  the  Second  BeaduiK — ^which  Amendment  was  to  leave 
out  ("now")  and  insert  ("this  day  three  months") — (2B«  £art  of 
MarTO«^) — read: — Debate  rMWMif  acoordlngh'  ..  ..  1794 

After  long  debate,  further  Debate  adjourned  to  Ihtndati  next. 

COMMONS,   TUESDAY,  JUNE   16. 

Loss  OF  THB    "MAsttTTEBs  OF  Abescobit" — Question,   Six  J<din  Hay; 
Answer,  Mr.  Shaw  Lefevre  , ,  . ,         /  ~     •     i 

iX.OOglC 


TANJE  OF  COSTBSHB. 
[/«w  IS.]  F^ 

Bankraptcy  {r0-emmitiei)  BlU  [Bflld?}— 
BUI  eontiddrtd  in  Committee  [^Progrm  Wth  Jme]  ..  . .  1897 

After  some  time  spent  therein,  Committee  report  Prc^reBS  ;  to  dt  again 
upon  Friday,  at  Two  of  the  clock. 
Coal  Fields — Motion  fob  ah  Addeess — Moved, 
"  That  kn  hambts  Addrsu  be  pnsented  to  H«r  M>j«at;,  prajing  that  She  will  be  grMiouil; 
pleased  to  take  aiioh  further  iteps  as  She  m>;  be  ■driied,  In  order  to  pn>care  froin  the 
ttofkl  Commiuioa  en  the  Exhaiutioa  of  the  Coal  Fields  (appointed  in  Jul;  lesfl)  a 
R^rt  OD  the  nibjsets  oommitted  to  their  care,  at  as  earl;  a  date  as  tbe  important  and 
difflonlt  aharaoter  of  the  inreitigation  will  permit," — (Mr.  Peate)        ..  . .    1910 

After  abort  debate,  Motion,  by  leave,  mtkdraten. 

[Houoe  counted  out.] 

COMMONS,    WEDNEBDAT,    JUNE    16. 

Opmrma  of  the  Bsitibh  MuaKUX  Aim  Natioital  Galleby  our  Bjnmxn^- 
Thb  Lobd'b  Dat  SootBTT  AND  THE  Petitioit  ^osqeeibb — ^Elzplanatioii, 
Mr.  T.  Ohambers  . .  . .  . .  1916 

Seeds  Adulteratlon  Bill  [Bill  49]— 
Moved,  "  That  the  Bill  be  now  read  a  second  time," — {Mr.  WeUy)  . .  1916 

After  debate,  Motion  agreed  to  : — BiU  read  a  second  time,  o:a.d  etmmitted 
for  Wifdnesday  next. 

Utmloipal  CorporationB  (UetropoUs)  BUI  [BiU  39]— 

Moved,  "That  the  Bill  be  now  read  a  second  time,'.' — {Mr.  Buxton)  ..  1939 
Amendment  prDpoBed,*to  leave  out  the  word  "  now,"  and  at  the  end  of 

the    QnestLon  to  add  the  words  "upon  this  da;  three   montliB," — 

(Mr.  Sentinci.) 
After  short  debate,  Question,  "  That  the  irord  '  now'  stand  part  of  the 

Qruestion,"  put,  and  agreed  to: — Main  Question  put,  and  negatived  :~ 

Bill  teitMraien. 

Snnday  and  Bagged  Schools  Bill  [Bill  67]— 
Moved,  «  That  the  Bill  be  now  read  a  second  time,"— (iTr.  C.  Seed)      . .  1959 
Amendment  proposed,  to  leave  out  the  word  "  now,"  and  at  the  end  of 

the  Question  to  add  the  words  "upon  this  da;  three  months," — (Jfi-. 

JPwiy  Wi/ndham.) 
After  short  debate,  Question  put,  "That  the  word  'now'  stand  part  of 

theOaestiDn:" — The  House  if tt^il;  Ayes  228,  Noes  71 ;  Majority  157: 

— Main  Question  put,  and  agreed  to: — Bill  read  a  second  time,  and 

eommitled  for  Ihtetday  next. 

D«btB  of  Seceaaed  Perwms  Wi—Ordmtd  (Mr.  Binde  Painter,  Mr.  Loekt  King,  Mr. 

AoiQiMi)  ;  ;r«««X«ri;  and  nad  the  Brat  tiDM  [BIU  leS]  ..  ,,    ]972 

Poor  Law  Board  ProTisional  Orders  Conflrmfttioii  Bill— OniJMii  {Mr.  Feel,  ifr. 

doidWn) ;  ^reterOed,  and  read  the  first  time  [Bill  IflS]  . .  ^  _    1972 

Xstropolitan  Conunons  Act  (1866)  Amendment  BiU  [BiU  80]— 

Seleot  Committee  nowAnated: — Liat  of  the  Committee  ..  , ,   1972 
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LORDS. 


SATFIEST. 

UossAT,  Uat  3. 
The  Lord  Meldmin,  after  the  Death  of  his  Father. 

I'eidat,  MiT  1. 
TheBarloflldieBteF,  after  the  DeaUi  of  his  TTnole. 

UoRDAT,  Uat  10. 
The  Lord  Biahop  of  Tuam. 

TtTESDAY,  MatII. 
The  Lord  WTnford,  after  the  Death  of  his  Father. 

THnassAT,  May  13. 
The  Earl  of  HUlaborough,  after  the  Death  of  tm  Father. 

MoTTCAT,  JmrE  14. 
The  Marquess  of  Anglesey,  after  the  Death  of  his  Father. 
The  Eatl  of  Badnor,  after  the  Death  of  his  Father. 
The  Lord  Leconfield,  after  the  Death  of  his  Fatlier. 
The  Lord  Boss,  after  the  Death  of  his  Brother. 
The  Visooont  GombenQere,  after  the  Death  of  his  Father. 
The  Lord  Fingall,  after  the  Deatli  of  his  Father. 


COMMONS. 


NEW  "WEITS  ISSUED. 

IfoKSAT,  Hay  3. 
S0wiley  Wrii — Betam  amended — Hon.  Angostos  Henry  Archibald  Anson  v.  John 

Oonliffe  FiokerB^n  Ounliffe,  nndoly  returned. 

WBDirasDAY,  Mat  5. 
For  Litktard,  v.  Sir  Axthttr  '^^Uiam  BulLer,  dweased. 

MonsAT,  May  31. 
For  SMord  Borouffh,  v.  Heniy  Da™  Poohin,  esquire,  and  Colonel  Walter 

Meller,  void  Elections. 

WxDNBanAT,  Jrm  9. 
For  Mitingham  Town,  v.  Sir  Bobert  Jodkea  Olifton,  baronet,  deceased. 

NEW  MEMBERS  SWOEN. 

Thussdat,  Mat  13. 
Toughal — ^Montagne  John  Quest,  esquire. 

MoKDAY,  May  81. 
Utkeard — ^Bight  Hon.  Edward  Horsman. 

Thussday  JniTX  10. 
Staffiird  Borougl^—'Bxai,  Beginald  Arthur  James  Talbot,  and  Thranas  Bait  me 

younger,  esquire.  Coewlc 
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HANSARD'S 
PARLIAMENTARY  DEBATES, 

IN  THE 

First    Sesston   op    the     Twentibte     Parliament  op    the 

United    Kingdom    op     Great    Britain    and  Ireland, 

Appointed     to     meet     10     Decembeb,     1868,  in    the 
Thirtt-Second  Yeab   of   the   Reion    op 

HER    MAJESTY    QUEEN    VICTORIA. 


THIRD   VOLTJltE   OF   THE   SESSION. 


HOUSE    OF    LORDS, 
Monday,  3rd  May,  1869. 

UINUTBS.]  —  Sat  Fint  in  ParUamml—Tb* 

Lord  Ueldram,  t,ftm  the  death  of  hn  Palhvr. 
FoBuo    BiLU  —  S*leet  CoinmiUee  —  Fine  Arti 

Cep^right     Contolidailon     uid     Amendttient 

(Nd.!|'(S1),  mmxaaltd. 
Cimmill4g—li^>ort— {£17.100,000)  ConMlidatsd 

Fund  •. 
£«pon— Militia*  (83);  LandiClaaiei  CooMilida- 

tioD  AeC  Amendment*  (60). 
Third  Rtadiug—FtA  Gate  Chapel  Marriagei* 

(Sfl),  and  patted. 

TORCO-PERSIAN  BOUNDART  LINE. 
QTTESnON. 

VISCOUNT    STRATFORD    DE 
REDGIIFFE  rose  to  ask— 

1.  Whether  the  negotiation  carried  on  at  St. 
Peienburgh  between  the  Briiiah  and  Buuian 
Goiemnienti  mpecting  the  Turoo-Pertian  Bouo- 
dnr;  Line  hni  come  or  ii  lijielj  loon  to  oome  to  ■ 
Mnclnnion  : 

3.  Vbrlhar  the  map  of  that  fronlior,  UTkder- 
taken  by  Ihe  tvo  medialiag  goTernmeali  with  a 
Tiew  to  the  demarcation  *■  Mttled  bf  trenlf ,  r*  ao 
br  oompleied  that  (ha  idanlioal  oopiea  of  it  may 
be  forthwith  dalitarcd  and  luad  lor  the  intendMl 

VOL.  CXCVI.     [THiao  obikb.] 


S.  Whether  it  be  true  that  the  Tnrkiih  and 
Periian  GoTammenta  hiTe  agreed  to  iobniit  the 
•ettlemsnt  of  their  frontier  qaeatioa  to  a  mixed 
oommiition : 

i.  Whether  it  be  intended,  if  inch  oommiiiioa 
be  appointed,  to  inoluile  among  iti  membera  any 
peraon  or  pereoni  hitherto  employed  in  the  con- 
atrtielioi]  of  the  nap  ? 

The  noble  Yiscoimt  said,  be  felt  soma 
diffidence  in  raising  the  question,  be- 
cause at  this  moment  the  attention  of 
the  Government  and  of  the  country  waa 
much  directed  towards  the  West  that 
the  affairs  of  the  East  excited  little  in- 
terest. Thesubject  of  his  question  was, 
however,  one  of  great  interest  and  im- 
portance, and  he  hoped  he  should  re- 
ceive an  assurance  &om  his  noble  Friend 
[the  Earl  of  Clarendon)  that  these  nego- 
tiatioDS,  which  had  involved  so  much 
time  and  expense,  were  approaching  a 
satisfactory  issue.  These  n^otiatioDS, 
as  stated  four  years  ago,  when  calling 
their  Lordships'  attention  to  the  subject, 
came  under  nis  notice  as  long  ago  as 
1642  or  1844,  when,  after  a  good  deal  of 
bickering  between  the  two  Mahomedan 
Gtovenunents,  a  war  broke  out  on  the 
frontier.  The  Russian  Ambassador  ac- 
ceded to  his  request  that  they  ehouH 
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jointly  mediate,  and  a  CommisBion  was 
appointed  by  tbe  Englisli  and  Euseian 
Govermnenta,  the  result  being  the  con- 
clusion in  1847  of  the  Treaty  of  Erzo- 
roum.  When,  however,  the  question 
came  to  be  oonsidered  how  that  treaty 
should  be  carried  out,  great  difficulties 
arose ;  and  it  was  at  leng^  decided  by 
England  and  Kussia  to  send  their  Com- 
missioners to  the  disputed  territory,  that 
with  the  assistance  of  Engineer  aul 
other  officers  nominated  by  the  two 
Mahomedan  Oovemmenta,  they  might 
prepare  a  map  of  the  whole  frontier, 
between  the  Turkish  and  Persian  Em- 
pires, from  Mount  Ararat  to  the  head  oi 
the  Persian  Gulf.  The  Crimean  War  led 
to  a  suspension  of  the  imdertaHng ;  but 
it  had  smce  been  resumed,  and  at  this 
moment  there  existed,  or  ought  to  exist, 
a  complete  map  of  the  district,  which 
was  one  of  great  political  and  commer- 
dal  importance.  He  had  been  informed, 
and  should  be  glad  to  know  whether  it 
was  true,  tliat  the  two  Slahomedan 
Powers  had  agreed  to  the  appointment  oJ 
a  Mixed  Commission.  If  some  person  or 
persons  who  had  taken  part  in  the  con- 
struction of  the  map  were  placed  on  such 
s  Oommission,  there  would,  he  thought, 
be  a  reasonable  prospect  of  the  early 
settlement  of  this  long-pending  question. 
The  Eael  of  CLABEKDON  said,  that 
his  noble  Friend's  lone  experience 
distinguished  aemces  in  tne  East  * 
nently  entitled  biTn  to  call  the  attention 
of  the  House  to  any  Eastern  question. 
He  could  assure  him  that  the  sul»ect 
bad  engaged  the  attention  of  Her  Ma- 
jesty's CroTemment,  and,  indeed,  he 
mi^t  say  that  Eastern  affairs  generally 
were  receiving  a  very  large  portion  of 
the  attention  of  the  Foreign  Office. 
With  regard  to  the  particular  subject 
referred  to  by  his  noble  Friend,  he  need 
not  remind  him  that,  at  the  time  the  pre- 
sent GOTemment  came  into  power,  the 
peace  of  Europe  was  endangered  by  a 
quarrel  between  Turkey  and  Greece,  and 
the  manner  in  which  that  quarrel  had 
been  settled  had  opened  tlie  way,  he 
thought,  to  a  better  understanding  be- 
tween those  two  Powers ;  and  it  was 
equally  desirable  that  the  question  which 
his  noble  Friend  had  brought  forward, 
and  on  which  so  much  time  and  money 
had  been  expended,  should  be  brought 
fo  a  satisfactory  issue.  It  was  agreed 
by  ttie  Treaty  of  Erzeroum  that  the  two 
Mahomedan  Powers  should  lay  down  a 
VUtBunt  Stratford  it  RttMiffe 


frontier  line,  which  both  of  them  should 
engage  to  respect,  and  England  and 
Kussia  undertook  as  mediating  Powers 
to  assiBt  in  the  work.  It  was  suspended 
for  several  years  on  account  of  the 
Crimean  War,  although  the  English  Go- 
vernment were  willing  that  it  should 
have  been  continued ;  and  it  was  finally 
agreed  that  maps  should  be  prepared 
by  the  two  mediating  Powers — maps  not 
exactly  defining  the  boundary,  but  mark- 
ing out  the  district  that  was  in  dispute, 
and  through  which  the  boundary  line 
should  run.  The  FjiglJah  map  was 
ready  in  1B65,  and  his  noble  Friend 
(Earl  BuseeU)  proposed  that  the  two 
maps  ehoiild  be  handed  over  to  the 
two  Mahomedan  Qovemments,  it  being 
agreed  that  they  should  trace  a  line  of 
frontier.  The  Bussian  map  was  ready 
in  1866,  and  both  were  sent  to  Constan- 
tinople. But,  unfortunately,  on  com- 
parison, there  were  such  tHscrepancies 
betwe^i  the  two  maps  that  they  were 
practically  useless.  It  was  then  thought 
best  that  one  standard  map  should  oe 
prepared  by  England.  Instructions  were 
accordingly  sent  out,  and  the  Foreign 
Office  were  informed  that  the  map  wo^ 
be  ready  by  December,  1868;  but  he 
had  lately  made  inquiries,  and  had  as- 
certained that  it  was  not  likely  to  be 
ready  before  July  or  Augnst  next.  It 
had  not  yet  been  definitely  arranged 
how  it  should  be  used,  and  in  what 
manner  it  should  be  binding  upon  the 
two  Mahomedan  Governments;  but  as 
soon  as  the  map  was  prepared  a  propo- 
sition on  the  subject  would  be  made; 
and  he  could  assure  his  noble  Friend 
that,  as  far  as  the  Government  was  con- 
cerned, there  should  be  no  delay  In 
3'ng  a  settlement.  There  was  no 
erstanding  between  Turkey  and  Per- 
sia that  the  matter  should  be  settled  by 
a  Mixed  Commission ;  but  there  was 
every  reason  to  believe  that  they  were 
desirous  of  effecting  an  early  setUement 
of  the  question. 

BISHOPS  OF  WrNCHESTEE,  SALISBURY, 
EXETEB,  AND  BATH  AND  WELLS. 

QTIEBTIOS. 
The  Dcke  op  SOMESSET  asked, 
Whether  any  arrangement  has  been 
made  or  any  measure  is  in  contem- 
plation to  replace  the  .  three  £ight 
Beverend  Prelates  in  the  Soutli-weBtem 
counties  who  have  now  been  for  strnte 
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time  ineapaoitated  hy  illneas  tram  the 
perfbrmance  of  any  duties?  He  w&a 
aiudoiiB  not  to  say  a  vord  which  ehould 
Hve  tlie  slightest  pain  to  those  right  rev. 
Ftelatee  or  their  mends ;  but  it  vae  de- 
tirable  that  attention  should  be  called 
to  the  unfortunate  position  of  the  coun- 
tiea  in  the  South-west  of  England,  with 
two  of  which  he  waa  especially  connected. 
It  waa  well  known  that  in  the  Civil  Ser- 
Tice  a  person  who  could  no  longer  dis- 
oha^^  the  duties  of  his  ofiSce  could 
retire,  some  provision  being  made  for 
tiitn ;  but  in  the  case  of  the  episcopate 
no  Buch  practice  existed,  thougii  it  was 
obviously  unsatiefEtctoTy  that  men  should 
continue  for  a  long  period  to  receive  the 
emolumenta  and  exeTtnae  the  patronage 
of  an  office  when  they  could  p^form 

none  of  its  duties.  

The  Abohbmhop  of  CANTEEBTIRY: 
I  do  not  know  whether  I  am  quite  in 
Order  in  answering  the  noble  Duke's 
Question,  or  whether  it  should  devolve 
on  some  Member  of  Her  Majesty's  Gk>- 
Tenaaeat ;  hut  perhaps,  as  I  know  more 
of  the  matter  Uuui  anyone  else,  I  may 
be  allowed  to  give  an  explanation. 
It  would  not,  I  think,  be  right  to 
T^ard  aU  the  cases  to  which  the  noble 
Duke  has  referred  as  alike.  The  case  of 
my  right  rev.  Brother  the  Bishop 
SaliBfonry  is  that  of  a  man  of  about  my 
own  age,  who  has  been  struck  with 
sadden  iUnees,  the  result  of  which  no 
one  can  at  present  foBesee,  and  it  would 
be  out  of  the  question  to  suppose  that 
any  permanent  arrangement  conid  be 
made  in  that  ixLstance.  Those  who  know 
that  right  rev.  Prelate  are  aware  that  a 
more  EealouB  and  consdentiouB  man  does 
not  exist,  and  that  no  person  would  be 
more  unlikely  than  he  to  remain  in  pos- 
session of  any  office  the  duties  of  which 
he  was  not  able  to  dischaige.  The  ex- 
perience of  all  of  US  shows  that  a  man 
in  middle  age  may  be  struck  by  sudden 
illness — as,  for  example,  a  Judge  while 
going  Circuit — and  it  is  impOBsible  and 
unreasonable  to  expect  that  any  arrange- 
ment can  be  made  for  such  a  calamity. 
The  noble  Duke,  no  doubt,  referred 
rather  to  the  cases  of  two  right  rev. 
Prelates  who,  far  advanced  in  life,  have, 
through  the  failure  of  their  bodily 
strength,  been  unable  lately  to  diraharge 
folly  the  duties  of  their  office.  Now,  I 
may  remind  your  Lordships  that  last 
year  I  endeavoured  to  eonviace  yo  ' 
the  propriety  of  maldi^  some  arrange- 


ment by  which  a  Bishop  thus  disabled 
might  be  relieved  from,  the  active  dis- 
charge of  his  fiinctiona.  The  discussion 
occupied  more  than  one  evening,  and  I 
am  sorry  to  say  that,  notwithstanding  all 
I  urged,  the  House  was  of  opinion  tliat 
it  was  not  advisable  to  do  anytiiing  in 
the  matter  at  that  time.  The  result, 
therefore,  is  that  these  right  rev.  Pre- 
lates are  unable  to  retire,  because  no 
arrangement  whatever  has  been  made 
whereoy  their  retiremeat  would  be  |pOB- 
sible.  In  the  case  of  Judges  there  is  a 
settled  arrangement ;  but  when  I  endea- 
voured to  urge  OB  the  House  a  similar 
arrangement  for  members  of  the  Episco- 
pal Bench,  far  advanced  in  years  and 
suffering  under  great  infinni^,  the 
House  diought  it  better  nothing  should 
be  done  to  facilitate  their  resignation. 
The  Bishop  of  Exeter,  as  your  Lord- 
ships are  aware,  has  been  in  foiling 
health  for  a  number  of  years.  He  is  now 
of  the  advanced  ^e  of  ninety  years; 
but  I  am  bound  to  say,  &oni  my  com- 
munications with  him,  that  he  stiU  pre- 
serves that  vigour  of  intellect — when  he 
is  able  to  rouse  himself— which  charac- 
terized him  in  former  times.  It  ought 
to  be  known  that,  now  many  years  ago, 
he  applied  to  Lord  Palmerston's  GJovem- 
ment  to  put  into  effect  the  Act  of  Henry 
Vm,,  whereby  he  might  have  been  re- 
lieved of  the  discharge  of  his  duties  by 
the  appointment  of  a  Sufthigan.  The 
Gkivemment,  however,  I  have  been 
taid,  acting  under  the  best  advice, 
thought  it  was  not  desirable  the 
Act  should  be  put  in  force.  It  can- 
not, therefore,  be  said  that  the  Bishop 
of  Exeter  has  not  taken  the  only  step 
which  the  law  pointed  out  for  seauring 
the  appointment  of  some  one  to  perform 
such  dutiea  as,  from  advancing  age,  he 
was  unable  personally  to  perform.  With 
regard  to  the  Bishop  of  Winchester  and 
the  Bishop  of  Bath  and  Wells,  of  course 
it  may  well  be  supposed  that  the  Bishop 
of  Exetv  having  failed  to  induce  the 
Government  to  take  the  course  of  ap- 
pointing a  Su&agan,  they  were  deterred 
&om  making  a  similar  application,  be- 
lieving  that  it  would  be  equally  fruit- 
less. I  do  not  attach  any  blame  to  Lord 
Falmerston's  Government  for  not  having 
taken  that  course,  for  no  doubt  it  is 
difficult  to  put  in  force  an  Act  which  has 
not  been  applied  for  a  very  long  time ; 
but  what  I  wish  to  point  out  ts  that, 
there  being  no  provision  whereby  the 
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ri^ht  rev.  Prelates  can  be  relieved  of 
their  office,  they  have  taken  such  etej 
as  were  within  their  power  to  secure  ti 
performance  of  their  duties.  I  hold  i 
my  hand  conmrnnicationa  from  those 
right  rev.  Prelates,  stating  the  arrange- 
ments they  have  made ;  and  in  order 
that  your  Lordships  may  see  that,  as  far 
as  it  has  been  possible,  the  duties  of 
those  sees  have  heen  performed  by  de- 

futy,  I  will  read  a  portion  of  the  letter 
have  received  from  the  Bishop  of  Win- 
cheater — 

"  I  wBi  Uid  low  hj  illreii  k  littls  mon  than  j 
jMr  igo.  At  the  earllett  pnieible  pariod  I  inavt 
thres  cotnmiaaiona.  one  to  Bishop  Ki>n,  for  the 
pprformnnoe  of  parelj-  ipiioopnl  acti,  nod  one  to 
eaoh  of  mf  archilencon*  for  the  peribroianet  or 
other  offlcei  which  do  nor  rnjuire  the  intcrrention 
or  ■  person  of  the  rpiMopnl  order.  I  hiTe  deiired 
inj-  aeonlatj  to  aend  jour  firaee  ■  oopj  of  theie 
eommiiaioni.  For  the  Init  iIi  monlha  I  am  thank- 
ful to  ■aj'  that  it  hna  ptenaerl  God  so  far  Id  reatore 
nie  to  health  and  alrength  na  Id  enable  me  to  re - 
(unie  the  aupeniaion  oC  mj  dioceas.  From  a  diffl- 
cultj  which  1  bare  in  utterance,  1  am  unable  to 
take  an*  part  in  the  public  dutiea  oCmj  ofBee,  nor 
can  1  hold  such  intercourse  with  mj  clergj  sj  I 
could  wish.  No  work,  howoTer,  is  undertaken  in 
the  dioeeae  without  mj  knowledge  or  oonaent.  The 
work  which  fnr  ail  monlha  017  archdeacona  nil' 
dertook  for  me  I  hare  in  a  great  meaaure  reaumed. 
All  the  bunineaa  ofmfdioceie  is  brought  under  nir 
immediate  nolice.  1  read  all  mj  correapondence 
mrielr,  and  bf  means  of  mf  domeilio  chsplnin, 
wlio  ia  resident  with  tne,  I  commanirate  with  m| 
olergj  on  eTerj  aubject  which  ie  brought  before 
ma.  Blihop  Rrao  uontinuea  to  undertake  purelj 
•piacopal  acts  whicb,  owing  to  mj  inflrmit;.  I  am 
unable  to  perform  ;  and  I  am  thankful  to  be  able  to 
•aj  that  during  the  past  jnr  there  haa  been  no 
dela;  either  in  the  ordering  of  conBrmaliona  or 
oonaeorations.  Sinoe  March,  in  1868,  oonfirma- 
liona  were  held  laat  rear  throughout  the  counijr  of 
Uiinta.  and  in  the  South  London  parishes,  where 
desired.  In  llama,  11,360  joang  persona  receiied 
the  rite  of  conHrm.ttion,  and  in  Sun-pf  l.COS. 
Thit  .roar,  bj  the  middle  of  this  month,  oonflrmn- 
tiona  will  have  bei-n  held  in  flftT-eijiht  ehurchea  fur 
the  parihhea  of  ijnrrey.  During  the  tame  period 
of  lime  flfi«en  new  churches  and  about  twentj  ad- 
ditionnl  churchynrdi  have  been  conaeorwed,  and 
seven  ehurchea  have  been  re-opened  after  reatora- 
tion.  ^ialiop  K>an  hat  alto  ordained  lixtraervn 
deacons  and  ptietttfar  Ihe  work  of  the  minittrjin 
nj  ilioceso.  1  am  happr  to  snj  thy  1  do  not 
think  nnr  nppllcntion   from   an;  clvrg^i 
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would  consent  to  a  re-consideration  of 
the  question,  I  am  sure  a  more  Batisfao- 
tory  state  of  things  might  be  introduced. 

"^^f^ " 


.  ib-e 


beaiiilr  to  thnnk  jour  Grace  for  ynur  kind  ei- 
prettion  offveling  towarils  nijtelf,  and  lo  naaure 
jon  that  jpou  read  mj  frelinga  aright  when  jrou  sa; 
that  jou  feel  sore  that  Ihe  caie  of  m;  dioceae  ia 
Torj  near  icy  henrt." 

I  do  not,  of  course,  mean  to  say  that  that 
is  the  beet  possible  way  of  superintend- 
ing a  diocese  under  such  circumBtanoes, 
but  it  is  the  only  way  which  the  law  at 
present  reeognizes.  If  your  Lordahips 
3%4  ArehbUhop  of  CanUrhtir]i 


I  am  happy  to  be  able  to  eay  that  Her 
Majesty  a  Government  have  been  in 
communication  with  me  as  to  the  best 
mode  of  drafting  a  Bill  whereby  it  would 
be  possible  for  Prelates  disabled  by  age 
or  infirmity  to  be  relieved  &om  the  dis- 
charge of  their  duties,  and  I  trust  that 
measure  will  soon  be  submitted  to  your 
Lordships,  and  that  it  will  receive  your 

aandion.     

.  LoBD  LYITELTON  must  express  hia 
r^ret  that  the  Episcopal  Bench  ap- 
peared neither  willing  to  press  forward 
an  increase  of  the  episcopate  themselvea, 
nor  to  co-operate  with  any  one  else  who 
might  be  disposed  to  take  up  the  ques- 
tion. Sir  John  Coleridge,  whoae  name 
would  carry  the  greatest  weight,  had 
su^ested  to  him  the  outline  of  a  mea- 
sure on  the  retirement  of  Bishops, 
founded  on  the  analogy  mentioned  by 
the  most  rev.  Prelate  between  Bishops 
and  Judged;  and  knowing  nothing  of 
the  communicatioDS  betweeu  the  Govern- 
ment and  the  most  rev.  Prelate  on  the 
subject,  he  had  had  a  Bill  prepared.  He 
hoped  the  matter  would  be  settled  by 
legislation  during  the  present  Session. 

The  Abohbibhop  of  CANTEEBURT 
said,  he  was  willing  to  give  eveiy  con- 
sideration to  the  noble  Lord's  Bill,  and 
assured  him  he  was  mistaken  in  attri- 
buting to  the  right  rev.  Bench  any  un- 
willingness to  co-operate  with  him  with 
regard  to  an  increase  of  the  episcopate 
or  any  other  question.  With  the  en- 
couragement of  the  Government  he  did 
not  despair  of  a  scheme  beuig  agreed  to 
which  would  meet  the  difficulty. 

The  Bishop  op  ST.  DAVID'S  said, 
that  some  exaggerations,  proceeding  from 
opposite  quarters,  but  both  calculated  to 
do  miachief  to  the  Church,  were  preva- 
lent as  to  the  true  nature  and  limits  of 
the  epiacopal  functions,  and  were  calcu- 
lated to  do  a  great  deal  of  harm  to  the 
Church.  On  the  one  hand  eealoua  and 
well-meaning  &iends  of  the  Church  had 
formed  an  idea  of  the  episcopal  office  that 
could  not  be  realized,  without  a  ^tem 
of  personal  visitation  which  would  in- 
volve such  a  multiplication  of  dioceses  as 
would  be  neither  practicable  nor  desir- 
able— the  diocese  of  London,  for  example, 
would  require,  supposing  a  Bishop  to  be 
required  for  a  given  number  of  popula- 
tion, not  two  hut  twen^  Bishops.    Now, 
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he  took  a  verj  different  view  of  the  du- 
ties of  the  office,  believing  that  while  it 
waa  the  btudness  of  a  Biehop  to  omtuiee, 
direct,  and  etinnilato  every  good  work 
going  on  within  the  dioceee,  it  was  not  ne- 
cessary or  even  desirable  that  he  should 
personally  lay  bia  hand  to  the  work.  On 
the  other  hand,  it  had  been  urged — and 
it  was  an  exa^eration  that  lurked  in 
the  speeches  of  nis  noble  Friend  (Lord 
Lyttelton) — that  if  a  diocese  was  deprived 
of  the  personal  presence  and  action  of 
its  Bishops  for  a  considerable  length  of 
time,  it  was  either  in  danger  of  falling 
to  pieces  and  the  whole  administration 
coming  to  a  dead-lock ;  or  that  if  this 
were  not  so  the  episcopal  office  must  be 
a  superfluity.  Notf,  if  a  person  were 
attacied  by  influenza  or  bronchitis,  and 
were  able  to  stand  against  it,  though  it 
might  be  fatal  to  others,  the  natural  in- 
ference was  that  he  enjoyed  the  bless- 
ing of  a  very  strong  constitution ;  but 
did  it  follow  that,  while  the  malady 
lasted,  he  stood  in  no  need  of  medical 
assistance  ?  A  see  deprived  of  the  per- 
sonal presence  and  activity  of  its  cbiei 
pastor  was  certainly  not  in  a  normal 
atate,  but  there  were  many  things  which 
Tery  much  mitigated  the  misfortune. 
The  illness  of  a  Bishop  did  not  neces- 
sarily incapacitate  him  for  all  the  duties 
of  Ms  office,  for  there  remained  many 
which  he  might  be  perfectly  able  to  Ail- 
fll.  He  received  the  assistance  of  his 
brother  Bishops  for  episcopal  duties; 
and  a  great  amount  of  help  was  habitu- 
ally given  by  the  archdeacons  for  duties 
not  strictly  episcopal.  In  all  these  cases 
the  parochial  machinery  which  was  the 
pride  and  strength  of  the  Church  of  Eng- 
land might  be  going  on  for  a  very  long 
time  wiUiout  any  interruption  or  abate- 
ment of  its  vigour,  notwithstanding  a 
misfortune  of  this  kind  which  might 
befhll  the  diocese.  He  should  he  son; 
to  make  light  of  the  disaster  which  had 
befallen  these  dioceses ;  but  he  thought 
that  these  considerations,  if  they  were 
allowed  to  have  the  weight  which  was 
due  to  them,  might  serve  to  protect  the 
Church  both  from  groundless  despond- 
ency even  under  very  unfavourable  cir-  ] 
cumstances  on  the  part  of  its  Mends,  i 
and  &om  groundless  and  mischievous  ■ 
reflections  on  the  part  of  its  enemies.  | 
The  Duke  of  CLEVELAND  said,  the  | 
question  of  an  increase  of  the  episcopate 
— on  which  he  would  now  oSai  no  opi- 
nion—onght  to  be  kept  distinct  &om 
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that  of  the  appointment  of  Suffragans  in 
cases  of  permanent  illness,  when  a 
diocese  was  for  any  lengthened  period 
presided  over  by  a  Prelate  who  was  in- 
capacitated for  performing  its  duties, 
the  episcopate  itself  fell  into  discredit 
with  those  who  were  not  friendly  dis- 
posed towards  the  Church.  He  did  not 
doubt  that  the  strictly  episcopal  duties 
in  Winchester  and  Exeter  were  well  per- 
formed by  those  appointed  for  that  pur- 
pose, and  that  the  archdeacons  were 
quite  competent  to  discharge  such  duties 
as  Were  not  strictly  episcopal ;  but  it  waa 
discreditable  to  ^e  Church  that  there 
should  be  no  arrangement  with  regard 
to  Bishops  unable  from  age  or  infirmily 
to  perform  their  duties.  It  was  unrea- 
sonable to  suppose  that  Bishops,  unless 
in  affluent  circumstances,  would  retire 
without  any  pensions,  and  he  hoped 
some  funds  would  be  found  for  mat 
purpose.  The  subject  was  of  very  great 
importance,  and  he  trusted  the  right 
rev.  Bench  would  aid  the  Government 
in  preparing  a  measure  which  would 
put  a  stop  to  the  mischief. 

Eaal  GBANYILLE  said,  he  desired 
it  to  be  understood  that  the  Bill  now 
being  prepared  by  communication  be- 
tween the  most  rev.  Prelate  and  the 
Prime  Minister  dealt  solely  with  the 
question  of  Bishops  incapacitated  from 
physical  or  mental  causes,  from  dis- 
charging the  duties  of  their  dioceses- 


UOTIO^  FOB  AK  ADD&E3S. 

LoED  HEDESDALE,  pursuant  to 
notice,  moved — 

"That  MD  hnmbie  Addreu  b«  praaenlad  to  H«r 
Majcuj,  prajing  ihnt  Tor  the  sdvanmea  of  ihi* 
HouM  and  for  tha  honour  of  (ho  legal  profei- 
•ion  Her  Mnjeatf  will  be  grBciouil;  pleaud  to 
uDolton  Ch«  ereoiion  of  ihe  oSoe  of  Lord  High 
Chancellor  of  England  into  a  bnrany  which  ahull 
SDtitle  the  holder  of  that  office  lo  a  writ  of  lum- 
mona  to  ParliamDnt  b;  luch  title  as  Her  Majest; 
■hail  in  each  caae  be  pliaMdlOBUinmon  him  ;  aDd 
that  luob  wricof  aummona  aa  flf'oreanid  ihull  niBkB 
the  peraoti  rtoeiving  the  aame,  atlhough  he  naf 
not  continue  to  hold  the  aaid  offlctr,  a  Peer  of 
Fnrliameiit  for  lifo  without  rrmninder  to  tha 
heira  of  hia  bodj.— ( The  Lord  RedetdaU.) 

Eabl  STANHOPE  appealed  to  the 
noble  Lord  not  to  proceed  at  present 
with  his  Uotion.  If  the  Uotion  should 
be  rejected,  it  would  seem  to  negative 
Uie  principle  of  the  BUI  of  the  noble 
Earl  (Earl  Bussell) ;  while  if  carried  it 
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Tould  apparently  imply  that  no  further 
Btep  was  required. 

Lobs  BEDESDALE  eaid,  he  must 
admit  there  was  Bome  force  in  the  noble 
£arl'e  representation,  and  was  not  un- 
willing to  accede  to  his  appeal.  The 
Address  would  affirm,  to  a  linkited  ex- 
tent, the  principle  of  life  peerages ;  and 
therefore.it  might  be  desirable,  before 
the  House  was  committed  to  it,  to  see 
the  state  in  which  the  noble  Earl's  Bill 
would  come  out  of  Committee.  This, 
howerer,  was  no  new  idea,  for  as  long 
ago  as  1851 — a  desire  being  felt  to 
Btrengthen  the  appellate  juiisdiction  of 
the  House — he  suggested  that  the  Law 
might  be  represented  in  the  same  way 
as  the  Church — namely,  by  certain  offices 
entitling  those  who  held  them  to  sit  in 
this  House.  Thus  some  years  before  the 
Wensleydale   caee   waa   discussed,   he 

Sord  Bedesdale)  had  called  attention  to 
e  flubject;  but  he  received  no  encou- 
ragement to  proceed  with  his  proposition, 
which  was  that  the  Chancellor,  the  two 
Chief  Jueticea,  and  the  Chief  Baron, 
should  be  summoned  in  connection  with, 
their  offices;  and  he  thought,  if  (bose 
peerages  were  continued  to  them  for  life 
on  their  retirement  from  those  offices, 
they  would  prove  moat  useful  Membere 
of  the  House.  It  appeared  to  him  that 
the  Office  of  Chancellor  stood  in  apecu- 
liar  position  in  reference  to  the  House. 
Although  the  Lord  Chancellor  waa  not 
necess^ily  a  Peer,  still  he  waa  Speaker 
of  the  House  ex  officio ;  and  it  seemed 
to  be  a  very  natural  concluaioD  that  the 
.office  ahoiUd  have  a  peerage  for  life 
attached  to  it  ex  officio.  At  the  same 
time  that  might  be  coupled  with  an- 
other proposition  which  would  prevent 
it  from  being  at  all  invidious  —  that 
a  person  so  summoned  in  connection 
with  hia  office  might  at  any  time  have 
the  peerage  ao  granted  to  him  made 
hereditary  by  special  grant  from  the 
Crown.  Perhaps  the  whole  question 
would  be  better  discussed  when  they 
knew  the  disposition  of  the  House  in 
regard  to  the  Life  Peerage  question 
generally.  Under  these  circumstances 
he  would  withdraw  his  Motion,  reserving 
to  himself  the  power  of  bringing  it  for- 
ward on  a  future  occasion. 

The  LOED  CHANCELLOR  said,  as 
his  noble  Friend  had  intimated  his  in- 
tention of  withdrawing  his  Besolution, 
he  would  onlymake  a  single  observatiim 
on  the  subject.  His  noble  Friend  oom- 
£arl  Stanhopt. 


Jamn't  Park. 


12 


menced  his  Resolution  by  stating  that 
"  it  would  be  for  the  advantage  of  the 
House  and  for  the  honour  of  the  l^al 
profession"  that  the  oourae  he  reoom- 
mended  should  be  taken.  It  was  not, 
of  course,  for  him  (the  Lord  Chancellor) 
to  say  what  their  Lordships  would  oon> 
sider  "for  Uie  advantage  of  the  House;" 
but  with  regard  to  its  being  "  for  the 
honour  of  the  legal  profession  "  he  must, 
at  that  moment,  humbly  enter  his  pro- 
test against  the  proposition  that  the 
Chancellor  should  be  the  marked  excep- 
tion  from  eve^  other  case,  and  that  he 
alone  should  be  l^tened  on  as  having 
the  honour  of  sitting  and  voting  in  the 
House  with  simply  a  peerage  for  life. 
One  other  observation  he  would  make. 
His  noble  Friend  would  excuse  him  for 
suggesting  that,  while  he  proposed  to 
create  a  barony,  it  would  rather  seem 
that  he  intended  the  Chanoeltor  to  be  a 
corporation  sole ;  because  he  would  con- 
tinue to  be  a  Peer  when  his  barony  waa 
gone — ^that  is,  when  he  ceased  to  be 
Chancellor.  Lf  the  Resolution  were  car- 
ried, they  would ,  never  again  hare  a 
Lord  Chancellor  other  than  a  life  Peer. 
The  queetioD,  if  considered  at  all,  had 
better  be  conddered  in  Conunittee  on 
Uie  noble  Earl's  BUI. 


Honw)  MJjoarned  at  htirpiit  Six  o'clock, 

till  TtMUDTTow,  balf-put 

T«a  o'elook. 


HOUSE    OP    COMMONS, 

Monday,  Zri  Mat/,   1869. 

MINUTES.]— BnroiaT  Whit— Atturn  amendtd 
— ilon.  An^itni  Henty  Archihnld  Anion 
V.  John  Cunliffo  Pioksngfil  Cnnliflh,  uudulf 
raturocd. 

Pdbuo  B:lli— ^rrt  JZmiAiu- SheriA  (ToA 
Countf}*  [103];  Norfolk  lateod  BUhoprie* 
[10*]. 

Ctirnmaee — Iriih  Church  [37] — B.r. 

CmnutitUt— Report — Contagiooi  DiieMM  (Ani* 
milij  (No.  2)«  [38-103]. 

METROPOLIS— ST.  JAMES'S  PARK. 

OTTESTIOK. 

Me.   STAPLETON  said,  he  wished 
to  ask  the  First  Commisaioner  of  Works, 
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"Wliettier,  inssmuch  as  tlie  coiLBtructioii 
of  the  Thames  Smbankment  lias  ren- 
dered it  impoedble  to  bathe  in  the 
Thames  &om  the  Middlesex  shore,  be 
will  aJlov  of  bathing  in  some  part  of  the 
emfunental  water  in  St.  James's  Park 
in  the  morning  before  the  incloaure  ia 
opened,  and  in  the  eveuiug  after  it  is 
oloeed  to  the  general  public ;  and,  if  the 
answer  ia  in  flie  affirmatiTe,  wheljier  he 
will  arrange  that  some  small  portion  of 
the  shore  Siall  be  set  aside  for  the  use  of 
those  who  are  willing  to  pay  for  a  chair 
or  arm  chair  to  put  their  clothes  on  ? 

Mb.  LATAItD  said,  he  could  assure 
the  hon.  Member  that  he  had  done  his 
beet  to  ascertain  whether  he  could  afford 
accommodation  to  bathers  in  St.  James's 
Park,  but  the  thing  was  impossible ;  for 
the  Park  waters  were  of  lumited  area, 
and  the  Park  being  open  &om  sunrise  to 
sunset,  and  the  path  by  the  side  of  the 
omomenta]  water  being  a  much-used 
thoroughfare,  to  allow  oathing  in  the 
Park  waters  might  lead  to  a  great  deal 
of  scandal. 

IRELAMD-THE  MAYOR  OF  CORK. 

aUESnON  POSTFOHSD. 

Mb.  DAWSON  said,  with  reference 
to  a  Question  of  which  he  had  given 
notice  respecting  the  alleged  speech  of 
the  Mayor  of  Cork,  that,  in  consequence 
of  a  request  made  to  him  by  the  Attor- 
ney (Seneral  for  Ireland — the  propriety 
and  justice  of  which  he  fully  acknow- 
ledged— he  should  postpone  his  Question 
until  the  fdlloving  day.  At  the  same 
time  he  wished  to  give  the  right  hon. 
and  learned  (Gentleman  notice  that  he 
should  also  ask  him  a  Question  as  to  the 
attitude  of  the  people  of  Cork,  described 
in  that  day's  telegraphic  news,  by  which 
it  appeared  they  had  met  in  honour  of 
&e  Mayor;  and,  whether  the  Oovem- 
ment  have  received  any  authentic  infor- 
mation upon  that  point  ? 

POST  OFFICE— HONET  ORDERS. 
VUZBTIOS. 

Mb.  BAINES  said,  he  would  beg  to 
ask  the  Postmaster  General,  Whether 
he  could  accommodate  tradesmen  and 
the  working  classes  by  reducing  the 
charge  for  Money  Orders  to  one  penny 
for  each  Order  below  twenty  shiltinga  ; 
twopence  from  twenty  shillings  to  forty 


threepence  from   forty  shil- 
liogB  to  sixty  shOlinga ;  or  some  Bimilor 


ofJuttke.  14 

Sroportdon  between  the  amount  of  the 
omittance  and  the  cost  of  the  Order  f 
The  Mabqdess  of  HABTTNGTON, 
reply,  said,  he  was  aware  that  a  re- 
duction of  the  commissian  charged  on 
small  orders  would  be  a  great  conveni- 
ence to  a  large  portion  of  the  public; 
but  the  difficulty  m  the  way  of  such  re- 
duction was  that,  although  the  whole 
Money  Order  system  wouloatiU  be  remu- 
nerative, the  smaller  orders  would  be 
issued  at  a  loss.  He,  therefore,  doubted 
whether  the  department  should  under- 
take a  reduction  entailing  apositive  loss ; 
but  he  would  look  further  mto  the  mat- 
ter, and  if  Uie  reduction  could  be  made 
without  considerable  sacrifice  to  the  Be- 
venue  he  would  endeavour  to  make  it. 

THE  NEW  COURTS  OF  JUSTICE. 
auEsnoifs. 

Mb.  PEMBEBTOH  said,  he  wished 
to  ask  the  First  Commissioner  of  Works, 
Whether  the  particular  attention  of  the 
Lord  Chancellor  haa  been  called  to  the 
site  for  the  Law  Courts  selected  by 
the  Oovemment,  and  whether  his  Lord- 
ahip  approve  of  the  selection? 

Mb.  IATAED  said,  in  reply,  Hiat  the 
Sill  which  he  should  have  the  honour  to 
introduce  would  be  a  Government  Bill, 
and  it  was  consequently  not  usual  to 
state  the  views  of  any  particular  Mem- 
ber of  the  Government. 

LoED  HENEY  LENNOX  said,  he 
wished  to  aik,  If  the  right  hon.  Member 
would  undertake,  on  the  part  of  the  Go- 
vernment, that  before  the  BiU  was  in- 
troduced, or  at  any  rate  discussed,  he 
would  circulate  amongst  Members  a  plan 
of  the  site ;  and,  also,  if  it  would  not  be 
advisable  to  produce  a  model  of  the 
building  and  u|ace  it  in  the  Library? 

Mb.  LAYABD  said,  he  hopea  very 
soon  to  be  able  to  place  in  the  hands  of 
hon.  Members  a  lithographic  plan  by  M>. 
Street,  but  he  was  afraid  he  should  not 
be  able  to  do  so  if  he  introduced  the  Bill 
before  Whitsuntide,  The  plan,  how- 
ever, would  be  in  the  har  ds  of  hon.  Mem- 
bers before  the  second  reading.  As  to 
tile  model,  it  would  take  a  long  time 
to  settle  the  elevation  of  the  building, 
but  he  could  assure  hon.  Members  that 
nothing  would  be  done  before  the  mode! 
was  placed  in  such  a  position  that  thej 
would  have  the  opportunity  of  examia- 
ing  and  criticising  it  in  detail. 


.,  Google 


Turnpih  Shult — 


(COMMONS! 


HETBOFOLITAN  CATTLE  MARKET.  • 

QUESTION. 

Mb.  PEXL  eaid,  he  vislied  to  atik 
the  Vice  Freaident  of  the  Committee  of 
Council,  Whether,  in  the  event  of  a 
market  for  foreign  animals  being  estab- 
liehed  in  the  Port  of  London,  it  is  the 
intention  of  the  Government  to  remoTe 
the  reatrictions  recently  impoaed  on  ani- 
mals brought  into  the  Metropolitan 
Market,  which  prerent  cattle  bemg  re- 
moved alive  to  any  place  out  of  the  Me- 
tropolitan District? 

Me.  W.  E.  FORSTER  said,  in  reply, 
that  the  only  answer  he  could  give  to 
the  Question  of  the  hon.  Member  waa 
that  it  was  the  expectation  and  belief 
of  the  Ooremment  that,  upon  such  mar- 
ket being  made  aa  was  contemplated,  it 
Tould  be  possible  and  perfectly  safe  to 
remove  the  cordon  round  the  metropolis. 
He  could  not,  however,  pledge  the  Go- 
vernment as  to  what  might  be  done 
under  certain  drcumstances  hereafter. 
That  must  depend  on  the  state  of  the 
cattle  disease  on  the  Coutinent. 


POST  OFFICE.— WEST  INDIA  MAILS. 
arxsnoK. 
Mk.  STEVKNSON  said,  he  would 
beg  to  ask  the  Postmaster  General,  Why 
the  West  Indian  Mails  are  not  dis- 
patched on  fixed  days  of  the  week,  such 
as  the  first  and  third  Thursdays  of  the 
month,  so  as  to  avoid  the  great  incon- 
venience of  the  present  arrsJigement 
under  which  the  Inward  Letters  some- 
times arrive  on  the  day  of  the  departure 
of  the  Outward  Mail? 

The  Makquess  of  HAETINGTON 
said,  in  reply,  that  the  West  India  Mails 
could  not  be  despatched  on  a  fixed  day 
except  by  substituting  a  fortnightly  ser- 
vice for  a  bi-monthly  one,  and  that  could 
only  be  done  at  a  considerably  increased 
expense.  The  plan  of  the  hon.  Member 
for  diRpatching  them  on  the  first  and 
third  Iliursday  in  the  month  would  not 
answer,  because  an  inconvenient  interval 
would  irequently  be  caused  by  the  dis- 
patch of  these  two  mails.  In  me  course 
of  the  present  year  there  would  be  three 
cases  in  which  three  weeks  would  have 
elapsed  between  the  third  Thursday  in 
one  month  and  the  first  Thursday  in  the 
next. 


REVENUES    OF    INDIA. 


Sir  STAFFORD  NORTHCOTE  said, 
he  would  beg  to  ask  the  Under  Secre- 
tary of  State  for  India,  What  restrictions 
are  imposed  by  Law,  or  by  the  authority 
of  the  Secretary  of  State  in  Council, 
upon  the  power  of  the  Governor  General 
of  India  in  Council,  with  respect  to  the 
expenditure  of  the  Revenues  of  India ; 
and,  whether  he  can  lay  upon  the  Table 
of  the  House  any  Regulations  that  have 
been  made,  or  any  Correspondence  that 
has  taken  place  aiace  1658  between  the 
Secretary  of  State  and  the  Government 
of  India  on  this  subject  ? 

Mr.  GRANT  DTJFF  replied  that,  in 
matters  of  expenditure,  as  in  all  others, 
the  Governor  General  of  India  was  en- 
tirely subject  by  law  to  the  Secretary 
of  State  in  Council,  and  anv  wilfiil  neg- 
lect of  or  disobedience  to  orders  was  pun- 
ishable as  a  misdemeanour.  It  had  not, 
however,  been  the  practice,  and  he 
trusted  it  never  would  be,  to  exercise  a 
vexatious  control  over  this  great  fiinc- 
tionaiy,  who  constantly  acted  on  the 
tacit  assumption  that  his  acts  would  be 
sanctioned  by  the  Secretary  of  State  in 
CouncU.  For  all  practical  purposes  the 
control  of  the  Home  Government  was 
complete,  because  in  case  of  any  new 
and  serious  expenditure  the  Governor 
General  consulted  the  Secretary  of  Btatfl 
by  telegraph. 

TUENPIKE  TRUSTS. 


Mr.  WHALLET  said,  he  would  beg 
to  ask  the  Secretaiy  of  State  for  the 
Home  Department,  Whether  he  is  pre- 
pared to  support  the  Bill  now  before  the 
House  for  affording  facilities  for  the  vo- 
luntary abolition  of  Turnpike  Tolls  on 
Roads  and  Bridges ;  and,  if  not,  whe- 
ther he  is  prepared  to  introduce  a  Bill 
for  dealing  with  the  question  otherwise 
than  is  proposed  by  the  smd  Bill? 

Mr.  BRUCE,  in  reply,  said,  he  re- 
gretted that  it  was  not  in  his  power  to 
support  the  Bill  on  the  subject  of  turn- 
pike trusts,  which  dealt  with  these  trusts 
m  a  very  imperfect  and  fragmentary 
manner.  He  could  not  undertake  to 
introduce  a  Bill  during  the  present  Ses- 
sion, but  he  should  be  prepared  to  do  so 
as  soon  as  a  fair  opportunity  occurred  of 
giving  it  due  consiaeration.  i 
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Suppresdon  of  the  Evidence  taken  before, 
and  the  Beport  of  the  Committee  of 
the  Australian  Legielatdve  Aseembly,  ap- 
pointed to  consider  the  Papers  relating 
to  O'Farrell,  were  sent  to  the  Govern- 
ment of  the  Colony  from  the  Government 
of  thiB  Country;  and,  whether  the  Go- 
vernment will  consent  to  lay  the  above 
Beport  and  Evidence  upon  ibe  Table  of 
this  House  and  to  their  being  printed?" 
Before  giving  notice  of  the  Question  ho 
examined  the  Australian  papers  with 
reference  to  the  Beport  of  the  Committee, 
and  he  found  the  following  notice  at  the 
head  of  it : — 

"  The  lUpart  of  the  Committee  was  aipanged 
from  tlie  procefldingi  bf  Order  of  ths  lIoDiw,  innd* 
on  TbuiidaT,  18(h  ¥t\,raiirj.  1660.  AM.  (S<« 
Votes  knd  ProoecJingg.  No.  40,  entrr  T,  Seuion 
1808-9.  LsgislBtire  Assemblj  Ctiuuber,  Sidner, 
Febnurr  18, 188S.  AM," 

These  were  the  Papers  with  reference  to 
O'Farrell  which  the  Prime  Minister  had 
deposited  in  the  library.  Since  ho  had 
inspected  those  documents  he  had  re- 
ceived fresh  information  respecting  them, 
and  he  thought  it  right  to  inform  the 
House  that,  uthough  there  was  evidence 
that  some  communications  with  reference 
to  the  inquiries  of  that  Committee  ap- 
peared  to  have  passed  between  Her 
Majesty's  Government  and  the  Colonial 
Government,  the  subsequent  information 
he  had  received  assiiwd  him  that  the 
expunging  of  the  Beport  was  not  the 
direct  act  of,  nor  did  he  know  that  its 
being  done  was  in  accordance  with,  any 
suggestions  from  Her  Majesty's  Govern- 
ment. The  evidence  was,  if  anything, 
in  contradiction  of  that  supposition. 
Until  the  Prime  Minister  answered  the 
Question  the  fact  of  interference  on  the 
part  of  Her  Majesty's  Government  for 
the  suppression  of  the  Beport,  or  against 
its  suppression,  must  rest  to  a  cer- 
tain degree  upon  conjecture.  Since  he 
gave  notice  of  the  Question  he  had  re- 
ceived what  appeared  to  him  to  be  reli- 
able evidence  as  to  the  expunging  the 
Beport  of  this  Anstrahan  Committee,  and 
that  the  Order  to  expunge  related  only 
to  the  Beport,  and  not  to  the  evidence. 
This  was  the  dehberate  act  of  the  Aus- 
trahan  House  of  Assembly.  He  found 
that  the  Chairman  of  the  Committee  was 
Mr.  Macleay,  who  occupied  the  position 
of  Prime  Minister  in  Australia.  The 
Beport  of  that  Committ^  was  carried 
by  his  castii^  vote.  This  Beport  was 
hdd  by  the  House  of  Assembly  to  mis- 


ARHT— BRinsn  GRAVES  IN  THE  I 
CRlMEA.-QUE3'riON.  j 

Mb.  STOPFOED  said,  he  wished  to 
ask  the  Under  Secretary  of  State  for 
Foreign  Affairs,  What  sum  has  been 
spent  for  the  purpose  of  keeping  in  re- 
pair, British  graves  in  the  Crimea  since 
the  termination  of  the  war  with  Bussia ; 
who  is  or  has  been  responsible  for  the 
proper  application  of  any  money  so 
spent;  and  has  her  Majesty's  Govern- 
ment any  recent  information  as  to  the 
present  state  of  the  cemetery  ? 

Mr.  OTWAY  replied  that  the  last  in- 
formation in  possession  of  the  Govern- 
ment was  contained  in  a  despatch  which 
had  been  received  from  Her  Majesty's 
Ambassador  at  St.  Petersburg,  who  ac- 
companied the  Prince  and  Princess  of 
Wales  in  their  visit  the  week  before  last 
to  the  graves  of  Uioee  who  fell  in  the 
Crimea.  Some  suggestions  had  been 
made  as  to  a  better  preservation  of  those 
graves.  He  regretted  to  say  that  he 
oould  not  satisfactorily  answer  the  first 
part  of  the  Question ;  because  it  would  be 
necessary  to  communicate  with  various 
departments  with  regard  to  the  expen- 
diture and  its  application.  But  as  the 
subject  had  created  a  deal  of  interest — 
not  only  in  that  House,  some  of  whose 
Members  fell  in  the  campaign  in  the 
Crimea,  but  in  many  of  the  nomes  of  the 
people  in  this  country — he  would  ask  the 
hon.  Member  to  repeat  the  Question  in 
the  course  of  a  short  time,  and  he  should 
then  perhaps  be  able  to  give  him  some 
further  information  on  the  subject. 

THE  O'FARRELL  PAPERS. 
QUESTION.      OBSEKVATIOttS. 

Mb.  NEWUEGATE  said,  that  since 
he  had  given  notice  of  his  Question  in 
reference  to  the  O'Farrell  Papers  he  had 
received  information  which  would  have 
induced  him  to  alter  its  form  had  he  re- 
ceived that  information  in  time;  and,  in 
order  that  he  might  fairly  explain  the 
position  in  which  the  matter  stood,  he 
would  move  the  Adjournment  of  the 
House.  He  did  not  think  that  there 
was  anything  unfair  in  the  Question  as 
it  stood,  and  he  thought  it  only  right 
and  fair  that  the  Prime  Minister  should 
have  the  opportunity  of  answering  it.  It 
was  not  beside  the  subject  at  ^  as  it 
now  stood.  The  Question  was  to  ask  the 
First  Lord  of  the  Treasury,  "Whether 
directions,  or  a  recommendation  for  the 
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represent  Uie  effect  of  the  evidence,  and 
to  be  utterly  contrarv  to  the  information 
which  the  Assembly  possessed.  The 
Assembly,  therefore,  adopted  a  resolu- 
tion that  the  !Beport  be  expunged,  and 
the  order  for  expunging  the  Ee^rt 
waa  carried  by  a  majority  of  32  against 
22.  That  was  the  act  of  the  Austrahan 
Parliament.  He  thought  it  would  not 
be  fair  or  right  to  infer  that  the  Eeport 
was  expunged,  or  that  the  evidence  waa 
suppressed  through  any  directions  or  un- 
der any  Order  of  Her  MajeBty's  Govern- 
ment. That  the  Government  might  have 
the  opportunity  of  making  a  statement, 
he  would  move  the  Adjournment  of  the 
House. 

Mr.  speaker  said,  he  could  not 
put  the  Question  without  reminding  the 
House  that  the  privilege  of  moving  the 
Adjournment  of  the  House  upon  aSdng 
a  Question  had  been  reserved  by  the 
common  consent  of  the  House  for  occa- 
sions of  urgency.  Unless  that  privilege 
were  exercised  with  forbearance,  the  re- 
sult would  be  fatal  to  the  successful 
conduct  of  Public  Business. 
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Mb.  MAQUIEE  said,  before  the  Mo- 
tion for  Adjournment  was  wi&drawn,  he 
must  express  his  belief,  and  the  beUef 
entertained  by  the  majority  of  the  people 
of  the  South  of  Ireland,  that  the  terrible 
offence  of  which  that  wretched  man  was 
guilty  was  the  act  of  a  lunatic — the  act 
of  a  man  who  was  suffering  under 
delirium  tretneru — that  he  had  no  connec- 
tion with  any  other  human  being,  and 
that  the  crime  was  that  of  a  man  re- 
duced to  a  state  of  lunacy  from  the  effects 
of  drink.  He  made  a  certain  rambling 
statement  when  he  was  not  entirely  free 
from  drink ;  but  when  he  was  under  the 
shadow  of  death  he  gave  the  most  solemn 
and  awful  assurances  that  he  had  no 
connection  with  any  human  being ;  that 
the  act  was  not  the  result  of  a  plot.  He 
(Mr.  Uaguire)  thoi^ht  it  was  only  fair 
to  the  character  of  his  own  country  that 
it  should  be  fully  understood  that  the 

EBople  in  the  South  of  Ireland  firmly  be- 
eved  that  O'Forrell  was  not  coniioct«d 
with  any  other  person,  that  hia  act  woa 
a  wanton  act  of  wickedness,  the  result  of 
a  stats  of  mind  produced  by  drink. 


Moved,  "  That  this  House  do  now 
adjourn." — {Mr  Newdegate.) 

Mb.  MONSELL  said,  he  thought  he 
should  be  acting  in  accordance  with  the 
wishes  of  the  House  by  simply  answer- 
ing the  Question  of  the  hon.  Member  as 
it  appeared  upon  the  Paper.  The  an- 
swer he  had  to  give  to  the  first  part  of 
that  Question  was  this,  that  no  directions 
or  recommendations  for  the  suppression 
of  the  evidence  taken  before  Uie  Com- 
mittee of  the  Australian  Legislative 
Assembly  appointed  to  consider  the 
O'FarreU  Papers  were  sent  to  the  Go- 
vernment of  the  colony  by  the  Govern- 
ment of  this  countiy.  The  second  part 
of  the  hon.  Member's  Question  was, 
whether  the  Government  would  consent 
to  lay  the  above  Beport  and  evidence 
upon  the  Table  of  this  House,  and  to 
their  being  printed.  Id  reply  to  that 
part  of  the  Question,  he  had  to  state  that 
that  Beport  and  the  evidence  taken  be- 
fore the  Committee  had  already  been 
placed  in  the  Library  of  the  House,  and 
were  at  the  diroosal  of  any  hon.  Member 
who  might  wish  to  see  them ;  but  that  it 
waa  not  the  opinion  of  Her  Majesty's 
Government  that  it  was  desirable  to  pre- 
sent these  Papers  to  the  House  or  to  put 
the  country  to  the  expense  of  having 
them  printed, 

Mr.  Netciegaie 


Motion,  by  leave,  teithdraum. 
IRELAND— RIOTS    IN  LONDONDEaBT. 

QITESTIOII. 

Ma.  SEEJZAirr  DOWSE  said,  he  would 
beg  to  a^  the  Chief  Secretary  for  Ire- 
land, Whether  it  is  the  intention  of  the 
Government  to  institute  an  inquiry  into 
the  origin  and  process  of  the  late  riots 
in  Londonderry,  with  a  view  to  prevent 
any  future  public  breach  of  the  peace  in 
that  city  ?     

Mb.  CHICHESTKB  FOETESCUE, 
in  reply,  said,  the  hon.  and  learned  Gen- 
tleman might  rest  assured  that  the  sub- 
ject was  under  the  consideration  of  the 
Government;  but  it  was  premature  to 
give  a  decided  answer,  seeing  that  the 
report  of  the  inquest  had  not  yet  been 
received. 


1RELA.ND.— RATES  ON  DISTURBED  DIS- 
TR1CTS.-QUESTI0N. 
CoLOJJBi.  WILSON-PATTEN  said,  he 
wished  to  ask  the  Chief  Secretary  for 
Ireland,  Whether  there  ia  any  objection 
on  the  part  of  the  Government  to  lay 
upon  the  Table  of  the  House  Copies  m 
the  Correspondence  that  has  taken  place 
between  the  Irish  Government  and  the 
local  authorities  of  the  disturbed  dig- 
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tricta ;  and  more  especiaUy  that  entered 
into  with  ihe  Lord  Lieutenant  vith  re- 
spect to  tb.e  levying  the  Kates  in  the  die- 
turbed  distriots,  in  accordance  with  the 
8th  section  of  the  Preeervation  of  the 
FeaceAct;  and,  also,  whether  the  Oovem- 
ment  hare  received  any  Beport  of  the 
reasons  why  the  Bates  have  not  been 
collected  in  some  placee  ?  He  should  also 
wish  to  have  a  netum  of  the  mode  in 
which  the  Batee  have  been  collected  for 
several  years  past  by  successive  Oovem- 
meats. 

Mb.  CHICHE8TEE  FOBTESCUE 
replied,  that  he  would  be  most  anxious  to 
furnish  the  right  hon.  (iendeman  with  all 
the  information  it  was  is  his  power  to 
give.  Speaking  on  the  spur  of  the  mo- 
ment, he  had  no  doubt  tl^t  he  could  ^• 
niah  him  with  the  Betum  of  the  names, 
&cte,  and  dat«s  relating  to  this  subject. 
With  regard  to  the  correspondence, 
however,  he  was  not  able  to  say  whether 
he  could  produce  it  or  not,  seeing  that 
much  of  it,  as  the  right  hon.  Genueman 
must  be  aware,  was  of  a  confidential 
character.  He  would  see  how  much  of 
it  he  was  at  liberty  to  produce,  and  if 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  woidd  come 
down  to  the  Lish  OfSce  in  a  short  time 
it  should  be  at  his  service^ 

CoLOKBL  WILSON-PATTEN  said,  he 
had  seen  the  whole  of  the  correspon- 
dence, but  was  particularly  anxious  that 
the  correspondence  with  the  magistrates 
of  the  county  of  Tipperary  respecting 
the  unfortunate  aSair  in  which  Mr. 
Bcully  was  engaged  should  be  laid  upon 
the  table  of  the  House. 

Me.  CHICHE8TBK  FOETESOtTE 
said,  there  could  be  no  difficully  what- 
ever with  regard  to  the  production  of  the 
correspondence  with  these  magistrates, 
which  was,  of  course,  not  ooufi^ntial. 

PARLIAMENT— WHITSUNTIDE  HOLT- 
DA  Y3 .— ft  0  ES  TIO». 
Colonel  FBENCH  said,  he  would  beg 
to  ash  the  First  Lord  of  the  Treaauiy, 
What  arrangements  the  Government  are 
preiiared  to  propose  with  regard  to  the 
Whitsuntide  Becess  f 

Ma.  GLADSTONE :  In  answer.  Sir, 
to  the  right  hon.  and  gallant  Gentleman, 
I  have  to  say  that  I  Uiink  that  the  ar- 
rangement which  the  House  has  been 
kind  enough  to  sanction  will  enable  us, 
as  far  as  we  can  estimate,  to  bring  the 
Committee  on  the  Irish  Church  BiU  to  a 
close  in  the  course  of  the  present  week. 


Should  our  anticipations  upon  that  point 
be  fiiMlled,  we  should  propose  to  redeem 
our  engE^ment  to  the  hon.  Member  for 
East  Suffolk  (Mr.  Corrance),  who  was 
kind  enough  to  waive  his  right  of  prece- 
dence on  a  farmer  day,  by  fixing  his 
Motion  for  Monday  next.  We  should 
then  propose  to  take  the  Beport  of  the 
Irish  Church  Bill  on  the  following  Thurs- 
day ;  and,  in  the  event  of  our  getting 
through  the  Beport  on  that  evening,  we 
should  propose  to  adjourn  trom  that  day 
to  the  following  Monday  week.  ["  Oh, 
oh!"]  Well,  that  is  not  written  in 
letters  of  iron ;  but  I  believe  it  is  in  ac- 
cordance with  the  general  wish  of  the 
House.  Such  is  the  intention  of  the 
Government.  We  hope,  if  possible,  to 
adjourn  on  Thursday. 

IRISH    OHUROH    BILL— {Biu.  3r.] 

{Mr.  Dadton,  Mr.  GladiUme,  Mr.  Jekn  Brighi, 

Mr.  ChUhtMer  FarUteve,  36:  AUcmeg 

Oetieralfor  Irdaitd.) 

coHMiTTBE.      [^Progrete  29th  April.'} 

Bill  eon»idered  in  Committee. 
(In  the  Committee.) 

dause  30  (Enactments  with  respect 
to  mixed  endowments). 

LoKD  CliAlXD  HAMILTON  said,  he 
wished  to  bring  under  tiiie  notice  of  his 
right  hon.  Fnend  at  the  head  of  the 
Government  a  case  which  had  been  com- 
municated to  him  by  one  of  his  con- 
stituents. There  was  a  living  in  the 
diocese  of  Cashel  to  which  the  present 
incumbent  had  been  appointed  in  1810. 
At  that  time,  and  for  long  before  it, 
there  were  no  glebe  lands  attached  to 
the  living;  but  in  some  old  maps  and 
documents  the  incumbent  discovered 
what  he  thought  gave  the  living  a  claim 
to  twenty-five  acres,  which  were  in  the 
occupation  of  Lord  Mount  Cashell.  He 
tried  the  question  in  three  different 
actions.  Twice  he  was  beaten,  but  in 
the  third  action  he  succeeded.  The  costs 
of  the  three  actions  amounted  to  almost 
the  value  of  the  fee  simple  of  the  lands 
recovered.  He  wished  to  know  from 
his  right  hon.  Friend  whether  that  case 
would  come  within  the  t«rms  of  this 
clause  f 

The  ATTOENEY  GENEBAL  for 
IBELAND  (Mr.  Sullitak)  said,  that 
the  case  mentioned  by  the  noble  Lord 
was  a  very  uncommon  one.  He  had  no 
doubt  that  the  property  recovered  was  a 
piiblic  and  not  a  private  endowment ;  but 
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the  costa  were  another  matter,  and  the 
Government  would  coDBider  whether 
(here  was  not  a  sort  of  salvage  claim  in 
the  case. 

Clause  agreed  to. 

Clause  31  (LimitationB  of  right  to 
ptiTchase  fee  simple  in  consideration  of 
perpetual  rent)  agreed  to. 

Clause  32  (Sale  of  tithe  reDt-charge 
to  owners  of  land). 

Me.  H.  a.  HERBERT  said,  he  would 
propose  to  substitute  eighteen  years' 
purchase  for  twenty-two  and  a-half  years' 
purchase  as  the  price  at  which  laudlorde 
could  acquire  the  tithe  rent-charge.  The 
Returns  of  the  Incumbered  Estates  Court 
showed  that  from  1850  to  1869  the  ave- 
rage price  of  fluch  property  was  only 
fifteen  and  three-quarters  years'  pur- 
chase. It  was  very  hard  that  the  price 
should  be  placed  so  high,  especially  as 
while  they  were  to  be  ^owed  to  deduct 
the  poor-rate  from  the  calculation,  yet 
they  were  not  to  he  allowed  to  deduct 
the  income  tax.  He  begged  to  move  in 
page  15,  line  8,  to  leave  out  "  twenty- 
two  and  a-half,"  and  insert  "  eighteen." 

The  chairman  said,  that  the  hon. 
Member  for  Brighton  (Mr.  Fawcett)  had 
an  Amendment  on  the  Paper  which 
would  precede  that  proposed  by  the  hon. 
Member. 

Me.  fawcett,  said,  he  would  not 
propose  hia  Ajnendment,  though  Ms  ob- 
jection to  the  term  fixed  by  the  clause 
was  not  that  it  was  too  high,  but  that  it 
was  too  low.  The  tithe  rent-charge  ap- 
peared to  hini  to  be  an  admirable  source 
of  revenue,  and  the  Government  ought 
certainly  not,  in  his  opinion,  to  en- 
courage its  commutation.  He  trusted, 
at  all  events,  that  the  Government  would 
adhere  to  the  figure  in  the  clause. 

Mk.  WALTHB  said,  he  wished  to 
offer  a  few  remarks  in  reference  to  the 
explanation  of  this  part  of  the  Bill  given 
by  the  First  Minister  of  the  Crown  upon 
the  second  reading.  He  concurred  in 
the  opinion  that  a  landlord  whose  pro- 
perty was  saddled  with  any  charge 
should  have  tho  right  of  pre-emption, 
whether  it  was  marketable  at  twenty- 
two  and  a-half,  eighteen,  or  ten  years' 
purchase.  But  he  desired  to  call  atten- 
tion to  the  extraordinary  plan  by  which 
the  Government  proposed  to  facilitate 
this  arrai^ment.  In  the  by  no  means 
improbable  event  of  the  laadlord  not 

Hu  Aitwrftey  Gtntreifor  Irtlaiid 


being  in  a  position  to  redeem  the 
charge,  there  was  to  be  some  fictitious, 
imaginary,  and  to  him,  wholly  unac- 
countable transaction  between  ttte  land- 
lord and  the  Government,  by  which 
the  Government  nominally  and  on  paper 
advanced  him  the  amount  that  was  ne- 
cessary, the  money  to  be  re-paid  at  the 
rate  of  4J  per  cent,  in  forty-five,  or,  as 
woe  now  proposed,  in  fiily-two  years,  by 
which  process  the  tithe  rent-charge  was 
to  be  extinguished  at  the  end  of  that 
period  UnlesB  he  had  misunderstood 
his  right  hon.  Friend,  he  could  only  re- 
gard this  as  a  most  extraordinary  dis- 
covery in  finance,  because  he  was  at  a 
loss  to  understand  why  the  same  prin- 
ciple should  not  be  applied  to  the  Na- 
tional Debt,  and  why  the  fimdholdere 
should  not  be  paid  off  in  a  similar  man- 
ner. The  plan  had  been  compared  to 
the  advances  which  were  made  for  the 

fiurpose  of  draining  lands,  hut  in  the 
atter  case  there  was  this  difference— 
thatmoney  actually  did  pass.  Thetrans- 
action,  however,  appes^«d  to  be  some- 
what analogous  to  the  arrangemente 
made  during  the  time  of  the  railway 
mania,  when  the  railway  companies,  in 
order  to  comply  with  the  Standing  Or- 
ders, figured  in  the  books  of  Uie  banks 
as  having  received  advances  %hich  in 
point  of  fact  had  never  been  made.  It 
resembled  the  plan  suggested  by  the 
ex-Fresident  of  the  United  States  for 
paying  off  their  National  Debt,  and  it 
certainly  was  one  which,  in  the  absence 
further  explanation,    seemed    to  be 


Mr.  FAWCETT  said,  he  thought  tiiat 
the  discussion  on  this  subj  ect  would  arise 
more  naturally  when  an  Amendment 
which  he  had  to  a  lattor  portion  of  the 
clause  came  under  consideration. 

Sir  STAFFORD  NORTHCOTE  said, 
he  wi^ed  for  some  explanation  as  to  Iha 
bads  upon  which  the  rent-chai^  was  to 
be  calculated.  The  chatge  was  not  a 
fixed,  immovable  sum,  but  varied  from 
time  to  time  according  to  the  price  of 
com.  He  wished  to  know  wheUier,  in 
fixing  the  purchase  monOT,  reference 
was  to  be  had  to  probable  fluctnadons  t 

Mr.  GLADSTONE  said,  he  thought 
that  as  objections  to  the  clause  were 
taken  from  three  separate  quarters,  it 
would  contribute  to  clearness  if  he  made 
some  explanation  at  once.  The  right 
hon.  Baronet  (Sir  Stafibrd  Northcote] 
was  perfectly  accurate  in  sayisg  that  the 
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lithe  rent-ctiBrge  was  not  a  constant 
quanti^.  It  was  fixed  erery  year,  but 
irae  capable  of  varying  periodically; 
and  wbat  tbe  Qoyenmient  proposed  was 
to  take  it  at  the  sum  at  wbicb  iJiey  found 
it,  and  to  get  rid  of  future  Tariatioas. 
This  was  a  matter  of  detail,  and  did  not 
touch  the  principle  of  the  clause.  The 
number  of  objectors  to  this  clause  might 
at  first  sight  seem  somewhat  alarming, 
but  it  must  be  recollected  that  the  ob- 
jectors fired  into  one  another.  Some 
■tmck  Teiy  considerBbly  above  the  ave- 

X  fixed  by  the  Qovemment,  and 
rs  very  con^derably  beloir  it.  The 
hon.  Member  for  Berkshire  (Mr.  Walter) 
thought  that  there  vas  somelliing  of  a 
juggUng  character  in  this  proc^diug. 
He  was  not  surprised  at  it,  tor  he  h^ 
radier  anticipated  that  this  would  be  the 
view  taken  ca  a  financial  operation  ap- 
parently so  mysterious.  But  Uie  mys- 
tery, if  any,  lay  in  the  terms  and  in  the 
machinery,  and  in  notbing  else  what- 
ever. No  doubt  in  the  Bfll  there  was 
said  to  be  a  sale  on  one  side,  an  advance 
on  tlie  other,  and  a  gradual  liguidatioi 
of  the  advance  by  instalments  with  inte- 
rest charged  at  3J^  per  cent;  but  the 
simple  effect  of  the  clause  was  that,  al- 
lowing for  a  very  possible  and  slight 
inequality — allowmg  for  the  differeace 
between  the  past  poor  rate  on  whioh  the 
estimate  had  been  founded,  and  what  it 
might  prove  to  be — there  was  uo  doubt 
that  it  was  equivalent  to  enacting  that 
the  landlords  should  continue  for  a  given 
term  of  years,  which  he  proposed  to  fix 
at  fiAy-two,  to  pay  to  the  Commissioners, 
or  a  body  representing  the  State,  the 
very  aame  sum  which  they  had  thereto- 
fore paid  to  the  clei^ymen,  and  that  at 
the  end  of  that  term  they  should  cease 
to  pay  anything  at  all,  and  that  the  rent- 
char^  ^lould  absolutely  merge.  His 
hon.  Friend  would  see  that  all  that 
phraseology  and  apparent  machineiy 
might  be  cast  aside  altogether.  But  his 
hon.  Friend  said  that  if  that  was  a  legi- 
timate financial  operation,  be  saw  no 
reason  why  the  Chancellor  of  the  Exche- 
quer should  not  be  in  a  condition  to  pay 
oB  the  National  Debt.  And  so  he  would 
provided  he  could  find  somebody  to  lend 
nim  the  money  for  that  purpose  at  the 
necessary  rate  of  interest.  The  Govern- 
ment to  make  over  the  tithe  rent-charge 
to  the  landlords  on  terms  which  produced 
about  4^  per  cent,  while  they  made  an 
advance  to  him  at  the  rate  of  3^  per 
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that  there  would  be  formed  out 
of  the  difCereQce  of  I  per  cent  a  sink- 
ing fund  which  would  absorb  the  whole 
of  the  capital ;  and  if  it  should  hap- 
pen that,  on  some  happy  morning,  his 
right  hon.  Friend  the  Cnaneellor  of  the 
Exchequer  should  receive  from  some 
solvent  parties  a  communication  to  the 
effect  that  they  were  ready  to  lend 
him  at  the  rate  of  2^  per  cent  an  amount 
equal  to  that  of  the  National  I>ebt  on 
which  there  was  at  present  paid  about  3i 
per  cent,  it  would  be  in  the  power  of  his 
right  hon.  Friend  to  arrange  a  jphui 
under  which  the  extinction  of  the  Debt 
would  follow  as  a  matter  of  course,  and 
to  the  satisfaction  of  all  parties :  that 
was  the  solution  of  the  mystery,  and  the 
dif&culty  was  in  the  t«rms  alone.  If  any 
one  were  to  choose  to  call  this  a  gifb  to 
the  landlord  of  the  reversion  to  the  tithe 
rent-charge  after  a  certain  number  of 
years,  he  would  give  what  would  be  on 
the  whole  a  perfectiy  good  and  valid 
description  of  it.  He  would  next  pass 
to  the  arguments  of  his  other  two  hon. 
Friends.  He  believed  that  the  abstract 
proposal  of  his  hon.  Friend  the  Member 
for  Brighton  (Mr,  Fawcett)  was  nearer 
the  mark  than  that  of  his  hon.  Friend 
the  Member  for  Kerry  (Mr.  H.  A. 
Herbert).  His  hon.  Friend  the  Member 
for  Briglktou  had  proposed  that  a  higher 
charge  than  that  demanded  by  the  Go- 
vernment should  be  exacted  from  the 
landlords,  while  his  hon.  Friend  the 
Member  for  Kerry  moved  an  Amend- 
ment, to  the  efi'ect  that  the  paj'ments 
should  be  reduced  &om  a  period  of 
twenty-two  and  a-half  years  to  one  of 
eighteen  years ;  and  that  Amendment, 
he  presumed,  would  be  supported  by 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  ine  Member 
for  Buckinghamshire  (Mr.  Disraeli),  who 
had  placed  a  Notice  on  the  Paper  which 
showed  that  he  thought  the  Government 
proposed  to  charge  too  much.  But  it 
was  with  some  surprise  that  he  saw  that 
Amendment  in  the  name  of  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman,  because  those  who  re- 
collected the  speech  of  the  right  hon. 
Gentieman  on  the  second  reading  of  the 
Bill  would,  no  doubt,  remember  that  he 
vehementiy  criticized  and  found  fault 
with  it  as  giving  away  the  property  of  the 
Church  to  the  landlords-  But,  wbat  was 
more  important,  he  (Mr.  Gladstone)  be- 
lieved he  could  show  in  a  very  few  words 
that  that  was  an  equitable  proceeding. 
He  could  find  no  common  ground  with 
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Committee.  He  thought  that  conaidera- 
tions  of  policy  juatified  them  in  abating 
Bomevhat  of  the  price  they  might  have 
exacted  in  that  case,  while,  on  the  other 
hand,  he  did  not  believe  there  waa  any 
ground  for  diminiahing  the  number  ot 
yeara  during  which,  under  the  olaoeo, 
the  payment  was  to  be  made. 

Ma.  HUNT  said,  the  explanation 
which  had  juat  been  given  by  the  light 
hon.  Gentleman  va«  perfectly  clear.  The 
result  waa  this — the  payer  of  a  i 


hia  hou.  Friend  who  had  moved  the 
Amendment.  His  hon.  Friend  said  that 
they  ought  not  to  demand  a  higher  sum 
than  that  at  which  the  tithe  rent-charge 
waa  commonly  sold  in  the  market,  which 
he  toot  to  be  about  eighteen  yeare'  pur- 
chase. Bnt  it  should  be  remembered 
tiiat  &ere  had  always  existed  a  good 
deal  of  insecurity  about  the  tithe  rent- 
eharge,  and  they  mnat  suppose  that  its 
value  had  in  consequence  been  kept 
below  its  natural  level.  Bnt  they  would 
sell  upon  entirely  diflferont  oonditiona  in 
the  case  contemplated  by  the  Bill ;  and 
the  lending  of  all  the  money  to  the 
buyer  waa  so  favourable  to  the  promo- 
lion  of  the  purchase  that  it  might  almost 
authorize  the  seller  to  fix  his  own  terma. 
If  they  were  to  accept  the  proposal  of 
his  hon.  Friend  the  Member  for  Brighton 
to  strike  out  the  clause  the  effect  would 
he  that  the  tithe  rent-chaj^  which, 
under  a  previous  clanse,  they  had  pro- 
Tided  should  be  vested  in  the  Commis- 
sionera,  would  be  paid  throughout  all 
time.  Therefore  this  clause  was  one  in 
favour  of  the  landlords.  The  hon. 
Member  for  Brighton  (Mr.  Fawcett) 
might  say  that  that  waa  his  case,  and  he 
did  not  wish  to  legislate  in  favour  of  the 
landlords;  but  he  (Mr.  Gladstone)  should 
observe  that  in  auch  a  matter  they  muat 
look  not  merely  to  the  abstract  figure, 
and  to  logical  rule,  but  to  policy  and 
equity.  He  did  not  by  any  means  admit 
thiat  the  landlord  had  any  claim  of  a  de- 
finite character,  on  the  ^und  of  equity, 
which  should  prevent  his  paying  the  full 
price  for  what  he  was  about  to  purchase ; 
out,  apart  ^m  that,  he  thought  there 
was  a  great  principle  of  public  policy 
involTed;  and  eonaidering  how  unhappy 
for  a  long  series  of  years  had  been  the 
history  of  that  question  of  tithe  rent- 
oharge,  he  believed  there  whs  great 
policy  in  getting  rid  of  it  altogether, 
and  causing  it  to  merge  into  the  general 
revenue  of  the  land.  It  was  that  con- 
nderation  of  policy  which  had  led  the 
Government  to  think  that  if,  without 
calling  on  the  landlord  to  pay  anything 
except  what  he  had  been  accustomed  to 
pay,  they  could  obtain  for  the  tithe  rent- 
chaige  a  sum  representing  twenty-two 
and  a-half  years'  purchase,  they  should, 
upon  the  whole,  be  doing  pretty  equal 
justice  to  all  puttea.  It  was  upon  that 
general  ground,  and  not  upon  any  ground 
of  specumtive  right  or  political  eoonomy, 
that  he  recommended  the  clause  to  the 


result  waa  this — the  payer  of  a  perma- 
nent annuity  would  fbid  himself  free 
&om  it  at  me  end  of  a  certain  numbOT 
of  years.  No  doubt  the  truisaction  was 
favourable  to  the  landlord ;  but  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  had  omitted  to  explain 
why  he  had  selected  this  particular  rent- 
chturge  for  the  operation.  He  believed 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  would  be  pUE- 
zled  to  say  why  the  landlord  ahould  not 
have  an  equally  favourable  opportunity 
of  getting  rid  of  a  perpetual  quit-rent, 
or  of  extinguishing  the  rent-charge  pay- 
able to  a  lay  impropriator.  It  would 
be  a  great  boon  to  all  landlords  if,  at  the 
end  of  fiity-two  years,  they  could  extin- 
guish what  was  nothing  but  a  perma- 
nent annuity  ;  and,  if  they  set  the  pre- 
cedent then  proposed,  he  cud  not  see  why 
landlords  should  not  come  to  them  here- 
after, and  ask  to  have  the  advantage 
of  this  arrangement  extended  to  aU  per- 
petual payments  out  of  land. 

8iB  MICHAEL  HICKB-BHA.CH 
said,  he  did  not  object  to  the  firat  para- 
gr&^h  of  the  clauae,  whidi  simply  pro- 
vided that  the  tithe  rent-charge  might 
be  sold  to  the  landlords,  who,  as  owners 
of  the  aoil,  had,  naturally,  the  right  of 
pre-emption.  This  was  nothing  but 
what  was  done  eve^  day  in  England  by 
the  Ecclesiastioal  Commissioners  ;  but 
the  second  part  of  the  clause,  the  omis- 
sion of  which  was  moved,  consisted  of  a 
financial  procesa,  under  which  the  land- 
lorda  would,  for  fifty-two  years,  continue 
to  pav  to  the  State  the  exact  sum  which 
th^  nad  hitherto  paid  to  the  Ohuroh ; 
and  at  the  end  of  that  time,  would,  in 
reality,  obtain  the  tithe  rent-charge  as 
a  gift.  Now,  these  landlords  had  al- 
ready been  liberally  dealt  with  in  the 
clause  relating  to  advowsons,  and  were 
to  be  saved  the  cost  of  aayluma,  infirm- 
aries, and  reformatories ;  so  that,  aa 
far  as  they  were  person^y  concerned, 
they  had  not  much  reason  to  com- 
plain of  the  provisionB  of  the  Bill  It 
might  be  said  that  ^e  landlords  ought 
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to  be  liberally  dealt  with,  inasnmcli  as 
npon  them  would  m&inly  devolve  the 
maintenancd  of  tlie  fiitare  voloittary 
Ohorch ;  but  he  feared  that  tiiey  must 
not  expect  any  very  la^e  contributions 
under  that  head  fram  persons  who  bad 
for  oenturieB  not  been  subjected  to  such 
a  liabili^.  He  was  prepared,  bowover, 
to  deal  liberally  with  the  resident  land- 
lords. They  were  the  poorer  clasa ;  they 
would  continue  to  pay  the  annu^  sum 
juat  OS  diey  had  paid  tithe  rent-charge, 
and  many  of  them  would  naturaUy  fael 
reluctant  to  pay  anything  in  addition  to 
the  Cbnrch,  not  only  on  account  of  tbeir 
poverty  and  inability,  but  also  because 
they  might  think  that  the  blame  for  the 
inipropnation  of  the  revenues  of  the 
Ojiurm  to  secular  purposes  rested  with 
Parliament  and  not  with  themselves. 
Uucb  help  could  not  be  expected  &om 
the  farmers,  whose  predecessars  went  to 
Iceland  on  the  faith  of  having  the 
Church  maintained  for  them ;  and, 
therefore,  he  wished  every  considera- 
tion to  be  shown  for  the  resident  land- 
lords. But  he  confessed  that  he  enter- 
tained doubts  08  to  the  propriety  of  giv- 
ing even  them  the  tithe  rent-char^ ;  and 
he  was  altogether  at  a  loss  to  know  how 
giving  it  over  to  absentees  could  be  jus- 
bfied.  Prbbablytheresnltwonldbe  that 
the  absentees  at  the  end  of  the  fifly-two 
years,  though  they  would  have  got  rid 
of  the  payment  of  the  tithe  rent,  would 
put  the  money  into  their  pockets,  and 
pay  nothing  for  the  support  of  the 
Church.  He  was  prepared  to  admit 
that  many  of  their  estates  were  well 
managed,  and  the  tenantir  carefiiUy 
looked  E^ter;  but  he  had  been  much 
struck  by  the  observation  of  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  the  Member  for  the 
University  of  Dublin  (Dr.  Ball),  that  the 
absentee  landlords  vere  not  renowned 
for  their  contributions  to  objects  of  real 
benevolence.  The  Qoremment  in.effect 
admitted  this  when  they  proposed  to  de- 
vote these  lai^  public  endowments  to 
the  erection  of  infirmaries,  reformatories 
and  lunatic  asylums  upon  a  very  wide 
scale  in  Ireland.  Now,  he  thought  it 
would  be  admitted  that,  as  a  general 
rule,  people  were  more  ready  to  contri- 
bute to  the  support  of  institutions  foi 
the  relief  of  acKneaa  and  suffering  than 
to  the  maintenance  of  religion.  How, 
therefore,  oould  they  expect  that  ab- 
sentees would  support  a  Church  for 
others,  if  they  had  so  for  faUed  to  providf 


for  the  ordinary  charitable  institutions  of 
the  country,  that  the  Government  were 
compelled  to  supply  the  deficiency?  He 
said  further  that  Ibey  were  actually,  by 
the  nature  of  their  proposals,  holding  out 

Sremium  to  absenteeism,  that  curee  and 
amity  of  Ireland,  which  deprived  the 
country  of  the  benefit  of  a  large  expen- 
diture, which  withheld  &om  it  the  social 

lenee  exercised  by  a  landlord  among 

bis  tenantry,  which  took  away  the  hand 
that  ought  to  administer  charity,  and 
the  head  and  heart  that  ought  to  sym- 
pathize with  and  counsel  the  poor  in 
their  necessities.  Take  the  case  of  a 
landowner  in  the  South  of  Ireland,  who, 
with  his  family  and  a  few  tenants,  were 
the  only  Protestants  in  the  pari^;  he 
and  his  ancestor,  with  the  Protestant 
clerg^nan,  having  been  for  ages  past 
the  principal  benefactors  of  the  poor,  Eo- 
man  Catholic  and  Protestant  alike.  The 
Protestant  clergyman  having  been  re- 
moved by  a  previous  clause  of  the  Bill, 
by  that  now  under  consideration,  Par- 
liunent  held  out  to  the  landowner  the 
strongest  temptation  to  migrate  to  some 
parish  in  the  North  of  Ireland,  where 
there  would  be  other  Protestants  to 
aid  him  in  supporting  the  expenses  of 
the  Church,  or  else  to  England,  where 
he  would  find  a  Church  maintained  for 
bim  firee  of  expense.  What  would  be 
the  effect  upon  the  country  if  the  resi- 
dent proprietor  were  tempted  away? 
The  Knight  of  Kerry,  in  a  letter  which 
he  hod  written,  said  that  it  would  be 
far  better  in  many  districts  for  the 
Boman  Catholics  themselves  to  pay  the 
Protestant  Clergyman  than  to  lose  the 
benefits  of  a  proprietor  resident  among 
them.  There  was  no  other  clause,  he 
thought,  upon  which  the  question  could 
be  so  conveniently  discussed  as  upon  the 
present,  whether  the  tithe  rent-chai^ 
could  rightly  be  taken  away  from  the 
Church.  Long  before  the  fiflv-two 
years  had  expired  the  Soman  Catholics 
of  Ireland,  he  ventured  to  say,  through 
their  representatives  in  the  House  of 
Commons,  through  their  advocates  in 
the  Press  or  through  their  Bishops, 
would  raise  an  outcry  to  this  effect — 
What  we  want  is  reid  equality;  there- 
fore either  disendow  the  Church  of  the 
majority  in  England  also,  or  give  us 
—  who  are  the  Church  of  the  majo- 
rity in  Ireland  —  the  endowment  of 
which  we  have  been  deprived.  He 
certainly  thought  that  the  title  of  the 
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present  Eatablislied  CliuToh  In  Ireland 
would  be  good  t^aiast  such  a  claim,  but 
he  doubted  whether  the  title  of  the 
landlords  would  be  held  to  be  equally 
valid.  Bishop  Moriarty  had  said  that 
"the  Boman  Catholic  Church  was  the 
rightful  owner  of  the  Church  property 
in  Ireland  as  a  ^iritual  corporation, 
and  no  prescription  or  statute  of  Kmita- 
tioiia  could  bar  her  claim."  The  tithe 
rent-charge,  he  contended,  had  not  only 
been  for  centuries  dedicated  solely  to 
the  service  of  Ood,  but  was  never  given 
by  the  State  to  the  Church ;  and  m  no 
other  country  in  the  world  had  it  ever 
been  applied  to  secular  purposes.  Its 
origin  he  attributed  to  the  gifts  of  pious 
laymen  following  the  practice  first  insti- 
tuted by  the  Jews,  and  which  at  last  bo- 
came  so  general  that  the  State  acknow- 
ledged the  claim  of  the  Church  to  a  por- 
tion thus  set  apart  for  sacred  purposes, 
and  felt  itself  able  to  enforce  Uie  custom 
and  to  render  payment  compulsory.  But 
the  proposal  now  before  the  House  to 
take  away  money  which  had  been  thus 
given,  and  to  divert  it  to  secular  pur- 
poses, had  never  yet  been  carried  out  in 
this  country.  The  Act  of  Heaiy  VHI. ,  in 
suppressing  the  monasteries  and  appro- 
priating their  funds,  afforded  no  prece- 
dent for  the  present  proceeding ;  for 
the  monasteries  were  acknowledged  by 
every  one  to  be  lustitutions  hui^iil  to 
society,  whereas  no  one  had  ever  con- 
tended ttiat  the  Protestant  Church  in 
it«elf  woe  likely  to  be  hurtful  to  Ireland. 
On  the  contrary,  those  who  were  most 
strongly  for  its  extinction  politically  de- 
clared that  their  object  was  to  &ee  the 
Church  and  render  it  more  eflScient  for  re- 
ligious puiposee.  ge  yielded  to  no  one  in 
the  force  of  his  objections  to  many  of  the 
tenets  of  the  Boman  Catholic  religion, 
and  he  could  not  witness  with  entire  ap- 
proval the  payments  to  Maynooth.  But 
he  would  rather  see  the  whole  of  this 
tithe  rent-charge  devoted  to  the  purposes 
of  the  Boman  Catholic  religion  than  see 
it  taken  icom  the  Church  and  appropri- 
ated to  purely  secular  objects.  In  his 
opinion,  the  proposal  of  the  Government 
combined  sacrilege  with  bribery,  f"  Oh, 
oh ! "]  Those  were  strong  words,  but 
sothing  less  strong  would  express  his 
feeling.  He  believed  it  to  be  sacrilege 
because  it  was  taking  away  from  tho 
Church  property  to  which  tho  State 
had  no  right,  and  devoting  it  to  secular 
puiposes ;  and  bribery  also,  because  it 
Sir  Michatl  Hitkt'JBueh 


was  attempted  to  secure  the  consent  of 
the  landlords  by  handing  over  \a  them 
the  property  upon  terms  making  the 
transfer  a  gift  and  not  a  sale.  The  pro- 
posal he  regarded  as  wrong  in  the  sight 
of  God.  A^  such,  it  could  bring  neither 
contentment  nor  prosperity  to  Ireland. 

The  attorney  GENERAL  fob 
IRELAND  (Mr.  Sulltva-v)  said,  there 
was  no  one  acquainted  with  Ireland  who 
did  not  sympathize  with  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  East  Gloucestershire  in  the  ob- 
servations which  he  addressed  to  the 
Committee  in  regard  to  absentee  land- 
lords, but  he  was  unable  to  see  what  was 
the  effect  of  the  hon.  Member's  argument 
in  relation  to  this  clanse,  and  he  did  not 
think  that  the  hon.  Member  had  put  the 
case  veiy  iairly  when  he  traced  the 
misfortunes  of  Ireland  in  the  absence  of 
the  landlords.  That  these  absentee 
landlords  did  not  contribute  to  the  sup- 

Sort  of  religion  in  that  country  was  no 
oubt  a  lamentable  circumstance ;  but  It 


dried  up  the  fountains  of  private  Ubera- 
lity.  How  was  it  possible,  ne  would  ask, 
to  make  this  tithe  rent -charge,  pur- 
chaseable  at  twenty-two  and-a-half 
years,  affect  the  question  of  the  absentee 
landlords  of  Ireland  ?  How  could  the 
omission  of  that  portion  of  the  clause 
which  made  the  tithe  rent-charge  pay- 
able by  instalments  in  relation  to  the 
purchase-money  lessen  the  evils  of  ab- 
senteeism? The  evils  of  absenteeism 
must  be  met  by  stronger  measures  and 
different  means.  With  respect  to  what 
had  fallen  from  the  right  hon.  Member 
for  North  Northamptonshire  (Mr.  Hunt), 
it  was  to  be  observed  that  the  Commis- 
sioners under  the  Act  would  not  become 
masters  of  the  impropriate  tithe  rent- 
diai^,  but  of  the  tithe  rent-charge.  The 
impropriate  tithe  rent-charge  was  pri- 
vate property,  and  the  House  could  not 
compel  the  owners  to  sell  except  upon 
equitable  terms.  The  reason  why  facili- 
ties were  given  for  the  sale  of  tithe 
rent-charge  was  that  the  State  was 
master  of  that  property,  and  could  deal 
with  it  without  mvading  any  private 
right.  It  was  desirable  that  the  tithe 
rent-chai^  in  Ireland  should  cease,  and 
the  sooner  it  was  put  an  end  to  the 
better.  The  reason  why  it  sold  at  a  low 
figure  was  the  universal  distrust  Uiat 
existed  as  to  the  security  of  this  specieB 
of  property,  the  result  of  that  insecurity 
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being  that  it  had  sold  as  low  as  twelve 
and  Beventeen  years'  purchase.  The  Act 
1  &  2  Viet,  took  25  per  cent  off,  and 
people  argued  that  the  same  thing  might 
occur  again  ;  but  the  ciroumstanceB  were 
very  different  when  this  tithe  rent-charge 
became  the  property  of  the  State,  and 
when  the  State  dealt  with  it.  The  quit- 
rent  was  redeemed  in  Ireland  at  twenty- 
Eve  veare'  purchase ;  why,  then,  should 
not  the  ti&e  rent-charge  be  redeemed  at 
twenty- two  and-a-half  years  ?  The  effect 
of  payment  by  instabnenta  would  simply 
be  to  enable  the  landlord  to  borrow  money 
at  3^  per  cent,  and  this  was  in  accor- 
dance with  all  the  other  clauses  of  the 
Bill.  The  purchase  and  the  instalment 
would  go  band  in  hand. 

Db.  ball  said,  that  according  to  the 
Amendment  of  the  First  Minister  of  the 
Crown  he  allowed  a  deduction  &om  the 
annual  payment  equivalent  to  an  average 
of  the  poor  rates  for  the  last  five  years : 
and  he  wished  to  know  whether  that  de- 
duction was  to  be  on  the  entire  sum 
paid  each  year,  for  the  fifty-two  years, 

Mr.  OLABSTONE  said,  that,  in  lieu 
of  paying  to  the  Commissioners,  or  the 
body  representing  them  after  they  had 
ceased  to  exist,  the  tithe  commutation 
rent-charge  gross,  the  landlord  would  be 
able  to  deduct  the  amount  fixed  by  the 
words  of  his  Amendment — namely,  the 
sum  which  he  had  been,  on  an  averse 
of  five  years,  entitled  to  deduct  for  poor 
rates. 

Sm  FREDEEICK  W.  HEYGATE 
said,  he  regarded  this  discussion  as  a 
most  humiliating  squabble  for  Irish  land- 
lords to  be  engf^ed  in.  He  quite  M^ed 
with  bis  hon.  Fnend  (Sir  Michael  Hicks- 
Beach)  that  the  clause  waa  nothing  lees 
than  bribery  and  sacrilege.  The  Irish 
landlords  were,  in  fact,  asked  to  take  a 
bribe  and  assist  the  Oovemment  to  pass 
the  Bill ;  but,  if  they  did  not  accept  the 
terms  offered  to  them,  they  would  put  the 
Government  in  a  position  of  some  diffi- 
cult. The  tithe  rent-charge  was  a  first 
charge  upon  property,  but  involving  a 
religious  obligation.  He  would  ask  those 
Iri£  landlords  who  felt  inclined  to  fall 
into  the  trap  of  the  Government,  whether 
the  purchase  of  the  tithe  rent-charge 
would  improve  the  title  by  which  they 
held  their  properly  ?  If  the  property  of 
the  Irish  Church,  which  had  lasted  more 
than  200  years,  could  be  re-opened, 
would  the  proper^  of  the   lanalords, 
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when  it  included  the  properly  of  the 
Church,  which  had  cost  them  nothing, 
lore  secure  ?  One  great  reason  of  ws 
curity  of  property  in  Ireland  waa 
that  the  owners  of  property  in  that 
country  were  so  few.  He  would  rather 
that  the  tithe  rent-charge  should  be  sold 
to  the  public  than  see  the  owner  of  land 
buying  up  property  which  never  was  and 
never  coiUd  be  his.  He  should  like  to 
know  what  was  to  be  the  result  in  tiie 
case  of  the  owner  of  entailed  estates? 
He  wished  to  ask  the  Prime  Minister,  in 
the  case  of  a  landlord  who  bought  a 
tithe  rent-charge,  would  that  rent-chaige 
become  part  of  hie  property,  or  would  it 
partake  of  the  nature  of  an  entail  under 
which  he  held  his  property, 

Mk.  BAGWELL  said,  he  thought 
that  the  Irish  landlords  would  not  obj  ect 
to  the  proposition  of  the  Government  in 
a  pecuniary  point  of  view,  but  he  would 
like  to  see  Uie  tithe  rent-charge  extin- 
guished long  before  fifty-two  years.  That 
was  a  time  which  no  hon.  Gentleman  in 
that  House  could  look  forward  to  see 
the  end  of,  and  it  was  a  considerable 
period  in  the  life  of  a  nation.  But  sup- 
pose the  proposition  were  accepted  of 
selling  the  tithe  rent-chai^  at  eighteen 
years'  purchase.  It  would  be  always 
more  or  less  a  source  of  quarrel  as  long 
as  it  lasted.  K  the  thing  were  to  go  on 
for  fifty-two  years,  the  time  might  come 
when  some  one — some  powerful  Minis- 
ter would  come  down  to  that  House  and 
propose  the  repeal  of  this  Act.  He  was 
a  lay  impropriator,  and  25  per  cent  had 
been  taken  off  his  property.  Not  that 
he  had  any  objection  to  it — he  did  not 
say  a  word  against  it;  but  what  he 
wanted  was  that,  by  making  these  pur- 
chases easy,  they  might  get  rid  of  the 
thing  at  once.  If  these  tithe  rent-chains 
were  to  be  sold  at  eighteen  years'  pur- 
chase, and  it  waa  to  be  made  a  first 
charge  on  the  land,  he  beheved  he  might 
turn  to  an  hon.  Friend  of  his,  and  ask 
him  to  lend  him  £d,000  to  buy  the  tithe 
rent-charge,  and  the  thing  might  be  ex- 
tinguished at  once.  But  as  long  as  the 
tithe  rent-charge  was  to  be  paid,  so  long 
would  the  Protestant  landlords  of  Ireland 
feel  that  they  were  paying  double— that 
they  were  paying  to  the  Government 
what  they  shoula  have  given  to  their 
clergyman,  and  that  feehng  would  always 
act  as  a  cheek  on  their  hberalit^.  Then 
there  was  another  serious  thing  that 
ought  to  be  taken  into  account,  and  that 
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was  the  non-resident  landlords.  He  did 
not  expect  that  they  would  erer  give  1«. 
for  the  support  of  the  Church  in  Ireland. 
He  had  some  knowledge  of  abseutee  land- 
lords in  connection  with  his  own  county 
(Tipperary),  and  his  experience  was  that 
they  did  not  subscribe  to  anything.  It 
voB  with  the  great«et  difBcul^that  trora 
the  veiry largest  absentee  proprietors  even 
a  nominal  subscription  could  oe  obtained. 
The  noblemen  in  this  country  who  were 
drawing  lai^e  sums  of  money  &om  Ire- 
land gave  nothing  to  charity  in  that  coun- 
try,  and  therefore  he  did  not  think  it 
likely  they  would  give  anything  to  reli- 
gion. The  whole  charge,  therefore,  for 
supporting  the  Church  would  be  thrown 
on  the  resident  landlords.  He  was  not 
asking  the  Government  to  get  rid  of  the 
tithe  rent-charge  for  lees  than  the  value. 
He  should  he  very  happy  to  sell  his  own 
lay  tithes  for  eighteen  years'  purchase. 
If  the  Govemmeut  were  to  sell  the  thing 
at  once  and  thus  get  rid  of  it,  they  would 
be  doing  more  for  the  Church  in  Ireland 
than  by  anything  that  was  to  be  done 
under  this  Sill. 

Colonel   BAETTELOT   said,  if  he 
understood   his  hon.   Friend  who  had 

1'ust  sat  down  rightly  he  had  stated  that 
le  was  a  lay  impropriator,  and  that  his 
tithe  had  been  reduced  25  per  cent  by 
the  action  of  Parliament.  He  understood 
&om  the  right  hon.  and  learned  Gentle- 
man the  Attorney  General  for  Ireland 
that  it  was  utterly  impossible  to  touch 
private  property.  Now,  the  case  which 
pressed  so  hardly  with  respect  to  this 
clause  was  this — suppose  the  right  hon. 
Qentlenmn  at  the  head  of  the  Govern- 
ment had  a  property  in  parish  A  which 
paid  £600  a  year,  and  he  (Colonel 
Barttetot)  had  a  property  in  parish  B 
which  paid  £600  also;  by  this  clause, 
after  a  certain  time,  by  paying  £100  a 
year  tithe,  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
would  cease  to  pay  that  tithe,  while  he 
himself  would  nave  to  go  on  paying 
flOOayeartoalayimpropriator.  When 
they  came  to  deal  with  Church  property 
as  Uiey  did  under  the  present  Bill  they 
were  sowing  broadcast  over  the  country 
notions  which  never  would  have  arisen 
had  they  not  touched  it.  The  right 
hon.  Gentleman  shook  his  head,  but  uiis 
was  just  one  of  those  things  which  were 
great  grievances,  and  for  which  they 
were  bound  to  propose  a  remedy. 

Kb.  AGAR-EIJJS   said,  there  ap- 
peared to  be  an  idea  that  this  Bill  did 
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a  great  deal  for  the  landlords,  but  he 
did  not  think  so.  Hon.  Gentlemen 
ought  to  remember  that,  at  the  present 
moment,  the  landlords  paid  the  rent- 
chai^,  and  that  they  were  the  most 
aggrieved,  as  it  was  they  who  would  have 
to  make  up  the  deficiency  between  what 
would  be  necessary  for  the  support  of 
the  Church  and  Uie  Church  property. 
Let  the  blow  faU  as  lightly  as  possible 
on  those  who  suffered  most.  When 
th^  promoted  a  revolution  —  for  this 
was  one — when  they  carried  through 
Parliament  such  a  great  measure,  they 
ought  to  do  away  with  every  mark  of 
that  which  they  mould  have  destroyed. 
They  ought  to  do  away  with  the  ex- 
pression "  tithe  rent-chai^,"  and,  if 
only  for  that  reason,  he  woijd  ask  his 
right  hon.  Friend  to  let  them  have  the 
time  rent-cha^e  at  a  cheaper  rate. 

Ma.  M'MAHON  said,  that  the  district 
of  New  ItoBs,  which  he  represented, 
would  derive  no  benefit  from  the  Bill. 
He  thought  the  Government  ought  not 
to  propose  to  abolish  the  tithe  rent- 
chfu^e  at  the  end  of  fifty-two  years, 
imtil  they  were  in  a  position  to  aboUsh 
the  impropriate  tithes.  If  Govemm^it 
were  going  to  buy  the  impropriate  tithes 
they  would  be  valued  at  thirty  years' 
puHihase  at  least,  and  therefore  when 
the  landlords  were  allowed  to  buy  up 
the  tithes  at  twenty-two  years'  purchase, 
they  were  getting  a  good  bargain. 

SiK  JOHN  ESMONDS  said,  he  hoped 
the  hon.  Member  for  Kerry  (Mr.  H.  A. 
Herbert)  would  not  call  upon  the  Com- 
mittee to  divide  upon  the  question.  The 
Bill  should  be  regarded  as  a  whole.  The 
residue  was  appropriated  by  this  Bill, 
and  if  the  residue  were  lessened  the 
diaracter  of  the  Bill  would  be  changed, 

Mb.  W.  BHAW  said,  he  had  heard 
no  reason  why  Uiese  national  funds 
should  be  apportioned  amongst  the  land- 
lords. The  hon.  Member  (Mr.  Agar- 
Ellis)  said  the  Bill  was  not  intended 
to  create  a  surplus,  but  he  (Mr.  Shaw) 
maintained  that  it  was  not  intended 
to  &itter  away  a  surplus,  and  the  Bill 
in  its  present  shape  would  tend  to  limit 
the  fund  which  might  be  retained  for 
the  relief  of  local  taxation  in  Ireland. 
The  tithe  rent  -  charge  amounted  to 
about  £350,000  a  year,  and  the  other 
Church  property  to  a  similar  sum,  mak- 
ing between  £600,000  and  £700,000, 
and  he  maintained  that  the  commuta- 
tions  proposed   in  the  Bill  could   be 
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earriedoutbyasale  of  lees  than  £200,000 
a  year.  But  instead  of  this,  the^  were 
about  to  deatrOT  a  great  nationdi  fund, 
which,  if  properly  husbanded,  would  go 
near  VBipag  the  entire  poor  rate  of  Ire- 
laud.  The  advantage  the  landlord  would 
get  by  this  clause  would  be  a  mere  ba- 
gatelle compared  to  what  he  would  have 
got  if  this  fund  were  preserved.  One 
uiing,  at  least,  would  be  admitted,  that 
tiie  Church  funds  were  spent  in  the 
coimtiy,  and  he  did  not  wish  to  see 
them  mttered  away.  It  was  quite  easy 
to  see  that  if  they  had  about  £7,000,000 
as  a  c^italized  sum,  what  contention 
and  jobbery  it  would  give  rise  to.  This 
was  essentially  a  local  tax,  and  he  did 
not  wish  to  see  a  centralizing  process 
adopted.  He  hoped  the  hon.  Member 
for  Brighton  (Mr.  Fawcett)  would  per- 
serere  with  bis  Amendment. 

Ma.  CONOLLY  said,  the  clause  would 
depreciate  the  property  of  the  lay  im- 
propriators. The  impropriator's  tithe 
should  be  included  in  the  operation  as 
well  as  other  tithe  rent-chains;  the 
tithe,  in  &ct,  should  be  dealt  with  as  a 
whole,  if  at  all. 

Amendment,  by  leave,  withdrawn. 

Me.  fawcett  moved,  in  line  13, 
to  leave  out  from  "  upon  "  down  to 
"  same  lands"  in  line  24.  The  principle 
Involved  in  this  Amendment  was  a  very 
important  one.  There  was  no  one  who 
was  more  anxious  to  support  this  mea- 
sure than  himself,  and  he  had  voted 
with  the  Government  in  every  division, 
he  believed ;  but,  in  moving  this  Amend- 
ment, he  was  acting  in  accordance  with 
the  declaration  of  the  First  Minister  of 
the  Crown  on  the  2nd  of  March,  that  he 
would  welcome  all  suggestions  &om 
either  side  of  the  House,  provided  they 
were  calculated  to  promote  the  welfare 
of  the  people  of  Ireland.  He  regarded 
this  as  a  "financial  puzzle,"  and  he 
thought  financial  puzzles  should  be  looked 
on  with  suspicion.  They  might  comph- 
cato  the  matter  as  much  as  they  liked ; 
but  they  could  not  get  rid  of  this,  that 
for  no  valid  reason  or  purpose  whatever 
did  they  allow  the  permanent  obhgation 
to  pay  a  sum  of  money  to  be  commuted 
into  the  payment  of  the  same  amount  of 
money  for  a  period  of  fifty-two  years. 
The  right  hon.  Gentleman  (Mr.  Olad- 
Btone)  said — "Ton  cannot  commuto  it 
at  twenty-two  and  a -half  years'  pur- 
chase;" and  supposing  that  uie  landlord 
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had  not  the  power  to  pay  the  money,  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  went  on  to  say — 
"We  will  manage  the  transaction  for 
you,  and  will  accumulate  money  to  pay 
off  the  oharge."  But  why  should  fliat 
money  be  devoted  for  the  benefit  of  the 
landlords  in  Ireland,  and  for  their  benefit 
only  ?  The  transaction  was  simply  this 
— that  £2,250  was  appointed  to  be  lent 
to  the  Irish  landlords  who  had  rent- 
charges  of  £100  a  year ;  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  said  he  would  put  down 
£7S  15«.  as  interest  on  the  money  lent, 
or  £2,250,  so  that  the  landlord  should 
have  £21  bi.  each  year;  in  hfty-two  years 
this  would  reach  £2,250,  and  this  was 
to  be  given  as  a  present  on  condition  that 
the  landlord  applied  it  in  commuting  the 
tithe  rent-charge.  This  tithe  rent-ohaxge 
was  £365,000  a  year.  K  this  clause 
were  paeaed,  at  the  end  of  fifty-two  years 
Parliament  promised  to  make  a  present 
to  the  landlords  of  Ireland  of  £8,500,000, 
provided  they  would  commute  the  tithe 
rent-charge.  He  did  not  think  that 
either  justice  or  policy  demanded  this 
arrangement.  He  was  astonished  when 
he  h^rd  the  proposition  made ;  he  had 
consulted  distmguished  Members  of  the 
House  about  it,  and  they  said — "We 
know  it  is  making  an  enormous  present 
to  the  Irish  lanmord,  but  we  must  do 
something  to  '  grease  the  wheels '  to  con- 
ciliate hostility,  to  buy  off  opposition.  " 
That  was  a  principle  which  he  was  not 
prepared  to  sanction,  because  it  was 
based  on  that  most  dimgerous,  most  in- 
sidious, and  m.oat  pernicious  doctrine  of 
statecraft  that  the  ends  justi^  the 
means.  If  they  once  introduced  this 
doctrine,  how  were  they  to  get  rid  of 
electoral  corruption  ?  They  were  not 
generous  to  their  opponents  if  they 
thought  their  opposition  was  to  be  con- 
ciliated in  this  way.  He  believed  that 
their  opponents  were  as  sincere  as  them- 
selves, and  acted  upon  principle,  and 
that  they  would  oppose  it  until  they  saw 
the  nation  bad  decided  agEiinst  them, 
and  that  resistance  was  of  no  use.  No 
one  could  tell  what  effect  the  passing  of 
this  Bill  would  have  upon  uie  Estab- 
lished Church  in  this  country.  Some 
people  thought  that  the  passing  of  this 
measure  would  strengthen  the  Church 
of  England ;  other  people  thought  that 
this  would  form  a  precedent  whiob  would, 
sooner  or  later,  be  followed  in  this  coun- 
try. He  would  not  express  an  opinion 
upon  the  subject,  but  no  one  could  deny 
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that  the  contingency  might  happen  that 
the  CbuToh  of  England  might  be  disea- 
tablished  and  disendowed;  and,  if  so, 
this  Bill  wovdd  become  a  precedent.  In 
such  case  he,  for  one,  was  not  prepared 
to  aay  that,  if  the  English  Church  ever 
was  to  be  disestablished  and  disendowed, 
at  the  end  of  fifty-two  years,  without  pay- 
ing for  it  the  English  landlords  should 
become  the  owners  of  the  tithe  ;  and  that 
the  surplus,  directly  or  indirectly,  should 
he  given  to  them.  Although  he  did  not 
mean  to  say  that  he  was  a  strong  Church- 
man, he  would  not  seek  to  hasten  the 
disestablishment  or  disendowment  of  the 
English  Church  by  a  single  year  by  offer- 
ing to  a  body  of  gentlemen  who  were 
naturally  and  historically  the  defenders 
of  the  Church  a  pecimiary  inducement 
to  give  up  their  opposition.  Not  only 
did  this  proposal  give  an  enormous  boon 
to  the  Inah  landlords,  but  four-fifths  of 
the  surplus  revenues  were  going  to  be 
given  towards  the  reduction  of  the  county 
cess,  and  if  there  was  any  truth  in  eco- 
nomic science,  sooner  or  later,  this  must 
benefit  greatly  the  landlords.  He  felt 
that,  in  asking  the  House  to  reject  this 
portion  of  the  clause,  he  was  not  inter- 
fering one  tittle  with  the  general  prin- 
ciple of  the  Bill.  He  thought  the  prin- 
ciple of  the  Bill  had  been  secured,  and 
he  thought  that,  following  the  advice  of 
the  First  Minister  of  the  Crown,  they 
ought  to  endeavour  to  unite  in  devoting 
the  funds  of  the  Irish  nation  to  those 
purposes  which  would  be  best  for  the 
peo^  of  Ireland.  Every  Member  of 
the  House  must  conuder  himself  a  Mi- 
nister ;  and  he  did  not  think  this  trust 
could  be  discharged  if  they  permitted  ( 
great  amount  of  national  properly  to  h< 
alienated  fbr  the  piupose  of  cont^ating 
opposition.  He  wiwied  to  refer  to  a 
remarkable  letter  which  had  appeared 
in  The  Timet  of  last  Thursday  fortnight 
under  the  signature  of  "  C,"  and  dated 
from  Lincoln's  Inn,  in  which  the  writer 
said — 

"  Mr.  OUditone  uid  it  mi  deiinibia  to  eitin- 
gDuh  the  lithe  rent-tbuffl.  I  den;  thia. 
mera  qoMtion  of  eoonomio  Kianos,  do  ■mDg»- 
iDcnt  II  more  worth;  of  praaarvation  than  ooa 
wbioh  girai  the  oapitaliat  ■  ufe  and  permanent 
InTealmeDt  in  laod.and  at  (he  uune  time  doea  ' 
inveat  him  with  nnj  of  ■  landlord's  righta  o 
ita  coltore,  and  does  not  interfere  with  the  pos- 
aaasor'a  title  ;  sa  ■  flaoal  defiae,  no  aouTce  of  re- 
TAnue  ean  be  he  better  than  reserrad  ren 
Bxed  auma  Isauing  out  of  land  ;  but  whother 
desirable  or  not  to  eilinguiah  the  tithe 
cbarge,  it  oannot  be  good  to  aurrender  it  for 
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notUiig,  And  to  tbo  landlorda  of  Ireland  of  all 
men  in  the  world.  The  onqglet  ghost  oF  Cobbett 
ODgbt  to  disturb  Mr.  Gladatone'e  drenme  at  this 
anggeation — to  pte  awaj  for  nothing  the  inherjl- 
of  the  nation." 

He  cordially  endorsed  those  sentiments ; 
and,  in  order  to  carry  out  his  views,  he 
begged  to  move  the  Amendment  of  which 
he  had  pven  notice. 

Mb.  MORRISON  said,  this  tithe-rent- 
charge  amounted  to  £365,000  a  year,  or 
about  half  the  total  revenue  which  would 
be  sained  by  the  disendowment  of  tiie 
Iri£  Church,  and  he  was  not  prepared 
to  assent  to  the  proposed  apphcation  of 
this  fund.  With  the  exception  of  sup- 
porting asylums  and  trained  nurses,  the 
whole  of  the  surplus  was  to  be  given  to 
the  Irish  landlords,  and  to  the  reduction 
of  the  county  cess.  He  thought  his  hon. 
Friend  (Mr.  Fawcett)  had  not  put  the 
case  quite  atronglv  enough.  It  was  only 
fair  to  say  that  ike  Irim  landlords  had 
never  asked  for  the  advantage  which 
was  now  offered  to  tliem,  and  the  respon- 
sibility for  the  proposal  must  rest  with 
the  Qovemment.  He  had  placed  on  the 
Paper  a  Notice  to  move  as  an  Amend- 
ment that  the  annual  charge  should  be 
£5  10#.  instead  of  £4  10<.  per  cent,  and 
that  Amendment,  if  carried,  would  pro- 
vide a  bond  fid»  sinkii^  fund ;  but,  not 
believing  that  the  Government  would 
accept  Ms  Amendment,  he  should  vote 
for  the  proposition  of  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  Brighton  (Mr.  Fawcett).  He 
wished  to  see  the  funds  applied  to 
unsectarian  education,  and  he  asked 
whether  it  was  necessary  for  Govern- 
ment to  "  grease  the  wheels,"  seeing  the 
large  mworities  by  which  the  Billwaa 
supported. 

Mb.  GOLDNEY  said,  he  thought  that 
the  Government  were  only  endeavouring 
to  carry  out  an  economic^  arrangement, 
which  was  likely  to  be  as  beneficial 
to  die  Commissioners  iu  working  the 
scheme  as  to  the  landlords.  Unless  fa- 
cilities were  given  to  enable  the  owners 
of  property  to  purchase  the  rent-charge 
there  would  be  great  difBcul^  in  cany- 
ing-out  the  arrangement,  llie  fact  was 
that  twenty-two  and  a-half  years'  pur- 
chase was  a  very  large  sum  to  give  for 
a  rent-charge.  You  might  buy  ground- 
rents  amply  secured  to  pay  you  5J  per 
cent,  or  at  lees  than  eighteen  and  a-half 
years  purchase.  And  as  the  Qovemment 
in  this  case  were  borrowing  the  mosey 
of  the  Savings  Bank  at  2i  per  cent,  why 
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should  they  not  lend  it  at  3^  per  cent. 
The  arrangement  proposed  conld  not  be 
called  one  to  "  grease  the  wheels."  A 
public  object  was  to  be  attained,  aa  in 
the  case  of  drainage  improTementa ;  and 
as  the  QoTemment  wuld  lose  nothing, 
and  would  get  all  their  money  back,  he 
thought  it  was  quite  right,  if  tho  pay- 
ment were  fixed  at  twenty'two  and  a-half 
years'  purchase,  h>  give  the  landlords 
facilities  for  borrowing  the  money- 

Me.  8TNAN  said,  the  Amendment  of 
the  hon.  Member  for  Brighton  (Mr. 
Fawoett)  which  would  make  the  tithe 
rent-chaise  perpetual,  was  based  on  the 
assumption  that  the  State  would  lose, 
and  the  Irish  landlords  gain,  by  the  ar- 
rangement proposed  in  the  claufie.  That 
was  erroneous,  oecauee  the  State  made  a 
good  bargain  by  lending  at  3^  per  cent, 
while,  on  the  other  hand,  if  the  tithe  rent- 
charges  were  put  into  the  market  they 
would  not  at  the  most  fetch  more  than 
eighteen  yeara'  purchase.  The  present 
price  was  only  Bixteen  years'  purchase. 
The  transaction,  securing  to  the  State 
twenty-two  and  a-half  years'  purchase, 
was  a  perfectly  fair  one. 

Mk.  CAWLET  said,  it  had  been  fairly 
put  by  the  right  hon.  0«ntleman  at  the 
head  of  the  GoTemment  that  it  was 
eimply  an  extinction  of  the  payment  at  the 
end  of  fifty-two  years  of  the  tithe  rent- 
charge  by  the  annual  payment  of  25«. 
more  for  every  £100  during  that  period. 
It  was  perfectly  clear  that  that  was  the 
meaning  of  the  clause,  and  it  would  have 
been  much  better  if  it  had  been  as  clearly 
stated  in  the  Bill.  He  could  not  sup- 
port the  clause  as  it  stood,  and  should 
Tote  for  the  Amendment  to  expui^  this 
portion  of  it. 

Sr.  ball  said,  he  should  support 
the  clause  as  it  stood.  The  Irish  Church 
Commissioners  were  unanimously  in  fa- 
vour of  extinguishing  the  tithe-rent- 
chaise — first,  in  order  to  put  an  end  to 
the  complaint,  in  any  case,  that  a  Koman 
Catholic  pro^etor  was  compelled  to 
support  the  Church ;  and,  secondly,  be- 
cause, through  the  operation  of  the  In- 
cumbered Estates  Court,  much  of  the 
land  of  Ireland  had  been  split  up  into 
smallproperties,  and  the  tithe  rent-cbai^ 
was  payable  in  such  small  sums  in  re- 
spect of  those  properties  that,  in  srane 
cases,  it  was  hiurdly  worth  while  to  en- 
forge  payment. 

J£b.  GLADSTONE  said,  it  would  not 
be  respectful  to  his  hon.  Friends  who 
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had  proposed  and  supported  this  Amend- 
ment, were  he  not  to  say  a  few  words  re- 
specting it.  The  speech  of  the  hon. 
Member  for  Brighton  (Mr.  Fawcett)  wa« 
certainly  of  an  heroic  character.  Indeed, 
it  was  difficult  to  speak  in  plain  prose 
after  declamation  which  rose  to  so  lofty 
a  height.  The  hon.  Member  had  mys- 
terious communioations  with  Gentlemen 
in  the  lobby,  who  vindicated  the  clause, 
not  on  any  principle  that  could  be  stated 
in  public,  but  because  they  believed  that 
the  Government  had  found  it  necessary 
to  supply  directly  an  illegitimate  and  in- 
terested motive  to  the  Irish  landlords  in 
order  to  buy  off  their  opposition  to  the 
Bill — a  policy  founded  on  the  pernicious 
doctrine  that  the  end  justified  the  means. 
Now,  it  was  kind  of  Uie  hon.  Gentleman, 
while  attacking  the  clause,  to  put  into 
the  mouths  of  Uie  Government  a  defence 
of  it,  but  he  (Mr.  Gladstone)  declined  to 
accept  it.  He  oared  nothing  about  the 
"end  justifying  the  means.'  He  said, 
let  the  arrangement  stand  upon  its  own 
merits.  To  that  arrangement  there 
were  three  parties — The  ^chequer,  the 
Church  fund,  and  the  landlord.  "" 
Exchequer  had  to  lend  money  at  3^ 
cent.  In  ordinary  times  that  was  n 
bad  transaction  for  the  Exchequer.  As 
regarded  the  Church  fund,  a  property 
usually  sold  at  seventeen  and  a  frac- 
tion years' purchase  was  to  fetch  twenty- 
two  and  a-half.  That  was  not  a  bad 
transaction  for  the  Church  fund.  Aa 
regarded  the  landlord,  instead  of  a  per- 
petual annui^,  he  was  to  pay  the  tithe 
rent-charge  for  fifty-two  years.  That 
was  not  a  bad  transaction  for  the  land- 
lord ;  and,  at  the  same  time,  a  great  ob- 
ject of  public  poUcy  was  attained  — 
namely,  the  extinction  of  the  rent- 
chai^.  The  proposal  of  the  Govern- 
ment, therefore,  required  no  veil  or  co- 
ver. It  could  not  be  too  clearly  under- 
stood to  be  what  it  was — and  it  was  such 
as  he  had  described  it  In  relation  to 
these  three  partiea.  But  the  Committee 
must  bear  in  mind  the  effect  of  the 
Amendment.  If  they  were  throwing 
away  the  tithe  rent-chai^e,  that  was 
done  already.  He  could  understand  the 
hon.  Member  for  Brighton  propoaing  to 
omit  the  clause,  but  that  Amenoment  he 
had  withdrawn.  [Mr.  Fawceit:  No.] 
He  understood  the  hon.  Gentleman  to 
say  so ;  but  that  was  immateriaJ  to  his 
ai^ument.  The  Committee  had  already 
provided  for  the  sale  of  the  tithe  rent- 
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charge  at  twenty-two  and  a>faaU  years' 
piir<Aa86;  if,  therefors,  that  price  was 
too  low  a  one,  it  had  been  resolved  on, 
and  resolved  on  unanimously.  Having 
thus  laid  down  the  vicious  principle, 
they  were  now  asked  to  cut  out  that  por- 
tion of  the  clause  which  did  no  harm  to 
anybody.  After  having  adopted  the  prin- 
ciple that  it  was  desirable  to  extinguisli 
the  Uthe  rent-charge  and  cause  it  to 
met^,  and  after  having  fixed  on  the 
rate  of  purchase,  the  Committee  were 
now  asked  to  refuse  the  Exchequer  the 
means  by  which  the  purchase  of  this 
char^  could  alone  be  made  uniform  and 
effectual.  If  the  Amendment  were  car- 
ried, the  Committee  would  be  bound  to 
the  principle  of  twenty-two  and  a-half 
years'  purchase,  but  nobody  would  be 
able  to  buy  who  had  not  a  command  of 
money ;  the  consequence  of  which  would 
be  that  the  whole  country  would  be 
spotted  and  dotted  over — one  parish  with 
the  tithe  rent-chai^  redeemed,  another 
parish  with  the  charge  unredeemed 
yea,  one  field  with  the  charge  ex 
'languished,  and  the  next  field  with  the 
charge  still  existing ;  whereas,  if  the 
Committee  adopted  Qie  provisions  in  the 
clause,  it  was  quite  plain  that  they 
u  would  be  genertdly  acted  upon,  and  an 

would  not  agree  to  the  Amendment. 

Amendment  negatietd. 

On  Motion  of  Mr.  Giadstone,  the 
word  "forty -five"  was  omitted  in 
line  17,  and  the  word  "  fifty-two  "  in- 
serted in  lieu  of  it;  and  in  line  IS,  the 
words  from  "  equal "  to  "  instalments  " 
in  line  20  were  ordered  to  be  left  out, 
and  were  replaced  by  the  following 
words : — 

"Calculated  at  ths  rote  of  faar  poupdi  nina 
ibilllnga  per  centam  on  ths  parahMO  moner,  Isu 
inch  sum  in  the  pound  M  raoh  owner  ihdl  bs  m- 
ccrtliDcd  bf  ths  Commluionen  to  ba>a  been  on 
an  aiengs  of  five  yrars  preceding  lbs  paaiing  at 
tliii  Act  entitled  to  dednet  for  poor  rataa  from  tbs 
tlllie  rent-ohirge  pajable  b;  him." 

Mb.  BEODUICK  moved,  after  "  in- 
stalments," in  lino  20,  insert — 

"  Or  for  iDoh  leu  nnmber  of  fear*  as  may  be 
%gnti  upon  at  an  eqaivalent  annual  lumiK  ao  to 
ditohnrge  the  principal  and  iutereit  in  auch  leu 
number  of  jean." 

The  object  of  the  Amendment  was  to 
enable  the  landowners  to  make  terms 
with  the  Commissioners  for  the  estinc- 
Mr.  GladstoM 


tion  of  the  chaise  within  a  shorter  pe- 
riod than  that  prescribed  in  the  Bill  at  a 
higher  rate  of  interest. 

Amendment  agreed  to. 

On  Motion  of  Mr.  Disraeli,  in  line  23, 
after  "manner,"  the  words  "and  be 
subject  to  the  same  deduction  in  respect 
of  poor  rate  "  were  inserted. 

On  Question,  "That  the  Clause,  aa 
amended,  stand  part  of  the  Bill," 

Ms.  RAIEE8  said,  he  wished  to  move 
the  addition  of  certain  words  to  the  end 
of  the  clause,  of  which,  he  resetted  to 
say,  he  had  not  been  able  to  give  notice 
in  the  regular  way  —  although  he  had 
communicated  the  nature  of  ue  Amend- 
ment to  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  at  the 
head  of  the  Government  as  soon  as  he 
waa  able  to  frame  it  —  enabling  any 
owner  of  property  in  Ireland,  out  of  which, 
a  rent-charge  issued,  to  decline  the  bar- 
gain which  the  Commissioners  were  em- 
powered to  ofier  him,  with  the  view  that 
the  proceeds  of  that  rent-chat^  should 
henceforward  be  applied  to  religious  pur- 
poses. He  might  be  told  that  su^  a 
proposal  would  run  contrary  to  certain 
wo^s  in  the  Preamble  of  the  Bill,  and 
he  was  willing  to  admit  that  such  was 
the  case ;  but  there  were  parts  of  the  Bill 
itself  which  must,  ho  thought,  be  con- 
siderably modified  if  the  Preamble  and 
the  clauses  were  to  be  entirely  in  accord. 
Hie  Amendment  was  not  more  inconsis- 
tent with  the  Preamble  of  the  Bill  than 
several  clauses  which  had  been  framed 
by  the  Government.  It  might  be  ob- 
jected that  his  proposal  ran  counter  to 
the  general  principle  of  the  measure, 
but  tiiat  objection  would  hardly  be  a 
fair  one.  His  proposal  accepted  diaen- 
dowment,  because  it  proceeded  upon  the 
assumption  that  the  (Aurch  property  had 
been  mready  transferred  to  the  Commis- 
sioners. It  could  not,  therefore,  be  fairly 
said  to  run  counter  to  the  main  principle 
of  the  Bill,  while  it  affitrded  the  means 
of  enabling  some  of  its  most  painful 
consequences  to  be  avoided.  It  had  been 
repeatedly  asserted  that  "justice  to  Ire- 
land" demanded  the  diseetablishment 
of  the  Irish  Church,  but  surely  it  did 
not  also  demand  euch  an  infringement 
of  personal  freedom  of  action  as  to  com- 
pel the  owners  of  property  to  purchase 
the  tithe  rent-chai^  whether  they  wished 
to  do  so  or  not.  He  could  not  see  that 
the  House  would  be  doing  anything 
which  militated  against  religious  equali^ 
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if  they  empovered  ev&ey  landowner  to 
support  His  creed  vMch  he  happened 
to  profesa.  If  the  worde  he  proposed 
'were  added  to  the  clause,  it  'would  be 
open  to  Boman  Catholic  as  well  aa  Fro- 
toatant  landowners  to  name  the  Church 
to  which  the  rent-charge  should  be  given, 
and  thus  to  make  prOTision  for  the  spiri- 
tual-necessities of  himself  and  neigh- 
bours. This,  he  urged,  was  a  totsJly 
different  thine  &om  what  had  been 
termed  "leveling  up,"  inasmuch  as  it 
was  not  the  Stato  but  individuals  who 
wonld  subscribe  the  money,  wlule  it 
wonid  tend  to  preserve  that  local  cha- 
racter of  endowments  on  the  desirability 
of  which  the  right  hon.  Oentleman  at 
the  head  of  the  Government  insisted  so 
strongly  last  yeu.  He  agreed  with  hon. 
Gentlemen  opposite  that  tithe  rent^ 
chai^  was,  in  a  certain  sense,  national 
property,  but  contended  that  it  could  not 
be  oiverted  irom  its  original  religious 
pniposes  'without  grievous  injoTT  to  the 
nation  as  well  as  to  the  Church.  Indeed, 
this  point  had  been  recognized  to  a  cer- 
tain a^^ee  even  by  Hep  Majesty's  Go- 
vernment. His  position  was  that  tithe 
rent-charge  was  national  property ;  but, 
as  that  property  had  been  consecrated  to 
religious  purposes,  it  could  not  be  justly 
adinmistored  under  the  provisions  of  the 
Bill  as  they  stood  at  present.  If  the 
State  resumed  the  property,  on  the  ground 
that  the  Church  had  been  a  bad  trustee, 
it  was  incumbent  on  the  State  to  apply 
it  in  such  a  manner  as  to  attain  the  re- 
l^DUB  object  originally  aimed  at.  His 
proposal  was  amuc^ns  to  that  adopted 
in  the  case  of  church  rates,  which,  like 
tithe  rent-chaive,  constituted  a  charge 
on  the  land.  The  right  hon.  Gentleman 
stated,  in  reference  to  church  rates,  that 
it  was  a  hardship  to  force  pecmie  to  con- 
tribute to  a  Church  to  wnich  they  did 
not  belong ;  but,  at  the  same  time,  he 
retained  toe  old  machinery  in  order  that 
they  might  not  be  prevented  &om  con- 
tributing to  Church  objects  of  their  own 
free  wifl.  The  landlords,  on  whom  it 
was  proposed  that  a  shght  additional 
burden  should  be  thrown  in  the  way  of 
yearly  char^,  and  who  would  have  at 
the  same  time  to  provide  for  a  minister 
in  their  own  locality,  might,  at  all  events, 
be  entitled  to  say  that  they  declined  to 
accept  the  bargain  which  the  Govern- 
ment offered  them,  because  th^  pre- 
ferred that  the  money  should  follow  ite 
original  destination.    He  was  not  one 
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of  those  who  had  applied  harsh  words 
to  the  right  hon.  Gentlemen  at  the  head 
of  the  Government,  but  had  wished 
to  give  him  credit  for  acting  solely 
from  a  sense  of  public  duty  in  regard 
to  that  Bill ;  but,  on  the  other  hand, 
he  thought  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
should  snow  some  consideration  for  the 
feelings  of  those  Irish  landlords  who 
did  not  wish  to  be  compelled,  against 
their  wiU,  to  become  accomplices  and 
the  carrying  out  of  a  scheme 
which  they  sincerely  looked  upon  as 
sacril^ous.  The  hon.  Gentleman  con- 
cluded oy  moving  the  addition  of  words 
at  the  end  of  the  clause  to  give  effect 
to  his  object. 

Mb.  COLLINS  said,  he  hoped  his  hon. 
Friend  would  withdraw  his  Amendment 
the  present  occasion,  and  again  bring 
it  forward  on  the  Beport.  The  Commit- 
tee had  never  seen  it  in  print ;  and  it  was 
too  importcmt  to  be  disposed  of  without 
due  consideration,  and  also  while  so 
many  Members  had  gone  to  dinner.  He 
must  also  express  a  hope  that  the  hon. 
Member  for  Brighton  (Mr.  Fawcett) 
would  insist  upon  dividing  agunst  tlie 
clause,  which  would  give  the  reversion 
of  the  tithe  rent-charge  at  the  end  of 
fifty  years  to  the  landlords  for  nothing. 

Mb.  GLADSTONE  said,  that  the  hon. 
Gentleman  who  spoke  last  appeared  to 
fcvget  that  the  hon.  Member  for  Chester 
(Mr.  Eaikes)  had  already  made  hia 
speech,  and  could  hardly  be  expected  to 
go  through  toe  operation  of  making  it 
again.  The  Amendment  was  perfmtv 
intelli^ble ;  but  it  was  not  one  which 
either  now  or  on  the  Beport  could  be 
entertained,  because,  as  its  author  had 
intimated,  it  went  to  the  root  and  foun- 
dation of  the  Bill.  By  the  Amendment 
every  owner  would  he  empowered,  instead 
of  purchasing  the  rent-charge  himself, 
without  the  payment  of  a  single  farthing 
of  his  money,  to  divert  the  rent-charge 
from  the  public  fimd  and  require  that  it 
should  be  applied  to  the  maintenance 
of  religion  and  not  to  toe  maintenance 
of  the  religion  of  toe  people  of  to6  dis- 
trict, butofhisownrebgion.  Thatwould, 
in  fact,  be  a  grant  to  the  landlord  of  toe 
absolute  ownership  of  the  rent-cha^:e, 
subject  to  one  limitetion — namely,  toat  it 
must  be  devoted  to  toe  support  of  toe 
minister  of  some  relieion  or  otoer.  He 
could  conceive  that  such  a  proposal  might 
have  recommendations  m  the  eyes  of 
Gentlemen  opposite ;   and  even  toen  it 
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would  be  more  in  place  in  a  bjh 
against  the  eecond  or  the  tliird  reading  of 
the  Bill,  but  it  was  wholly  incompatible 
with  the  present  measure. 

Mb.  CONOLLT  said,  he  rose  to  caU 
attention  to  the  position  of  the  lay 
propriator,  which  he  submitted  was 
same  aa  that  of  the  lay  patron.  The  First 
Minister  of  the  Crown  intended  to  do 
away  with  all  tithe  rent-charge ;  but  he 
did  not  assume  the  same  line  witli  regard 
to  tithe  rent-charge  belonging  to  lay 
proprietors.  The  result  of  that  would 
be  that  the  layproprietor  would  be  left 
in  the  lurch.  He  would  have  to  raise 
his  rent-charge  as  best  he  could,  when 
they  were  encouraging  in  Ireland  a  uni- 
versal feeling  agamst  the  payment  of 
any  tithe  rent-charge  whatever.  The 
unfortunate  man  who  was  the  owner  of 
those  tithes  would  thus  lose  his  proper^, 
or  have  itgreatly  damaged  by  that  legis- 
lation. That  case  ou^t  to  be  fou-ly 
considered  with  a  view  to  granting  com- 
pensation, as  was  done  in  regard  to  the 
other  interests  affected  by  the  Bill. 

Amendment,  by  leave,  xeitMratcn. 

Mk.  GLADSTONE  said,  they  took 
property  ^m  the  lay  patron  by  that 
Bill,  and  consequently  they  were  bound 
to  compensate  him  ;  but  they  took  no- 
thing whatever  &om  the  impropriator. 
They  did  not  propose  to  destroy  all  rent- 
charge,  but  only  the  ecclesiastical  tithe 
rent-charge.  If  the  hon.  Gentleman 
(Mr,  CosoUy)  wished  all  Uie  tithe  reut- 
chai^  to  be  mei^ed  over  the  whole  of 
Ireland,  that  would  be  a  matter  very 
difKcult  to  arrange.  It  was  easy  to  make 
such  an  arrangement  with  reference  to 
ecclesiastical  tithe,  because  the  State 
would  become  the  owner  of  that,  and 
could  lay  down  to  other  parties  proposing 
to  purchase  it  the  terms  on  which  it  was 
ready  to  deal  with  them ;  but,  wiih  re- 
gard to  the  lay  impropriators,  the  State 
would  have  no  Iocm  itandi  for  dealing 
with  them.  Besides,  to  introduce  a  fixed 
provision  relating  to  impropriate  tithes, 
would  be  to  go  beyond  the  scope  and 
purpose  of  the  Bill.  If,  however,  the 
hon.  Member  thought  ho  could  draw  up 
a  provision  which  would  effect  his  object 
the  Government  would  be  happy  to  give 
it  their  beat  consideration. 

Me.  CONOLLY  thanked  the  ri^t 
hon.  Gentleman  for  his  courte^.  He 
would,  on  the  bringing  up  of  his  Beport, 
propose  a  clause  wiaxa  he  had  no  doubt 

Mr.  Gladstone 


would  meet  with  the  approbation  of  the 
right  hon.  Cfentieman. 

Mb.  FAWCETT  said,  that  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  the  First  Minister  of  the 
,  Crown  had  just  now  characterized  his 
remarks  as  being  "heroic."  If  in  so 
doing  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  intended 
t«  pay  him  a  compliment,  he  was  ob- 
liged to  him  for  the  honour  he  had. done 
him;  but  if  he  used  that  word  in  an- 
other sense,  ho  should  feel  bound  to 
justify  the  observations  he  had  made 
when  he  stated  that  the  proposal  of  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  appeared  1«  be 
based  upon  the  principle  that  the  end 
justifies  the  means,  and  that  it  was 
simply  brought  forward  in  order  "to 
grease  the  wheels."  In  making  these 
observations  he  had  merely  quoted  the 
words  as  nearly  as  possible  of  man^  hon. 
Members  who  occupied  seats  on  his  side 
of  the  House,  and  who  from  the  rela- 
tions in  which  they  stood  to  the  First 
Minister  of  the  Crown  were  more  likely 
to  know  that  right  hon.  Gentleman's 
views  upon  the  subject  than  a  private 
Member  was.  The  right  hon.  Gentte- 
had  stated  that  there  were  three  classes 
of  interests  which  had  to  be  considered 
in  connection  with  thin  clause  :  those 
which  concerned  the  national  Exche- 
quer, those  of  the  Irish  landlords,  and 
those  of  the  Irish  people.  The  right 
hon.  Gentleman  said  that  the  provisions 
in  the  clause  could  not  be  bad  as  re- 
garded the  national  Exchequer,  but, 
with  the  utmost  humility,  even  in  op' 

Ssition  to  the  right  hon.  Gentleman,  he 
t  bound  to  say  that  it  appeared  to 
hiin  that  it  was  not  a  good  tlung  for  the 
national  Exchequer  to  lend  money  at  3^ 
per  cent  per  annum,  upon  property 
which,  according  to  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman's own  statement,  was  only  worth 
twenty-two  and  a-half  yeara'  purchase. 
If  money  were  lent  at  SJ-  per  cent  per 
annum,  it  ought  to  be  lent  upon  pro- 

Eerty  worth  tiiirty  years'  purchase  at 
jasf.  Then  with  regard  to  the  Irish 
landlords  the  right  hon.  Gentieman  said 
that,  at  the  end  of  fifty-two  years,  they 
would  get  possession  of  the  tithe-rent- 
charge  witiiout  paying  a  single  forthing 
for  it.  But  it  was  for  that  v6iy  reason 
that  he  objected  to  the  arrangement. 
The  right  hon.  Gentleman  had  urged 
that  he  was  justified  on  grounds  of  poKcy 
in  making  this  proposal,  in  consequence 
of  the  time  rent-chaive  being  so  unpo- 
pular in  Ireland.    In  the  ohl  tunes,  per- 
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haps,  there  might  have  been  Bome  force 
in  that  statement,  and  it  might  have 
been  desirable  to  get  rid  of  the  tithe 
rent-chai^ ;  but  now  that  the  Irish 
Church  was  going  to  be  disendowed  and 
disestablished,  there  no  longer  existed 
a  reason  for  the  abolition  of  tiiat  charge. 
The  Irish  peoplo  had  objected  to  the 
cihaive  formerly,  not  because  it  was  de- 
rived from  laud,  bat  because  its  pro- 
ceeds were  given  to  a  Church  with  which 
they  had  no  sympathy  ;  but  now  that 
the  proceeds  of  the  chai^  would  be  ap- 
plied, not  for  the  support  of  a  particular 
form  of  religion,  hut  for  what  nad  been 
described  by  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
himself  as  works  of  charity  and  mercy, 
and  for  the  reUef  of  the  poor,  the  charge 
would  no  longer  be  unpopolar  among 
tiie  population  of  Ireland.  The  nght 
hon.  Gentleman  stated  that  when  fifty- 
two  years  had  elapsed  the  landowner 
would  come  into  possession  of  the  tithe 
rent-chai^  without  paying  anything  for 
it ;  but  what  would  the  Irishpeople  say 
when  the  event  occurred  ?  tOiey  would 
would  say  that  the  Parliament  of  1 B69 
had  taken  away  from  posterity  the  sum 
of  £360,000  per  annum,  and  that  they 
had  no  right  to  do  so  upon  any  principle 
of  justice.  He  did  not  mean  to  say  that 
the  scheme  of  appropriation  devised  by 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  was  the  best 
that  could  have  been  proposed,  hut  it 
might  be  described  as  a  propos^  to  de- 
vote this  great  national  property  in  such 
a  way  as  to  effect  a  great  diminution  of 
national  suffering.  Therefore,  accord- 
ing to  the  right  hon.  Gentleman's  own 
statement,  this  property  belonged  to  the 
nation  ;  if  it  did  not,  Uie  House  had  no 
right  to  deal  with  it.  If  it  did  belong  to 
the  nation,  why  should  Parliament  barter 
it  away  for  nothing  ?  The  Irish  people 
and  the  Irish  landlords  did  notwi^  that 
they  should  do  so.  It  had  been  re- 
marked that  by  a  kind  of  financial  hoeut 
poeus — he  had  not  used  that  language 
himself— the  tithe  rent-charge  was  to  be 

Eit  into  the  pockets  of  the  Irish  land- 
rds  without  their  giving  any  equivalent 
for  it,  and  he  thought  such  a  coiirse 
should  not  Jie  adopted.  The  right  hon. 
Gentleman  had  alleged  that,  if  the 
changes  he  had  proposed  in  the  claiise 
were  to  be  effected,  Ireland  would 
be  dotted  over  with  proprietors  pay- 
ing tithe  rent-charge  while  others  did 
not  pay  it.  But  if  that  was  a  good  ob- 
jection, he  should  wish  most  particu- 


larly to  urge  it.  The  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman did  not  in  this  dause  attempt 
to  touch  the  tithes  paid  to  lay  impro- 
priators. Supposing  that  one  man  had 
to  pay  £500  per  annum  to  the  Com- 
missioners, and  that  another  had  to  pay 
a  simitar  sum  to  a  lay  impropriator,  then, 
under  the  clause,  the  former  would  find 
at  the  end  of  fifty-two  years  that  his 
property  was  free  ^m  the  charge,  while 
the  latter  would  have  to  go  on  paying 
it  for  ever.  He  could  imagine  no  prin- 
ciple for  this  distinction  between  the  two 
cases.  He  warned  those  who  held  tithe 
rent-charges,  both  in  tbia  country  and  in 
Ireland,  that  if  they  sanctioned  the  prin- 
ciple of  this  clause  they  would  imme- 
diately strike  a  severe  blow  at  the  security 
of  this  class  of  property,  because  it  would 
give  rise  to  an  agitation  on  the  whole 
subject  which  it  might  be  difficult  to  re- 
sist. If,  however,  this  large  sum  of 
money  were  administered  wisely,  and  in 
a  manner  calculated  to  promote  the  wel- 
fare of  the  people  of  Ireland,  no  change 
would  be  less  burdensome  to  the  country ; 
and,  for  his  part,  he  declined  to  he  a 
party  to  throwing  away  the  inheritance 
of  posterity  without  securing  some  equi- 
valent compensation  for  it.  He  had 
another  observation  to  make  upon  the 
subject  of  this  clause.  Since  ne  had 
brought  this  question  forward  many  hon. 
Members — at  least  a  dozen — had  told 
him  that  they  agreed  with  every  word  ho 
said  upon  the  subject,  tut  that,  whatever 
views  they  might  individually  entertain, 
they  could  not  vote  against  the  ri^ht 
hon.  Gentleman.  They  had  said  to  him 
— "  We  believe  your  reasons  are  sound; 
we  think  your  objections  have  not  been 
answered ;  we  think  it  wrong  to  fnve  up 
this  amount  of  national  property ,T)ut  we 
must  support  the righthon.  Gentleman." 
Under  these  circumstances,  he  must  make 
an  appeal  to  the  ri^ht  hon.  Gentleman 
himself.  No  one  in  the  House  loved 
more  sincerely  than  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman political  justice  and  political  sin- 
cerity. If  there  was  anything  in  his 
Eroposal  which  in  the  least  degree  inter- 
ired  with  the  principle  of  the  Bill,  no- 
thing should  have  induced  him  to  have 
brought  it  forward ;  but  by  adopting  it 
the  principle  of  the  Bill  would  realty  re- 
main une^ected  and  untouched  in  any 
way.  This  being  the  case  he  appealed 
to  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  to  releaee 
hon.  Gentlemen  who  believed  they  were 
bound  to  him  hand  and  foot,  and  to  say 
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to  them — "  I,  as  a  lover  of  political  jus- 
tice, do  not  wish  that  you  should  vote  for 
any  clause  which  you  think  obnoxious  or 
objectionable  as  long  as  the  principle  of 
the  Bill  is  maintained;  but  I  wish,  in 
accordance  with  what  I  eaid  in  my  open- 
ing speech  upon  tliis  great  measure,  that 
you  ehould,  where  it  can  be  done  with- 
out interfering  with  the  principle  of  dis- 
establishment and  disendowment,  omit 
or  amend  any  clause  you  think  requires 
to  be  so  dealt  with,  and  thus  modify  the 
Bill  in  such  a  manner  as  to  cause  the 
funds  of  the  Irish  CThurch  to  be  applied 
in  the  way  most  calculated  to  promote 
the  welfare  of  the  Irish  pecffde. 

LoED  JOHN  MANNEES  said,  that 
without  anticipating  for  a  moment  what 
might  be  the  repfy  of  the  right  hon. 
Qentleman  to  the  appeal  of  the  hon. 
Member  for  Brighton  (Mr.  Fawcett),  he 
thought  that  the  Committee  might  con- 
gratulate themselves  that,  in  the  course 
of  the  discussion,  some  light  had  been 
thrown  upon  two  points.  In  the  first 
place,  they  had  heard  what  confusion 
and  chaos  were  likely  to  arise  with  re- 
gard to  jiMMt'-ecclesiastical  affairs  in  Ire- 
^d  in  consequence  of  the  operations  of 
this  Bill ;  aud,  in  the  second  place,  they 
had  heard  from  the  hon.  Member  who 
had  j  ust  sat  down  that  many  hon.  Mem- 
bers sitting  near  him,  although  they  had 
no  sympaQiy  with  this  portion  of  the 
Bill,  nevertheless  would  feel  bound,  in 
the  event  of  the  matter  coming  to  a  di- 
vision, to  support  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man at  the  head  of  t£e  Oovemment. 
Thus,  their  desire  to  support  truth  and 
justice  was  exceeded  by  their  desire  to 
support  the  right  hon.  Qentleman.  This 
was  a  most  important  admission  &om  an 
hon.  Member  who  was  a  very  sincere 
supporter  of  this  measure.  But  it  was 
quite  possible  that  the  country  might  be 
apt  to  ask  if  this  were  true  with  regard 
to  Clause  32,  might  it  not  also  be  true 
with  regard  to  many  other  clauses  ?  Was 
it  not  possible  that  the  not  inconsiderable 
majorities  which  had  sanctioned  what 
he  and  those  who  sat  on  that  side  of  the 
House  thought  to  be  opposed  to  all  right, 
equity,  and  reason,  had  been,  owing  to 
precisely  similar  causes,  and  that  hon. 
Members  had  voted  in  favour  of  certain 
clauses  not  because  they  believed  them 
to  be  right  and  just,  hut  because  they 
believed  that  they  were  bound  to  sup- 
port the  right  hoh.  Gentleman.  Ho  felt 
in  considerable  difficully  with  regard  to 
Mr.  Fhwcelt 


the  Amendments  moved  by  the  hon. 
Member  for  Brighton.  He  understood 
object   of    the   hon.  Member  for 

jhton  to  be  to  perpetuate  the  tithes, 
though  he  would  alter  their  destinatioQ. 
If  he  voted  with  the  right  hon.  Qentle- 
man at  the  head  of  the  Government,  he 
would  he  voting  for  the  termination  of 
tithes.  He  (Lord  John  Manners)  wished 
to  perpetuate  them  as  ecclesiastical  tithes, 
id  not  believing  in  the  permanence  of 
this  revolutionary  measure,  he  would  vote 
with  the  hon.  Member  for  Brighton. 

Mr.  GLADSTONE  said,  ttat,  to  hia 
amusement,  the  noble  Lord  (Lord  John 
Manners)  commiserated  the  condition  of 
hon.  Gentlemen  on  the  Ministerial  side 

the  House  who  were  coerced  to  give 
up  their  own  private  judgments  in  order 
that  they  might  support  the  measure 
now  under  discussion.  He  supposed  the 
noble  Lord  had  never  heard  of  any  such 
operation  at  all  in  the  political  conneo- 
tiou  to  which  he  belonged.  It  was  mar- 
vellous and  delightful  that,  after  more 
than  a  quarter  •  of  ■  a  •  century  in  that 
House,  tJie  noble  Lord  should  still  re- 
main  in  a  state  of  snch  infantine  mm- 
plicity.  Those  who  belonged  to  the  li- 
beral party  had  always  been  particularly 
jealous  in  asserting  iheir  individual  li- 
berty. That  had  always  been  a  cha- 
racteristic of  the  Liberal  party,  and 
he  did  not  hesitate  to  say  that  he 
hoped  it  always  would  be.  In  refer- 
ence to  this  Bill,  his  hope  and  expecta- 
tion was  that  their  independent  votes 
would  be  given  in  consequence  of  their 
independent  judgment.  K  any  hon, 
Gendeman  were  willing  to  merge  their 
own  individual  opinions  on  secondary 
points,  he  trusted  it  would  be,  for  the 
sake  of  those  that  were  primary,  and  to 
ensure  the  success  of  a  great  measure, 
not  in  any  spirit  of  subservience  to  UiQ 
Government.  As  to  the  remarks  of  hia 
hon.  Friend  the  Member  for  Brighton, 
he  must  BtiQ  recommend  this  clause  to 
the  Committee  as  a  fair  adjustment  of 
the  several  considerations  which  bore 
upon  this  matter.  There  was  not  a 
ohiuae  of  this  Bill  whidi  would  stand,  if 


framed  with  the  object  of  obtaining  the 
medium  between  conflicting  views  and 
interests';  and  that,  in  his  opinion,  formed 
the  only  wise  and  safe  rule  for  oonstmct- 
ing  such  a  legislative  measure  as  this. 
He  took  his  stand  on  grounds  of  general 
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equity,  and  on  these  grotmdB  he  asked 
the  Committee  to  adopt  the  olauae. 

Mr.  GOLDNET  said,  the  queBtion 
was  one  of  figuree,  and  had  nothing  to 
do  with  political  justice  or  equity.  The 
GoTemment  were  not  giving  away  any 
of  the  inheritance  of  posterity  in  what 
they  had  proposed.  Anyone  who  looked 
at  the  figures  would  see  that  in  fifty-two 
years,  at  3^  per  cent,  the  Qovenui 
wotdd  get  bacK  its  capital. 

Hb.  UIBBERT  said,  he  thought  there 
was  a  great  faUacy  in  the  aivument  of 
the  hon.  Member  for  Brighton  (Mr. 
Fawcett)  ;  for,  while  the  owner  would  get 
the  rent-charge  back,  he  did  not  think 
tiie  Govomment  or  the  Irish  people 
would  lose  anything  by  the  procees. 

CoLOKEL  FEENCH  said,  he  thought 
that  the  Bill  dealt  fairly  with  the  three 
parties  interested,  and  he  thanked  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  for  the  course  hi 
had  taken  on  the  question. 

Question  put,  "That  the  Clause,  a 
amended,  stand  part  of  the  Bill." 

The  Committee  divided  :  —  Ayea  181 
Noes  33:  Majority  146. 

Clause  ordered  to  stand  part  of  the 
BiU. 

Clause  33  (Power  of  commissioners 
to  sell  their  property). 

Mk.  8YNAN  said,  that  with  a  view 
to  removing  all  ambig^ty  irom  the 
clause,  he  would  beg  to  move  in  page 
16,  line  12,  after  "lease,"  to  insert  "or 
tenancy." 

The  attorney  GENERAL  foe 
IRELAND  (Mr.  SniirvAK)  said,  that 
was  provided  for  by  the  interpretation 
clause,  and  he  could  see  no  necessity  for 
the  Amendment.  Though  he  should 
not  oppose  the  insertion  of  the  words, 
he  hoped  the  hon.  Member  would  not 
press  his  Amendment. 

Amendment  agreed  to. 

Mb.  SYNAN,  in  rising  to  move  in 
page  16,  line  22,  after  "  scven^-one"  to 
insert — 

"  PrOTidad,  That  taoh  owDsr  or  lewae,  «*  tbs 
cue  miij  be,  thall,  wbea  knd  iFm  rcqaired  bj  bii 
onilCT-leHFe,  sell  to  such  nndeT^lsws  the  rents 
raccired  by  him  from  suob  andar-leuee,  upon  tbe 
Mme  termi  and  ooDditioni,  *nd  >t  the  uma  nie 
or  porobiM,  'mnUtia  mnUadia,'  u  be  m*7 
luTB  purehaied  the  rent*  w  psyabla  bj  him  u 
ftToreuid," 

■aid,  power  was  given  to  the  lessee  to 
pay  one-quarter  of  the  purchase  money 


I  and  Si  per  cent  upon  the  remaining 
I  three-fourths,  and,  upon  the  same  prin- 
ciple that  these  terms  were  given  to  the 
lessee,  they  ought  to  be  given  to  the  in- 
termediate lessee,  down  to  the  very  oc- 
cupier of  the  land.  At  one  time  the 
First  Minister  of  the  Crown  seemed  to 
be  more  in  favour  of  the  occupying 
tenants  than  of  the  middle  men ;  and,  if 
this  Amendment  were  adopted,  the  oc- 
cupying tenant  would  have  the  oppor- 
tunity of  doing  that  which  was  in  ac- 
cordance with  the  principle  the  Govern- 
ment sought  to  apply  to  Ireland — ^the 
principle  of  making  as  many  proprietors 
as  possible  and  giving  persons  a  sub- 
stantial interest  in  vae  country.  He, 
therefore,  begged  to  move  the  Amend- 
ment. 

CoLONBL  FRENCH  said,  it  appeared 
to  him  that  the  hon.  Member  for 
Limerick  (Mr.  Synan)  had  made  a  great 
mistake  in  proposing  this  Amendment. 
The  object  might  be  a  good  one,  but  it 
was  not  fair  that  the  Government  should 
be  called  upon  to  sacrifice  probably 
£1,000,000  in  order  to  bring  it  about. 
That  appeared  to  him  to  be  me  effect  of 
this  Amendment.  He  hoped  the  Attor- 
ney General  for  Ireland  would  enter 
somewhat  &lly  into  this  question,  in 
order  to  show  the  Committee  in  what 
position  diey  stood  with  respect  to  this 
Amendment.        

The  attorney  GENERAL  foe 
IRELAND  (Mr.  Suujtak)  said,  ho 
could  not  a^ree  to  the  Amendment, 
which,  he  f^  sure,  went  much  ftirther 
than  the  hon.  Member  supposed.  It 
would  destroy  the  rights  of  eveiy  per- 
son who  held  property  under  a  see. 
Nothing  could  be  fairer  than  that  the 
purchase  of  the  rental  under  leases  held 
&om  the  Bishop  should  be  offered  to  the 
who  paid  the  rent ;  but,  by  the 
Amendment,  it  was  proposed  that  every 
tenant  in  a  see  should  have  power  to 
compel  his  landlord  to  sell  him  his  rent. 
This  was  not  a  Bill  to  adjust  the  rights 
of  landlords  and  tenants,  and  he  could 
not  conceive  anthing  more  extraordinaiy 
than  the  proposal  or  more  tremendous 

its  resiuts.  The  Amendment  struck 
at  the  root  of  all  properly,  and  he  hoped 
it  would  be  withdrawn. 

Mb.  DOWNING  said,  the  tenant's 
right  of  renewal  remained  under  the 
ckuse,  the  operation  of  which  was  to 
substitute  the  first  lessee  in  the  place  of 
the  EcclenaeticBl  Commissioners.    The 
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Amendment  could  never  be  carried  into 
operation,  and,  therefore,  lie  traeted  tliat 
his  hon.  Friend  would  withdraw  it. 

Mb.  STNAN  said,  he  bad  heard  no 
argument  against  the  principle  of  his 
Amendment.  The  Qovenmient  were  pro- 
posing to  deal  with  some  of  these  rignts, 
and  ms  Amendment  was  based  upon  the 
principle  adopted  by  the  Qovernment  of 
treating  all  persons  affected  by  the  BiU 
equally;  but  he  admitted  tWt  there 
might  be  some  inconvenience  in  carrying 
the  principle  out  down  to  the  man  in 
occupation.  His  object  in  proposing  the 
Amendment  had  been  more  to  ascertain 
the  opinion  of  the  Government  than  to 
force  a  division,  and  knowing  that  it 
would  be  absurd  to  press  it  against  the 
views  of  the  Government  he  would  with- 
draw it. 

Amendment,  by  leave,  witkdratcn. 

Mr.  Seejeaht  DOWSE  said,  he  had 
to  propose  rather  a  long  Amendment — 
namely,  in  page  16,  line  34,  at  end  to 
insert — 

"PrOTided  atwafi,  That,  where  land  ahall  be 
held  immediatelf  from  or  under  the  Commii- 
sionerB,  bf  rirtae  of  anf  leaae  irbicli  the  Ecole- 
■iaatical  Commiuionen  of  Ireland  were  required 
to  renew  nnder  the  Act  of  the  twentj-third  and 
twentj-foDrlh  jreari  of  the  Qneen.  chapter  one 
hundred  and  fifty,  or  which  haa  hitherto  been 
Dsnaliy  renewed  from  time  to  time  bj  the  Aroh- 
blahop,  Bishop,  or  other  eccleiiaetioal  corporation 
under  whom  the  same  waa  preTiousIj  held,  then, 
Dntil  the  tenant  of  euch  land  shall  have  purchased 
the  fee-iimple  and  inheritance  of  the  eaid  land 
under  the  hereinbefore  mentioned  Act  of  the 
third  and  foorlb  jeari  of  William  the  Fourth, 
obnpter  thirCj-ieven,  and  Acts  amending  ume 
■3  here  in  before  iaprorided,  or  until  aachsaleofthe 
fee-eimple  of  the  said  land  as  ia  hereinbefore  an- 
tboriied  lo  he  made  hf  the  aaid  Commiaeionera 
■ball  bare  been  made,  it  ahall  be  lawful  for  the 
aaid  Commiaaionere,  and  the;  are  hercb;  required, 
from  time  to  time  to  renew  the  leaae  under  which 
ench  immediate  tenant  holds  the  said  land,  at  the 
aame  periods,  aubject  to  the  aame  annnal  rent, 
and  upon  the  aame  terma  and  condiliona,  aa  are 
proTlded  b;  the  Act  of  the  twentj-third  and 
tnenl7-rourth  jeara  of  the  Queen,  chapter  one 
hnndnd  and  Aftf ,  to  the  intent  that  erery  luoh 
tenant  maj,  when  anj  suoh  aale  ■■  aforeaaid  shall 
be  agreed  on,  be  entitled  to  the  aaid  land  for  an 
unexpired  term  of  not  leas  than  twentyyeara:  And 
alto  prorided,  That,  if  Che  Commiaiioner*  (on  the 
refuialof  the  tenant  to  purobaae)  aell  to  the  public 
or  to  anj  person  or  penons  oilier  than  the  said 
tenant  or  leasee,  auoh  purcbaaer  ahall  be  bound 
to  renew  the  said  leaae  in  the  aame  manner,  and 
on  the  aame  terma,  as  the  Eoolealastieal  Commis- 
aionera  for  Ireland  are  bound  to  renew  the  leasee 
of  landa  reiled  in  them,  nnd  ahall  hold  the  said 
lands,  when  purchaaed  from  the  CommiBaionera 
under  tbia  Aot,  aubjeot  to  all  the  rigbla  of  renewal 
and  all  the  prcTiaioni  of  tbe  Act  of  the  third  and 
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roorth  jeanof  TTilliam  the  Fourth,  obaptertbirty- 
aeTOD.and  the  Aeta  amending  tlieeama,  so  ftru 
the  aaid  proviaioni  are  applicable  to  renewal!." 

The  Amendment  dealt  with  the  vexed 
question  of  Bishops'  lands.  He  would 
not  inquire  how  tiie  lessees  or  tenants 
obtained  possession  of  those  lands,  for 
his  Amendment  dep^ded  upon  their 
having  possession.  He  would  deal  with 
them  as  they  stood  before  the  passing 
of  the  Church  Temporalities  Act.  The 
Commissioners  reported  that  these  lands 
were  rented  at  £204,000,  of  which 
£142,000  belonged  to  the  Bishops,  and 
£62,000  to  the  clergy.  Some  150 
years  ago,  the  Bishops  of  Ireland  were 
in  the  iiabit  of  letting  their  lands  on 
lease — in  towns  for  forty  years,  and  in 
the  country  for  twenty-one  years.  Those 
powers  were  conferred  by  the  Ist  Charleel. 
c.  3,  and  other  Acts.  The  Church  Tem- 
poralities  Act  stated  in  the  Preamble 
that  it  was  expedient  that  the  tenants  of 
Bishops'  lands  should  be  empowered 
to  purchase  the  fee  of  those  lands ;  and 
for  ten  years  after  the  passing  of  Uiat 
Act  the  Ecclesiastical  Commissioners 
dealt  very  liberally  with  the  tonants  and 
lessees,  and  a  great  many  eon  versions  took 

Slace  under  the  statute.  Afterwards,  they 
ealt  on  less  liberal  terms  with  the 
tenants,  and  the  consequence  was  that 
conveteions  decreased  and  ultimately 
ceased.  The  Church  Temporalities  Act 
suppressed  several  sees,  and  the  lands 
attached  to  them  were  vested  in  the  Ec- 
clesiastical CommissionerH,  so  that  there 
came  to  be  two  distinct  classes  of  Bishops' 
lands,  those  belonging  to  the  suppressed 
and  those  belonging  to  the  existing 
sees.  The  tonants  of  the  Ecclesiastic^ 
Commissioners  had,  by  statute,  powers  to 
renew  their  leases,  but  the  ordinary 
Bishops'  tenant  could  only  renew  \n 
custom,  every  year  paying  a  fine.  It 
was  a  mistake  to  suppose  that  the  lands 
were  always  let  at  an  unreasonably  low 
rate,  inasmuch  as  the  rent  often  repre- 
sented the  actual  letting  value  before 
the  land  was  reclaimed  and  improved 
by  the  exertions  of  the  lessee,  and  when 
the  land  was  chained  and  improved,  the 
same  rent  was  continued,  a  hne  for  re- 
newal being  imposed.  As  regarded  these 
ecclesiastical  leases,  many  complained 
of  the  operation  of  this  clause.  A  depu- 
tation on  this  subject  had  found  their 
way  to  that  repository  of  ecclesiastical 
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ear ;  they  liad  also  waited  on  him  and 
ur^ed  him  to  bring  forward  the  case,  in 
the  hope  that^^he  might  soften  tlie  heaxt 
of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Fint 
Minister ;  the  result  wae  the  Amend- 
ment he  had  placed  on  the  Paper.  He 
did  not  intend  to  divide  the  Committee 
upon  it,  if  the  Government  opposed  it, 
because  he  had  confidence  in  hie  Chief ; 
but,  at  all  events,  he  would  ascert^n 
what  the  views  of  Her  Majesty'sGovem- 
ment  were  on  the  subject.  What  he 
complained  of  was  this — Numbers  of 
people  thought  Clause  31  dealt  too  strin- 
gently with  their  rights.  They  were 
tenants  under  sees,  and  had  leases  re- 
newable by  custom  per  taenia  taoulorvm. 
"Shm  weite  not  to  be  allowed  to  renew 
again ;  and  the  power  of  purchasing  the 
perpetuity  must  be  exercised  within 
ttiree  years.  These  parties  insisted  that 
there  was  injustice  in  both  restrictione. 
There  was  a  vast  amount  of  proper^ 
depending  on  these  leases.  It  appeared 
from  TaUe  zti.  of  the  Beport  of  the 
Church  Commission  that  me  amount 
of  rents  reserved  in  perpetuity  grants 
from  lands  held  under  Bishops  amounted 
to  £36,121  19(.  Ud.;  from  lands  held 
under  dignitaries,  £3,296  ;  and  from 
lands  held  under  the  Ecclesiastical  Com- 
missioners, £32,936  8«.  llif.  — in  all, 
£72,354.  These  were  the  annual  rents 
of  the  "converted"  lands — the  only 
"conversion,"  he  beheved,  which  had 
ever  been  effected  under  the  Established 
Ohnich.  The  lands  which  had  not  been 
"converted"  amounted  to  £66,699.  So 
that  about  one-half  of  the  Church  lands 
had  been  "  converted."  Then  let  them 
turn  to  fines.  To  show  why  the  Bishops 
were  unwilling  to  run  their  lives  a^inst 
the  leases,  he  would  trouble  the  House 
with  a  few  figures.  In  Armagh,  the 
annual  rent  of  the  Church  lands  was 
£2,773,  whilst  the  fines  amounted  to 
£6,711;  so  that  IJie  Bishop,  if  lie  declined 
to  renew,  would  lose  £4,000  a-year.  All 
tiiese  privileges  would  be  token  from  the 
leaseholders  by  this  Bill.  What  was 
the  effect  of  this  clause  ?  The  renewable 
lease  ^  custom  was  abolished  by  the 
Bill,  it  also  forced  every  man  who " 
his  lands  in  Ireland  imder  a  Bishop  to 
buy  the  perpetuity  within  three  years ; 
whereas,  practically,  before  the  power 
was  illimitable.  It  might  be  ui^ed  that 
for  the  purposes  of  winding  up  the  Es- 
tablished Church,  a  striugent  clause  of 
this  sort  waa  necessary.     But  the  rope  in 


such  a  winding-up  might  be  so  tight  as 
to  snap,  and,  in  tlmt  case,  the  whole  thing 
would  come  down  with  a  run.  There 
was  also  anotiier  large  class  of  leasehold- 
ers who  held  imder  me  lessees  of  the  sees 
and  the  Ecclesiastical  Commission,  those 
who  held  under  totiea  quotie» — leases  so 
called ;  because,  as  often  as  a  man  who 
held  imder  the  see  got  bis  lease  renewed, 
he  was  bound  to  renew  the  lease  of  the 
man  who  held  under  him.  He  was  not, 
however,  legally  bound  to  renew  his  own 
lease,  and  if  that  clause  passed  into  law, 
they  would  not  only  destroy  his  estate, 
hut  the  estate  of  the  man  who  held  under 
him.  There  was  only  one  instance,  to 
his  knowledge,  of  a  totieg  quoties  lease- 
holder being  disturbed.  That  was  in 
the  see  of  Kilmore.  A  person  named 
Jones  held  a  large  quantity  of  land,  a 
portion  of  which  he  sublet  to  a  tenant 
with  a  totiet  quotiet  covenant.  As  this 
sub-tenant  would  not  contribute  his  fair 
share  of  tiie  renewal  fines,  that  part  of 
the  property  was,  at  Jones'  request, 
omitted  from  the  renewed  lease,  and  he 
was  consequently  deprived  of  his  sub- 
lease. Well,  the  Bishop  of  Kilmore, 
who  was  appointed  by  Lord  Palmerston 
to  be  Archbishop  of  Armagh — and  was 
still  the  Archbishop,  so  there  could  be 
no  difficulty  in  identifying  him — took 
care  to  look  after  this  htUe  lease,  and 
sis  weeks  before  undergoing  the  opera- 
tion which  Bottom  underwent — that  of 
being  translated — made  it  over  at  a 
moiety  of  the  value  to  his  nephews,  Mr. 
George  Lestrange  and  Captain  Beres- 
ford,  who  acted  as  trustees  for  him.  With 
the  £I50  a  year,  of  which  he  thus  de- 
prived the  incoming  Bishop,  he  walked 
over  to  the  see  of  Armagh.  That  was 
the  only  case  he  knew  in  which  the 
Bishop  ran  his  life  against  the  lease  suc- 
oesefiuly — or,  rather,  ran  away  with  the 
rent.  And  yet  the  supporters  of  the 
present  Bill  were  called  by  hon.  Gentle- 
men opposite  spoliators  of  Church  pro- 
perty. That  was  the  only  instance  with- 
in his  memory  in  which  a  Bishop  did 
not  renew  this  sort  of  lease.  It  illus- 
trated the  position  in  which  sub-lessees 
stood,  and  likewise  showed  with  what 
care  Bishops  provided  for  themselves 
and  their  offspring.  The  provisions  of 
his  Amendment  were,  that  a  tenant,  pur- 
chasing at  the  end  of  the  term  of  three 
years  allowed  bini  in  which  to  pur- 
chase, should  be  put  in  the  some  posi- 
tion as  though  he  effected  the  purchase 
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ia  the  first  of  those  three  years;  end 
that  when  he  did  not  purchaae,  and 
the  land  was  sold  to  a  etranger,  that 
stranger  should  buy  it  subject  to  the 
n^bta  of  renewal  that  previously  existed. 
He  trusted  that  the  Amendment  would 
be  favourably  considered.  His  object 
in  submitUiLg  it  to  the  Oommittee  was 
to  remove  a  misconception  which  appear- 
ed to  prevail ;  but,  if  it  were  not  acceded 
to  by  the  Government,  he  would  with- 
draw it,  for  he  was  act  there  to  throw 
any  obstacles  in  the  way  of  the  present 
measure ;  and  he  was  certain  that,  if  not 
by  the  present,  at  all  events  by  some 
future  measure,  the  case  of  the  lease- 
holders must  be  favourably  dealt  with. 

The  ATTOENET  GENERAL  tok 
lEELAND  (Mr.  Sulltvak)  said,  that 
the  Amendment  was  of  great  importance, 
as  the  amount  of  property  held  under 
these  leases  was  very  considerable,  and 
the  interests  not  only  of  the  tenants,  but 
of  the  sub-temukte  were  very  large.  He 
was  glad  to  have  the  opportunity  of  re- 
moving a  misconception,  under  which 
some  of  these  tenants  laboured.  They 
were  under  the  impression  that  their 
rights  of  renewal  were  interfered  with 
by  the  Bill.  That  was  not  the  ease.  The 
Bill  transferred  to  the  new  CommisHioners 
all  the  property  subject  to  every  right 
of  renewal  existing  at  the  present  mo- 
ment. Before  the  Church  Temporalities 
Act  passed,  the  state  of  things  as  re- 
garded ecclesiastical  leases  was  most  un- 
satisfactory, because,  although  the  Bishop 
and  his  predecessors  might  have  renewed 
from  time  to  time,  no  right  of  renewal 
was  vested  in  the  tenant,  and  the  Bishop's 
successor  might  at  any  time  cut  off  Uie 
renewal.  When  the  landed  property  of 
the  suppressed  bishoprics  became  vested 
in  the  Ecclesiastical  Commissioners  im- 
der  the  Church  Temporalities  Act,  it  was 
provided  that  tenants  holding  under  the 
see  whose  leases  had  been  customarily 
renewable  might  not  renew,  but  buy 
like  perpetuity  upon  certain  terms  indi- 
cated in  the  Act.  That  was  an  enormous 
boon,  but  of  late  advantage  had  not  been 
taken  of  it  to  the  same  extent  as  at  first 
was  the  case,  and  it  was  asserted  that 
the  Ecclesiastical  Commissioners,  avail- 
ing themselves  of  certain  powers  granted 
to  them,  exacted  too  much  for  t£e  per- 
petuity. They  had  certainly  adopted  a 
plan  which  caused  much  dissatid'actiou 
by  refusing  to  state  the  bans  on  which 
their  valuation  rested.  In  hia  opinion 
Jfr.  8«rjeant  Jhwu 
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nmissioners,  in  ful- 
filling a  public  trust,  should  act  Openly  in 
this  matter,  and  state  fully  the  grounds 
on  which  they  acted.  If  th^  did  so,  he 
believed  that  the  process  of  conversion 
would  be  much  more  rapid  than  it  had 
been.  However,  what  they  did  was 
simply  to  tell  the  tenants — "You  must 
pay  so  much  for  your  interest,"  and  that 
mode  of  deahng  with  the  tenants  had 
caused  considerable  dissatisfaction.  He 
admitted  that  the  terms  respecting  con- 
version would  require  re-consideration, 
and  his  right  hon.  Friend  the  Member 
for  the  Univereit^  of  Dubhn  {Dr.  Ball) 
had  pointed  out  with  the  greatest  fair- 
ness and  judgment  why  the  rules  should 
be  remodelled ;  but  that  chaise  was  not 
to  be  effected  by  the  Bill  before  the 
House.  By  the  operation  of  this  33rd 
clause,  and  the  11th  clause,  with  words 
that  would  be  introduced,  every  tenant, 
whose  right  to  renewal  or  to  purchase  a 
perpetuify  existed  on  the  day  the  Act 
passed,  would  have  that  same  right  pre- 
served to  him.  So  far  as  the  perpetuities 
were  concerned,  this  Bill  would  come 
into  operation  in  1871 ;  and  wherever 
there  existed  now  a  right  of  couTersion 
into  a  perpetuity  i^alnst  the  Ecclesias- 
tical Commissioners,  the  Government 
would  make  it  clear  that  the  same  right 
should  continue  under  the  Bill.  It  was 
considered  of  importance  to  fix  a  time 
within  which  these  tenants  must  convert, 
and  eccordii^ly  three  years  &om  1871 
had  been  fixed  as  a  reasonable  time 
within  which  conversion  was  to  be  effect- 
ed. The  main  point,  however,  was  the 
terms  of  conversion ;  and,  if  these  were 
made  more  reasonable,  he  did  not  think 
there  was  one  of  these  leases  which 
would  not  be  soon  converted.  Every 
man  with  a  totiei  quoties  clause  had  a 
right  to  turn  it  into  a  perpetuity,  and  all 
they  had  to  do  was  to  adjust  the  tenqs 
of  doing  so ;  but  this  question  as  to  the 
terms  of  conversion  was  one  to  be  dealt 
with  by  separate  legislation.  A  great 
anomaly  was  that  all  the  lessees  under 
the  suppressed  sees  should  hare  a  per- 
petual right  of  renewal,  while  no  such 
advantage  was  possessed  by  other  tenants 
of  see  Isolds,  and  it  would  be  well,  he 
thought,  to  embody  in  the  Bill,  to  adjust 
the  terms  of  perpetuity,  a  provision 
under  which  one  uniform  and  simple 
plan  would  be  adopted,  and  both  classes 
of  tenants  should  be  pat  upon  an  equal 
footing.  ^ 
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Da.  BALL  said,  that  there  were  veiy 
importaat  istereetB  inyolTed  in  the  rela- 
tions existmg  between  ecclesiastical  land- 
lords and  their  tenants,  and  considerable 
alteration  was,  in  his  opinion,  required 
in  one  portion  of  the  law  affecdng  those 
intereste.  The  price  at  present  obarged 
for  a  peiyetuity  was,  he  thought,  exor- 
bitantlj  nigh,  and  in  that  view  he  was 
supported  by  several  of  the  Commis- 
misaio&ers  intimately  at^uainted  with 
the  subject,  among  others  Lord  De  Vesci, 
the  Earl  of  Meat£,  and  Mr.  Shirley.  It 
was,  therefore,  with  much  satisfaction  he 
leariat  that  the  Oovemment  intended  to 
reduce  the  price,  while  he  also  deemed  it 
desirable  that  tenure  by  leasehold  should 
cease,  and  that  it  should  be  turned  into 
a  perpetuity.  He  objected,  he  might 
add,  to  the  system  of  mies  and  what  he 
should  like  to  see  established  was  a 
system  under  which  there  should  be  a 
fixed  annual  rent  payable  for  the  land, 
and  permanency  of  tenure  secured  on 
bir  terms.  Since  the  Commissioners' 
Beport  was  issued,  he  had  learned  that 
the  tenement  valuation  was  different  in 
different  parts  of  Lreland,  so  that  the 
effect  of  such  a  basis  would  be  to  make 
the  prices  too  high  in  the  North  and  too 
low  in  the  8out£.  In  his  judgment  it 
would  be  lair  to  charge  the  immediate 
tenant  of  a  see  four  years  of  the  occupa- 
tion value  as  the  price  of  the  perpetuity, 
and  let  all  persons  holding  by  iotiet 
notiet  leases  have  the  right  to  purchase 
their  perpetuities  at  a  relative  proportion 
of  that  price.   

Mb.  MUEPHY  said,  he  thought  it 
hardly  necessary  to  observe  that  the 
lessees  in  question  should  be  placed 
upon  the  same  footing  as  tiie  tenants 
who  now  held  under  the  Ecclesiastical 
CommisHioners ;  though,  instead  of  com- 
plaining of  the  Bill,  those  lessees  ought, 
ax  his  opinion,  to  be  grateful  to  the  Qo- 
Temment  for  having  introduced  a  mea- 
sure that  would  enable  them  to  acquire 
tlie  perpetuity  of  lands  which  they  here- 
tofore held  for  a  terminable  period,  and 
hy  an  unsatigfacfory tenure.  Greatiincer- 
tainty  had  prevailed  in  the  dealings  as 
to  annual  renewal  fines ;  and  very  few 
indeed  were  aware  of  the  large  sums 
which  had  been  not  unfrequently  paid 
to  ecclesiaGtical  diemtaries  over  and 
above  thtwe  fines.  He  could  not  agree, 
as  a  rule,  that  four  years'  purdiase 
should  be  taken  as  the  fixed  standard 
of  value  for  the  purchase  of  the  perpetu- 


ity. However,  that  was  a  matter  which 
would,  ha  presumed,  be  inquired  into 
and  settled  oy  the  Commissioners  to  be 
appointed  under  the  Bill.  As  an  in- 
stance of  the  dealings  he  referred  to,  he 
was  personally  cognizant  of  a  case, 
where  a  lease  for  twenty-one  years  — 
made  in  the  year  1S09,  at  the  rent  of 
£30,  and  annual  fine  of  £70,  was  not 
renewed  until  the  year  1825.  The  an- 
nual fine  of  £70  was  not  paid  for  sixteen 
years  —  whether  by  the  refiisal  of  the 
lessee  to  pay,  or  of  the  ecclesiastical 
landlord  to  receive,  he  did  not  know — 
but  in  the  year  1825,  the  lease  was  re- 
newed on  the  following  terms — namely, 
the  old  rent  of  £30,  an  annual  renewal 
fine  of  £400,  and  a  private  honorarium 
of  £10,000  paid  into  the  hands  of  the 
ecclesiastical  landlord.  The  Poor  Law 
valuation  of  the  lands  is  £1,600  a  year ; 
and  the  immediate  lessee  who  paid  the 
£10,000  assessed  the  same  upon  his 
under  lessees  according  to  their  inter- 
ests; and  they  also  contribute  towards 
the  annual  fine  of  £400.  It  was  quite 
dear  that  if  this  sum  of  £10,000  had 
been  taken  out  in  the  shape  of  addi- 
tional rent,  or  annual  fine,  it  would  have 
added,  according  to  the  value  of  money 
at  that  day,  at  least  £500  to  £600  ayear 
to  the  revenues  of  the  Church.  He  be- 
lieved such  instances  were  not  rare ;  and 
perhaps  such  dealings,  whether  in  con- 
sideration of  private  pecuniary  pay- 
ments, such  as  ne  had  mstanced,  or  of 
"natural  love  and  afiection,"  might,  if 
it  was  now  thought  necessary  or  useful 
to  inquire  into  them,  be  found  to  ex- 
plain the  hu^  anomaly  exhibited  in  the 
Betumsto  tmsHoose  in  18S5;  by  which, 
it  appeared  that  the  gross  rental  value 
of  ^e  Bishops'  lands  was  £507,000  per 
annum,  while  the  annual  rent  and  re- 
newal fines  received  by  the  Bishops  was 
only  £128,000 — ^thus  showing  a  profit- 
rent  to  the  lessees  of  £379,000  a  year, 
held  only  for  twenty-one  years  ;  but 
which  they  have  now  tbe  benefit  of  con- 
verting into  a  perpetuity,  and  will  be 
moreover  supplied  on  easy  terms  with 
the  means  of  acquiring  the  fee-simple, 
discharged  of  all  rent. 

Mr.  DI6BAELI  said,  he  wished  to 
call  the  attention  of  the  Committee  to 
the  progress  they  were  now  making. 
The  hon.  Geutieman  the  Member  for 
Derry  (Mr.  Serjeant  Dowse)  who  intro- 
duced this  Amendment  said  one  disad- 
vantage it  possessed  was  that  it  was  a 
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long  one.  But,  in  his  opinion,  there  vr^ 
anotlier  disadvastage  in  it — -it  was  not  a 
real  one.  Almost  the '^liole  of  Aeereoing 
had  been  occupied  in  disouasing  Amend- 
mentB  on  which  the  hon.  Gentlemen 
who  introduced  them  had  never  intended 
to  ash  the  opinion  of  the  Oonuoittee.  It 
would  be  for  the  Committee  to  say  what 
would  be  the  consequence  of  their  pur- 
Buing  such  a  oourse.  The  fate  of  the 
Irish  Church  was  a  matter  of  great  im- 
portance, and  no  one  felt  that  more  heenly 
than  himself;  but  there  was  another 
question  of  importance  which  concerned 
ttie  Committee — namely,  the  length  of 
the  term  of  relaxation  which  the  House 
hoped  to  receire.  They  had  been  in- 
formed some  time  ^o,  and  had  acted  on 
the  sweet  delusion,  that  Her  Majesty's 
Ministers  meant  to  consider  the  subject 
in  "a  gracious  and  generous"  spirit.  He 
regretted,  however,  to  say  that  to-night 
their  sanguine  expectations  had  been 
somewhat  disappointed.  Nevertheless, 
there  was  a  hope  that,  if  they  apphed 
themselves  dihgently  to  the  business 
before  them,  the  eniectations  they  had 
formed  might  still  be  fulfilled.  It  ap- 
peared to  him  that  there  was  only  one 
apparent  way  by  which  sufficient  pro- 
gress could  be  made  in  the  discussions  of 
me  Committee,  and  it  certainly  was  not 
by  bringing  forward  Amendments  on 
which  even  their  proposers  did  not  in- 
tend to  ask  the  opinion  of  the  Committee. 
To  such  a  course  he  highly  objected. 
What,  for  instance,  had  me  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  Derry  done  to-night  ?  The  hon. 
Oentleman  told  the  Committee  with 
a  frankness  not  only  astonishing,  but 
almost  appalling,  that  he  had  had  com- 
munications with  some  of  his  consti- 
tuents or  chents,  that  he  had  heard  their 
case,  that  he  had  told  them  it  was  a  very 
bad  case,  but  that  he  would,  uevertheless, 
bring  it  forward  and  extract  a  declaration 
on  the  subject  from  the  Irish  Attorney 
General  or  perhaps  from  the  First 
Minister  himself — a  declaration,  which,  if 
not  in  favour  of  his  constituents,  would 
at  least  be  flattering  <  to  their  feelings. 
There  was  something  captivating  in  ttie 
jovial  profligacy  of  the  hon.  Gentleman; 
but,  considering  the  present  state  of 
Fuhhc  Business  he  did  not  think  the  hon. 
Gentleman  perfectly  justified  in  tiring 
these  experiments  on  the  patience  of  the 
Committee  in  order  to  gratify  the  vanity 
of  his  constituents  and  chents.  The  hon. 
Gentleman  had  taken  this  opportunity  of 
Mr.  J)ura«li 


sneering  at  the  Report  of  the  Commis- 
sioners on  the  Irish  Church,  but  he  could 
not  at  all  agree  with  hiin  on  ttiat  head. 
He  had  read  the  Rmtort  with  great  at- 
tention, and  believed  it  to  be  one  of  the 
most  valuable  contributions  ever  made 
to  our  FarliamentaiT  Uterature.  Far 
frttm  thinking  that  it  would  be  super- 
seded, if  this  ujifortunate  Bill  should 
pass,  he  imagined  it  was  clear  fr«m  the 
admission  of  the  Attorney  General  for 
Ireland  and  of  the  Government  that  we 
must  have  subsequent  legislation  on  this 
subject  and  other  subjects  which  grew 
out  of  it,  and  we  must  refer  to  thaA  im- 
portant document  for  authority  and 
information.  He  wished  particularly 
to  impress  on  the  Committee,  that  if 
they  desired  to  make  real  progress  in 
business  they  ought  not  to  encourage 
these  amateur  Amendments,  which 
merely  gave  an  opportunity  to  the  hon. 
Gentlemen  who  proposed  them  to  make 
speeches,  which,  on  nights  when  no  im- 
portant business,  was  before  the  House, 
might  be  extremely  diverting,  but  which, 
when  serious  matters  were  under  discus- 
sion, appeared  to  him  to  be  wholly 
misplaced. 

Me.  GLADSTONE  said,  he  must  ten- 
der his  sincere  acknowledgments  to  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  for  the  assistance 
he  had  given  him  in  regard  to  making 
progress  with  the  Bill,  becauee  on  sub- 
jects of  this  kind  there  generally  arose, 
almost  unconsciously,  a  disposition  to 
enter  into  extraneous  discussions  which 
would  simply  result  in  loss  of  time. 
Still,  he  did  not  think  his  hon.  Friend 
the  Member  for  Derry  was  open  to  cri- 
ticism on  account  of  the  course  he  had 
adopted,  because,  although  he  might  not 
have  intended  to  divide  the  Committee, 
his  object  was  to  bring  to  light  a  very 
important  matter  with  which  in  hik 
judgment  the  Bill   did  not  deal  com- 

[iletely.  Indeed,  bis  right  hon.  and 
earned  Friend  the  Attorney  General  for 
Ireland  (Mr.  Sullivan)  bail  admitted  that 
the  Bill  did  not  deal  completely  with  the 
subject,  and  had  intimated  that,  on  a 
suitable  occasion,  ho  would  meet  the  de- 
mands of  tho  parties  interested.  He 
could  not  say,  therefore,  that  time  had 
been  lost,  as  in  the  course  of  the  dis- 
cussion the  Committee  had  had  oppor- 
tunitieB  of  hearing  the  opinions  of  the 
greatest  authorities  on  both  sides  of  the 
question.  The  time  had,  however,  now 
arrived  when  he  hoped  the  cUuse  would 


65 


Irith  Chwoh 


{Mat  3,  1869) 


SiU —  Committee. 


he  submitted  to  the  judgment  of  the 
Committee. 

Mr.  Sebjzast  DOWSE  said,  tliat  his 
intention  in  introducing  the  Amendment 
was  not  to  take  up  the  time  of  the  Com- 
mittee, but  to  get  the  opinion  of  the  Qo- 
vemment  upon  the  matter  embraced  in 
it.  In  spite  of  what  the  right  hon.  Clen- 
tleman  the  Member  for  BucbinghamBhire 
(Ur.  Dieradi)  had  eaid,  his  Amendment 
was  a  reaj  one.  He  had  yet  to  learn 
that  it  was  an  illegitimate  coorae  to 
press  for  an  opinion  on  a  subject  deeply 
interesting,  not  to  his  clients  or  consti- 
tuents, but  to  men  in  Ulster  who  had 
requested  him  to  brinff  it  forward.  Pro- 
bably the  right  hon.  Member  ibr  Buck- 
inghamshire would  have  thought  the 
Amendment  more  real  had  he  done 
what  that  right  hon.  Gentleman  had 
done  over  and  over  a^ain — gone  into 
the  Lobby  wiili  a  smalffolloinng  to  be 
hopelessly  beaten.  Because  he  did  not 
divide  the  Committee  against  the  Qo- 
remment,  and  give  an  opportunity  to 
people  to  say  ttiat  the  LiDerab  were 
forming  fresh  "Caves,"  and  that  their 
splendid  majority  was  being  broken  up, 
hiB  Amendment  vaa  declared  to  be  a 
sham  one,  and  he  was  told  that  he  had 
been  wasting  the  time  of  the  Committee. 
Gentlemen  on  the  opposite  Benches 
ought  not  to  complain  of  wasting  the 
public  time,  for  they  were  themselves  as 
much  to  blame  in  thii?  respect  as  any — 
["Divide!"i»Mrf"Oh,oh!''].  Thosewho 
Bat  on  the  opposite  Benches  were  very 
much  mistaken  if  thc^  thought  he  was 


to  be  put  down  in  tl^t  way.  f'Oh,  oh 

and  "Divide!"]    When  a  statesman  oi 

the  genius  and  character  of  the  right 


hon.  Gentleman  the  Member  for  Buck- 
inghamshire spoke  of  hiip  as  he  had 
done,  he  thought  it  would  only  be  a 
courteous  thing  for  that  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman's followers  to  allow  him  to  say 
a  word  in  his  own  defence.  He  was 
glad  to  see  that  he  had  placed  hon.  Gen- 
flemen  opposite  in  such  a  position  that 
they  dared  not  hear  him.  Gentlemen  of 
property  in  Ireland,  who  were  as  warmly 
attached  to  the  interests  of  the  Estab- 
lished Church  as  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man the  Member  for  BuckLnghamshire, 
had  asked  him  to  bring  that  matter  be- 
fore the  House  in  order  to  ascertain  the 
opinion  of  the  Government,  and  also  the 
opinion  of  the  brains-carrier  of  the  Oppo- 
sition, the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Mem- 
ber for  Dubhn  University  (Dr.  Ball). 
VOL.  OXCVI.  [thied  bebieb.] 


Mb.  DISBAELI  said,  he  regretted 
that  the  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman 
(Mr.  Dowse)  should  have  so  much  mis- 
understood the  not  unfriendly  remarks 
he  had  made.  The  hon.  Member  having 
had  little  experience  of  the  House,  he 
(Mr.  Disraeli)  thought  it  might  not  be 
unwise  to  remind  him,  that  when  they 
wished  to  get  on  with  the  Public  Busi- 
ness, it  was  not  the  best  way  to  expedite 
it  to  propose  Amendments  which  were 
not  meant  to  be  pressed.  But  he  hoped 
the  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  would 
profit  by  the  experience  of  that  night, 
and  not  persist-— to  use  his  own  dassio 
phrase — in  sceeuia  taeuUrum,  otherwise 
he  feared  he  would  find  the  reception 
he  had  met  with  in  that  respect  to  be 
toliei  guotiei. 

Clauses  33  and  34  agreed  to. 

Clause  35  poiiponed. 

Clause  36  (Compensation  to  noncon- 
forming ministers). 

Mb.  GLADSTONE  moved,  in  page  17, 
line  21,  after  "Ireland,"  to  insert  "or 
which  he  would  have  been  entitled  to 
receive  if  such  grant  had  not  been  dis- 
continued." 

Amendment  agreei  to. 

Mb.  HZRE  moved,  in  page  17,  line 
22,  to  leave  out  from  "lives  to  "of" 
in  line  24  and  to  insert  "and  is  con- 
tinued in  the  ministry  bv  and  with  the 
consent  of  the  governing  body." 

Amendment  agrttd  to. 

Mb.  GLADSTONE  said,  he  would 
propose  to  omit  the  second  paragraph  of 
the  clause,  the  object  of  which  was  now 
attained  by  the  first  paragraph  with  the 
words  inserted  by  his  Amendment.  And 
he  proposed  to  insert  a  new  par^raph, 
in  order  to  include  within  the  scope  of 
the  clause  certain  congregations  who 
were  going  through  what  he  might  call 
a  kind  of  apprenticeship  under  the  rules 
of  the  Treasury,  which  required  that  a 
congregation  should  have  been  in  ex- 
istence under  certain  conditions  for  three 
years  before  it  was  entitled  to  receive 
the  grant.  In  such  cases,  although  the 
grant  had  not  been  actually  received, 
yet  the  title  to  it  had  been  created,  and 
therefore  it  was  necessary  that  words 
should  be  inserted  rendering  those  con- 
gregations capable  of  procuring  com- 
pensation for  their  ministers.  He,  there- 
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fots,  ia  the  first  place,  beg^^  to  move 
to  leave  oat  lines  26,  27,  26,  and  29. 

MotaoQ  offretd  to. 

Mb.  GLADSTONE  said,  he  would 
move,  after  vhat  was  now  the  third 
paragraph  of  the  clause,  the  insertioa, 
for  the  purpose  that  he  had  described,  of 
the  Amendment  of  which  he  had  given 
notice,  namely — 

'*  Una  39,  after  '  mbititDtad,'  iixfart '  tha  Com- 
■niMionera  ahtll  alio  MoerUio  *Dd  daoUre  kj 
ordar  vhat  Froteitant  NoDconrorming  congrega- 
tfoD*  wore  on  the  flrtt  day  ot  March  od«  jthou- 
Mpd  eight  handred  nod  liitj-oine,  ralfllting  tha 
eooditionB  BNeiurr  for  aTaotuall;  obtaining  out 
of  tha  Rtgium  Demm  tha  parment  of  rearlj 
nuui  far  their  mpwlii*  miniatara,  and  what 
would  haTO  been  in  sioh  oaaa  the  amount  of  >noh 
jearl;  pafmant,  and  tha  tima  at  which  the  aama 
vonld  hara  bagun  to  b<  payabia,  and  ahall  at  rrom 
that  tlms  par  to  the  miniiter  of  each  inoh  oon- 
gragatioQ  a  lib  annaitf.  aabjeot  to  tha  aama  oon- 
ditiana  ai  aforaiaid,  sqnal  to  the  amoant  of  the 
Taarlf  pajmenC  which  he  woald  have  buooms  an- 
titled  to  reoaiia  on  the  falSlment  of  the  neoea- 
aar;  conditioaa,  if  tha  grant  of  Iha  Regium 
Donum  had  not  been  diioontinued :  Provided 
■Iwajra,  That  no  minitter  placed  in  a  congrega- 
tion, or  becoming  auiatant  aucceuor  for  the 
flrat  tima  after  the  paving  of  thia  Act,  ahail  be 
entitled  to  anj  annaal  aum  b;  waji  of 


Mb.  EIRE  BU^sted,  that  the  "31st" 
of  March  should  be  substituted  for  the 
"  1st"  of  March  in  the  right  hon.  Glen- 
tleman'  s  proposal . 

Me.  GLADSTONE  said,  that  the  date 
of  March  1  was  conformable  to  a  g'eneral 
rule.  It  was  the  day  of  the  introduc- 
tion of  the  BiU,  and  any  proceeding 
antecedent  to  March  1  could  not  have 
been  prompted  by  anything  in  the  Bill. 
He  must,  therefore,  adhere  to  the  date. 

Amendment  agrttd  to. 

On  Question,  "That  the  Clause,  as 
amended,  stand  part  of  the  Bill." 

Mr.  peel  DAWSON  said,  he  be- 
lieved that  eveiy  clause  in  the  Bill  was 
fraught  with  mischief ;  but  the  present 
clause  contained  a  double  injustice.  In 
the  first  ^ace,  it  sanctioned  the  aliena- 
tion of  Church  revenues  for  purposes 
distinct  from  Church  objects,  a  principle 
against  which  he  should  not  cease  to  pro- 
test. In  the  next  place,  he  maintained 
that  the  compensation  offered  by  the  clause 
was  of  so  scanty  and  niggard  a  character 
that  it  was  unworthy  of  adoption  by  the 
Committee,  and  would  not  prove  accept- 
able or  satisfactory  to  those  to  whom  it 
was  offered.     A  capitalization  of  the 

Jfr.  GktkUiu 


Btgivm  Donum  for  fourteen  years  was  s 
very  inadequate  realization  of  the  just 
expectations  of  those  Presbyterian  Pro- 
testants whose  ancestors  in  the  beginning 
of  the  17th  centuiy  emigrated  frttm 
Scotland  to  Ireland  for  the  furtherance 
of  Bndeh  purposes,  and  who  by  their 
skill  and  ioaustry  reclaimed  the  provinoe 
of  Ulster  from  a  state  of  semi-barbarism. 
A  part  of  the  inducement  held  out  to 
them  was  a  proportionable  share  of  the 
tithes,  and  this  share  they  enjoyed  for 
many  years.  The  Set/ium  Bonum  waa 
afterwards  given  in  exchange  for  these 
tithes,  and  now  this  clause  would  for 
fourteen  years'  oapitalization  put  an  end 
for  ever  to  all  claim  and  acknowledg- 
ment for  the  services  so  rendered.  Be- 
presentinj  a  very  lai^e  Presbyterian 
element  m  his  own  constituency,  he 
should  continue  to  remonstrate  against 
the  scantaness  of  the  compensation  given 
to  them.  This  feeling  was  shared  by  a 
very  large  majority  of  the  Presbyterian 
people  of  Ireland.  Only  last  Thursday 
a  meeting  was  held  in  Belfast,  at  which 
10,000  IVesbyterians  recorded  their  de- 
liberate disapproval  of  the  whole  Bill  in 
its  entirety,  but  especially  the  injustice 
which  would  be  perpetrated  and  perpe- 
tuated under  this  clause.  In  the  last 
Farliamentajy  contest  at  Dublin,  Belfast, 
Ne  wry ,  Deny,  Carrickf ergus,  and  Antrim, 
the  Presbyterians  who  supported  this  mea- 
sure were  only  one  to  three  as  compared 
with  those  who  opposed  it.  Acting  in 
the  interests  of  that  Church,  for  which 
he  entertained  great  respect  and  sym- 
pathy, he  should  have  preferred  to  sea 
their  compensation  paid  out  of  the  Con- 
sohdated  Fund,  ana  etUl  more  the  con- 
tinuation of  the  endowment  perpetuated. 
Mb.  GLADSTONE  said,  he  was  not 
>rr^  the  hon.  Member  had  called  at- 
tention to  the  g^reat  services  of  the 
Presbyterians,  and  the  very  moderate 
compensation  theywere  to  receive.  Their 
conduct  in  reference  to  this  matter  had 
reflected  great  credit  upon  them ;  but 
he  had  not  derived  the  same  impression 
from  it  which  the  hon.  Gentleman  had 
conveyed  to  the  House.  As  a  body  they 
had  carefully  abstained  from  opposing 
the  Bill.  Portions  of  them  objectra,  but 
other  portions  were  very  warm  in  their 
support  of  the  measure,  and  he  held  in 
his  hand  a  Beport  of  the  Belfast  Presby- 
terian Association — [Mr.  Fbel  Dawsok  : 
The  Liberal  A8Bociatioa.}^No,  the  Bel- 
fast Presbyterian  Aaeociation.  Tht^Bug- 
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gested  Berersl  Ajaesdmente,  after  irMoh 
tiie;  said — "We  ardently  desire  to  see 
this  grand  measure  made  aa  perfect  as 
human  wisdom  and  forethouglit  can 
make  it."  The  Oovemment  vere  obliged 
to  proceed  in  tMs  Bill  on  certain  rules, 
and  lie  did  cot  see  how  they  could  have 
made  the  compensation  to  the  Fresby- 
terians  more  liberal  than  it  was.  It  was 
true  that  the  salary  of  the  Fresbjrterian 
mimaters  waa  a  moderate  one;  but,  atill, 
recognizing  life  interests  as  the  principle 
of  the  Bui,  the  Oovemment  had.  no 
power  to  take  any  higher  standard  as 
the  measure  of  compenaatioii.  The  Oo- 
vemment  had  not  shown  an  illiberal 
spirit,  because  they  had  taken  the  assis- 
tant pastors,  who  would  have  been  the 
Buccessors,  to  share  in  the  compensation, 
and  they  had  allowed  congiegatioiis 
which  had  not  yet  earned  their  title  to 
Megiwm  Donum  to  quali^  their  ministers 
to  earn  it,  provided  they  had  begun  to 
earn  it  before  March  1.  The  hon.  Mem- 
ber demanded  a  perpetual  endowment 
to  be  secured  to  mem,  but  that  waa  op- 
posed to  the  principle  of  the  Bill. 

8m  FEEDEEICK  W.  HEYGATE 
aaid,  that  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
might  hare  received  information  as  to 
the  feeling  of  the  Presbyterian  body  in 
towns  bemg  in  favour  of  the  Bill,  he- 
cause  they  looked  forward  with  sanguine 
expectation  to  the  success  of  the  volun- 
tas system.  The  Presbyteriana  of  the 
thinly  inhabited  country  districts  were, 
however,  much  alarmed,  and  had  a  very 
black  future  before  them.     Upon  one 

Sint  they  were  hardly  used  by  the  Bill, 
ley  had  spent  large  sums  in  the  erec- 
tion of  glebe  hooaes  and  Presbyterian 
meetinghouses.  He  believed  that  not 
less  thfui  £40,DOD  was  charged  on  these 
buildings,  for  a  great  deal  of  which  the 
clergy  were  responsible.  Sums  of  money 
were  given  to  other  religious  denomina- 
tions,  and  the  Presbyterians  had  a  strong 
claim  to  receive  some  consideration  fiom 
the  Government  in  regard  to  this  build- 
ing fund. 

Mr.  "W.  JOHNSTON  aaid,  that  the 
Beport  quoted  by  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman emanated  &om  the  Belfast  Libe- 
ral Association,  which  onlv  represented 
the  Liberal  portion  of  the  bod^,  and  not 
that  large  and  influential  section  of  the 
Conservative  Presbyterians,  who  held 
the  largest  meeting  ever  convened  in 
Belfast  to  protest  against  the  BiB.  The 
Ballymena  Association  had  signed  a 


document  opposing  the  Bill  e^erally; 
its  members  objeded  to  the  Presbyte- 
rians being  subjected  to  the  odium  which 
would  attach  to  those  who  took  part  of 
the  Church  funds,  and  objected  also  to 
the  College  of  Maynooth  participating 

Lobd' GEORGE  HAMILTON  stud, 
that  people  were  apt  to  suppose  that 
the  opimon  of  the  Fresbytenane  as  a 
body  was  identical  with  that  of  the  Go- 
vernment. The  hon.  and  learned  Mem- 
ber for  Derry  {Mr;  Serjeant  Dowse)  the 
other  night  assured  the  House  that  he 
represented  a  majority  of  the  opinions 
of  the  Presbyterians  on  a  certam  sub- 
ject ;  but  it  happened  that  a  majority 
of  the  Presbyterians  of  his  own  consti- 
tuency voted  against  him.  The  Eev, 
Hugh  Hanna  remarking  at  a  Belfast 
meeting  that  the  hon.  and  learned  Mem- 
ber for  Derry  in  the  House  had  repre- 
sented the  Presbyterians  as  being  in  fa- 
vour of  the  Bill,  aaid  that  he  had  in  bis 
angelic  innocence  supposed  or  asserted 
the  Presbyterian  Association  to  be  co- 
extensive with  the  Church,  and  had 
thus  imposed  upon  the  Committee.  Mr. 
Hanna  proceeded  to  observe  that  he 
could  confute  the  hon.  and  learned  Mem- 
ber's statement  by  sending  over  the 
whole  of  the  Ulster  Association  in  half- 
a-dozen  large  bandboxes,  and  then  they 
might  be  exhibited  in  the  Lobby  of  the 
House  of  Commons,  or  at  the  British 
Museum.  He  mentioned  this  for  fear 
the  Committee  should  have  accorded  to 
the  remarka  of  the  hon.  Member  for 
Londonderry  a  greater  weight  than  was 
consistent  with  fact. 

Mb.  Sebjea^  dowse  said,  he  had 
been  so  pointedly  alluded  to  that  he 
thought  he  should  be  allowed  to  say  a 
few  words.  He  wished  to  make  two  re- 
marks. The  noble  Lord  (Lord  George 
Hamilton)  had  done  him  injustice  in 
supposing  him  to  have  said  that  he  re- 
presented the  majority  of  the  Presby- 
terians of  Deny. 

Loan  GEORGE  HAMILTON  said,  he 
understood  the  hon.  and  learned  Gentle- 
man to  say  that  he  represented  the  opi- 
nions of  file  majority  of  Presbyteriana 
"  Ulster  on  the  subject. 

Me.  Sebjeaht  DOWSE  denied  that 
he  had  said  he  represented  a  majority  of 
the  Presbyterians  of  Derry. 

Lord  GEORGE  HAMILTON,  cor- 
recting the  hon.  and  learned  Member, 
re-asserted  that  he  had  represented  the 
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majority  of  the  Fresbyteriaiifi  aa  on 
Bide  of  the  Government. 

Mb.  Sebjbant  DOWSE  said,  he  be- 
lieved he  had  stated  that  all  theCatbolicB, 
a  la^e  proportion  of  the  PresbyterianB, 
and  an  inteUigent  minority  of  the  Episco- 
palians were  in  fkvour  of  the  Bill.  He 
had  not  said  that  he  waa  supported  by  a 
majority  of  the  Presbyterians  of  Derry, 
because  he  knev  that  the  majority  of 
them  did  not  vote  for  him.  When  he  said 
he  represented  the  views  of  the  majority 
of  the  Presbyterians,  he  meant  the  T 
byteriauB  of  Ireland.  In  his  own 
stituency  288  FreBbyteriaus  vot«d  against 
him,  and  177  for  him.  But  no  matter 
who  voted  for  him,  there  he  was.  If  the 
House  knew  as  much  as  be  or  the  hon. 
Member  for  Belfast  (Mr.  W.  Johnston) 
did  of  the  Eev.  Hugh  Kanna,  he  thought 
they  would  not  think  it  worth  while  to 
put  either  him  or  his  arguments  into  a 
bandbox.  He  had  never  Btated  in  that 
House,  or  elsewhere,  that  the  Belfast 
Liberal  Associatioa  represented  the  FreB- 
byteriaus of  Ulster;  on  the  occasion 
alluded  to  he  had  only  referred  to  the 
Presbytery  of  Ballymena. 

Colonel  STUART  KNOX  said,  he 
wished  the  right  hou.  Gentleman  oppo- 
site (the  First  Lord  of  the  Treasuiy)  to 
be  good  enough  to  tell  the  Committee 
why  it  was  agamst  the  principle  or  rulee 
of  his  Bill  to  reAise  the  Presbyterians 
their  just  right — the  amount  of  the  debt 

Xn  their  buildings— ^when  such  an 
wance  was  made  to  Maynooth  ? 

Ma.  O'REILLT  DEASE  said,  he  had 
received  communications  &om  influential 
PreBbyteriana  in  the  county  which  he 
represented  (Louth),  and  they  expressed 
their  approval  of  the  Bill. 

Ma.  VANCE  said,  he  must  express 
hie  astonishment  at  ih.%  statement  of  the 
hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  (Mr.  Ser- 
jeant DowBe)  that  the  majority  of  the 
IVesbyterianB  in  Ireland  were  in  favour 
of  this  Bill.  He  (Mr.  Vance)  knew  the 
exact  reverse  to  be  the  truth.  In  every 
borough  and  in  every  county  of  Ireland 
where  there  had  been  a  contest,  the  ma- 
jority of  the  Presbyterians  had  shown 
themselves  against  the  BUI.  The  only 
Petition  on  the  subject  from  Armagh  was 
raesented  by  himself  against  the  Bill, 
The  right  hon.  Gentleman  had  inflicted 
an  irrejtarable  wrong  on  Presbyterians, 
the  ministers  of  which  had  a  right  to 
their  stipends  in  perpetuity  from  the 
Consolidated  Fund,  and  instead  of  that 
Iiori  Qiorgt  Bimilltm  ' 


the  Prime  Minister  gave  them  merely  a* 
life  interest.  There  was  a  very  great 
spirit  of  dissatisfaction  among  the  Presby- 
terians agmnst  this  Bill  on  account  of 
tlie  wrong  it  did  to  them  and  to  the 
Establiehed  Church.  The  only  institu- 
tion that  was  reslly  deriving  any  benefit 
&om  its  provisions  was  the  College  of 
Maynooth. 

Ma.  KEBE  denied  that  the  Presby- 
terian ministers  had  a  right  in  perpetuity 
to  their  stipends.  He  hf^  had  frei^ently 
to  fight  their  battle  in  that  House 
when  the  grant  to  the  Presbyterian 
iiuniBt«rs  was  proposed ;  but  he  was  of 
opinion  that  rf  me  proposal  for  that 
grant  had  come  before  Parliament  again 
it  would  probably  have  been  refused. 

Mb.  CHICHESTER  F0RTE8CUE 
said,  in  reply  to  the  hon.  and  gallant' 
Gentleman  the  Member  for  Dangannon 
(Colonel  Enoz),  he  would  recommend 
the  hon.  Member  to  wait  until  the  clause 
with  respect  to  the  buildings  of  the  Col- 
lege of  Maynooth  was  discussed.  When 
the  statement  as  to  those  buildings  was 
made  he  thought  the  hon.  Member 
would  be  of  a  very  difierent  opinion  &om 
that  which  he  now  held.  It  should  be 
remembered  that  compensations  under 
the  Bill  could  only  have  relation  to 
former  grants  or  endowments;  and  if 
tliose  grants  or  endowments  had  not  been 
in  existence,  compensation  could  not 
take  place.  Now,  the  difference  between 
Maynooth  and  the  Presbyterians  waa 
this — that  the  building  of  Maynooth 
College  had  been  provided  for  by  Par- 
liament through  the  CommlBsion  of 
Public  Works ;  but  Parliament  had  never 
undertaken  to  provide  for  the  churches 
or  manses  of  the  Presbyterians,  and, 
consequently,  was  under  no  obligation  to 
give  compensation. 

SntHMtVEY  BRUCE  said,  ho  under- 
stood the  right  hon.  Gentleman  (the 
Chief  Secretary  for  Ireland)  to  say  that 
because  the  I^sbyterian  body  did  not 
come  to  that  House  to  ask  for  Parlia- 
mentary aid  to  build  their  manses  or 
churches,  they  were  not,  therefore,  en- 
titled to  consideration,  althou^  the 
annual  sum  they  received  from  Parlia- 
ment was  pledged,  in  a  manner,  fbr  the 
interest  of  the  money  they  required  for 
that  purpose.  On  the  other  hand,  be- 
cause the  College  of  Maynooth  had  come 
to  Parliament  for  funds,  it  was  entitled, 
according  to  the  right  hon.  Gentleman's 
notion  of  justice  and  Cur  play,  to  much 
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more  fttTOUrable  treatment  thaa  the  re- 
ceirers  of  the  Begtunt  Donwn. 

dauae,  as  amended,  agrted  to. 

CSause  37  (Compensation  in  respect  of 
salaries  of  professors  and  college  build- 
ings at  Belfast). 

Mb.  GLADSTONE  said,aiataUthoBe, 
including  himself,  'who  had  Amendments 
on  the  Paper  with  reference  to  this 
clause,  were  of  opinion — although,  doubt- 
less, for  different  reasons — that  the  mode 
of  dealing  with  tho  Belfast  Professora 
proposed  in  the  clause  should  he  altered. 
The  OoTemment  propoeed  to  alter  the 
mode  of  dealing  with  those  Professors  at 
their  own  request.  He  therefore  pro- 
posed to  omit  the  clause,  with  the  view 
of  dealing  with  the  Professors  in  another 
part  of  the  Bill,  and  would  say  "No" 
to  the  clause. 

Mk.  SINCLAIR  ATTOUN  said,  he 
objected  to  tho  clause  being  negatived, 
because  he  saw  that,  by  an  Amendment 
in  Clause  39,  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
TOoposed  to  give  a  capital  sum  to  the 
Professors  of  Beliast,  instead  of  giving 
them  an  annuity.  Therefore,  if  they 
negatived  this  muse,  which  provided 
for  an  annual  payment,  they  woidd  be 
sanctioning  the  principle  of  the  payment 
of  a  capital  sum.  H  such  a  proposal 
were  to  be  ^^eed  to,  it  would  be  impos- 
sible to  prevent  flie  Professors  of  May- 
nooth  being  dealt  with  in  a  similar  man- 
ner, and  to  that  he  should  have  the 
greatest  objection.  He  had  given  notice 
of  an  Amendment  to  Clause  39,  the 
object  of  which  was  that  the  Professors 
of  Maynooth,  instead  of  a  capital  sum 
being  paid  on  their  account,  should  be 
compensated  by  annual  payments.  He 
could  not  see  why  the  Professors  of  these 
Colleges  should  be  placed  on  a 
footing  from  that  occumed  by  the  eleitty 
of  the  Disestablished  Church  and  of  tae 
PreBbyterian  Church,  who  were  to  be 
paid  DT  annuities,  and  not  by  a  capital 
sum.  If  the  right  hon.  Oenueman  per- 
siated  in  his  pn^osal  to  withdraw  the 
clause  he  should  divide  the  House 
against  him. 

Mb.  WHALLEY  said,  that  to  nega- 
tive this  clause  would  be  to  prejudge  the 
questions  of  which  the  right  hon.  Glen- 
Ueman  the  First  Minister  of  the  Crown 
had  given  notice  on  Clause  39.  He 
thought  that  the  right  hoh-  Gentleman 
at  tlie  head  of  Uie  Government  oi^;ht  to 
poe^ne  this  clause  until  the  principle 


upon  which  Professors  were  to  be  com- 
pensated had  been  settled.  If  a  capital 
sum  were  to  be  handed  over  to  May- 
nooth, it  would  be  applied,  not  for  the 
purposes  intended,  the  maintenance  of 
the  Professors,  but  to  the  purposes  of 
the  Boman  CathoUc  Church.  He  ap- 
pealed not  to  the  House,  still  less  to  the 
country,  but  to  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man to  redeem  his  honour  as  the  First 
Minister  of  the  Crown,  after  the  decla- 
ration he  had  made  in  that  House,  and 
not  to  hand  over  the  property  of  the 
Established  Church  to  the  Boman  Ca- 
thohc  Church,  but  to  allow  the  May- 
nooth Act  to  be  repealed.  It  was  pro- 
posed to  repeal  the  restriction  upon  the 
corporation  of  Maynooth,  but  to  leave 
that  part  of  the  Act  which  constituted 
the  corporation  in  fall  force. 

Mr.  J.  LOWTHEE  said,  that  the 
hon.  Member  for  Kirkcaldy  (Mr.  Sinclair 
Aytoutt)  should  move  some  specific 
Amendment  to  the  clause.  He  had  no 
intention  of  affirming  the  clause,  and 
unless  the  hon.  Meidier  moved  some- 
thing qiecific,  he  (Mr.  Lowther)  should 
do  so,  ^^  

Mb.  CmCHESTEE  FOBTESOUE 
said,  hon.  Members  were  under  a  mis- 
take if  they  thought  that,  by  negativing 
the  clause,  they  would  lose  the  opportu- 
ni^  of  objecting  to  a  particular  mode  of 
compensation.  They  would  be  able  to 
raise  the  same  question  on  Clause  39. 

Mb.  J.  LOWTHEB  said,  he  begged 
to  move  the  omission  of  all  the  words  of 
the  clause  after  the  word  "when"  in 
line  36. 

The  CHAIRMAN  said,  it  was  incom- 

Etent  for  the  hon.  Member  (Mr.  J. 
iwther)  to  make  the  Motion,  for  two 
reasons.  First,  because  he  was  too  lato. 
The  question  had  been  put  that  the 
clause  stand  part  of  the  BiU,  and,  unless 
the  Committee  permitted  the  Motion  to 
be  withdrawn,  no  Amendment  could  be 
proposed.  And  if  that  difficulty  were 
removed,  the  Amendment  was  not  such 
as  could  be  put  to  the  Committee,  simply 
because  it  left  only  one  word  of  the 


'  clause. 

i  Mb.  NEWDEGATE  said,  the  hon. 
Member  for  Kirkcaldy  (Mr.  Sinclair 
Aytoun)  objected  to  the  withdrawal  of  the 
clause,  because  he  was  anxious  that  the 

I  Committee  should  negative  not  so  much 
the  terms  of  the  clause,  as  the  prindpls 
of  payment  by  a  lump  sum  inst^d  of  oy 
annuities-    If  it  was  not  the  intention  of 
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with  by  a  fourteen  years'  payment  all 
round,  instead  of  by  annuitieB.  It  was 
an  extremely  smdl  matter,  and  one 
which  there  was  no  reason  to  suppose 
would  make  any  material  difference  one 
way  or  the  other ;  and  in  due  time 
nonce  would  be  given  of  a  new  chiuse 
for  that  purpose.  If  they  had  at- 
tempted to  give  effect  to  the  fourteen 
years'  commutation  in  this  clause,  it 
might  have  been  said  that  they  did  so 
in  order  to  have  the  case  of  Maynooth 
prejudged,  and  a  decision  given  in 
favour  of  the  plan  by  which  the  Govern- 
ment intended  to  deal  with  that  institn- 
Accordingly  they  proposed  to 
bring  forward  the  fourteen  years'  ar- 
rangement at  a  later  stage,  when  the 
Committee  would  be  able  to  judge  of  it 
without  prejudice.  His  hon.  Friend  the 
Member  for  Kirtcaldy  {Mr,  Sinclair 
Aytoun)  would  not  be  in  the  slightest 
way  fettered  in  opposing  the  fourteen 
years'  paj-ment  by  consenting  to  negative 
this  clause. 


the  Government  to  abandon  payment  by 
annuities,  but  to  embody  it  in  a  new 
clause,  the  First  Minister  of  the  Crown 
could  very  easily  relieve  the  Committee 
&om  all  difficulty  by  statdnff  that  he 
adhered  to  the  principle  of  'tue  clause, 
which  was  the  payment  of  those  Pro- 
fessors by  annnitiea.  That  was  the 
principle  which  pervaded  the  whole  Bill 
with  reference  to  the  clergy  of  the  Es- 
tablished Church.  He  objected  to  the 
payment  of  a  lump  sum,  and  the  pay- 
ment to  trustoes  by  retaining  certain 
portions  of  Acts  now  in  force — not,  how- 
ever, to  establish  Maynooth  as  an  eccle- 
siastical establishment,  but  to  establish 
the  Roman  Catholic  College  exactly  on 
the  principle  which  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman objected  to  so  strongly  when  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Member  for 
Buckinghamshire  hinted  at  the  incoipo- 
ration  of  a  Boman  Catholic  University. 
He  supported  the  First  Minister  of  the 
Crown  on  that  occasion,  and  the  Presi- 
dent of  the  Board  of  Trade  followed  him 
and  agreed  with  him,  and  aided  his 
(Mr,  Newdegato's)  poor  expressions  by 
his  ^eat  eloquence — by  his  condemna- 
tion of  those  who  then  constituted  Her 
Majesty's  Government,  The  pohcy  so 
objected  to  was  denounced  on  eveiy 
hustings  in  England.  But  if  the  Go- 
vernment adopted  the  j^an  of  a  lump 
sum  they  would  be  adopting,  in  the  most 
objectionable  form,  the  very  principle 
they  had  sanctioned  bim  in  condemning. 
The  principle  of  compensation  by  an- 
nuities ought  to  be  applied  to  the  Pro- 
fessors of  both  Belfast  and  Maynooth. 

Me.  GLADSTONE  said,  he  thought 
the  observations  of  the  hon.  Member  for 
North  Warwickshire  (Mr.  Newdegate) 
were  very  wide  of  the  mark.  There  was 
nothing  in  the  Bill  to  incoiporato  any 
Boman  Catholic  College  or  Universilr, 
or  to  make  Maynooth  College  an  estab- 
lishment. The  Government  proposed  to 
omit  the  clause,  not  in  consequence  of 
Amendments  of  wliich  his  hon.  Friend 
the  Member  for  Peterborough  {Mr. 
Whalley)  and  other  hon.  Members  had 
given  notice,  but  because  they  had  re- 
ceived from  the  Synod  of  Ulster  various 
requests  with  respect  to  Amendments 
to  the  Bill,  which  the  Government 
were  deairous  should  be  adopted,  if  it 
could  be  done  without  any  serious  de- 
parture from  the  principle  of  the  Bill. 
One  demand  was  uiat  the  Professors  of 
the  College  of  Belfast  should  be  dealt 

Mr.  Newiegatt 


Olsuse  negatived. 
Clause  38  agreed  to. 
House  returned. 

Committee   report  Progress ;    to  sit 
gain  To-morrowy  at  Two  i^  the  clock. 


HOUSE    OF    LORDS, 
Tuteday,  ^th  Ma^,  1869. 

MINUTES.]— Pniua  Bilu— AVit  Reading— 
Jnstioei  of  th«  Praoe  Qualiflistlan  *  (98). 

Select  Cow,miUee—'W\TM  Arti  ConiolidatioD  ud 
Anwnd[DeDt(ND.  2)'(51),  Tlia  DnkaofSftiDt 
Albaoi,  Ilia  Vii«ount  Stntford  de  Radelilb, 
utd  The  Lord  Db  L'UIb  ind  Dudler  aided. 

Commitue — Sci  Birdi  PreiertUion  ((1-92). 

Conmiaee — Report — Ciril  Serricv  Fmiloni  (S3). 

Third  ReaJiiiff—liihtiM  (83) ;  Luda  ClKiMi 
CooMilidUioa  Aot  AmcndintDt  (BO) ;  &»• 
aotidated  Fond  (£17,100,000),  uid  failed. 

THE  MAYOR  OF  CORE.— Q,UESTION. 

The  Earl  of  STEADBEOKE  rose  to 
put  a  Question  to  the  nobie  Earl  the 
Secretary  foj  the  Colonies,  of  which  he 
had  given  him  private  notice — namely, 
"Wh^er  any,  and,  if  any,  what,  stepa 
Her  Majesty's  Goremment  intended  to 
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take  in  coneeqtienoe  of  tbe  violent  and 
die^Btinff  speeoh  lately  made  by  the 
Mayor  of  Gorb  at  a  public  dinner,  at 
vhich  be  presided,  ^ven  in  honour  of 
two  convicted  Feniane  lately  released 
frcun  prison  by  the  clemency  of  the 
Crovn.  It  would  not  be  necessary  for 
him  to  refer  to  the  various  passages  of 
that  qteecb,  which  had  excited  so  strong 
a  feeling  in  this  country  and  among  the 
loyal  inhabitants  in  Ireland,  as  they 
were  so  well  stated  last  week  by  a  noble 
Viscount  (Viscount  lifford)  on  the  cross- 
Benchea ;  but  he  would  mention  one, 
where  ^e  Mayor  greatly  eulMized 
O'FarreU,  who  had  been  guilty  of  moot- 
ing at  with  intent  to  kill  a  member  of 
our  Royal  Family,  which  sentiment  was 
loudly  cheered  %  the  assembled  com- 
pany. Having  for  more  than  forty  years 
paid  annual  visits  to  the  South  of  Ire- 
land, and  being  intimately  acquainted 
with  the  feelings,  character,  and  temper 
of  the  middle  and  lower  orders  there,  he 
was  confident  that  such  language  would 
greatly  encourage  them,  or  some  one  of 
tnem,  to  make  a  mmilar  attempt  against 
the  brother  of  that  Boyal  Fnnce,  who 
at  the  time  was  travelling  through  the 
country.  He  should  indeed  regret  that 
the  Mayor  of  Cork  should  be  prosecuted, 
unless  the  Law  Officers  of  the  Crown  felt 
that  a  conviction  was  more  than  pro- 
bable; but  if  this  were  doubtfiil,  our 
couTse  was  clear :  Parliament  ought  not 
to  separate  till  a  Bill  had  passed  insur- 
ing punishment  for  the  future  to  aU  men 
who  might  be  guil^  of  such  treasonable 
conduct,  and  to  give  the  Crown  power 
instantly  to  dismiss  any  pubho  officer 
firom  bis  appointment. 

Eabl  QKAKVILIiE  said,  he  had  no 
hesitation  in  answering  the  Question, 
though  the  noble  Earl  had  not  given  the 
usual  notice  of  it,  for  it  was  not  likely  to 
lead  to  any  ai^pjment.  It  was  the  in- 
tention of  the  Government — as  he  be- 
lieved had  already  been  announced  in 
"another  place" — to  bring  in  aBill  deal- 
ing with  llie  case  of  the  Mayor  of  Cork. 

Ths  MAaatJEBS  of  8ALISBUEY  ask- 
ed whether  the  BiU  would  be  of  gene- 
ral operation,  or  whether  it  would  be 
limited  to  the  case  of  the  Mayor  of 
Cork? 

Eabl  GRANVILLE  replied  that  the 
Bill  would  be  confined  to  the  case  of  the 
Mayor  of  Cork. 


BEA  BIRDS'   PRESERVATION   BILL. 
( Th«  Ditkt  of  HarOtuvAeriaad.) 
(no.  54.)    couunTBZ. 
House  in   Committee    (according  to 
Order). 
Clause  1  (Definition  of  terms). 
Clause  amended  by  the  insertion  of 
various  local  names,  and  agrted  to. 

Clause  2  (Season  during  which  sea 
birds  shall  not  be  killed). 

Thb  duke  of  EICHMOND  pro- 
posed that  "  shoot  or  attempt  to  shoot" 
be  substituted  for  "kill,  wound,  or  at- 
tempt to  kill  or  wound."  He  thought 
these  words,  which  would  limit  the 
operation  of  the  Bill  to  prohibiting 
the  shooting  of  these  birds  during  the 
close  season,  leaving  persons  to  kill  them 
in  any  other  manner,  would  effect  the 
object  of  the  Bill  better  than  those  at 
present  in  the  clause.  That  object  was, 
he  presumed,  to  check  the  practice  of 
large  numbers  of  persons  going  down 
by  excursion  trains  and  shooting  these 
gulls  during  the  breeding  season  fbr 
what  they  called  "sport,"  but  which 
he  could  only  regard  as  wanton  deetmo- 
tion,  for  no  ben^t  accrued  to  anybot^ 
from  it.  This  would  be  sufficiently  ac- 
complished if  the  clause  were  limited  to 
"shooting;"  for,  If  the  inhabitants  of 
the  coast  were  allowed  to  capture  birds 
by  snares  and  other  ingenious  but 
difficult  contrivances,  there  would  be 
no  fear  of  their  numbers  being  sen- 
sibly diminished.  In  the  islands  off  the 
coast  of  Ireland  and  Scotland  the  in- 
habitants maintained  themselves  for  a 
considerable  portion  of  the  year  on  the 
wgs  and  food  of  these  birds,  and  at  St. 
Ktldn.  this  had  been  the  case  fi)r  up- 
wards of  200  years,  without  having  had 
the  effect  of  dimimshing  their  numbers. 
The  noble  Duke  (the  Duke  of  North- 
umberland) proposed,  indeed,  to  exempt 
that  island  &om  the  operation  of  the 
Bill,  but  there  were  other  islands  off  the 
coast  of  both  Ireland  and  Scotland  to 
which  the  reasons  for  exemption  equally 
applied. 

The  Aschbiseof  of  YORE  thought 
the  Bill  might  as  well  have  been  re- 
jected  on  the  second  reading,  if  so  serious 
an  alteration  were  to  be  made  in  it. 
The  principle  of  the  BiU  was  to  prevent 
these  biros  being  killed  in  any  way 
during  the  breeding  season.  He  under- 
stood that  one  of  the  reasons  why  these 
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birds  were  destroyed  in  such  large  nimi' 
lers  was  because  their  feathers  adorned 
the  hats  of  the  fair  sex. 

The  Duke  of  NORTHUMBERLAND 
objected  to  the  Amendment.  The  adult 
bird  was  not  an  article  of  food  except  at 
St.  Eilda ;  and  this  being  fkr  removed 
from  the  mainland  he  was  wiUine  to 
mpt  from  the  operation  of  tlie  Bill. 


with  regard  to  ladies'  bats,  fashions 
sometimes  changed,  and  the  feathers  of 
these  birds  would  not  always  be  in  de- 
mand for  that  purpose.  He  would  not 
tress  his  Amendment  as  the  feeling  of 
'    "  '  ■    ■         "it. 


S 


Amendment  withdrawn. 

Clause  amended  by  striking  out  after 
the  words  "  this  section  shall  not  applj 
where  the  said  sea  bird  ie  a  young  bird, 
end  unable  to  fly;"  the  words  "and 
is  taken  bond  fide  for  the  purpose  of 
food," 

Clause,  as  amended,  agreed  to. 

Clause  3  (Home  Office  on  application 
of  justices,  may  voiy  such  period), 
agreed  to. 

Clause  A  (Penalty  for  selling  a^gs  of 
sea  birds).  

The  Ddke  or  EICHMOND  moved 
that  this  clause  be  struck  out.  It  would 
cause  much  suspicion  and  annoyance  to 
hundreds  of  poor  people  who  toot  eres 
for  the  purpose  of  food,  and  who  might 
be  repeatedly  brought  before  a  magis- 
trate to  state  that  the  ea^  in  their  pos- 
session were  taken  for  Uiat  purpose.  In 
ninety-nine  cases  out  of  every  100  the 
eggs  were  so  taken,  and  in  the  him- 
dredth  case  a  man  would  naturally  as- 
sert that  he  intended  to  eat  the  ^^. 
How  was  the  magistrate  to  be  satiAed 
of  this  intention  unless  the  man  ate 
them  then  and  there  in  his  presence  f 
Moreover,  the  clause  would  impose  a 
penalty  on  a  person  who  had  received 
the  eggs  from  a  friend,  while  that 
friend,  though  the  real  offender,  would 
escape.  He  felt  bound  to  take  the 
srase  of  the  House  on  this  clause. 

Moved,  "To  leave  out  Clause  4." — 
{The  Duke  of  Miehmond.) 

Lord  HOUGHTON  said,  that  among 
scientific  men  were  some  rejoicing  in 
the  pecuHar  name  of  "Oologisfs,"  to 
whom  the  collection  and  classification  of 
^gs  was  a  subject  of  great  interest. 
The  ArMiihop  of  York 


Under  the  claose  a  learned  FrofeSsor  of 
one  of  our  great  Universities  might 
be  taken  i^  by  a  policeman  for  hav- 
ing a  sea  bird's  ^g  in  his  possession 
for  scientific  purposes.  The  number 
of  eggs  taken  for  purposes  other  than 
those  of  food  was  so  small  that  it  was 
hardly  worth  while  to  legislate  on  this 
point. 

The  Bishop  of  OXFORD  pointed  out 
that  the  clause  might  operate  harshly 
on  the  owners  of  collections  of  eggs. 
An  ornithologist  might  have  had  a  v^u- 
able  e^  in  Ms  possession  for  fifly  years. 
Now,  it  would  be  very  hard  to  insist 
on  his  showing  that  it  was  intended  for 
food  by  eating  it. 

The  Duke  of  NORTHUMBERLAND 
defended  the  clause,  which  had  stood 
the  test  of  considerable  discusdon  in 
the  House  of  Commons. 

On  Question,  That  the  said  Clause 
stand  part  of  the  Bill  ?— Their  Lordships 
divided :  —  Contents  40 ;  Not-Cont«nts 
54:  Majority  14. 

CONTENTS, 

01<moeat«F  uid  Briltol, 

Bp. 
Oxford,  Bp: 
St.  D«Tid'«,  Bp. 


Tork,  Arahbp. 

NortbambsrUnd,  D. 

[TelUr.} 
RatliDd,  D. 


Ambent,  E. 
Cowpar,  E. 
GnuTiUe,  E, 
Grey,  E. 
BiTTowbj',  E. 
Ronuief,  E. 
Stanliope,  E.    ITeUer.'i 
Tankirrille,  E. 

ETsrslef ,  V. 
Eimaotb,  V. 
H«li&x,V. 
Powgnoourt,  V. 
Sidmoath,  V. 


AfeUod,  L. 
Caneja,  L. 

De  L'laU  snd  DadUy.L; 
Eferton,  L. 
Fiitwklter,  L. 
Folsr,  L. 
HiTtcibor;,  L. 
Ee«l«Tra,  L. 
LjiedsD,  L. 
M(ildram.L.(Jf.fftM({y.) 
Ornutthv^M,  L. 


Sberboma,  L. 
Silohm(«r,L.(£.£«fM- 

Sondrldge,  L.  (D.  Ar- 

gyU.) 
Whunaliffi,  L. 
WrottNley,  L. 


DurbuD,  Bp. 

NOT-CONTENTS. 

CltnUnd,  D.  Cundro,  U. 

GnfUm,  D.  LuiBdainie,  H. 

MarlbaroDj[b,  D.  Sklitbnrr,  U. 
tUohmond,  D.XTMtr.] 

Sft[nt  Albuia,  D.  Airlia,  E. 

tMt,  D.  AnDCiley,  E. 
Bathnnt,  E. 

Abereora,  H.  (D.  Aber-  Ckdogu,  E. 

-   w.)  CunpirdowD,  E. 

burr,  M.  CUnndoD,  E. 

Bath,  H,  CotteiilHUn,  E. 
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Db  Giwr,  E.  CUndeboTe>L.(£.Z>u/- 
FeTanbam,  E,  frnnmUlCkmAoye.) 

Fortneos,  E.  Cliftoo,  L.  {E.Darviey.) 
GrehMU,  E.  (D.  Mont-    OolotwMer,  L. 

nut.)  Dalunare,  L. 

Kimberlej,  E.  Dunboyne,  L. 

LandaHU*,  G.  Foifon),  L.   (£.  /jt>n«- 
Lacan,  E.  rict.) 

Hinto,  E.  Gtgt,  L.    ( V.  Oage.) 

Hoi-Uj,  E.  HoDghtoi),  h. 

Hfllion,  E.  Monion,  L. 

Vernlua,  E,  Haitjn,  L. 

Northhrook,  L. 

Poriciuui,  L. 

Bolton,  L.  Roniiltj,  L. 

BotIb,  L.  (£.  Ciyrkand  Somerbill.L.  (V.  C^- 

Orrerv.)  riearde.)    [TelUr.] 

Ciirna,  1.  Tredegar,  L. 

CutlsDuim,  L.  VarnoD,  L, 

Chalnarord,  L.  ffettborj,  L. 

Clause  ttruek  out. 

Clfluses  5  to  8  agretd  to. 

The  Duke  of  NORTHUMBERLAND 
moved  a  new  clause  to  follow  Clause  8. 
"The  operation  of  diis  Act  shall  not 
extend  to  the  island  of  St,  Kilda," 

The  Duke  of  RICHMOND  su^ested 
that  no  sufficient  reason  had  been  shown 
for  the  special  exemption,  by  this  clause, 
of  the  island  of  St.  Kilda  &om  the 
operation  of  the  BiU,  ae  policemen  were 
certainly  unknown  in  that  neighbour- 
hood. The  Bill  would  probably  not,  in 
any  case,  make  much  alteration  in  the 
habits  of  the  people ;  but  if  there  were 
to  be  any  exceptions,  there  were  proba- 
bly ssreral  other  places  that  had  an 
equal  title  to  be  exempted. 

The  Dvke  of  ARGYLL  thought  there 
was  a  reason  for  treatdns;  St  Kilda  ex- 
ceptionally. He  doubted  whether  there 
was  any  other  case  where  the  people 
practically  lived  on  sea  birds. 

Clause  agreed  to. 

Remaining  other  clauses  agreed  to. 

The  Report  of  the  Amendments  to  be 
received  on  Monday  next;  and  Bill  to 
be^m^  as  amended.  (No.  92.) 

CIVIL  SERVICE  PENSIONS  BILL. 

iTh»Mar^utti<^8alMmy.) 

(ho.  53.)    coiairrrEE. 

Order  of  the  Day  for  the  House  to  be 

pat  in  Committee  read. 

Moved,  "That  the  House  do  now  re- 
solve itself  into  a  Committee  on  the  said 
Bill."— (7X«  Morgue**  of  Saliehary.) 

The  Ddke  of  SOMERSET  said,  that 
while   agreeing   with   the   remark   of 


the  noble  Marquess  (the  Marquess  of 
Salisbury),  on  a  recent  occasion,  on  the 
desirability  of  the  business  of  the  House 
being  transacted  in  pubUc,  he  most  ex- 
press surprise  that  he  should  have 
pressed  forward  this  measure  to  its  pre* 
sent  sta^  without  having  given  any 
explanation  of  its  scope  ana  purpose. 
Both  sides  of  the  House  would  (^;ree 
'that  it  was  desirable  in  a  representativo 
Oovemment  to  place  the  permanent  ser- 
vants of  the  Crown  in  a  tustinct  positiDn 
from  its  Parliamentary  servants ;  because 
it  was  essential  that  whichever  party 
happened  to  come  into  power,  they 
should  find  a  set  of  able  and  e^terienced. 
men,  generally  free  &om  -gartj  fed- 
ings,  r^dj  to  assist  them  in  the  duties 
of  their  Departments.  But  for  this,  in- 
deed, we  could  not  go  on  under  a  repre- 
sentative Gtovemment.  A  st^,  bow- 
ever,  in  the  direction  of  this  Bill,  had 
been  made  by  the  Legislature  last  Ses- 
sion, by  conferring  the  voting  power  on 
the  permanent  servants,  and  it  was  now 
proposed  to  make  them  eligible  for  seats 
in  the  House  of  Commons.  Now,  if 
theae  gentlemen  were  allowed  to  enter 
Parliament,  with  ell  the  knowledge 
gained  in  the  Ministerial  Departments, 
— perhaps,  while  the  confidential  servants 
of  the  Minister  themselves  —  he  appre- 
hended that  it  would  be  detrimental  to 
the  public  service  [  because  it  would  di- 
minish those  relations  of  confidence 
which  now  existed  between  the  Minis- 
terial beads  and  the  permanent  heads 
of  Departments.  Then  he  wanted  to 
know  whether  the  Bill  was  to  apply  not 
only  to  persons  who  had  retii«d  after 
a  long  tenure  of  Office,  but  to  those 
whose  Offices  had  been  abolished  under 
schemes  of  re-construction  ?  Were  such 
men  to  gain  seats  in  Parliament,  and  to 
speak  with  the  advantage  of  the  infor- 
mation they  had  become  possessed  of — 
an  advantage  which  would  naturally 
give  weight  to  their  speeches,  even 
though  some  of  that  information  might 
be  incorrect  ?  Constituencies,  it  was 
urged,  should  be  &ee  to  elect  whom 
thev  liked ;  but  there  must  be  some 
limit  to  this  liberty  of  choice ;  for  they 
oould  not  be  allowed  to  elect  men  who 
were  still  permanent  servants  of  the 
Crown ;  and,  if  men  who  had  just  re- 
tired &om  Office  were  returned,  they 
would  be  liable  to  use,  even  uninten- 
tionally, the  information  which  they 
had  confidentially  obtained.      Anyone 
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vho  bad  been  in  Office  during  the  last 
twenty  years  must  know  that  tMngs 
of  this  kind  bad  sometimes  occurred, 
greatly  to  the  disadvantage  of  public 
servants :  and  if  a.  man,  wbile  work- 
ing in  an  office,  was  looking  forward 
to  establiahing  a  Parliamentary  repu- 
tation bere^er,  be  migbt  be  tempted 
to  communicate  with  tbose  wbo  would 
assist  bim  in  diat  object,  and  to  use  his 
official  knowledge  for  tbe  purpose  of  bis 
fiiture  career.  Our  Civil  Service  was 
now  admittedly  excellent ;  why,  fben, 
should  we  run  any  risk  by  making  thie 
change?  These  were  the  objections  to 
which  the  Bill  seemed  to  Tiim  to  be 
open ;  but  it  was  quite  possible  that  the 
noble  Marquess,  wbo  could  explain  any 
matter  be  took  in  band  with  so  much 
abili^  and  precision,  would  be  able  to 
show  that  they  were  unfounded. 

The  Maimidebb  of  SAUSBUET  eaid, 
be  had  been  sometimes  censured  for 
making  too  long  speeches,  but  he  bad 
not  before  now  been  found  fault  with 
for  not  speaking  at  all.  The  fact  was 
that  a  very  interesting  sulnect  was  im- 
pending on  tbe  evening  Bxed  for  the 
second  reading  of  this  Bill,  and  having 
ascertained  from  tbe  noble  Earl  (Karl 
Granville)  who  represented  the  Govern- 
ment in  that  House,  and  &om  the  noble 
and  learned  Lord  the  Leader  of  the  Op- 
position (Lord  Cairns)  that  neither  side 
objected  to  the  measure,  and  knowing 
their  Lordships'  disinclination  for  unne- 
ceBsajy  qteeches,  be  proposed  the  second 
reading  without  remark.  As,  however, 
tbe  noble  Duke  (the  Duke  of  Somerset) 
desired  an  explanation  of  the  Bill,  be 
was,  of  course,  bound  to  give  bim  one. 
The  object  of  tbe  statute  of  Anne,  on 
on  wbicn  the  present  regulations  on  this 
subject  were  mainly  based,  was  to  limit 
the  power  and  influence  of  the  Crown 
by  preventing  too  lai^  a  number  of 
persons  holding  offices  or  pensions  at 
the  pleasure  of  tbe  Crown  from  sitting 
in  Parliament ;  but  as  pensionB  fixed  by 

Ciess  of  law  and  to  which  the  holders 
an  indefeasible  right  did  not  then 
exist,  their  case  was  never  contemplated. 
In  course  of  time  Bucb  pensions,  under 
the  name  of  superannuations,  were  es- 
tablished, being  earned  by  an  annual 
deduction  from  individual  salaries,  and 
so  becoming  the  right  of  the  persona  who 
earned  them,  not  by  favour  of  the  Crown, 
but  by  virtue  of  tbe  duties  they  had  per- 
formed. The  statute  of  Anne  it  was  taen 
7?u  Luke  of  SomeruC 


found  had  an  operation  which  bad  never 
been  CDntemplat«d — such,  at  least,  being 
the  judgment  of  some  lawyers  —  for  it 
excluded  from  the  House  of  Commons 
lersons  who  bad  retired  from  the  Civil 
Service  on  superannuations.  There  was 
therefore  a  primd  facie  case  for  removing 
an  accidental  and  undedgned  disability. 
He  was  told  that  some  very  distinguished 
persons  bad  been  excluded  from  the 
House  of  Commons  by  the  operation  of 
this  statute — among  them  being  tbe  late 
Mr.  Hallam ;  but  it  would  be  mvidiouB 
to  refer  to  men  still  living.  He  could 
not  see  the  slightest  objection  to  their 
presence  in  Parliament,  for  there  was 
not  Buch  a  superfluity  of  public  expe- 
rience that  persons  should  be  excluded 
because  they  knew  too  much  of  public 
matters.  TheirLordships would  allunder- 
stand  tbe  noble  Duke's  speech,  but  it 
was  likely  to  have  an  unfortunate  effect 
out-of-doors,  giving  people  the  impres- 
aon  that  the  main  object  of  tbose  wbo 
held  high  offices  in  Uie  State  was  to 
enter  into  a  kind  of  conspiracy  to  keep 
from  Parliament  the  knowledge  of  wbat 
was  going  on  within  the  walls  of  their 
offices-  The  noble  Duke  dreaded  the 
possibility  of  a  former  subordinate  re- 
vealing what  had  occurred  in  a  public 
office ;  but  it  was  proposed  by  the  Life 
Peert^s  Bill  to  introduce  into  this 
House,  inter  alio*,  persons  who  bad  held 
these  very  permanent  offices  which  were 
now  regarded  as  an  absolute  disqualifi- 
cation for  sitting  in  Parliament.  Tbe 
inconvenience  which  he  dreaded  was  a 
purely  theoretical  one,  for  be  did  not 
believe  the  noble  Duke  could  adduce  a 
single  instance  in  which  the  discretion 
always  observed  by  servants  of  the  Crown 
bad  been  departed  from,  and  in  which 
knowledge  obtained  in  a  confidential 
capacity  had  been  used  to  injure  a 
former  superior.  TJntil  a  case  of  this 
kind  was  adduced,  such  an  unputation 
was  a  libel  on  a  service  which  had  not 
deserved  it,  and  was  no  reason  for  re- 
taining a  q>ecial  disabiHty.  If  the  noble 
Duke's  virw  were  correct,  such  men 
ought  to  hi  excluded  asjealously  from 
this  as  from  the  other  House  ;  but  the 
most  recent  •iddition  to  the  Boll  of  this 
House  was  a  man  who  had  held  high 
office  under  the  Crown  with  great  dis- 
tinction, and  nobody  had  ever  supposed 
that  the  gift  of  a  peerage  to  such  a  man 
was  an  injury  to  Secretariesof  State  for 
India,    llbo  "         '"  '"     ' 
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enjoy  such  a.  euperflnit;  of  political 
knowledge  as  to  justify  the  exclusion  of 
distins^ehed  of&cial  men;  and  a  pos- 
Bible  breacli  of  oonfidenee  which  had 
never  yet  occurred  did  not  justify  tlie 
exclusion  from  Parliameutaiy  honours 
of  a  deserving  class  of  Her  Majesty's 
subjects,  who  were  eminently  fitted  to 
instruct  and  guide  the  action  of  Par- 
liament. 

The  I>uke  of  SOMERSET  reminded 
the  noble  Marquess  that  these  pensions 
were  not  in  all  cases  matters  of  rule,  but 
were  sometimes  settled  bitween  the  head 
of  the  Department  and  the  Treasury, 
according  to  a  great  variety  of  circum- 
stances. He  could  mention  many  cases 
of  the  bind.     

Ea&l  GBANVILLE  said,  that  while 
thinking  that  any  Peer  rendered  great 
service  to  the  House  by  scrutimzing 
these  small  Bills,  which  often  passed 
without  investigation,  he  had  not  anti- 
cipated any  objection  to  this  measure, 
having  understood  that  it  was  a  declara- 
toiy  Bill  rather  than  one  introducing 
any  new  principle.  The  mecial  cases  to 
which  the  noble  Ihihe  tad  just  referred 
were  very  exceptional ;  and  even  where 
increased  allowances  were  given  on  the 
recommendation  of  the  head  of  the  De- 

5artment  these  would  hare  been  settled 
efore  the  Bill  came  into  operation ;  so 
that  the  person  who  had  been  granted  a 
larger  or  smaller  pension  would  be  per- 
fecUy  independent  with  regard  to  the 
fiiture.  He  did  not  qnite  agree  with 
the  noble  Duke  as  to  the  injury  which 
retired  official  persons  might  do,  for  the 
preaumption,  in  the  case  of  a  man  who 
had  held  office  for  many  years  in  the 
Civil  Service  was  that  the  information 
he  possessed  might  be  of  great  use  to 
Parliament.  As  to  any  improper  use  of 
that  information,  he  did  not  believe  them 
capable  of  such  conduct ;  but  if  anyone 
was  so,  he  had  ample  facilities  of  doing 
it  now  by  means  of  the  puUic  Press  or 
by  communicating  with  a  Gytleman  al- 
ready in  Parlia^BfrfT  ^H«^d  not  see 
how  the  Bill  couJQ  make  this  more  harm- 
fill  ;  while,  on  the  other  hand,  persons 
of  this  class  might  take  a  usefttl  part 
in  the  discussion  of  public  questions. 

Motion  agreed  to ;  House  in  Com- 
mittee accordingly ;  Bill  reported,  with- 
out Amendment ;  and  to  be  read  3*  on 
Monday  next. 


(Mat  4,  1869)  Thiri  RMding. 
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Moved,  "That  the  Bill  be  now  read 
3*."— (Za*  LordNorthhrook.) 

Eabl  GEEY  said,  he  desired  to  call 
the  attention  of  their  Lordships  to  the 
gener^  subject  of  this  Bill.  He  thought 
mat  the  Bill,  though  an  improvement 
on  the  existing  law,  would  not  fiilfil  the 
purpose  of  providing  an  efficient  Army  of 
BeWce.  what  was  wanted  was  some 
machinetr,  which,  wi&out  unduly  bur- 
dening the  country,  would  provide  for 
such  a  rapid  increase  of  our  means 
of  defence  when  war  broke  out  that 
we  should  not  be  exposed  to  sudden 
danger.  That  was  the  important  object 
whidi  should  be  had  in  view;  and  it 
had  become  of  more  importance  of  late 
years  than  at  any  fonner  period.  He 
need  hardly  remind  their  Lordships  that 
Prussia  had  so  organized  her  military 
i^stem  that  she  had  been  enabled  during 
the  late  German  war,  to  the  great  sur- 
prise of  Europe  and  of  the  most  expe- 
rienced persons  of  the  niilitary  profes- 
sion, to  call  into  immediate  action  such  a 
numerous  and  highly  trained  force  as 
utterly  to  defeat  what  was  considered 
one  of  the  most  powerftd  Armies  in 
Europe,  More  recently  the  Govern- 
ment of  France,  seeing  what  had  been 
effected  by  Prussia,  had  followed  her 
example.  A  law  was  not  long  ago  passed 
in  France  which  placed  a  lai^ely  in- 
creased proportion  of  the  inhabitants 
at  the  disposal  of  the  Government  for 
the  purpose  of  military  training  :  the 
number  of  young  men  who  would  es- 
cape the  necessity  of  performing  some 
military  service  to  the  State  was  very 
small  mdeed,  and  France  would  in  fu- 
ture possess  the  command  of  a  very 
numerous  trained  Army,  which,  at  a  mo- 
ment's notice  she  could  bring  into  the 
field.  During  the  discussion  of  the 
Budget  in  the  Legislative  Assembly,  the 
French  Minister  of  War  pointed  out  the 
immense  advantage  whi^  the  new  or- 
ganization of  the  Army  would  give  to 
France ;  she  could,  under  that  oi^aniza- 
tion,  wifhoat  doing  anything  to  attract 
the  attention  of  neighbouring  Powers, 
in  a  very  few  days  put  an  enormous  Army 
in  &e  field.    Now,  when  our  nearest  and 
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most  poverfiil  neighbours  pursued  this 
policy — when  they  deliberately  adopted 
measures  by  which  they  could,  at  any  mo- 
ment, assemble  enormous  Armies  either 
for  offensiTe  or  defensive  operationB — it 
certainly  did  seem  to  him,  that  for  the 
safety  of  this  coimtiy,  they  were  bound 
to  adtmt  the  best  means  of  having  a 
trained  force  of  a  similar  Hnd,  snd  he 
asked  them  to  consider  whether  it  was 
possible  that  the  Militia,  as  now  con- 
stituted, could  effect  that  object.  He 
had  no  fault  to  find  with  eitlier  the 
of&cers  or  men  of  the  Militia — he  be- 
lieved both  zealously  performed  to  the 
utmost  of  their  power  the  duties  as- 
signed to  them ;  and  it  was  really  won- 
derful, all  things  considered,  how  much 
eS.dency  our  Militia  regiments  had  ac- 
quired— the  utmost  cre£t  was,  in  his 
opinion,  due  both  to  officers  and  men  for 
wbat  they  had  done  in  this  respect ;  but, 
after  all,  was  it  not  univeraaUy  adidtied 
that  the  Militia,  as  it  now  stood,  was 
utterly  incapable  of  meeting  a  trained 
Army  in  the  field  ?  In  the  discussions 
that  were  held  in  that  House  not  long 
ago  on  the  general  position  of  the  Army, 
that  opinion  was  avowed  on  both  sides  ; 
all  that  was  claimed  for  the  Militia  being 
that  in  six  months  after  they  were  em- 
bodied they  would  become  a  really  effi- 
cient Army.  But  in  the  present  circum- 
stances of  Europe,  if  we  should  ever 
again  unhappily  De  engaged  in  war,  a 
force  that  would  only  De  ready  in  six 
months  would  be  of  no  use  to  guard 
against  our  real  danger — it  was  in  the 
first  week  of  the  war  that  our  danger 
would  arise.  People  made  a  great  mis- 
take who  reasoned  in  favour  of  the 
Militia  as  at  present  constituted,  from 
the  experience  of  the  great  Revolu- 
tionary War  with  France.  During  that 
war,  when  the  Militia  was  said  to  have 
rendered  such  useftil  service,  the  Militia 
was  permanently  embodied.  It  was 
kept  embodied  from  the  conmiencement 
of  the  war ;  and  the  consequence  was 
that  in  name,  indeed,  it  was  still  a 
Militia,  but  it  became  to  all  intents 
and  purposes  a  second  Army  of  the 
Line,  quite  as  costly,  but  necessarily 
somewhat  less  ef&cient  than  the  first. 
But  that  was  not  what  was  wanted  now. 
What  was  wanted  was  some  force  which 
would  enable  us  to  meet  a  sudden  and 
pressing  danger.  One  of  the  objects 
this  Bill  was  to  meet  the  deficiency  of 
officers  for  the  Militia.  Increased  pay 
£arl  Grty 


to  be  given  to  the  officers  in  the 
Militia  and  m  order  to  extend  the  field 
selection,  the  property  qualification 
was  to  be  done  away  with.  Both  those 
measures  so  far  as  they  went  he  ap- 
proved. But  they  wotdd  do  little  or 
nothing  towards  meeting  the  want  of 
properly  trained  officers  in  order  to 
make  the  MUitia  effective.  The  pro- 
fession of  arms,  like  every  other  pro- 
fession, could  only  be  acquired  by  tune, 
labour,  and  study.  The  advance  which 
had  been  made  in  military  science,  the 
improvement  of  arms  used  in  modem 
warfare,  and  the  more  complicated 
nature  of  modem  compared  with  ancient 
warfare — all  these  required  much  higher 
instruction  both  in  officers  and  in  pri- 
vates, but  especially  in  the  officers,  in 
order  to  make  an  Anny  more  really  effec- 
tive than  was  necessary  in  former  times, 
when  a  simpler  system  of  warfare  pre- 
vailed. But  how  was  it  passible  that  an 
officer  of  Militia,  who  was  employed 
only  one  mouth  in  the  year,  coidd  ac- 
quire the  necessary  qualifications?  With 
Uie  pay  of  only  one  month  in  the  year 
he  could  not  follow  the  Army  as  his 
principal  occupation ;  so  long,  therefore, 
as  peace  lasted  the  Militia  was  neces- 
sarily officered  by  men  whose  military 
duties  were  only  secondary,  and  subor- 
dinate to  their  civil  occupations.  Nor 
was  it  much  better  when  war  broke  out. 
If  the  Militia  was  permanently  embodied, 
a  large  portion  of  the  officers  who  had 
other,  and  to  themselves  more  important, 
avocations,  would  be  compelled  to  re- 
tire, as  occurred  during  the  Crimean 
War,  while  all  the  more  enei^tic  of  the 
officers  who  were  willing  to  devote  them- 
selves to  a  military  life  and  follow  it  as  a 
profesfflou  would  seek  to  get  transferred 
to  the  Line,  where  all  the  distinction  and 
rewards  of  the  service  were  to  be  ob- 
tained; and  the  result  would  be,  as 
be  bad  stated,  that  the  Militia  would 
become  a  second  Army  of  the  Line, 
as  costly,  but  inferior  in  efficiency. 
That  was  the  inevitable  character  of  the 
Militia  under  the  existing  system  ;  and 
what  was  true  in  1852  was  more  so  now. 
He  thought,  considering  the  great  change 
which  had  occurred  in  the  o^auization 
of  the  Continental  Armies,  that  if  this 
country  desired  to  make  its  means  of 
defence  proportionate  to  the  increased 
means  of  offence  which  neighbouring 
nations  were  preparing,  it  must  to  some 
extent  act  on  the  same  principle  aa  they 
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do.  That  principle  wm  to  train  to  arms 
as  perfectly  as  poMible  a  very  large 
number  of  men,  and,  having  done  that, 
to  allow  them  to  leave  active  service  aftei 
a  abort  service,  the  country,  at  the  same 
time,  retaining  the  pover  of  recalling 
them  to  their  colonrs  whenever  they 
might  be  wanted.  By  this  means,  with- 
out imposing  a  very  heavy  burden  on 
the  country  during  peace,  the  Gk>Tem- 
ment  were  able  to  command  the  service 
of  an  exceedingly  e£Bcient  Army  at 
very  little  notice.  As  he  had  said,  we 
ought  to  act  on  the  same  principle.  He 
therefore  heaid,  with  great  satisfac- 
tion, the  Under  Secretary  of  State  (Lord 
Northhrook)  declare  on  a  former  even- 
ing that  this  was,  to  a  certain  extent, 
the  view  of  the  Qovemment ;  that  un- 
less they  had  a  laige  number  of  men, 
who,  after  having  so  served  and  after 
having  been  so  trained,  were  released 
from  active  employment,  it  would  bt 
impossible  to  make  any  sudden  aug. 
mentation  of  tiie  military  force :  this 
object,  however,  might  be  attained  by  a 
great  abridgment  of  the  period  for 
which  the  men  served.  He  trusted  that 
he  had  understood  correctlv  that  it  waa 
this  purpose  which  the  Under  Secretary 
for  War  stated  the  Government  had  in 
view.  He  hoped  that  the  effect  of  the 
projected  measure  would  not  be  em- 
barrassed by  an  alteration  of  the  law  as 
it  stood.  Two  years  ago  their  Lordships 
passed  a  Bill  which  prolonged  enlist- 
ment from  ten  years  to  twelve  years. 
He  (Earl  Qrey)  objected  at  the  time  to 
the  proposal,  and  he  still  retained  the 
objectionB  he  then  expressed ;  but  he 
was  persuaded  that  grievous  evil  and  in- 
convenience arose  from  frequent  changes 
in  the  law  with  respect  to  die  conditions 
on  which  the  soldiers  were  enlisted,  and 
he  trusted,  as  the  Bill  he  had  referred 
to  had  been  passed  by  Parliament,  that 
it  would  not  be  hastUy  repealed.  It  was 
not  neceesaiy  mther  to  repeal  or  alter  it 
in  order  to  obtain  the  desired  force.  The 
object  could  he  effected  by  mere  depart- 
mental arrangements.  It  might  be  noti- 
fied to  the  soldiers  that,  on  being  per- 
fectly and  ef&ciently  trained,  such  of  them 
aa  desired  their  discharge  would  be 
allowed  to  have  it  on  condition  of  enter- 
ing the  Army  of  Seserve.  That  plan 
might  be  tried  as  a  tentative  measure,  as, 
in  the  course  of  a  few  years,  it  would  be 
seen  whether  or  not  such  an  Army  of 
Beserve  would  be  obtained  as  it  was  de- 
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sirabletomaintain.  Of  course,  thisplan 
would  he  mainly  apphcable  to  the  Army 
at  home ;  hut  he  believed  that,  in  some 
of  the  foreign  stations,  the  same  principle 
might  be  acted  on  under  certain  con- 
dibons.  He  was  persuaded,  however, 
that  no  attempt  of  this  kind  to  enable 
troops  to  obtain  an  early  discharge  could 
be  successful  imless  they  combined  with 
it  means  for  the  more  effectual  training 
of  the  soldiers.  It  waa  nearly  thirty-four 
years  ago  eince  he  began,  when  he  held 
the  OfBce  of  Secretary  at  War,  very  fruit- 
lessly to  preach  this  doctrine  to  the  mili- 
tary authorities  at  the  Horse  Guards. 
He  regretted  that  be  never  succeeded  in 
persuading  them  to  adopt  it,  and  he  had 
not  the  power  to  over-rule  their  obj  ectiona 
to  it.  But  he  was  more  than  ever  per- 
suaded that  Napoleon,  that  great  master 
of  war,  was  right  in  his  doctrine  that 
the  training  of  the  soldiers  should  be 
carried  to  the  highest  point — and  not 
only  military  trmning,  but  industrial 
traming  also.  They  should  be  taught 
the  use  of  the  e^>ade,  and  they  diould 
be  employed,  as  far  as  posmble,  in  pub- 
lic works  of  aU  kinds,  and  especially  in 
military  works.  The  mistake  committed 
at  Aldershot  of  making  by  contract  roads, 
drains,  and  all  kinds  of  works,  which 
might  have  been  executed  at  a  small  ex- 
pense by  the  troops,  who  would  have 
gained  instruction  ay  being  so  employ- 
ed, ought  not  to  be  repeated.  Education 
at  the  military  schools  should  also  be 
attended  to,  so  that  every  soldier  might 
be  able  to  read  and  write  shortly  after 
enlistment.  All  this  would  make  the 
Army  more  efficient  in  case  of  war,  and 
the  soldiers,  when  th^  got  their  dis- 
chaiwe,  woijd  be  the  better  able  to  com- 
mand good  employment  in  civil  life. 
By  these  means  the  Army  might  be  con- 
verted into  a  great  industnal  school, 
and  the  propensity  to  intemperance — 
the  cause  of  so  many  offences  and  so 
much  sickness  among  the  troops — would 
checked.  With  regard  to  flie  shorter 
term  of  service,  it  was  a  great  recom- 
mendation of  any  arrangements  of  this 
kind  that  it  would  cost  no  money  what- 
ever. On  the  contrary,  by  allowmg  men 
to  leave  the  Army  earlier,  you  would  effect 
a  great  economy  by  a  reduction  in  the 
pension  Hst.  After  a  few  years  service, 
not,  of  course,  during  war,  but  during 
peace,  a  sort  of  tedium  and  disgust  came 
over  a  soldier,  and  the  repetition'of  the 
dull  round  of  military  duty  made 
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accept  in  place  of  it ;  and,  tlierefore, 
he  was  animated  by  none  of  those  mo- 
tives vhich  ordinarily  etimulated  a 
man  to  exertion  to  make  him  energetio 
in  the  performance  of  the  duties  whidi 
were  imposed  upon  him.  For  bis  own 
part,  he  thought  it  quite  mairellous 
how  well,  under  circumstances  so  dis- 
advantageous,  those  dutiea  were  dis- 
charged, but  there  could  still  be  no 
doubt  that  the  inevitable  tendency 
of  the  present  system  was  gradually 
to  produce  slackness  and  ineGEiciency ; 
and  of  the  justice  of  that  view  he  felt 
convinced,  while  he  did  not  wish  to  im- 
pute the  smallest  fault  to  those  who 
were  now  serving  in  the  positions  of 
which  he  was  speaking.  But,  pasdng 
&oni  that  point,  he  would  beg  the  House 
to  observe  how  completely,  if  we  had  a 
lai^  Beserve,  whim  might  at  any  mo- 
ment be  called  upon  to  assist  the  Regu- 
lar Army,  It  would  save  the  country  ^m 
sudden  danger  from  any  attack  which 
there  need  be  any  reason  to  apprehend. 
He  cordially  concurred  in  what  had  fallen 
from  his  noble  Friend  the  Under  Secre- 
tary for  War  (Lord  Northbrook)  the  other 
evening  to  the  effect  that  we  must  look 
upon  our  Navy  as  our  principal  means 
of  defence ;  what  we  required  in  addi- 
tion was  to  be  able  to  assemble  at  a  mo- 
ment's notice  such  a  force  on  land  as 
would  make  it  an  act  of  madness  for 
any  foreign  Power  to  invade  this  coun- 
try without  such  a  considerable  Army 
that  it  would  occupy  a  great  deal  of 
time  to  put  it  in  motion,  and  thus  afford 
us  ample  notice  of  the  attack  with  which 
we  were  threatened.  He  need  hardly 
say  that  \a  carry  100,000  men  across 
even  the  narrow  sea  which  divided  ua 
from  the  Continent  would  necessitate  a 
good  deal  of  preparation,  and  that  trans- 
ports filled  with  troops  would  be  an  eae? 
prey  to  our  fast-sailing  iron-clads.  We 
might,  therefore,  feel  perfectly  secure  if 
we  had  such  a  Reserve  as  would  enable 
us  to  place  in  the  field  an  Army  capable 
of  contending  with  any  force  which  might 
be  landed  suddenly  on  our  shores ;  and 
he  certainly  was  no  advocate  for  keeping 
up  a  Reserve  to  take  the  field  in  a  foreign 
aggressive  war,  while  he  thought  it  most 
essential  that  we  should  be  provided  with 
ns  of  repelling  invasion.  He 
had  stated  that  a  number  of  men  going 
into  the  regular  Army  from  the  Reserve 
would  at  once  fill  up  Uie  numbers  of  the 
depots  of  the  aeveral  regiments,  aad  con- 


a  soldier's  life  intolerably  irksome.  This 
was  another  amunent  in  favour  of  short 
enlistments.  He  did  not  dispute  the 
advantage  of  having  men  of  experience 
in  the  ranks  during  war ;  but  there 
would  never  be  a  lack  of  old  soldiers  as 
non-commissioned  officers ;  and  then  the 
terms  of  enlistment  should  be  so  settled 
that  soldiers  should  only  be  allowed  to 
take  their  discharge  during  peace.  Hih 
firm  conviction  was  that  ntture  wan 
would  generally  be  of  short  duration . 
the^  would  be  speedily  decided,  and 
while  a  war  continued,  few  old  soldiers 
would  desire  to  take  dieir  discharge. 
He  was  aware  that  the  formation  of  an 
Army  of  Reserve  would  be  a  thing  of 
gradual  growth ;  and  he  would  ask  the 
Government  whether  it  would  not  be 
advisable  —  until  an  efficient  Army  of 
Reserve  in  connection  with  the  Regular 
Army  could  be  formed — to  endeavour  to 
apply  part  of  the  large  sum  which  was 
now  annu^y  wasted  upon  the  Mihtia 
to  make  our  Regular  Ajnay  more  com- 
plete. An  increase  might  be  made  in 
the  rank  and  file,  the  Beserve  might 
thus  be  filled  up ;  and,  so  soon  as  the 
Beserve  was  completa  you  might  check 
recruiting.  He  believed  it  would  be  for 
the  public  advantage  to  spend  in  this 
manner  the  money  wasted  upon  the 
Uilitia.  The  expense  of  the  Militia,  du- 
ring the  current  year,  would  be  more 
than  £1,000,000.  That  was  a  large 
sum  to  employ  in  maintaining  a  force 
which,  as  at  present  constituted,  was  in- 
effective for  the  purposes  for  which  it 
was  designed.  Of  this  large  sum  no 
less  than  £267,000  a  year  was  spent 
upon  the  Staff— that  is  to  say,  you  em- 
ployed an  adjutant  and  non-commis- 
sioned officers  during  twelve  months, 
for  service  rendered  only  during  one 
month,  at  the  cost  of  Hie  sum  he  had 
mentioned.  Such  an  arrangement  was 
unsatisfactory  and  expensive.  He  was 
quite  aware  that  the  Mihtia,  as  now  con- 
stituted, would  not  be  worth  much  with- 
out a  permanent  Staff.  But  could  there 
be  any  necessity  for  paying  men  for 
twelve  months*  work  and  only  giving 
them  one?  Besides,  those  men  were 
taken  from  active  employment  and  placed 
in  a  country  town,  where,  for  eleven 
months  out  of  twelve  they  had  practically 
nothing  ia  do.  The  a^utant  left  the 
Regular  Army  in  order  to  obtain  his  ad- 
jutano^;  there  was  no  employment  in 
the  Mihtia  which  it  would  pay  him  to 
£arlQrty 
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vert  them  into  effioieat  second  battalions. 
The  odditioiial  offioera  of  ihe  hieher 
ranks  that  would  be  wanted  would  be 
obtained  by  tiie  promotion  of  those  al- 
ready in  the  eeirice,  and  aU  that  re- 
mained to  be  done  would  be  to  give 
Gommiaeion  to  enBig:nB,  and,  perhaps, 
lieutenants,  to  fill  up  the  places  of  those 
who  had  been  promoted.  There  would 
be  s  great  advantage  in  thuB  promot- 
ing a  number  of  young  officers  to  the 
higher  regimental  ranks ;  and  if  that 
were  not  found  to  be  sufficient  nothing 
could  be  more  easy  than  to  make  an  ar- 
rangement by  which  a  certain  number 
of  nigh  reguuental  officers  might  be 
placed  on  half-pay,  and  in  that  way  the 
ouirent  of  promotion  increased.  He  had 
now  to  apologizo  to  their  Lordships  for 
having  trespassed  so  Jong  upon  their 
time.  The  opinions  which  he  had  ex- 
pressed were,  in  the  main,  those  which 
he  had  adopted  when  he  had  the  honour 
to  hold  the  office  of  Secretaiy  at  War, 
thirty-four  years  ago,  •  and  which  all 
the  experience  which  be  had  since  had 
only  served  to  oonfirm.  He  had  avoid- 
ed entering  further  than  was  necessary 
into  detail  in  endeavourii^  to  eluci- 
date the  important  princii^  which  he 
was  advocating.  Iliat  lor  which  he 
was  contending  was  that  we  ought  to 
have  a  Beserve  connected  with  the  £e- 
gular  Army,  and  that  steps  ought  to  be 
taken  to  put  an  end  to  that  frightful 
waste  of  public  money  which  the  pre- 
sent ^stem  involved.  In  concluson,  he 
had  merely  to  express  a  hope  that,  be- 
fore the  Estimates  for  another  year  were 
prepared,  the  Chivemment  would  look 
attentively  into  the  subject,  and  consider 
whether  Uie  Militia,  as  now  constituted, 
was  calculated  to  meet  the  real  wants  of 
the  country,  and  whether  the  public 
money  might  not  be  economized,  and 
the  pubhc  safe^  at  the  same  time  better 
secured  by  the  adoptian  of  some  mea- 
sures founded  on  Ine  principles  which 
he  had  imperfectly  endeavoured  to  bring 
under  their  Lordi^ps'  notice- 

LoBD  MOETHBROOK:  The  noble 
£arl  who  has  just  sat  down  is  better 
entitled  than,  perha^,  any  other  Mem- 
ber of  your  Jjoidships'  House  to  call 
attention  to  the  subject  which  he  has 
brought  under  our  consideration.  I 
ftel,  without  any  affectation,  great  diffi- 
culty in  replying  to  the  noble  Earl,  who 
has  had,  in  administration  and  in  Par- 
liament, so  large  on  experience  in  deal- 


ing viih  that  subject ;  but  the  difficult? 
has  been  greatly  diminished  by  the  ob- 
aervations  which  fell  irom  him  towards 
the  close  of  his  speech,  in  which  he  laid 
down  the  principle  which  he  laid  down 
in  1852,  and  which  very  much  narrows 
the  question  which  we  are  discussing. 
In  that  year,  as  now,  the  noble  Earl 
stated  that,  with  the  superior  naval  force 
preserved  by  this  coun^,  it  is  not  neces- 
sary for  us  to  be  in  a  state  of  immediate 
preparation  to  meet  those  enormous 
Armies  which  he  says,  truly,  can  be 
brought  into  the  field  by  some  Conti- 
nental Powers.  He  admits  that,  in  his 
opinion,  it  would  be  sufficient — and  I 
think  it  is  sufficient  in  the  opimon  of  the 
country  —  that  while  we  rely  on  our 
naval  superiority  for  the  first  line  of 
defence,  we  shotdd  have  such  a  respect- 
able force  of  trained  soldiers  as  might 
prevent  any  Power  with  which  we  might 
happen  to  be  at  war  &om  being  tempted 
to  send  an  expeditionary  force  to  the 
shores  of  England  which  might  possibly 
escape  the  naval  forces  of  Her  Majesty. 
I  venture  to  say  that  the  observations  of 
the  noble  Earl  on  this  point,  in  which  I 
entirely  concur,  put  out  of  the  question 
any  comparison  which  can  be  drawn 
between  the  forces  of  France  or  Prussia 
and  those  of  this  country.  Far  be  it 
from  me  to  express  an  opinion  on  the 
policy  pursued  by  the  Governments 
of  those  countries  ;  but  I  may  re- 
mark that  it  has  been  steted  on  no 
mean  authority  that  those  large  arma- 
ments, and  the  preraure  which  they 
bring  to  bear  on  the  populations,  are 
not  likely  to  last  long.  In  a  remark- 
able pamphlet  written  lately  by  Count 
Hamuton,  and  referred  to  in  the  Swedish 
Chambers,  an  opinion  to  this  effect  is 
expressed  by  that  distinguished  officer, 
who  was  present  in  the  late  Prussian 
campaign,  and  who  possesses  an  inti- 
mate knowledge  of  the  organization  of 
the  forces  of  the  Continent.  Dealing 
with  this  question  on  the  basis  that  we 
ought  to  have  a  sufficient  trained  mili- 
tary force,  what  does  the  noble  Earl  ask 
us  to  do  7  He  adts  us  to  get  rid  at  once 
of  the  present  Militia,  and  to  substitute 
for  it  an  Army  Beaerve.  Kow,  I  con- 
fess that,  with  respect  to  the  Militia,  I 
cannot  think  the  experience  we  have 
had  of  that  force  since  1852  justifies  the 
condemnation  of  the  noble  Earl,  who 
contends  that  it  ought  to  be  destroyed 
root  and  branch.    Since  Uie  year  1652 
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tlie  Militia  has  been  called  upon,  during 
the  Crimean  War  and  the  Indian  Mu- 
tiny, to  render  asaietance  to  the  Eeg^ular 
Foroea  of  the  Crown.  There  were  100 
Militia  regiments  embodied  in  1854, 
and  145  in  1855,  while  a  smaller  num- 
ber were  embodied  during  the  Indian 
Mutiny.  Ten  of  thoee  regiments  of 
Militia  volunteered  their  services  to  re- 
inforce the  garrisons  in  the  Mediter- 
ranean, and  during  their  stay  there  they 
were  in  a  state  of  the  highest  effifiiency, 
and  might  have  been  placed  on  a  level 
with  the  regiments  of  the  Line.  In 
addition  to  the  great  services  rendered 
by  the  Militia  on  the  two  important 
occasions  referred  to — in  the  seven  years 
from  1854  to  1861— no  feworthan  78,367 
recruits  for  the  Army  were  obtained 
frouL  the  Militia.  Between  the  years 
1803  and  1815 — during  the  Great  War— 
the  number  of  recruits  obtained  for  the 
line  from  the  Militia  was  103,933.  It 
will  be  seen,  ther^ore,  that  the  number 
of  recruits  p^  annum  was  greater  during 
the  more  -Mcent  period  than  it  was 
during  the  time  of  the  Or6at  War.  Have 
the  anticipations  which  the  noble  Earl 
formed  of^the  Militia  when  the  Act  of 
1852  passed  been  realized  or  not?  The 
noble  Earl  feared  that  the  Militia  would 
interfere  with  recruiting  for  the  Army. 
The  fact,  however,  is  that  during  the 
last  few  years  the  Militia  has  been  re- 
cruited in  full,  but  Uiie  has  not  in  any 
way  interfered  with  recruiting  for  the 
Army.  The  noble  Earl  also  anticipated 
that,  as  the  Militiamen  are  only  called 
out  for  a  short  period  in  each  year,  they 
would  not  be  available  when  called 
upon.  At  one  time,  it  is  true,  there 
were  a  great  number  of  absentees 
from  Militia  regiments.  In  1659,  for 
instance,  there  were  more  than  42  per 
cent  of  absentees ;  but,  in  consequence  of 
the  recommendations  of  a  Boyal  Com- 
mission appointed  to  inquire  into  the 
state  of  the  Militia,  considerable  amelio- 
ration was  made  in  the  condition  of  that 
force,  and  the  result  has  been  eminently 
satisfoctorv.  In  1867,  the  last  year  for 
which  the  Returns  have  been  completed, 
the  percentage  of  absentees  in  the  num- 
ber of  privates  enrolled  was  not  6.  Nor 
is  that1)y  any  means  a  solitary  instance, 
for  in  no  one  year,  between  1860  and 
1867,  has  the  percentage  been  higher 
than  12.  In  most  of  those  years  it  has 
has  beeA  7  and  6  per  cent.  Therefore 
there  has  been  found  no  dif&culty  in 
Jjord  NorihWook 


treating  the  Militia  in  such  a  way  as  to 
insure  the  attendance  of  the  men  at  the 
time  of  training.  The  noble  Earl  has 
truly  said  it  is  more  than  ever  necessary 
for  officers  of  the  Army  and  Militia  to 
receive  an  efficient  training  in  order  that 
they  may  be  able  to  instruct  the  men  in 
their  duties.  As  I  mentioned,  the  other 
night,  when  called  upon  to  address  your 
Lordships,  that  subject  is  at  the  present 
time  under  the  consideration  of  the 
Secretary  of  State,  and  it  has  been  also 
very  carefully  considered  by  Major- 
General  Lindsay,  the  Injector  General 
of  the  Reserve  Forces.  The  noble  Earl 
may  therefore  rest  assured  that  the  sub- 
ject will  not  be  overlooked  by  Her  Ma- 
jesty's Government.  Another  remark 
made  by  the  noble  Lord,  in  his  criticism 
of  the  Militia,  ia.with  respect  to  the  cost 
of  the  permanent  Staff.  I  certainly  con- 
cur in  what  fell  from  the  noble  Earl  on 
that  subject,  because  it  appears  to  be  a 
very  great  waste  of  power  to  have  offi- 
cers and  non-cdmmissioned  officers  paid 
all  the  year  round,  and  only  performing 
duty  for  a  short  period  in  each  year. 
This  subject  is  under  the  consideration 
of  a  Committee,  which  is  now  sitting  at 
the  War  Office,  at  the  instance  of  my 
right  hon.  Friend  the  Secretary  of  State, 
for  the  purpose  of  ascertaining  whether 
some  system  cannot  be  contrived  by 
which  the  services  of  the  permanent 
Staff  of  the  Militia  may  be  utilized  for 
other  purposes  than  that  simply  of  train- 
ing the  regiments  when  out  at  drill.  I 
entertain  a  confident  anticipation  that 
the  re-organization,  or  rather,  the  bring- 
ing together  of  the  Reserve  Forces  of 
the  country,  will  not  be  inconsistent  with 
a  considerable  economy  of  expenditure. 
Such,  then,  being  the  criticism  which 
the  noble  Earl  has  made  on  the  Militia, 
I  now  come  to  the  alternatives  which  he 
has  asked  us  to  adopt.  And,  first  of  all, 
I  wish  to  say  a  word  or  two  on  what  fell 
from  the  noble  Earl  with  respect  to 
shortening  the  term  of  enlistment  with 
the  view  of  establishing  an  efficient 
Army  Reserve.  As  your  Lordships  may 
recollect,  it  is  the  opinion  of  my  right 
hon.  Friend  the  Secretary  of  State — 
which  opinion  he  has  expressed  in  the 
other  House  of  Parliament — that,  pro- 
vided we  could  obtain  men  who  wouj^ 
enlist  in  the  Army  for  a  shorter  time  of 
service  and  afterwards  continue  their 
services  in  an  Army  Reserve,  the  efiect 
would  be  the  establishment  of  the  Bound- 
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•sp«BM  that  it  would  be  ftbiolatri;  iMritabl*  to 
gin  w«y  to  it." 

I  entirely  concur  in  that  opinion.  But 
I  will  asaume  that  the  whole  of  the 
£1,000,000  which  the  noble  Earl  men- 
tioaed  as  likely  to  be  roent  in  the  pre- 
sent year  on  me  Militia  vaa  ffpent  in 
increasing  the  Kegular  Army.  Say,  for 
argnmenPs  sake,  Qiat  20,000  men  might 
be  thus  added.  I  venture  to  contend 
that  the  Militia,  in  its  present  etate, 
would  be  a  better  force  to  have  in  this 
coimtiy  than  an  addition  of  20,000  to 
the  Army;  and  for  this  reason — ^your 
Lordships  must  know  that  the  first  thing 
to  be  done  in  time  of  war  would  be  to 
take  care  that  your  garrisons  were  effi' 
cient.  It  was  stated  in  this  House  by  a 
high  authori^  that  30,000  men  would 
be  necessarjr  Ibr  your  garrisons  in  time 
of  war.  What  would  then  be  the  effect 
of  an  increase  of  20,000  men  to  the 
Segular  Army  as  compared  with  the 
present  Militia  ?  If  the  Army  were  in- 
creased by  20,000,  you  would  have  no 
more  than  those  20,000  men  in  addition 
to  the  troops  available  in  tiiis  country 
for  service  in  the  field,  after  providing 
for  the  garrisons.  But  if  the  Militia  of 
120,000  were  embodied,  you  would  at 
once  be  able  to  relieve  the  Begular 
Forces  in  the  garrisons ;  you  would  nave 
avaUable  for  the  garrisons  30,000  men 
of  the  Militia,  and  the  remaining  90,000 
would  also  be  of  gyeat  asaistanco  to  the 
Itegular  Army.  Sir  John  Burgoyne,  in 
his  recent  pamphlet,  says  that  a  number 
equal  to  one-third  of  the  Army  in  the 
field  might  very  properly  consist  of 
Militia.  Therefore,  under  the  present 
system  of  Militia,  supposing  you  had  a 
Regular  Army  of  40,000  men  in  this 
country,  you  would  have  the  whole  of 
those  40,000  men  disposable,  to  which 
you  might  add  one-third  of  that  number 
of  Militia ;  whereas,  if  you  increased  Uio 
Regular  Army  by  20,000,  and  abandoned. 
the  Militia,  you  would  have  only  60,000 
men  in  all,  of  which  number  30,000 
would  be  required  for  the  garrisons. 
Therefore  an  increase  of  the  Regular 
Army  to  the  amount  now  spent  upon 
the  Militia,  so  far  &om  increasing  the 
strength  of  the  country  in  time  of  war, 
would  place  us  in  a  positively  worse 
position  than  we  are  at  present.  I  have 
now  touched  on  most  of  the  points 
brought  under  your  Lordships'  notice  by 
the  noble  Earl.  I  have  expressed  my 
concurrence  to  a  considerable  extent 
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est  lyBtem  of  Reserves  which  could  be 
devised  for  the  Army  of  this  country. 
At  the  same  time,  no  doubt,  there  are 
great  difficulties  in  the  way  of  establish- 
ing such  a  BTstem,  and  I  can  assnre  the 
noble  Earl  tnat  the  su^estionB  he  has 
made  on  the  subject  will  receive  the 
oonaideration  whiw  is  due  to  them  on 
the  part  of  my  right  hon.  Friend,  The 
noble  Earl  has  remarked  that  the  alter- 
native ought  to  be  given  to  soldiers  of 
leaving  tl^  Army  and  joining  the  Army 
Reserve.  That  plan  has  already  been 
tried  to  a  oonsiaerable  extent,  and  has 
failed.  General  Feel,  when  Secretary 
of  State,  estabUshed  a  system  of  Army 
Reserve,  and  part  of  that  system  was 
that  a  soldier  might,  after  seven  years' 
service,  leave  the  Army  and  serve  the 
rest  of  his  enlistment  of  twelve  years  in 
the  Reserve ;  but  I  am  not  aware  of  any 
single  case  of  a  soldier  having  taken  ad- 
vantage of  that  option.  At  all  events, 
there  nave  not  been  more  than  three  or 
four  men  in  all  the  Army  who 
done  so.  I  do  not  mean  to  say  that  the 
s^tem  has  bad  a  complete  tnal,  and  I 
certainly  think  there  is  a  good  deal  of 
hope  that  a  system  of  shorter  enlist- 
ments may  be  carried  out  and  an  effi- 
cient Army  Reserve  produced.  Still,  it 
must  be  borne  in  mind  that  a  conuder- 
able  number  of  years  must  elapse  before 
anything  like  &  tangible  foroe  con  be 
product^  by  this  means.  Considering 
that  we  must  depend  entirely  on  volun- 
tary enlistments,  and  that  it  must  be 
left  to  the  feelings  of  the  men  as  to 
whether  they  will  join  the  Reserve  or 
not,  it  will  be  impossible  to  calculate 
how  many  men  would  be  obtained  under 
such  a  fffstem  in  a  certain  number  of 
years;  therefore,  I  cannot  agree  with 
the  noble  Earl  in  thinking  such  a  sys- 
tem would  in  any  sense  be  able  at  once 
to  replace  the  Mihtia  as  the  Reserve  of 
this  conntiy  for  home  service.  The 
other  alternative  su^epted  by  the  noble 
EbxI  was  an  increase  of  the  Regular 
Army.  Now,  there  are  great  difficulties 
in  the  way  of  such  an  increase ;  one  of 
these  was  forcibly  made  by  the  noble 
Earl  in  the  speech  to  which  he  has  re- 
ferred, and  which  was  delivered  on  the 
Uth  of  June,  1852.     He  then  said — 

"  If  a  ooniidwabU  iaonua  wan  made  in  tba 
Amy,  I  am  oonviiioed  that,  in  a  litUo  time,  ths 
eoanti?  would  get  tired  of  leaiDg  a  large  ftrcq 
kept  np  with  appareatlj  little  to  do,  asd  there 
wonld  be  ineh  a  prenoro  lor  the  rednotioa  of  the 
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Trith  t^e  argnment  used  b;  ilie  noble 
Earl  with  reqrect  to  tbe  introductioD  of 
shf^ter  teims  of  enliBtment,  althougli  I 
am  not  insensible  to  the  difficultiefi  at- 
tending it ;  but  I  cannot  in  any  degree 
concur  with  him  when  he  asks  your 
LordahipB  to  subvert  altogether  a  force 
which  I  Delieve  is  to  be  regarded  as  the 
moBt  important  Seserve  that  this  coun- 
tiy  poBseases  for  a  time  of  war,  and 
wlkion  has  been  recognized  as  such  by 
the  Boyal  Commission  which  sat  only 
two  years  ago  to  consider  the  subject  of 
recruiting.  liastly,  my  Lords,  I  must 
be  permitted  to  aay  that  I  beHere  at  no 
former  period  did  this  country  stand  bet- 
ter than  it  does  at  the  present  moment  in 
regard  to  its  defensive  position,  if  by 
any  misfortune  we  should  be  placed  in  a 
atate  of  war.  All  that  appears  to  be 
desirable  to  the  Secretary  of  State  is 
that  the  different  Eeserve  Forces  of  the 
Gountiy  should  be  brought  more  into 
haimony  and  couBolidated  together,  so 
that  an  organization  may  be  prepared  to 
enable  them  to  act  harmoniously  if  their 
eerrices  are  called  for ;  and  also  that,  if 
possible,  a  plan  of  an  Army  of  Beserre 
should  be  muned  which  would  not  only 
enable  ns  to  rely  on  the  Militia  to  recruit 
the  cadrti  in  time  of  war,  but  also  give 
ua  a  large  number  of  men  who,  having 
passed  through  the  Army,  would  be 
immediately  available  to  fill  up  the 
eadret  of  tiie  infantry  battalions,  and 
render  their  services  to  the  country  in 
any  part  of  the  world. 

The  Duke  of  NORTHUMBERLAND 
sud,  he  wished  to  call  the  attention  of 
the  Gtovemment  to  the  extreme  danger 
of  jliminialiiTig  the  numbers  of  the  per- 
manent Staff  of  the  Militia.  He  could 
only  say  he  believed  that  if  anything 
could  he  done  to  give  the  Militia  greater 
efflci^Lcy  than  it  now  had  it  would  be 
secured  by  an  efficient  permanent  Staff. 
He  earnestly  trusted  that  no  stop  would 
be  taken  that  t«nded  in  any  w^  to  di- 
minish either  the  nimiber  or  tiie  efficiency 
of  the  permanent  Staff  of  the  Militia ; 
and  he  believed  that  any  economy  which 
would  render  these  men's  services  less 
available,  or  which  would  reduce  their 
energy  and  zeal,  would  be  vei7  detri- 
ment to  the  public  service. 

Lord  db  ROS  said,  it  had  been  pro- 
posed that  the  soldier  should  be  relieved 
&om  any  very  long  term  of  service ;  but 
the  fact  was  he  was  relieved  from  it 
at  present.  The  noble  Earl  (Earl  Qrey) 
lord  Morthirooi 


had  stated  that  a  man  behaving  respeot- 
ably,  and  who  bad  served  as  a  soldier 
for  a  certain  nmnber  of  years,  should 
be  allowed  to  take  bis  discharge;  but 
the  noble  Earl  foists  that  such  a  soldier 
is  already  allowed  to  do  so ;  provided  he 
had  prudence  and  self-denial  to  save  iq» 
his  pay  with  that  object.  As  to  the 
British  soldier  returning,  as  he  did  in 
Prussia,  to  his  foimer  agricultural  habits, 
and  being  ready  to  be  called  out  and 
brought  into  the  ranks  at  onoe,  there 
was  no  analogy  between  the  Fruaaiaa 
a^d  the  English  soldier.  The  English 
soldier,  when  discharged,  seldom  went 
home  and  resumed  hia  original  employ- 
ment. He  generally  got  a  situation  on 
a  railway,  or  some  domestic  or  Govern- 
ment employment.  In  his  belief^  the  dis- 
oourt^ement  of  long  service  would  be 
about  the  greatest  nuschief  that  could  be 
inflicted  on  the  Army  and  on  the  countir. 
He  very  lately  read  a  statement  made  m 
the  .Chamber  by  Count  Moltke,  the  cele- 
brated FruBsian  general  who  oiganized 
the  late  campaign,  in  regard  to  the  pro- 
position for  Bliortening  the  service  of  the 
soldier,  and  that  distingiuBhed  authorily 
had  stated  most  distinctly  that,  althongn 
the  PrussLans  had  gained  a  great  triumph 
over  Austria,  and  had  much  reason  to 
be  proud  of  it,  they  should  remember 
that  that  success  had  been  obtained  over 
troops,  the  greatest  proportion  of  whom 
had  not  been  eighteen  months  in  the 
Army ;  that  if  they  diminished  the 
^rm  of  service  of  the  !fojtiA:6oldiar, 

Sun  what  they  would  by  it  in  economy — 
ley  would  have  an  armed  mob,  and  not 
an  Army ;  and  he  earnestly  cautioned 
them  against  so  great  a  miafortame.  To 
advert  to  the  matter  of  the  Militia  Staff  so 
judiciously  mentioned  by  the  noble  Duke. 
The  adjutants  in  the  MUitia  had  been  re- 
ferred to  disparagingly  by  persons  not 
very  conversant  with  that  subject;  but 
he  happened  to  know  many  of  the  Mihtia 
adjutants,  and  he  believed  they  were 
most  active  and  energetic  men,  who  de- 
served the  greatest  credit  for  the  per- 
fection to  which  they  brought  tneir 
regiments.  He  had  very  lately  seen 
the  Bwkshire  Militia  at  field  exercise, 
and  he  was  quite  surprised  at  the  effi- 
ciency and  aotivi^  of  the  adjutant  and 
the  non-oommissioned  ofBoers  of  the  per- 
manent Staff  of  the  conis. 

Motion  ayrted  to;  Bill  read  3*  ac- 
cordingly (with  the  Amendments),  and 
pMui,  and  sent  to  the  Commons. 


XrtXani— Mayor 
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TTTSnOES  OF  TEB  PU.OE  anAUFICATION 
BILI.  [h.L.] 
A  BUI  to  npail  tha  QiuUbutian  rwinircd  by 
til*  Aot  •IghMn  Gtorn  tha  Saoond.  ohaplar 
twenty,  for  tha  oDoa  of  Jaitioa  of  tha  Pmo»— 
yfta  prtstnttd  bj  Tlio  Earl  of  Albuubu; 
jmAl:    (No.  98.) 

Room  a4J0<i'v^  '^  '  qu&rtar  bafora  Eight 

o'olook,  to  Friday  nnt,  bait 

put  Tan  o'olook. 
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LoUl  Offloen  SnperMinnatiop  (IreUnd)  *  [Sf]. 
CoMniKM— Iriih  Chunh  [ST}— R.r. 
C<mmU*e—Beport—UM*  [17-106], 

The  House  met  at  Two  of  the  clock, 
SAVINGS  BANKS.-(ltTESTIOH. 

Ur.  wells  said,  he  wished  to  ask 
the  Seoretaiy  to  the  TreaHuiy,  Wheii 
the  SaTin^  Banks  Retuma,  moved  for 
on  the  Ist  Aforch,  will  be  laid  upon  the 
Table? 

Mb.  ATBTON  eaid,  in  reply,  that  tbe 
Betums  in  question  were  not  fiuniahed 
by  the  Gtovemment,  but  by  the  savings 
banks  themselves;  and  as  there  vere 
611  savings  banks  tbs  hon.  Member 
would  see  that  it  it  took  a  considerable 
time  to  collect  them.  The  Government 
had  received  Betums  from  about  400 

ARUT— BS&NDIKG  DESERTERS. 

QUZSnOH. 

Bis  BOBilBT  ANSTBTJTHEB  sud, 
he  would  beg  to  ask  the  Secretary  of 
State  for  War,  Whether,  under  instruc- 
tions  &om  the  War  Office,  the  authoritiee 
at  the  Horse  Ouards  have  issued  any 
Order  forbidding  the  marking  of  Soldiers 
a  second  time  with  the  letter  £);  and 
whether  there  would  bo  any  objection  to 
lay  a  Copy  of  auoh  Order,  if  issued,  upon 
the  Table  of  the  House  ? 

Me.  OAEDWELL,  in  rsply  said,  the 
Question  of  the  hon.  Qfintieman  correctly 
described  Restate  of  the  case,  ondif  thJe 


hon.  Member  would  move  for  a  Copy  of 
the  Circular  it  should  be  laid  on  the 
table, 

IRBLAND-RIOTS  IH  LONDOHDERRT. 

aiTESTIOB. 

Mb.  W.  JOHNSTON  said,  he  wished 
to  ask  the  Chief  Secretary  for  Ireland, 
Whether  the  Qovemment  will  institute 
an  inquiry  into  the  conduct  of  the  con- 
stabulary in  firing  on  the  people  on  the 
occasion  of  the  visit  of  his  Boyal  High- 
ness Prince  Arthur  to  Londonderry  P 

Mr.  CHICHESTEE  FOETESGUE 
■eplied,  that  be  could  only  repeat  what  he 
stated  the  previous  day,  that  it  would 
be  premature  to  give  an  answer  to  the 
Question  now,  but  that  he  hoped  to  give 
a  positive  answer  either  to-morrow  or 
next  day. 

lEELAND—UATOR  OF  CORE. 

QDESTIOIf. 

Mb.  DAWBON  said,  he  bad  given 
ample  notice  of  the  Question  be  had 
to  ask  with  re^rd  to  tiie  language  at- 
tributed to  the  Mayor  of  Cork,  in  order 
that  the  Gkivenunent  might  give  a  de- 
finite and  deliberate  reply.  He  had  no  in- 
tention to  repeat  the  nauseating  words, 
which  were  by  this  time  known  to  every 
hon.  Member  in  that  House,  and  whict 
had  been  published  in  eveiy  newspaper 
in  the  Kingdom.  He  had  seen  no  satis- 
factory retraction  of  the  phrases  in 
question.  ["Order."!  He  would  there- 
fore ask  the  Attorney  General  for  Ireland 
what  course  the  Government  intend  ia 
pursue,  and  whether,  if  the  present  state 
of  the  Law  does  not  permit  the  summary 
dismissal  of  an  official  occupying  so  re- 
sponsible a  pontion,  some  means  and 
measures  would  be  taken  to  satisfy  the 
just  expectations  of  the  nation  In  regard 
to  the  withdrawal  of  an  authority  wMch 
had  apparently  been  abused  by  the  first 
magistrate  of  the  City  of  Cork,  and 
against  the  honour  and  dignity  of  the 
Grown?  He  also  begged  to  ask,  whether 
the  account  given  in  the  newspapers  of 
yesterday  and  to-day  of  a  poptilar  de- 
monstration in  favour  of  the  Mayor  of 
Cork  is  substantially  correct  according  to 
the  information  received  by  the  Govern- 

The  ATTOHNET  general  fob 
IRELAND  (Mr.  Sullivaw)  :  Sir,  I  have 
no  doubt  whatever  that  ihe  deplorable 
language  attributed   to  the  Mayor  of 
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Cork,  is  the  QneBtion  the  hon.  If  emher 
lias  asked,  was  used  by  liim  on  the  oc- 
casion referred  to.  Before  the  1 
Member  put  Mb  Question  on  the  Paper 
the  Oovemment  had  thought  it  their 
duty  to  institute  ibe  striotest  inquiry  into 
the  subject,  and  the  result  is  as  I  stated. 
These  words  having  been  used,  and 
other  mstters  haying  occurred  in  the 
police  oourt  in  Oork,  in  vhich  the  Mayor 
of  Cork  sits  ex  officio  as  a  justice  of  the 
peace,  I  hare  to  state  that  the  GoTsm- 
ment  is  of  opinion  that  the  of&ce  of  chief 
magistrat«  of  Cork  Oily  cannot,  con- 
eistontly  with  the  digni^  of  the  Crown, 
be  any  longer  continued  in  his  hands. 
And  inasmuch  as  neither  the  Executive 
Oovemment  of  this  cotmtry,  nor  the  Lord 
Lieutenant  of  Ireland  has  any  power  to 
remove  him  from  the  office  of  justice  "' 
the  peace,  it  his  my  intention  to-morrc 
to  ask  leave  to  introduce  a  Bill  to  disable 
the  present  Mayor  of  Cork  from  holding 
the  office  of  mayor  or  justice  of  the 
peace,  or  any  office  of  magistracy  in  the 
Oil^  of  Cork  or  elsewhere  in  Ireland.  It 
is  right  to  state  further  that  Her  Ma- 
jest?  s  Oovemment  is  of  opinion  that  he 
cannot  consistently  vith  the  due  adminii 
tration  of  the  law  retain  his  office.  B 
the  Charier  of  the  City  of  Cork  the 
mayor  of  that  city  is  a  Commissioner 
^er  and  Terminer,  and  could  sit  with 
Her  Majesty's  Judges  of  Assize;  and 
that  is  an  additional  reason  for  removing 
him.  I  shall,  to-morrow,  in  asking  leave 
to  introduce  ib»  Bill,  state  folly  how  the 
law  stands,  and  the  reasons  why  the 
Bill  should  receive  the  acceptance  of  the 
House.  With  respect  to  the  latter  part 
of  the  Question  of  the  hon.  Member,  as 
to  a  popular  demonstration  in  favour  of 
the  Mayor,  I  beg  to  say  that .  it  is  most 
incorrect  to  attribute  that  meeting  to  the 
inhabitants  of  the  City  of  Cork.  It  was 
a  mesting  which,  having  regard  to  the 
numbers  and  the  dasa  of  persons  who 
attended  it,  does  not  require  any  atten- 
tion whatever.  I  shall  to-morrow  assign 
fijll  reasons  why  the  course  which  I  have 
pointed  out  is  neeessary,  and  why  no 
other  course  is  open  to  us. 

8iH  HERVEY  BRUCE  said,  that 
after  the  answer  which  had  been  given 
by  the  right  hon.  Oentleman,  he  would 
sot  aak  the  Question,  of  which  he  had 
nvea  notice,  as  to  whether  the  Act  of 
Charles  II.,  regulating  the  election  of 
magistrates  in  Ireland,  had  been  re- 
'>ealed. 

Tht  Attorney  Gentrai/or  Irikmd 
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oussnoir. 
Mb.  J.  O.  TALBOT  said,  he  would  beg 


to  ask  the  First  Lord  of  the  IVeasuiy, 
Whether  it  has  escaped  his  notice  that 
the  Secretary  of  State  for  the  Hom.a 
Department,  infixingthe  Second  Beading 
of  the  Habitual  Criminals  Bill,  named 
Monday  Slst  May,  and  described  that 
day  as  the  first  Monday  after  the  Whitsun 
Hohdays;  and  whe^er,  therefore,  ha 
will  reconsider  the  announcement  just 
made,  that  he  proposes  the  House 
should  reassemble  on  Monday  24tb 
May? 

Mb.  GLADSTONE:  I  presume.  Sir, 
my  hon.  Friend  wishes  thAt  we  should 
resume  our  sitting  on  a  day  which  will 
make  Monday  the  31st,  the  first  Mon- 
day after  the  adjournment.  I  must 
confess  that  my  statement  of  yesterday 
was  founded  upon  an  inadequate  appre- 
ciation of  the  state  of  public  opinion  in 
this  House.  The  only  sjiswer  I  can 
make  is  that  I  consulted  the  usual  organs 
of  information  upon  the  subject,  and  on 
this  occasion  they  have  not  proved  BO 
entirely  faithful  to  me  as  I  have  gene- 
rally found  them.  If  there  is  to  be  a 
recantation  it  is  better  it  should  come  at 
once,  and  I  therefore  state  that  if  our 
progress  with  the  Irish  Church  Bill  is 
considerable,  and  we  dispose  of  the  Be- 
port  within  iJie  time  I  mentioned,  I  shall 
be  prepared  to  propose  that  the  House 
do  amoum  from  Thursday  till  that 
Thursday  fortnight.  I  wi^  to  give 
notice  with  regaid  to  the  statement  made 
by  my  right  hon.  and  learned  Friend  the 
Attorney  General  for  Ireland  that  I  will 
to-morrow  move  that  his  Notice  of 
Motion  take  precedence  of  the  Orders  of 
the  Day. 

IRELAND— FROCLAHATION  OF  DERRT. 

QUBUTIOIT. 

Sm  HERVET  BRUCE  said,  hewished 
to  ask  the  Chief  Secretary  for  Ireland, 
Whether  it  is  trae  that  the  Oovemment 
has  proclaimed  the  City  of  Derry ;  and, 
if  true,  whether  it  received  any  requisi- 
tion from  the  local  mtu^istrates  for  such 
proclamation ;  and,  ir  not,  whether  he 
will  object  te  state  the  information  on 
which  the  Government  acted  ?  

Mb.  CHICHESTER  FORTESOUE 
said,  in  reply,  that  it  was  perfectly  true 
the  Lord  Lieutenant  had  tiiought  it  in- 
cumbent  upon  him  to  proclaim  the  City 
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of  Derr; ;  vbetlier  he  had  rdosired  a  re- 
quieitioii  from  the  magistrates  for  sadh 
proclamatioii  he  could  not  say,  No  doubt 
the  noble  Earl  acted  on  the  facts  of  the 
case,  fiuoh  as  the  unfortunate  loss  of  life 
caused  bv  the  use  of  fire-arms  in  the 
Btroeta  of  Derry  between  the  two  o|roo- 
sinK'  parties,  and  upon  the  knowledge 
which  the  Lord  Lieutenant  poBsessed,  that 
arms  were  in  tiie  posBeBmon  of  many 
persons  who  upon  any  excitinff  occasion 
might  be  too  much  disposed  to  use  them. 

CANADA— DOOKTA.RD  EMIGRANTS. 


o/tht  War. 


106 


Sm  HARRY  YlStNETsaii,  he  wished 
to  ask  the  Under  Secretary  of  State  for 
the  Colonies,  Whether  the  Government 
of  Canada  have  taken  any  steps,  by 
grants  of  land  or  otherwise,  to  induce 
me  Dockyard  Artizans  who  are  leaving 
England  for  Canada,  to  remain  in  the 
dominions  of  her  Majes^  ? 

Me.  MONSELL  said,  m  reply,  that  a 
few  days  ago,  in  answer  to  a  Question 
put  to  him  by  the  bon.  Member  for 
Perth  (Mr.  Einnaird),  he  stated  that  the 
tax  on  the  emigrants  for  the  Emigrant 
Hospital  would  probably  be  remitted  in 
the  case  of  the  Dockyard  emigrants,  but 
that  in  all  other  particulars  they  would 
have  the  same  fat^ties  as  were  enjoyed 
hy  ordinary  emigrants.  They  had  re- 
ceived a  Despat^  from  the  Governor 
General  of  Canada  which  contained  that 
assurance,  and  that  Despatch  should  be 
laid  on  the  table  at  once.  Since  the 
question  bad  been  put  to  him  he  bad  re- 
ceived a  Despatch  &om  the  Lieutenant 
Governor  of  New  Brunswick,  stating 
that  several  miles  of  the  line  of  the  In- 
tercolonial Kailway  would  be  in  course 
of  construction  during  the  summer,  and 
that  there  was  ezcelliant  land  which 
would  be  given  in  lots  to  artizans  who 
shoold  wo»  for  five  days  a  week  during 
the  nert  three  years  on  the  railway 
and  had  actually  settled  on  the  loud. 
And  ha  further  remarked  that  the  rail- 
way when  completed  in  this  part  would 
g^ve  an  amjde  market  to  the  surplus 
produce  of  labour.  That  Paper  would 
be  at  once  printed  and  placed  in  the 
hands  of  Members. 

CUBA— CAPTDRE     OF     AN    AMERICAN 
SHIP  IN  BRITISH  COLONIAL  WATERS. 

QUESTION. 

Sib  JOHN  HAY  said,  he  wished  to 
Mk  the  Under  Secretat?  of  Stata  for 


Foreign  Affairs,  Whether  it  is  true  that 
a  vessel  under  the  Flag  of  the  United 
States  of  North  America  has  been  cap- 
tured in  British  Colonial  Waters  by  a 
Spanish  Ghm-veesel,  and  condemned  as 
law^  prize  in  a  Cuban  Prize  Court; 
and  what  course  Her  Majesty's  Govern- 
ment have  taken  in  consequence  ? 

Mb.  OTWAY,  in  reply,  said,  it  was 
true  that  a  vessel  had  been  captured  under 
the  flag  of  the  United  States  and  taken 
to  Havonnah,  where  she  had  been  con- 
demned as  a  good  prize  by  the  Cuban 
prize  court.  The  Government  had  every 
reason  to  believe  that  the  vessel  was 
captured  in  Britidi  colonial  waters,  but 
this  was  denied  by  the  Spanish  Gtovem- 
ment.  No  time  had  been  lost  in  com- 
municating with  that  Government,  but  in 
the  impenect  state  of  the  information 
possessed  by  Her  Majesty's  Government 
it  was  not  desirable  to  state  the  nature 
of  that  communication. 


ABTSSINU— COST  OP  THE  WAR. 


Mb,  CA10)LI8H  said,  he  would  beg 
to  aafc  the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer, 
If  he  has  ascertained,  and  can  now  state, 
the  total  cost  of  the  War  with  Abyssinia 
which  will  have  to  be  paid  by  the  United 
Kingdom  ? 

The  CHANCELLOE  of  tee  EXCHE- 
QUEB:  Sir,  I  am  socry  to  say  that 
I  have  not  yet  ascertained  the  exact  cost 
of  the  war,  as  some  of  it  still  remains  a 
matter  of  estimate.  I  wiU,  however, 
state  all  I  know  on  the  subject.  Mr. 
Turner,  our  agent,  anticipates  that  the 
expenditure  in  India  will  be  reduced  to 
£6,800,000,  but  there  may  be  charges 
and  also  credits  that  he  does  not  take  in. 
I  cannot  say,  therefore,  that  I  have  as- 
certained the  amount,  although  I  do  not 
think  that  the  estimate  I  gave  will  be 
very  much  deviated  from.  The  rest  of 
the  expenditure  is  aa  follows : — £461,000 
paid  by  the  War  Office;  £1,262,000 
paid  by  the  Admiralty ;  and  £250,000 
paid  by  the  India  Office.  The  total  is 
£8,773,000.  The  House  will  *emember 
that,  on  moving  Ihe  Estimates  on  the  4th 
of  March,  I  anticipated  that  the  amount 
would  be  £8,763,000,  and  that  in  my 
financial  statement  I  stated  that  it  would 
foe  somewhat  under  £9,000,000.  So  that, 
on  the  whole,  I  am  encouraged  to  hc^e 
I  am  pretty  nearly  right  in  the  amount 
I  have  now  stat«d.  /-  ,| 
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He,  however,  would  liave  most  hefsly 
oonceded  that  triple  compeasatioii  had 
the  Haynooth  Grant  heen  repealed,  and 
the  one  object  of  the  Amendment  he 
had  to  submit  f»  the  Committee  was  to 
Eecuro  the  repeal  of  that  Act.  The  clause 
as  it  stood  proposed  to  repeal  all  of  that 
Act  with  the  exception  of  the  first  three 
aeetione.  Now,  me  whole  country  had 
understood,  after  what  passed  last  Ses- 
sion, after  the  repeated  assurances  of  the 
right  hon.  Oentleman,  and  after  the 
letters  which  the  right  hon.  Oentleman 
had  written  to  the  conntrj  upon  the  sub- 
ject, that  the  Maynooth  Act  was  to  be 
repealed.  All  that  he  had  read  in  the 
newspapers  upon  this  subject  was  that 
Maynooth  was  to  receive  a  la^er  Bom 
than  it  could  fairly  have  expected,  but  it 
had  never  been  suggested  for  a  moment 
that  the  Maynooth  Act  was  not  to  be 
repealed  ;  it  had  never  been  anticipated 
that,  instead  of  that  Act  being  repealed, 
it  was  to  be  confirmed,  strengthened, 
extended,  and  that  its  powers  were 
to  be  rendered  beyond  all  comparison 
greater  than  ever.  Ihat  Act  was  di- 
vided into  three  important  parts;  b; 
the  first,  which  was  all  comprised  in 
the  first  three  sections  which  were  to  be 
retained,  the  Trustees  of  the  Oolite 
were  oonstituted  a  body  corporate,  and 
dispensed  in  their  favour  to  a  oertain 
extent  with  the  Law  of  Uortmain,  by 
enabling  them  to  hold  land  to  the  amount 
of  £3,000  per  annum  and  personal  pro- 
perty to  an  unlimited  extent.  The  second 
part,  which  related  to  the  number  of 
students  and  other  matters,  it  was  unne- 
cessary for  him  to  refer  to  more  particu- 
larly; but  the  third  part,  without  which 
the  Maynooth  Act  would  never  have 
been  passed,  and  which  it  was  now  pro- 
posed to  repeal,  required  that  the  Collie 
should  be  visited  annually  by  visitors, 
five  of  whom  were  to  be  appointed  by 
Her  Majesty.  By  the  repeal  of  this 
part  of  the  Act,  therefore,  ^e  objection- 
able part  was  left  without  qu^ifioation, 
and  the  foreign  power  of  the  Papsn 
would  be  left  entirely  without  oontrol. 
He  spoke  in  this  matter  as  much  in  be- 
half of  the  Boman  Catholic  laity  as  he 
did  in  the  interest  of  justice.  On  the 
7th  of  May  the  right  hon.  Gentieman 
the  First  Lord  of  the  Treamuy,  in  reply- 
ing to  a  Question  &om  the  hon.  Member 
for  Kirkcaldy  (Mr.  Aytoun),  said  that 
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(Jfr.  Dodun,  Mr.  OlaitUtnt,  Mr,  /oAn  Bright, 

ifr.  Chiduttw  Fortatae,   Mr.  AUonMji 

Otneral  /or  IrdaMd.) 
coiiMnTEB.    [JVoyr«»3r(iJfay.] 
Bill  considered  in  Committee. 

(In  the  Conunittee.) 

Clause  39  (Kepeal  of  Maynooth  Acts. 

Compensation  on  the  cessation  of  certain 

ftnniiftl  sums). 

Mb.  WHALLEY  disclaimed  any  feel- 
ing of  hostility  or  jealousy  towaids  his 
'Roman  Catholic  fellow-subjects  in  the 
course  which  he  felt  bound  by  duty  to 
take.  His  object  in  moving  the  Amend- 
ment was  to  carry  out  more  effectually 
the  objects  announced  by  the  right  hon. 
Oentleman  the  First  Ministor  of  the 
Crown  in  introducing  the  Bill — of  pro- 
moting peace  and  tranquillity  in  Ireland, 
and  establishing  someming  like  equEili^ 
between  the  several  rmigioua  sects. 
Whatever  might  be  the  result  of  the 
measure  in  satis^ing  and  pacifying 
their  Boman  Catholic  fellow  -  subjects, 
it  was  not  in  the  slightest  degree  &om 
aharing  in  this  expectation  that  he  had 
taken  the  port  he  had  on  this  subject. 
The  Protestant  population  of  CJreat 
Britain  had  systematically  opposed  the 
endowment  of  Boman  Catholics  for 
years  past ;  and  unless  the  endowment  of 
Maynooth  College  was  put  to  an  end  to, 
in  accordance  with  principles  of  sound 
justice,  the  organized  opposition  to  the 
Boman  Gatboucs  in  this  country  would 
be  prosecuted  with  still  greater  vehe- 
mance.  It  was  said  that  it  would  be 
ungenerous  to  refuse  a  sum  of  £300,000 
to  Maynooth,  looking  at  the  much  larger 
amount  preserved  by  the  Bill  to  tiie 
Protostant  Church,  which  was  at  present 
the  Established  Church  of  Ireland ;  but 
he,  for  his  part,  would  have  willingly 
consented  that  not  a  single  shilling  in 
the  way  of  endowment  should  nave 
been  preserved  to  it.  He  reminded  the 
Committoethattheywerenot  levelling  up, 
but  levelling  down.  Under  Head  No.  4. 
the  clause  proposed  to  confer  upon  the 
Boman  Catholic  College  of  Maynooth 
about  three  times  as  much  in  proportion 
as  was'  conferred  upon  either  the  Pres- 
byterians or  the  members  of  the  Church 
of  England.  It  had  been  calculated 
tiiat  £143,000  would  fuUy  meet  the  per- 
sonal claims  and  vested  interests  in  the  the  Maynooth  Endowment  Act  must  be 
Farliamentaiy  Qrant   to  tJiat  College.  {  repealed,  and  he  farther  stated  that,  ia 
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his  opinion,  the  .Ai^wn  Smaan  must  oome 
to  an  flnd.  The  ri^ht  hon.  Qentlemtm 
made  a  mTnilH-p  Btatement  in  reply  to  a 
Oaeetioii  &om  him,  and  promised  that, 
on  a  future  occasion,  he  would  answer 
him  more  fnll^.  But  there  was  stiU  con- 
riderable  anxiety  on  the  subject,  and  in 
the  BeooBa  a  gentleman  wrote  b>  the 
right  hon.  Genueman  stating  that  among 
certain  electors  there  was  an  impression 
that  he  did  not  intend  to  take  away  the 
Haynooth  Qrant  and  the  Jtegium  Donum. 
The  right  hon.  Gentleman  stated,  in  re- 
ply, that  not  only  his  own  dedarationB  on 
many  oocasioaB,  hut  a  BesolutiDn  nnani- 
mously  passed  hy  the  Eouae  of  Commons 
bound  him  in  honour  as  he  was  bonnd 
in  pnipose  and  conviction ;  and  he  added 
that  the  Sagium  Dontm  and  the  Uay- 
nooth  Grant  should  be  wound  up  and 
cease.  Gould  words  go  farther?  [iSr. 
OriADBTOKfi:  Hear,  heat!]  The  right 
hon.  Ctentlemui  condescended  to  turn 
ronnd  and  raise  his  voice  in  exultation. 
Pfflhaps  the  right  hon.  Oentlsman  meant 
to  say  that  words  could  go  t^irther,  and 
he  had  no  donbt  that,  if  he  thought  it 
worth  while  to  do  bo,  he  would  succeed 
in  showing  that  words  could  go  further. 
He  (Mr.WhaUey)  had  come  forward 
with  great  reluctance  with  this  Amend- 
ment; but  he  felt  it  his  duty.  8ome 
years  ago  a  nmnber  of  persons  conferred 
with  hint,  in  conjunction  with  the  hon. 
Member  for  North  Warwickshire  f  Mr. 
Newdegate),  and  asked  him  to  contmue 
the  agitation  on  the  Maynooth  question 
which  had  been  surrendered  by  Mr. 
Spooner.  Borne  9,000  persons,  intruding 
the  hon.  Gentleman,  signed  a  requisition 
asking  him  to  take  up  the  matter,  and 
nothing  which  had  since  been  insinuated, 
or  whidi  the  hon.  Gentleman  might  say, 
would  excite  in  his  mind  an  emotion  of 
anger,  or  mitigate  his  admiration  of  that 
hon.  Gentleman's  great  abiHty,  or  his 
earnest  desire  to  give  the  hon.  Gkutleman 
ail  the  support  in  his  power.  The  people 
of  this  country  had  never  been  remark- 
able fiw  great  qnicknese  of  intelligence  ; 
but  he  believed  that  a  remarkable 
impression  had  been  made  on  their 
minds  by  the  promises  of  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman.  He  had  the  greatest  admi- 
ration of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman's 
talents,  and  regretted  to  be  obliged  to 
differ  from  him ;  but  he  believed  uiat  in 
passing  this  Bill  he  was  leaving  the 
roota  of  Maynooth  in  the  institutions  of 
this  Goimtry,  and  giving  the  stamp  of 


Imperial  sanction  to  that  armon^  by 
which  the  Boman  Catholic  Church  had 
at  one  time  dominated  over  the  world, 
and  by  which,  according  to  Dr.  Manning, 
she  was  to  dominate  over  it  again,  taking 
Ireland  as  her  starting  point.  Chortm 
of  England  Protestants  were  opposed  to 
the  College  of  Maynooth,  and  ordinary 
Protestants  like  himself  [A  iffghl  were 
opposed  to  it.  By  "  ordinary  Protea- 
tant"  he  meant  national  Protestants — 
those  who  represent^  the  Protestantism 
which  was  to  be  found  iu  the  records  of 
history  long  before  the  Beformation. 
The  BiB  as  it  stood  would  not  satisfy  them; 
it  was  not  in  accordance  with  the  ple<^e« 
given  by  hon.  Members  to  their  consti- 
tuents on  the  hustings  with  the  Besolu- 
tions  of  last  year,  or  with  the  expeotationa 
of  the  electors  of  the  country,  and  its 
effect  would  be  disastrous  to  ttie  charac- 
ter of  the  Liberal  party.  He,  therefore, 
under  the  drcnmstances,  moved  the 
lent  of  which  he  had  given 
notice. 

Amendment  proposed,  in  page  18,  line 
35,  to  leave  out  the  words  "except  tiio 
three  first  Bections  thereof."  —  (Jfr. 
WhaBey.) 

Mh.  GLADSTONE :  When  I  turned 
round  towards  my  hon.  Friend  and 
cheered  him,  I  assure  him  it  was  not  so 
much  with  exultation  as  with  satisfko- 
tion.  That  satisfaction  was  founded  on 
two  grounds  —  first,  that  I  thought  the 
pledge  he  quoted  from  me  was  a  pledge 
which  I  had  completely  redeemed ;  but 
I  will  postpone  the  argument  on  that 
subject  imtil  we  come  to  the  other 
branch  of  the  question.  The  other 
ground  for  my  Batiafoction  was  that  I 
really  desired  to  pay  a  compliment  to 
the  liberality  of  spirit  with  which  the 
hon.  Gentieman  had  addressed  the  Com 
mittee.  I  am  convinced,  whether  I  agree 
with  him  or  not,  that  his  speech  indi- 
cates that  he  has  endeavoured  to  ap- 
proach this  question  in  a  spirit  of  con- 
ciliation, and  to  go  as  f^  as  he  could 
with  us,  stopping  at  that  point  where 
his  conscience  bids  him  stop.  I  am  sorry 
that  I  shall  be  under  the  necessity  of 
declining  to  admit  the  Motion  of  my 
hon.  Friend ;  but,  perhaps,  I  can  explain 
the  clause  in  such  ft  manner  as  may,  if 
it  does  not  remove,  at  least  liiminish  the 
objection  of  ny  hon.  Friend.  The  hon. 
Gentieman — I  know  not  whether  from 
his  concealing  astuteness  under  the  gniae 
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of  ingennonsuess,  or  tluough  some  ac- 
ddeutal  cause — did  not  refer  with  per- 
fect accuracy  to  the  nature  of  the  pledge 
given  by  the  last  House  of  Commons  to 
uie  country  with  regard  to  Maynooth. 
It  might  be  inferred  £rom  the  bou.  0«a- 
Ueman's  speech  that  the  pledge  given 
by  the  laet  House  of  Commons  was  to 
repeal  the  Maynooth  Act;  but  I  will 
read  the  4th  Besolution  passed  on  the 
7th  May,  last  year — 

"  BewtlTed,  that  irbea  IsgUlatiTs  e^t  ihall 
hiTe  b«CB  giTSD  to  tha  Fint  RcBolutJoii  of  thii 
ConimittK,  reapeoting  tha  Eitablithed  Chnroh  of 
Irelaad,  it  is  right  and  neoeaorr  that  tba  Grant 
to  MafDooth  and  the  Regium  Danum  b«  diicon- 
tinucd,  dae  regard  being  had  to  a!l  pertonal  in- 

Tbat  Besolution  shows  that  we  are  un- 
der no  pledge  whatever  to  make  an  ab- 
solute repeu  of  the  Act.  So  far  I  may 
trust  the  hon.  Gentleman's  candour  goes 
along  with  me.  Now,  how  does  this 
matter  stand?  We  propose  to  repeal 
the  Maynooth  Act,  except  as  to  cer- 
tain clauses  which  continue  to  Trustees 
as  an  incorporated  body,  certain  powers 
attaching  to  them  by  Act  of  Parliament. 
When  we  came  to  deal  with  this  ques- 
tion we  foimd  we  had  to  moke  arrange- 
ments for  the  Established  Church.  Out 
of  those  arrangements  there  grew  up  an 
absolute  necessity,  for  practical  pur- 
poses, that  if  the  existing  ecclesiastical 
corporations  were  dissolved,  some  one 
new  centre  should  be  created,  and  incor- 
porated by  Act  of  Parliament,  in  order 
to  hold  those  portions  of  property  which, 
by  universal  agreement,  the  Bill  was  to 
hand  over  to  the  Church  when  disestab- 
lished, and  to  manage  them  with  conve- 
nience. It  was  not  out  of  deference  to 
any  abstract  principle,  or  to  a  desire  of 
fevouring  the  Church,  that  we  intro- 
duced a  3ause  incorporating  the  Church 
Body ;  but  it  was  because  there  was  a 
necessity  for  some  machinery  for  holding 
and  transmitting  property.  That  ma- 
chinery is  provided  by  the  existing  law 
in  the  shape  of  a  multitude  of  corpora- 
tions, both  sole  and  aggregate;  bul 
those  corporations  we  are  about  to  de- 
stroy, and  therefore  we  erect  a  new  ma- 
chinery in  their  place.  When  we  came 
to  the  case  of  the  Presbyterians,  desir* 
ing  to  deal  on  equal  principles  with  all, 
ve  were  under  the  impression  that  the 
machinery  possessed  by  that  body,  al- 
though it  aid  not  amount  in  law  to  an 
sctuai  incorporation,  was  probably  suffi- 
cient to  enable  them  to  hold  and  to  ma- 
J/r.  Gladttmt 


nage  such  monies  at  they  take  under  the 
Bifi ;  but,  as  we  were  not  perfectly  cer- 
tain of  being  right  in  this  view,  we  in- 
timated to  them  that,  if  there  was  any 
necessity  or  convenience  in  the  privil^e 
of  incorporation  for  them,  we  should  be 
ready  to  propose  that  such  incorporation 
should  be  granted  to  them  exactly  as  it 
bad  been  granted  to  the  Established 
Church.  Tien  we  came  to  the  case  of 
the  Boman  Catholic  Churdi,  and  we 
found  there  a  similar  necessity,  that 
monies  of  some  kind  should  be  granted 
in  respect  of  the  College  of  Maynooth, 
especially  because,  so  far  as  Maynooth 
is  concerned,  we,  the  State,  have  no  re- 
lations whatever  with  individuals.  Un- 
der the  Church  arrangements  we  do 
deal  with  individuals  who  are  direct  re- 
cipients of  what  we  hold  to  be  a  public 
fund,  and  it  is  the  same  with  regard  to 
the  Fresbyterians ;  but  it  does  not  hold 
good  with  regard  to  the  Itoman  Catho- 
ucs  under  the  Maynooth  Grant,  because 
Parliament  deals  wholly  and  exclusively 
with  the  Maynooth  trust  incorporated 
by  the  Act.  There  is  the  same  necessity 
in  the  case  of  Maynooth,  as  in  the  case 
of  the  Established  Church,  to  have  some 
body  which,  whatever  title  may  be  be- 
stowed upon  it,  should  have  a  corporate 
existence  with  a  view  to  the  manage- 
ment of  those  monies,  and  to  the  ar- 
rangements in  connection  with  the  wind- 
ing up  of  our  own  pecuniary  relations 
with  them.  The  only  difference  between 
the  cases  is  this,  that  for  the  Church  we 
had  to  create  such  a  body,  because  we 
were  bound  to  destroy  all  the  existing 
corporations,  as  the  only  mode  of  divest- 
ing the  Church  of  the  character  of  a 
national  EstaUishment.  In  the  case  of 
the  Presbyterian  Church,  we  are,  as  I 
have  said,  willing  to  give  them  such  an 
incorporation  if  it  was  necessitated,  or 
even  desired.  But  in  the  case  of  May- 
nooth College  we  found  a  corporation 
already  existing.  Would  it  not  have 
been   nighly  irrational  if  we  had  re- 

Sealed  the  Maynooth  Act  entirely,  and 
Bstroyed  that  corporation  which  we 
found  existing,  with  the  obvious  oooa- 
that  woiUd  arise  at  once  for  oreat- 
ome  new  incorporation  in  its  stead 
to  manage  and  control  the  disposal  of  this 
money  ?  This  is  the  whole  case  with  re- 
gard to  that  incorporation.  If  you  give 
Sie  money,  even  if  simply  for  the  pur- 
poae  of  disposing  of  the  cases  of  the 
Iiereons  now  in  uie  College,  you  muit 
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BtUl  contmne  that  incorporation ;  and.  on 
that  ground  it  ie  impossiblo  for  us  to  agree 
with  tie  Motion  of  the  hon.  Gentleman. 
Mb.  MEWDEGATE  :  The  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  Peterhorough  (Mr.  Whalley) 
has  been  pleased  to  recall  a  circum- 
etance  in  connection  with  this  question 
ot  Majnooth  that  occurred  some  four  or 
five  years  ago,  and  the  hou.  Member 
has  sdverted  to  me  in  connection  with 
that  drcumstance.  The  drcumstance 
was  this — ^Aiter  the  death  of  my  hite 
Colleague  I  was  asked,  what  I  would  do 
with  respect  to  Maynooth.  I  said  that 
if  any  hon.  Member  of  this  House  was 
prepared  to  take  up  the  question  I 
should  be  happy  to  support  hun.  I  had 
never  at  this  time  had  the  honour  of 
seeing  the  Member  for  Peterborough ; 
but  he  was  introduced  to  me  by  a  vei^ 
influential  deputation  as  a  Member  of  this 
House  ready  to  take  up  the  Maynooth 
question.  Of  course,  Sir,  I  expressed 
nn  willingness  to  support  the  hon. 
Utember  on  the  question  of  Maynooth. 
For  three  or  four  years  I  did  my  best  in 
that  direction;  but  I  found  that  the 
attempt  on  my  part  to  sujmort  the  hon. 
Member  fca^  Peterborough  was  totally 
hopeless  and  useless.  Whether  through 
any  deficiency  or  any  other  pecidiar  con- 
dition, which  is  Incident  to  his  position 
on  Protestant  questions,  he  brought  the 
question  into  total  disrepute.  He  ren- 
dered it  the  laughing-stock  of  the  House. 
And,  Sir,  at  last  I  found  die  question  in 
such  a  position,  that  I  had  to  abandon 
both  my  support  of  the  hon.  Member 
for  Peterborough,  which  I  have  done 
emphatioally,  and  the  idea  of  raisii^ 
this  question  before  the  House  of  Com- 
mons. I  regret  exceedingly  that  the 
Siestion  had  not  faUen  into  other  hands. 
aving  thus  explained  that  which  re- 
lates to  my  previous  conduct  upon  this 
subject,  I  would  ask  the  permission  of 
the  Committee  to  make  a  few  observa- 
tions upon  what  has  fallen  &om  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  the  First  Lord  of 
the  Treasury.  The  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man has  said,  that,  finning  it  necessary 
in  hia  opinion  to  dissolve  the  existing 
corporations,  which  are  connected  with 
the  property  and  with  the  management 
of  the  Established  Church,  and  having 
found  it  necessary  to  deal  also  with  the 
conditions  under  which  the  Jtegium 
Donum  was  distributed,  that  therefore 
he  finds  it  necessary  to  continue  this 
corporation  of  Maynooth.     The  right 


hon.  Gentleman  will  recollect — because 
I  believe  he  was  a  parly  to  the  pasaii^ 
of  the  Act,  he  will  remember — that  in 
the  Session  previous  to  the  passing  of 
the  Maynooth  Act  the  Bequests  Act 
touching  all  Soman  Catholic  property 
was  passed,  and  that  there  was  a  Com- 
mission established,  competent  to  deal 
with  all  questions  arising  out  of  Soman 
Catholic  property.  If,  therefore,  the 
Maynooth  Act  is  to  be  repealed,  the 
Commission  under  the  B^ueste  Act 
ought  to  hold  the  property  of  Maynooth, 
as  well  as  all  other  property  connected 
wiUi  Soman  Catholic  establishmentB. 
It  has  never  been  explained  to  this 
House  or  to  Parliament  why,  if  it  de- 
cided to  abolii^  the  numerous  ecclesi- 
astical corporations,  and  corporations 
connected  wiUi  the  arrangement  and 
distributioiL  of  ecclesiastioal  property  of 
the  Church,  the  Maynooth  Act  should 
not  be  repealed,  and  why  the  manage- 
ment of  the  property  should  not  be  trans- 
ferred to  the  Commissioners  under  the 
Bequests  Act  who  hold  all  similar  So- 
man Catholic  property  in  Ireland.  That 
has  never  been  explained  to  the  Hoosa 
of  Commons ;  the  continuance  of  the  cor- 
porate powers  of  the  Maynooth  Trustoes 
IS,  I  conceive,  as  I  stated  yesterday, 
highly  objectionable  for  the  same  cat&. 
goiy  of  reasons,  which  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  himself  adduced  against  the 
incorporation  of  a  Soman  Catholic  Uni- 
veraity.  I  hold  that  all  those  reasons 
apply  as  recommending  the  dissolution 
of  the  corporation  of  Maynooth  ;  and  I 
hold  also  uiat,  unless  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman and  the  Government  have  some 
reasons  for  oonsidering  the  Commis- 
sioners  under  the  Bequests  Act  of  1844 
are  not  trustworthy,  ^ere  is  no  earthly 
reason  why  the  property  of  Maynooth, 
and  any  property  assigned  to  Maynooth, 
to  its  Professors,  or  its  students,  should 
not  be  placed  in  the  hands  of  those  Com- 
missioners. For  that  reason,  now  that 
the  question  ie  in  your  hands,  if  there  is 
a  division  I  shall  voto  against  t^e  reten- 
tion of  these  clauses  of  the  Acts  pre- 
viously regulating  Maynooth,  for  they 
are  not  clauses  only  of  the  Act  of  1845 
— the  Maynooth  Act,  as  it  is  commonly 
called — but  clauses  imported  into  that 
Act  from  previous  Acts,  under  which  the 
property  of  Maynooth  was  held.  And  I 
wish  at  once  to  stato  that,  during  the 
whole  period  of  my  oppoadon  to  the 
establieximent  of  Majmooui,  I  have  never 
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yet  consented  to  anymeaanre  that  ah.oiild 
touch  or  invalidate  the  title  of  those  who 
are  interested  in  the  property  of  May- 
nooth,  either  to  property  under  lease  or 
to  real  property  trhich  they  hold  in  fee 
simple.  Had  I  done  so,  my  conduct 
woijd  have  risen  up  (gainst  me  irhen  I 
oppose,  as  I  do  oppose,  the  principle  of 
tnie  Bill  as  calculated  to  spoliate  the 
Church.  And  therefore  what  I  am  now 
saying  is  not  with  a  view  in  any  under- 
huid  manner  to  deprive  those  interested 
in.  Maynooth  of  the  property  they  hold 
under  lease  or  real  property ;  but  what  I 
say  is  this — that  if  ttie  prindplea  enunci- 
ated by  the  First  Lord  of  the  Treasury 
and  acted  upon  by  the  House  are  good 
for  anything — if  it  is  wholesome  to  dis- 
connect the  State  &om  all  connection 
with  religion,  then  that  principle  de- 
mands that  the  Maynooth  Act  and  these 
clauses  embodied  in  the  Maynooth  Act 
should  be  repealed  as  well  the  rest  of 
the  Act,  and  that  the  property  should  be 
made  over  to  the  Commissioners  under 
the  Bequests  Act  of  1844 ;  because  it  is 
specially  provided  that  those  Commis' 
sioners  shall  exercise  no  control  over  the 
religious  dispositions  or  teadiings  of  any 
eataDlishment  whose  property  they  hold, 
that  they  shall  have  no  connection  with 
it,  but  that  their  functions  shall  be  to 
see  that  the  Law  of  Mortmain,  or  t^e 
principle  of  the  Law  of  Mortmain — that 
I  may  avoid  a  technical  distinction  that 
was  onco  used  against  me — is  not  vio- 
lated by  these  Boman  Catholic  priests. 
I  produced  to  this  House  a  Petition 
signed  in  1844  by  fourteen  Boman 
Catholic  Bishops  and  1,000  priests, 
objecting  to  the  Bequests  Act  after  it 
had  been  passed;  not  one  sentence  of 
that  Petition,  which  was  well  considered, 
objected  to  the  Act  as  an  interference 
with  the  religion.  They  objected  to  it 
because  it  prevented  their  acquiring,  as 
a  Church,  corporate  property.  It  has 
been  contrary  &>  the  policy  of  this  coun- 
try now  for  centuries  to  permit  the  Bo- 
man Catholic  Church  to  acquire  property 
in  its  corporate  capacity.  And,  there- 
fore, the  retention  of  these  clauses  is 
contrary  to  the  whole  policy  of  this  coun- 
try with  reference  to  the  Boman  Catholic 
Church.  Ever  since  the  Beformation  it 
has  always  been  provided  that,  when 
that  Church  acquires  property,  it  shall 
be  held  not  by  tfiat  Churdi  in  any  cor- 
porate capacity,  but  by  a  corporation 
created  for  the  pnrpose  of  faolduig  that 
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property.  Such  is  the  corporation  onder 
the  Bequests  Act  of  1844,  and  snoh  are 
the  analogous  ftmctions  assigned  under 
the  Boman  Catholic  Charities  Act  of  1860 
to  tlie  Charity  CommissionerB.  The  in- 
tuition of  the  Legislature  in  not  includ- 
ing the  Boman  Catholic  jnoperty  in 
England  under  the  Chanties  Act  of 
1853  was  this — that  they  might  be  in- 
cluded, as,  to  a  great  extent,  they  sub- 
sequently were,  under  the  Bomaa  Catho- 
lic Charities  Act  of  1860,  the  provisions 
of  which  were  analogous  to  those  of  the 
Bequests  Act  of  1844.  I  have  shown 
the  House  that  hitherto  the  tenure  of 
the  Maynooth  property,  and  the  powers 
of  the  Maynooth  Trustees  in  their  cor- 
porate capacity  constitutes  an  exception 
to  the  whole  pohcy  of  this  country  witii 
respect  to  Boman  Catholic  property. 
And  I  say  that  now,  when  you  have 
decided  as  far  as  the  votes  of  uie  House 
of  Commons  can  go,  that  all  the  corpo- 
rations connected  with  the  Church  of 
England  and  that  its  corporate  righte, 
shall  cease,  that  you  may  create  a  new 
body  to  hold  that  corporate  property  in 
in  a  great  measure  analogous  to  the 
Commissioners  appointed  under  the  Act 
of  1844 — I  say  that  consistency  demands 
that  you  should  finally  abolish  the  cor- 
poration of  Maynooth  and  entrust  this 
property,  like  all  other  Boman  Catholio 
property  in  Ireland,  to  the  Commis- 
sioners under  the  Bequeste  Act  of  1844. 
Me.  HADEIELD  rominded  the  hon. 
Gentleman  who  had  just  addressed  the 
House'  that  in  the  last  Session  an  Act  was 
passed  that  all  the  purchases  of  real  es- 
tate made  for  a  foil  and  valuable  consider- 
ationehouldbe  exempt  &om  the  operation 
of  the  Mortmain  Act.  If  the  Act  which 
thus  enabled  Protestants  te  purchase 
freeholds  for  the  purposes  of  chari^  were 
sound  in  principle,  there  was  an  end  to 
all  discussion  on  the  subject  because  their 
Boman  Catholic  fellow-subjects  were  en- 
titled to  the  same  civil  rights  as  'Qie 
members  of  other  denominations.  Th^ 
could  not  stop  thero ;  they  must  incor- 
poratethem.  Whatobjectionwouldthere 
be  to  the  ■Wesle3ranB,  with  their  6,000 
places  of  worship,  being  incorporated  ? 
What  objection  was  there  to  give  the 
Free  Church  in  Scotland  an  Act  of  In- 
corporation ?  He  referred  to  a  Bill  in- 
troduced into  the  other  House  by  Lord 
Bomilly,  this  Session,  to  facilitate  the 
incorpdratioB  of  religious,  educational, 
litenuy,  scientific,  and  other  diaritable 
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Booieties  or  bodies,  by  Trbich  it  was  pro- 
posed to  give  the  Charity  CommisBiouera 
powers  to  incorporate  even  the  trustees  of 
any  particular  charity.  Let  them  m^e 
no  distinctionB  between  one  religion  and 
another,  for  the  law  had  nothing  to  do 
with  those  denominational  distinctions. 
This  Bill,  in  which  all  friends  of  religious 
liberty  gloried,  would  produce  a  new 
state  of  things  in  this  countiy.  It  woold 
enable  them  to  do  away  with  all  those 
foohsh  and  ridiculous  distinctions  which 
had  occupied  the  attention  of  the  House 
for  years  past,  to  the  wasting  of  most 
Taluable  time  which  might  otherwise 
have  been  devoted  to  the  promotion  of 
the  wel&re  of  the  countiy.  It  was  hia 
ambition  to  see  the  day  come  when  the 
controver^  would  not  be  respecting  the 
persons  who  belonged  to  the  Church  or 
did  not  belong  to  the  Church;  but  when 
erery  man — acting  on  the  advice  of  the 
late  Earl  of  Carlisle — instead  of  finding 
fault  with  other  persons'  religion,  would, 
improve  and  adorn  his  own — and  prove 
his  attachment  to  it  by  showing  the  ex- 
cellence of  tiie  moral  utd  religions  prin- 
ciples that  actuated  the  hearts  and  minds 
of  thosewho  professedit.  He  exulted  in 
the  idea  that  the  time  was  coming  when 
the  question  would  simply  be— "Who  is  the 
best  Christian?  Each  man  should  show 
the  excellence  of  the  doctrines  ho  pro- 
fessed by  the  excellence  of  his  life,  and 
by  its  world-wide  usefulness  in  seeking  to 
remove  every  obstruction  to  the  progress 
of  Christ's  kingdom  upon  earth. 

Me.  WHAMiEY,  in  reply  to  the  re- 
marks of  tiie  hon.  Member  for  Sheffield 
(Mr.  Hadfield),  observed  that  this  was 
not  a  question  of  religion  at  all.  What 
they  had  now  to  considerwas  an  attempt 
to  establish  a  dominion  under  the  pre- 
tence of  a  religion,  and  the  hon.  Member 
should  have  discriminated  between  what 
was  really  a  rehgion  and  a  system  which 
had  never  been  found  compatible  with 
civil  and  religions  liberty,  or  national  pro- 
sperity. It  was  said  that  it  was  necessary 
to  create  a  body  corporate  in  whom  the 
property  belonging  to  the  Boman  Ca- 
thoUc  Church  at  Maynooth  should  be 
vested ;  but  the  Trustees  of  the  Col- 
lege, who  existed  before  1845,  were 
quite  sufficient  for  its  management 
up  to  that  period.  The  Committee 
would  perhaps  allow  him  to  proceed  to 
reply  to  certiun  remarks  which  liad  fallen 
from  the  hon.  Member  for  North  War- 
wickshire (Mr.  NewdegAte).    On  all  oc- 


ns 

casions  when  he  had  been  made  the  ob- 
ject of  the  notice  of  the  hon.  Member, 
he  had  been  content  to  enjoy,  with  the 
rest  of  the  Gentlemen  around  him,  the 
affectation  of  superiority  and  supremacy 
which  the  hon.  Member  assumed,  desir- 
ing only  the  prosperity  of  the  cause  in 
the  name  of  whi<dt  they  were  assumed, 
and  which  was  worth  superiority,  supre- 
macy, and  every  element  of  respect  that 
a  man  in  the  position  the  hon.  Member 
had  thought  fit  to  occupy  could  desire. 
When  the  hon.  Member  had  said  some- 
thing of  which  he  was  bound  to  take 
notice,  he  waited  until  the  next  morning 
to  read  it  in  the  columns  of  The  Timei, 
and  when  he  found  that  the  hon.  Member 
was  reported  to  have  said  something  not 
in  accordance  with  his  character  as  a 
Gentleman,  or  somelhing  that  was  not 
true,  he  considered  whether  the  hon. 
Member's  remarks  were  vrorth  notice, 
and  if  they  were,  addressed  a  letter  to 
ITie  Timet  m  reply  to  what  had  been  re- 

Sorted.  He  was  charged  by  the  hon. 
[ember  with  having  brought  the  cause 
of  Protestantism  into  ridicule.  If  that 
were  so,  he  took  the  present  opportunity 
of  suggesting  to  the  hon.  Member  that 
he  was  to  a  great  extent,  responsible  for 
it.  Although  the  hon.  Member  had  de- 
clined to  accept  the  ridiculous  position  of 
the  opponent  of  Maynooth,  he  had  joined 
in  requesting  him  to  take  that  position. 
The  hon.  Member,  however,  since  he  had 
accepted  that  position,  had  never  given 
him  a  single  word  of  advice ;  neither  in 
any  respect  had  he  given  bi-m  the  least 
assistance,  although  ne  had  frequently 
been  solicited  to  do  so.  Until  he  had 
got  to  the  bottom  of  the  thing,  and  had 
found  that  there  were  Protestants  and 
protestants,  he  had  been  greatly  puzzled 
at  the  conduct  of  the  hon.  Member.  He 
did  not  know  to  that  hour  on  what  point 
he  and  the  hon.  Member  differed,  except 
that  the  hon.  Member  had  invariably 
avoided  affording  him  any  assistance, 
and  this,  too,  notwithstanding  the  hon. 
Member  had  told  him,  when  he  took  up 
his  position  as  the  opponent  of  Maynooth, 
that  he  should  be  covered  with  ridicule. 
The  hon.  Gentleman  told  him  that  such 
was  the  organization  of  the.  Press  by  the 
Homan  Catholic  party,  not  only  out-of- 
doors,  but  in  the  Reporters'  Ctelleiy  in 
that  House,  that  it  was  not  possible  for 
anybody  to  place  himself  in  a  prominent 
position  as  an  advocate  of  Protestant 
principles  without  a  certainly  of  bring- 
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ing  down  upon  himself  obloquy,  miarfi- 
preaentatiott,  and  misTeporting.  Tliat 
waa  tbeposition  in  a^McIi  the  hon.  Gentle- 
man tola  liim  tliat  he  should  be  placed. 
But  he  had  not  felt  that  ridicule;  he  had 
been  thrice  anned,  because  he  knew  his 
quarrel  to  be  juat.  He  was  sorry  the 
hon.  Gentleman  should  have  felt  ridicule 
and  obloquy  on  his  account ;  and  he  also 
regretted  that  the  hon.  Member  should 
hare  made  remarks  conceived  in  a  tem- 
per different  from  the  gentlemanly  q)irit 
which  usually  characterized  the  courae  of 
Iheir  proceedings  in  that  House.  He 
mi^t  add  that  the  hon.  Gentleman  fur- 
ther told  him  that,  although  he  had  re- 
tired from  that  prominent  poaition  in  the 
year  1861,  he  had  had  hia  speeches  fully 
reported,  by  employing  gentlemen  in  the 
Gallery  expreaaly  for  Siat  purpose. 

Mk.  NEWDEGATE  said,  that  he 
thought  it  must  have  escaped  the  atten- 
tion of  the  Chairman  of  the  Committee 
that  the  hon.  Member  for  Peterborough 
had  accused  hirp  of  conduct  unworAy 
of  a  Gtentleman.  Since  such  expressions 
were  not  iisually  permitted  in  that  House 
he  thought  it  due  to  himself,  and  to  the 
Committee,  to  make  a  brief  reply  to  some 
of  the  statements  of  the  hon.  Member  for 
Peterborough.  The  hon.  Gentleman, 
referring  to  the  period  when  he  first,  un- 
happily, took  up  the  question  of  May- 
nooth,  said  that  he  had  never  given  him 
any  advice ;  but  he  had  afterwards  told 
them,  that,  at  the  commencement  of  hia 
career  as  an  opponent  of  the  grant  to 
Maynooth,  he  (Mr.  Newdegate)  had 
warned  him  that  he  was  rendering  him- 
self liable  to  ridicule.  He  certainly 
could  not  exonerate  the  hon.  Member  for 
the  dama^  he  had  done  to  that  cause. 
The  hon.  Member  waa  then  pleased  tc 


mau€ 


accuse 

macy  on  this  questi* 

reconcUable  with  his  having  first  and  for 

years  supported  hie  late  Colleague  as  the 

exponent  of  Protestant  opinion  on  thin 

Bubject;  and  then  having  undertaken  to 

support  Uie  hon.  Member  himself  in  that 

Csttion  ?  He  had  always  supported  his 
e  Colle^ue  (Mr.  Spooner)  upon  that 
subject ;  but  when  the  cause  felTinto  the 
hands  of  the  hon.  Member  for  Peter- 
borough, the  same  attempts  to  cast  ridi- 
cule upon  the  question,  which,  at  one 
Ume,  Erected  against  his  late  Colleague, 
but  totally  failed,  were  renewed  against 
the  hon.  Member,  and  then  they  suc- 
ceeded. Whatever  fulure  there  had 
Mr.  WhaOey 


been,  had  reaulted  from  the  deficiency  of 
the  hon.  Member  for  Peterborough  as 
compared  with  the  late  Mr.  Spooner. 
He  protested  ag;ainst  the  imputation  that 
he  had  done  anything  unworthy  of  a 
Gentleman.  From  a  sense  of  duty  he 
I  had,  for  years,  persevered  in  supporting 
the  hon.  Member ;  and  if  he  had  g^ven 
him  advice,  it  was  not  with  the  intraition 
that  it  shoiUd  be  re-produced  to  the  House 

the  manner  it  had  been  that  day,  for 
he  had  given  that  advice  in  confidence. 

Mb.  a.  EGEETOK  said,  he  wished 
tfore  the  Committee  divided  to  say  a 
word  or  two  on  the  question  they  had  to 
decide — namely,  tiie  propriety  of  con- 
tinuing the  Maynootti  Trustees — and 
which  had  no  connection  with  the  dispute 
that  was  ^oins  on  between  the  two  hon. 
Members,  ^e  Government  assumed 
that  it  waa  advisable  to  disestablish  and 
disendow  the  Church  in  Ireland ;  but  the 
Committee  had  to  consider  whether  they 
would  not,  by  that  clause,  place  the  Bo- 
man  Catholics  in  Ireland  in  a  better 
Siosition  than  that  in  which  they  would 
eave  either  the  Presbyterians  or  t^e 
members  of  the  Anglican  Church.  It 
amieared  to  him  that  such  would  be  the 
effect  of  that  proposal  by  which  the  May- 
nooth Trustees  were  to  be  continued,  and 
a  Parliamentary  title  was  to  be  given  to 
the  money  whidi  waa  to  be  handed  over 
to  those  l^^iatees,  while  no  corporate  body 
to  which  the  Church  property  could  be 
entrusted  was  to  be  created  for  a  period 
of  two  years  or  more.  He  beUeved  that, 
under  those  circumstances,  an  advant^e 
would  be  given  to  the  Boman  Catholics 
in  Ireland  over  the  members  of  the  Es- 
tablished Church,  and  upon  that  ground 
he  should  vote  in  support  of  the  Amend- 
ment of  the  hon.  Member  opposite  (Mr. 
Whalley). 

Mk.  GLADSTONE  said,  the  hon. 
Member,  who  had  just  addressed  the 
Committee,  laboured  under  a  misappre- 
hension in  supposing  that  two  years 
must  elapse  before  the  new  Church  Body 
waa  created.  The  members  of  the 
Church  might,  if  they  pleased,  create 
that  body  the  day  after  the  Act  passed, 
and  it  would  immediat«ly  be  recognized 
by  the  Queen  in  Council.  He  should 
also  observe  with  regard  to  the  Boman 
Catholic  Bequests  Act,  that  it  waa  not 
a  religious  body  at  all  which  had  been 
creatM ;  it  was  a  body  in  sympathy  with 
the  members  of  the  Boman  Catholic 
Church,  and  the  Government  had  de- 
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clared  their  mUisgneeB  to   alloT   the  I  because  MajnoothColl^^e  was  under  tbo 


PMsbTterianB  to  establish  a  body  by 
whom  they  would  be  similarly  repre- 
sented.   

Ms.  NHWDEOATE  said,  he  thought 
the  right  hon.  Oentleman  had  misuui^r- 
■tood  his  argnmeut.  There  was  a  pre- 
cedent for  the  creation  of  a  ho^  in  con- 
nection with  the  Protestant  unurch  in 
England  and  Ireland,  and  there  was  also 
a  precedent,  he  believed,  for  the  creation 
of  a  Presbyterian  body  in  Ireland ;  but 
tiiiere  was  no  precedent,  except  the  May- 
nooth  Act  itself,  for  departing  tram  the 
principle  of  the  Bequests  Act  of  1844 
in  reference  to  Eoman  Catholic  corpora- 
tions.    

Mb.  7IELDEN  said,  it  appeared  to 
him  that  the  clause  embodied  the  en- 
dowment of  the  Soman  Catholic  College 
of  Maysooth,  The  right  hon.  Oentle- 
man  at  the  head  of  the  Govemment  had 
quoted  &om  the  4th  section  of  the  Bill 
which  passed  that  House  last  year,  and 
he  then  said  that  the  College  of  May- 
nooth  would  cease  to  have  any  endow- 
ment, but  that  vested  rights  would  in 
in  that  case  be  respected.  But  the  Col- 
lege of  Maynooth  would  by  that  means 
be  really  endowed,  and  endowed  out  of 
money  to  be  taken  from  the  Established 
Chnroh  in  Ireland.  Now,  he  put  it  to 
any  Member  of  the  House  whether  the 
country  understood  that  this  was  to 
be  the  operation  of  the  Gbvemment 
measure  ?  During  the  late  election  he 
and  other  Members  of  the  Conserra' 
tire  part?  had  endeavoured  to  ascertain 
from  their  opponents  what  they  were 
going  to  do  with  the  property  of  the 
Disestablished  Church,  but  they  never 
could  get  an  answer  to  the  question. 
The  right  hon.  Qentleman  the  Prime 
Hinister  had  given  them  no  answer,  and 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  President 
of  the  Board  of  Trade  had  also  veiy  care- 
Ailly  avoided  answering  the  question. 
But  what  was  specifically  stated  on  be- 
half of  the  Liberal  party  was,  that  no 
part  of  the  property  to  be  taken  from 
the  Established  Church  of  Ireland  was 
to  be  applied  to  the  endowment  of  any 
religions  denomination.  He  would  ask 
whether,  if  the  present  proposal  had 
been  before  the  country  during  the 
Eteneral  Election,  Scotland  and  Wales 
would  have  returned  Members  pledged 
to  endow  the  Boman  Catholic  Church  in 
Ireland  ?  He  maintained  that  tlie  clause 
would  endowHieltoman  Catholic  Chnioh, 


control  of  the  Pope  of  Pome,  and  it  ^ 
a  seminary  for  the  education  of  priests, 
who  were  to  devote  themselves  to  the 
teaching  of  the  Boman  Catholic  rehgion. 
He  would  like  the  Oonunittee  to  ask 
themselves  for  a  moment  what  they 
would  really  be  doing  by  this  clause  if 
it  were  passed.  The  very  principle  upon 
which  the  Bill  was  founds  was  tiiat  all 
State  establishments  and  State  endow- 
ments were  to  cease.  But  what,  he 
would  ask,  was  the  Soman  Gatholie 
Church  P  Why,  it  was  a  Church  Es- 
tablishment on  a  gigantic  scale,  whose 
priests.  Bishops,  and  Cardinals  all  over 
Ireland,  all  over  Europe,  and  all  over  the 
world,  were  under  the  control  of  the  Eo- 
man Pontiff.  If  anythingwere an Estab- 
li^bment,  therefore,  the  Church  of  Home 
was  one  to  all  intents  and  purposes,  quite 
as  great  in  its  way  as  the  Church  of 
En^and  or  the  Churdi  of  Ireland.  But 
there  was  this  difference  between  the 
Homan  Catholic  Church  and  theChurch 
of  England — that  whilst  the  letter,  with 
the  view  of  preserving  religion?  tolera- 
tion and  religious  freedom,  always  up- 
held the  doctrine  that  the  ecdeaiastical 
ought  not  to  he  supreme  over  the  civil 
power ;  the  former,  on  the  other  hand, 
maintained  that  her  priests  were  supe- 
rior to  all  civil  officers  whatever.  He 
was  totally  opposed  to  diseBtablishment 
and  disendowment,  because  he  believed 
that  Church  establishments  kept  the 
ecclesiastical  power  subject  to  the  civil 
power,  and  both  civil  and  religious  free- 
dom was  thereby  promoted.  But  whilst 
the  Bill  proposed  to  abolish  both  estab- 
lishments and  endowments,  the  clause 
under  discussion  really  endowed  the 
Chuidi  of  Home.  ["No,  no!"]  The 
Government  proposed  to  hand  over  a 
round  sum  to  Maynooth,  and  that  was 
surely  endowing  it.  What  was  so  easy 
or  BO  just  as  to  pay  out  of  the  Consoli- 
dated Fund  to  ttie  priests  during  their 
life-time  the  sums  they  now  received,  and 
to  continue  the  teaching  until  the  stu- 
dents now  at  the  College  had  completed 
their  education.  No  one  would  contend 
that  Maynooth  ought  to  be  carried  on 
for  aU  time.  He  was  satisfied  that  when 
hon.  Gentlemen  opposite  came  to  con- 
sider this  question  calmly,  when  years 
had  passed  away,  and  when  party  feeling 
had  died  out,  they  would  remember 
with  regret  that  they  had  affirmed  the 
principle  that  establishments  and  endow- 
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ments  ware  to  cease  aaiaxae  the  Ghorbh 
of  England  was  coacemed,  but  that  the 
Boman  Oatholio  Chordi  vas  to  be  en- 
dowed. A  good  deal  bad  been  oaid  with 
regard  to  religious  equality.  The  term 
iras  acaioe^  ever  out  of  the  months  of 
&e  'Prime  Minister  and  the  President  of 
the  Board  of  Trade.  Now,  if  tbeyanalirzed 
these  words,  they  would  find  that  tiiere 
could  be  no  such  thing  as  religious 
eqoaliiy.  They  oould  not  have  religions 
equality  any  more  than  they  could  have 
poIitJCM  equality  or  aooial  equality. 
What  they  could  have,  however,  was 
religious  toleration.  He  put  it  to  bon. 
Qentlemen  opposite,  whetber,  even  if  it 
were  poenble,  they  would  have  religious 
equality  by  tlie  nasmng  of  this  clause. 
Let  them  go  to  Italy  and  to  Spain,  and 
study  the  state  of  afl^ire  there.  ["  Oh, 
oh!"l  No  doubt  the  subject  was  veiy 
unpalatable  to  hon.  Members  opposite; 
but  he  would  ask  them  candidly  whe- 
ther it  was  not  a  fact  that  the  Pope  of 
Borne,  whose  reli^on  ihey  were  endow- 
ing by  this  clause,  had  not  over  and  ovot 
again  declared  tliat  rehgious  equality 
was  opposed  to  all  the  ideas  of  Chris- 
tianity as  entertained  by  the  Soman 
Oatholics,  and  that  be  would  do  all  in 
his  power  to  put  it  down  F  On  the  show- 
ing of  the  Soman  Oatholics  themselves, 
Aerefore,  there  could  not  be  religious 
equality,  and  this  could  not  righuy  be 
advanced  as  an  ai^ument  in  favour  of 
the  clause.  He  hoped  the  Oommittee 
would  not  afBrm  the  principle  contained 
in  the  clause,  for  it  would  ba,  as  he  said, 
endowing  the  Soman  Catholio  Church 
whilst  disendowing  that  of  England. 

Mb.  OILPIN  said,  he  had  corefidly 
abstained  &om  expressing  a  single  opi- 
nion in  the  course  of  the  long  debate, 
being  willing  that  the  discussion  should 
be  carried  on,  as  in  the  main  it  had  been, 
by  Gentlemen  on  the  &ont  Benches 
across  the  table.  But  he  thought  the  time 
had  come  when  those  hon.  Oentlemen 
on  whom  undeserved  calumny  had  been 
heaped  should  say  a  word  in  self-defence. 
He  said  this  on  his  own  behalf  and 
on  behalf  of  Protestant  Dissenters  in 
the  House.  The  hon.  Qentleman  who 
had  just  sat  down  (Mr.  Flelden)  invited 
them  to  go  to  Some  and  to  Spain ;  but 
if  he  Hdr.  Gilpin)  went  to  rather  of 
those  places  it  would  be  to  see  on  ex- 
ample to  avoid,  and  not  to  follow  in  a 
dominant  religion  the  principle  of  which 
he  abhorred.  The  lesson  he  would  lewn 
Mr.Fitldtn 


&om  this  was  a  very  different  one  &am 
that  which  the  hon.  Gentleman  had 
learned.  Hon.  Gentlranen  on  tiis  oppo- 
site side  seemed  to  think  that  the  Non- 
confotmifitfi  were  doing  damage  by  sup- 
porting a  Bill  containing  sudi  a  oUuse 
as  that  under  diaeusaon.  Now  the  truth 
was  that  these  hon.  Gentlemen  supported 
the  Bill  because  they  believed  that  it 
would  promote  the  cause  of  Protestantiam. 
They  supported  the  Bill  because  they 
believed  uiere  was  a  differenoe  between 
Protestantiam  and  pelf.  They  believed 
that  Protestantism  was  quite  able  to 
hold  its  own  against  any  hierarchy  in 
the  world,  Soman  or  otherwise,  that 
might  be  opposed  to  it.  All  that  was 
requisite  for  the  achievement  of  this 
object  was  to  give  Protestantism  a  &ir 
field  and  no  favour.  No  such  insult  had 
recently  been  offered  to  Protestantism 
as  was  embraced  in  the  words  recently 
uttered  by  the  Leader  of  the  Opposition, 
when  he  declared  that,  if  State  support 
wore  removed  from  the  Church  of  Eng- 
land and  Ireland,  that  Church  would  be 
overshadowed  by  the  Church  of  Home, 
on  account  of  the  learning  of  her  priests 
and  the  superior  discipline  and  organiza- 
tion which  prevailed  among  her  mem- 
bers. For  his  own  part  he  anticipated 
no  such  thing — quite  the  reverse.  The 
hon.  Gentleman  who  bad  last  sat  down 
declared  tliat  there  was  no  such  thing 
as  religious  equality;  but  he  be^^ed 
to  tell  that  hon.  Gentleman  that  tihere 
was,  there  must  be,  and  there  should  be 


religious  equality  was  poBfflble.  He 
would  not  have  troubled  the  Committee 
with  any  words  upon  the  clause  had  he 
not  been  anxious,  as  far  as  one  honest 
voice  could  do  it,  to  remove  the  stigma 
that  was  being  constantly  cast  upon  Dis- 
senters by  hon.  Gentlemen  on  the  other 
side,  as  if  Dissenters  could  not,  whilst  de- 
nouncing the  dogmas  of  their  Soman 
Oatholic  brethren,  still  recognize  these 
bretbren  as  fellow-subjects  entitled  to 
the  same  privileges  as  tLhemselves.  ,For 
himself,  while  heartily  supporting'  the 
Bill,  he  dared  in  all  modesty  to  put  his 
Protestantism  on  a  par  at  least  with  &at 
of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Mem- 
ber for  Buckinghamshire. 

Me.  STEPmai  CAVE  said,  as  the 
House  seemed  disposed  to  debate  the 
principle  of  the  clause  on  thot  Amend- 
ment, he  should  like  to  say  a  few  words. 
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He  had  taken  no  part  in  these  dlscuB- 
taoBB  einoB  he  had,  on  a  former  occasion, 
expressed  his  views  on  the  principle  of 
the  BilL  That  principle  having  been 
unfortunately  carried  he  had  preferred 
leaving  the  details  to  be  debated  by 
those  who  bad  more  practical  knowledge 
of  the  subject  than  himself.  He  was 
well  aware  that  all  proteatB  would,  at 
this  time  of  day,  be  iruitless.  But  be 
could  not  recondle  it  to  himself,  as  a 
strong  Protestant,  nor  would  it  be  re- 
Bpecroil  to  his  oonstitaentB — a  great  ma- 
jority of  whom  felt  very  deeply  on  this 
question — ^that  be  should  give  a  silent 
vote  on  what  was  a  question  of  principle 
rather  than  a  simple  matter  of  detail. 
He  passed  by  the  mere  amount  of  the 
payment,  though  this  certainly  appeared 
ezoeesiTe  when  compared  with  uie  pro- 
portion of  property  restored  to  the  Pro- 
testant Church.  Upon  that  he  would 
merely  remark  that,  when  the  tenure  of 
the  two  bodies  was  considered,  the  ar- 
ningement  seemed  much  aa  if  a  railway 
company  taking  land  compulsorily  com- 
pensated on  the  same  terms  a  freeholder 
and  a  yearly  tenmit.  Nor  would  he  en- 
large upon  the  objectionable  fdan  of 
parting  with  all  control  over  the  monc^, 
but  pass  by  these  as  minor  though  im- 
portant points,  and  ccmie  to  the  ^^opriety 
of  endowing  openly,  and  almost  osten- 
tatiously, out  of  the  property  of  a  Pro- 
testant Church,  an  establishment  for 
the  formation  and  maintenance  of  a  body 
f^  men,  who,  if  true  to  their  creed  and 
their  vows,  would  be  the  bitterest  ene- 
mies of  that  Church.  He  was  not  al- 
luding, of  course,  to  individuals.  He 
was  well  aware  that,  in  the  case  of  indi- 
viduals, Christian  charity  neutralized,  or 
at  least  modified,  difi'erences  of  reli^on, 
but  no  Koman  Catholic  priest,  u  he 
agreed  with  the  supreme  head  of  his 
CSiurch — who  he  was  ready  to  believe 
was  himself  more  Bsv&te  in  doctrine  than 
in  practice — no  Boman  Catholic  priest 
who  earned  out  literally  the  orders  of 
the  head  of  hia  Church  could  exercise 
toleration  or  feel  anything  but  abhor- 
rence for  those  of  other  creeds.  There- 
ttae,  it  was  a  very  strong  measure,  not 
only  to  cut  short  the  Protestontitmi  of 
Ireland,  not  only  to  deprive  her  of  the 
means  of  griroplmg  with  her  opponent, 
but  to  fiunish  that  opponent  out  of  her 
spoils  with  materials  tor  &esh  triumphs ; 
spoils  not  &irly  won,  but  wrested  from 
aor  by  these  who  profess,  no  doubt  with 


all  sincerity,  to  be  her  best  Mends.  It 
would  have  been  at  least  some  mitiga- 
tion had  the  surplus  been  paid  at  onee 
into  the  Exchequer,  and  the  arrange- 
ment with  Maynooth  made  a  separate 
and  independent  transaction.  Had  hon. 
Members  considerod  what  a  grievous 
blow  and  heavy  discouragement  this 
measure  would  be  to  FrotestantiBm  and 
Protestants  all  over  the  world  ?  These 
would  not  understand  or  inquire  into 
details;  they  would  simply  hear  that 
tunds  which  had  hitherto  maintained  a 
Protestant  clergy  had  been  handed  over 
fbr  the  maintenance  of  Homan  Catholic 
priests.  An  ammient  had  been  founded 
on  the  case  of  Trinity  Collie.  That 
case  might  be  answered  when  it  was 
brought  before  the  House;  but  there 
was  a  great  differonce  between  them,  a 
difference  whldi  had  made  many  Homan 
Catholics  desire  a  Boman  Catholic  Col- 
lege, freed,  in  some  measure,  from  the 
iujuuenoe  of  the  priesthood,  in  which 
priests  and  laymen  might  be  educated 
together.  Whatever  might  be  said  about 
Tnnity  College,  it  was,  at  any  rate,  free 
from  that  narrow  exclusiveness  which 
wafi  the  invariable  charaoteristio  of  es- 
tablishments confined  to  pupils  who  were 
in  training  for  one  profession  alone.  It 
seemed  to  him  that  those  who  pressed 
forward  these  measures  for  religious 
equality  with  the  object,  in  which  all 
must  sympathize,  of  allaying  discontent, 
forgot  that  by  constitution  this  was  a 
Protestant  nation,  and  that  our  Protest- 
ant constitution  never  had  and  never 
could  take  cognizance  of  religious  majo- 
rities  or  minorities  in  particular  districts ; 
and  that,  to  make  equality  absolute,  the 
Bill  should  go  much  further,  because  it 
was  undoubtedly  a  grievance,  though 
perhaps  a  sentimental  one — but  they  had 
been  warned  not  to  disregard  sentimental 
grievances — and  a  badge  of  inferiority 
tiiat  a  Boman  Catholic  should  be  the 
subject  of  a  Sovereign  who  could  never 
under  any  drcumstances  be  a  professor 
of  the  same  religion  as  himself.  If  he 
might  say  one  word  to  the  Prasbyterians 
and  Protestant  Nonconibrmists,  through 
whose  aid  this  measure  was  being  car- 
ried, and  who  used  to  feel  so  strongly  on 
this  question  of  Maynooth,  it  would  be 
this — Let  thorn  consider  whether  in 
pulling  down  an  Establishment  they  dis- 
uked  the^  were  not  setting  np  another 
which  regarded  them  with  far  more  hos- 
tility than  it  did  the  Church  over  which 
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tboT  vere  farininpUng — the  OliuTcli  ^liicli 
had  liitlierto  stood  between  the  two  ex- 
tremes. Let  them  remember  the  fable 
of  the  horse  and  the  stag;,  and  let  tliem 
beware  leet,  in  consenting  to  the 
manent  endowment  of  Maynooth,  1 
ehould  be  taking  the  most  effectual 
means  of  recruiting  the  army  of  devoted, 
though  miatakenly-devoted,  men,  who 
wottld  issue  &om  her  vails  resolved  to 
sweep,  not  £piscopaliani9m,  not  Prelacy, 
but  every  form  of  Protestantism  from  off 
the  face  of  the  country. 

Me.  pease  said,  he  would  not  have 
spoken  in  this  debate  had  he  not  been 
stmck  with  the  remarks  vMch  had  fallen 
from  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  who  had 
just  eat  down  (Mr.  Stephen  Cave).  He 
wouldremind  the  Committee  of  the  speech 
of  the  present  Governor  General  of  India 
last  year.  If  he  recollected  rightly,  the 
noble  Lord  (the  Earl  of  Mayo),  as  the 
mouthpiece  of  the  late  Government,  pi»- 
posed  to  endow  a  Homan  CathoEc  IJni- 
versty,  with  the  stipulation  that  the  go- 
verning body  of  the  University  was  to  be 
partly  of  laymen  and  partly  of  priests, 
but  exclusively  of  Boman  Catholics.  He 
added  that  the  State  was  to  be  appealed 
to  forthepayment  of  the  officers  and  Pro- 
fessors of  that  University,  and  probably 
hereafter  for  the  endowment  of  scholar- 
ships  within  it.  Now,  forsooth,  the 
Oppoution  r^sed  a  great  ciy  at  the  pro- 
p^ll  to  keep  up  tiie  estabhshment  of 
Maynooth.  The  only  point  against  the 
dause  which  had  weighed  witi  him  was 
the  alleged  impropriety  of  taking  Pro- 
testant ninds  to  endow  a  BomAn  Catholic 
Church.  But,  on  consideration,  he  had 
oome  to  the  conclusion  that  it  would  be 
more  proper  to  divide  the  Chiirch  funds 
among  the  Christiana  of  eveiy  denomi- 
nation in  Ireland  than  to  keep  them  ex- 
olunvely  in  the  hands  of  that  branch  of 
the  Christian  Church  now  enjoying 
them.  Besides,  he  was  glad  to  find 
means  proposed  of  bringing  the  annual 
contest  on  the  Maynooth  Grant  to  an 
end ;  no  better  or  more  consistent  means 
fbr  the  end  could  be  suggested  than 
that  of  handing  over  to  the  College  a 
lump  sum  as  compensation,  as  was  pro- 
posed in  the  BUI. 

Sffi  JOHN  PAE3NGT0N  said,  he 
did  not  intend  to  enter  upon  the  general 
question,  but  merely  to  explain  in  a  very 
lew  words  the  vote  which  he  intended  to 

SVe  iqton  the  Hotaon  now  before  the 
ouse.    If  he  voted  for  the  Motion  of 
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the  hon.  Gentleman  <^posite  (Mr.  Whal- 
ley),  he  did  so  not  upon  the  ground 
of  any  effect  which  he  thought  the  clause 
would  produce  upon  the  Boman  Ca- 
tholics of  Ireland,  but  because,  in  his 
opinion,  all  the  provisions  with  regard 
to  Maynooth  contained  in  the  Bill  were 
distinguished  by  undue  favouritism  of 
the  Boman  CathoHc  Church  and  undue 
injustice  to  the  Protestant  Church  of 
Ireland.  He  thought  the  right  hon.- 
Gentleman  opposite  had  altogether  failed 
to  justify  the  principle  upon  which  the 
clause  hod  been  drawn.  He  referred  to 
the  4th  Besolution  passed  last  year,  but 
he  (Sir  John  Pakington)  beg^^ed  to  re- 
mind him  that  the  contduding  words  of 
that  Besolution  referred  to  the  personal 
interests  of  those  who  held  office  in  the 
CoUege  of  Maynooth.  There  was  nothing 
in  the  wording  of  t^t  Besolution  point- 
ing to  a  general  provision  of  the  kind 
embraced  in  the  clause,  and  providing 
an  endowment  for  the  Boman  Catholic 
College  of  Maynooth  at  the  veiy  moment 
they  were  withdrawing  all  endowmente 
from  the  Protestant  Church.  If  one 
word  more  than  another  characterized 
this  Bill  it  was  its  injustice.  Only  the 
other  night  the  Prime  Minister,  in  tones 
of  peculiar  emphasis,  said — "  if  this  Bill 
is  not  just,  In  God's  name  let  it  perish !" 
He  called  upon  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man to  prove  that  this  proposition  was 
just.  He  (Sir  John  Pakmgton)  con- 
tended that  the  measure  was  unjust 
above  all  in  its  provisions  with  respect 
to  the  College  of  Maynooth.  The  ques- 
tion was  whether  the  CoUege  of  May- 
nooth was  to  receive  a  sum  of  money 
fourteen  times  the  amount  of  the  annual 
sum  now  voted.  To  what  purpose  was 
this  amount  devoted?  He  believed  it 
devpted  to  the  Coll^;e  in  various 
respects,  for  assuring  salaries  to  Pro- 
fessors, and  for  maintaining  and  educat- 
ing pupils  in  the  College.  It  woe  pro- 
posed to  compensate  the  pupils  on  the 
scale  of  fourteen  years'  comiuation,  but 
that  was  a  longer  time  than  the  students 
spent  in  the  College,  and,  as  regarded 
many  of  the  pupils,  their  term  was  draw- 
ing to  a  dose.  Why  should  the  Boman 
Catholic  body  be  treated  on  a  totally 
different  footing  from  that  accorded  to 
the  Protestants  of  Ireland  ?  Then  there 
the  question  of  the  allowance  of  the 
building  expenses.  A  different  mode  of 
treatment  was  manifested  again  between 
the  treatment  of  the  Boman  Catholics 
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and  of  the  FtoteetantB.  To  the  Boman 
Catholics  there  was  to  be  a  remission  of 
the  building  debt,  but  the  FroteBtant 
olerg;  were  to  he  compelled  to  purchase 
their  glebes.  The  Frotestant  Church 
was  to  be  called  on  to  pay  every  ahilling 
spent  on  their  glebes,  while  the  ohargsa 
in  the  case  of  Uaynooth  were  to  be  re- 
mitted. He  called,  therefore,  upon  the 
Goremment  to  answer  the  dtarge  he 
made  against  them — that  their  conduct 
was  characteiized  b^  groBS  partiality  and 
injustice.  The  building  of  Haynooth 
was  to  be  given  up  to  Koman  CaUiolics ; 
but  the  Protestants  w^e  to  be  deprived 
of  their  glebes,  unless  they  purchased 
them.  Therefore,  he  said,  this  was  not 
a  just  provi^on.  The  arrangement  did 
not  hear  out  the  language  which  was 
used  by  the  right  hon.  Qentleman  at  the 
head  of  the  Government,  and,  both 
thia  respect  and  in  other  r^pecte,  it  was 
BO  unjust,  that,  to  use  the  lang 
l^e  right  hoQ.  Gentleman,  it  ougLt  to 

perish. .  

Mb.  GHICHE8TEE  FOKTESCUE 
ntbmitted  to  tlie  Committee  that  the 
most  convenient  course  would  be  to  die- 

Cat  once  of  the  Amendment  of  the 
Member  for  Peterborough,  from 
which  they  had  allowed  t^Lemselves  to  he 
drawn  away  for  more  than  an  hour  past. 
The  question  of  giving  a  lump  sum  to 
Maynooth  College  was  dealt  with  in 
a  subsequent  part  of  the  clause.  The 
question  before  them  was  simply — "Is 
it  our  duty  to  destroy  the  corporate  cha- 
racter which  Maynooth  has  for  many 
years  enjoyed  ?  "  He  thought  not.  The 
Government  thought  that  having  severed 
for  ever  all  connection  between  them- 
selves and  Maynooth,  it  was  not  desir- 
able to  deprive  the  College  of  that  cor- 
porate chuacter  bestowed  on  it  by  Par- 
Uament  many  years  ^o.  That  was  the 
whole  question  the  Committee  had  to 
decide.  The  Oovemment  would  be  quil« 
prepared  to  meet  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man (Sir  John  Fakington)  on  the  general 
SLsstion  of  equalit;  when  that  arose, 
e  thought  the  right  hon.  GFentleman 
had  made  that  confusion  which  charac- 
terized the  speeches  of  hon.  Gentlemen 
opposite — that  of  mixing  up  the  question 
of  compensation  to  a  cleigy  ceasing  to 
be  endowed,  with  that  of  compensation  to 
a  College  and  theological  institution. 
The  Oovraimient  contended  that  if  its 
Bill  had  left  Maynooth  absolutely  un- 
touched, and  in  poseession  of  all  its  ad- 
TOL.  CXCn.  [thied  bbbhs.] 


vantages,  there  would  have  been  no  ine- 
quality in  the  mode  of  treating  the  two 
Churches.  They  would  simply  have  re- 
duced the  oleigyto  the  condition  of  a 
disestablished  and  disendowed  clern'i 
which  was  the  condition  in  which  Jha 
Boman  CaUuJic  cleigy  had  been  and 
continued  to  be;  and  the  Established 
Church  was  left  in  the  full  poasesmon  of 
the  advantages  for  the  education  of  their 
clergy  which  they  derived  from  the  rich 
endowments  of  Trinity  College,  Dublin. 
Maynooth  was  not  a  College  in  posses- 
sion of  ancient  endowments;  for  they 
knew  that  the  endowments  of  the  Ca- 
tholic Church  had  been  taken  away, 
and  that  Maynooth  had  been  cast,  so  to 
speak,  on  the  charily  of  the  British  Par- 
Imment.  If  it  had  not  been  for  that 
connection  of  Maynooth  with  the  State 
there  would  have  been  no  occasion  for 
Parliament  to  take  notice  of  Maynooth. 
He  maintained  that  there  was  no  ine- 
quality la  the  mode  of  dealing  with  the 
two  CQiurcheB.  The  question  now,  how- 
ever, was  whether,  having  put  an  end  to 
all  connectioa  between  Maynooth  and 
the  State,  Parliament  should  deprive 
Maynooth  of  that  corporate  character 
which  she  possessed  by  Act  of  Parlia- 
ment.  ^^ 

Ma.  WHALLET  said,  that  if  Mem- 
bers of  the  Government  had  used  the 
language  at  the  late  elections  which  they 
had  used  since  their  accession  to  the 
House  the  result  of  the  elections  would 
have  been  different.  The  right  hon. 
Gentleman  at  the  head  of  the  Govern- 
ment had  said,  in  the  most  emphatic 
manner,  1^t  he  would  not  dd  that  which 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  opposite  had 
asserted  that  it  would  have  been  ^uite 
reasonable  for  them  to  do.  The  issue 
was  this — that  Parliament  understood 
from  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  last  year 
that  the  l^ynooth  Grant  Act  would  be 
abohshed.  ["Oh,  oh!"]  He  asserted 
that  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  used  that 
language.  Did  the  country  understand 
that  the  Act  for  endowing  Maynooth 
would  be  abolished  ?  He  said  that  the 
country  did,  and  that  it  trusted  to  the 
f^th  of  Parliament  and  to  the  stal«ment 
of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman. 

LoED  JOHN  MANNERS  said,  that, 
in  former  years,  when  the  Govemmenta 
of  the  day  proposed  what  he  conceived 
to  be  a  just  and  liberal  course  towards 
Soman  Cathohcs  in  Ireland,  he  hod  been 
ready  to  support,  them,  and  had  not 
F  IConnittee—Chmn  ^^. 
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Bkrank  from  Tindioatiag  that  policy 
on  the  huatiiigs,  because  he  conceiyed 
it  to  be  compatible  -with  the  mainte- 
nance  of  the  rights  of  the  Church. 
Therefore  he  approached  the  question 
raised  by  flie  hon.  Member  for  Peter- 
borough mthout  the  slightest  prejudice ; 
indeed,  had  the  Government  given  a 
satisfactory  reason  for  opposing  the 
Amendment,  he  ivould  have  been  pre- 
pared to  follow  the  Prime  Minister  into 
the  Lobby ;  but  he  could  not  believe  that 
'  the  Established  Church  and  the  College 
ef  Maynooth  had  been  treated  with  im- 
partiahty.  He  ventured  to  suggest  that 
the  anah^y  instituted  by  the  Vinei  Se- 
cretary for  Ireland  vas  not  correct. 
There  ^rould  be  no  continuing  corpora- 
tion in  the  case  of  the  Irish  Church, 
simply  because  he  had  destroyed  every 
ecdesiastica]  corporation  existing  in  Ire- 
land in  connection  with  the  Established 
Church,  and  had  by  that  operation  made 
it  necessary  to  establish  the  Church 
Body.  The  Qovenunent  had  sought 
to  restrict  within  the  narrowest  bounds 
the  powers  accorded  to  that  new 
poration.  Of  what  sort  were  the  terms 
upon  which  it  was  proposed  that  the 
CSiurch  Body  should  be  enabled  to  hold 
property  ?  They  were  of  the  most 
stringent  description ;  and  the  holding 
of  hmd  in  connection  with  glebes  was 
to  be  restricted  to  ten  acres,  and  in 
connection  with  episcopal  residences  to 
thirty  acres.  Unless  be  was  much  mis- 
taken, Maynooth  would  stand  in  this 
position  hereafter — that  all  bequests  of 
money  might  be  made  to  it  to  an  un- 
limited extent,  and  bequests  of  landed 
property  might  be  made  to  it  to  the  ex- 
tent of  £3,000  a  year.  He  was  not  say- 
ing that  Maynooth  ought  not  to  stand  in 
this  position ;  but  he  did  say  that  they 
ought  to  mete  out  the  same  measure  to 
the  Established  Church.  If  equal  jus- 
tice was  to  be  done  to  all  parties,  why 
did  not  the  Government  propose  to 
abolish  the  existing  corporation  of  May- 
nooth, and  bring  forw^d  a  scheme  for 
the  creation  of  a  new  corporation,  with 
such  powers  as  Parhament  and  the  Sove- 
reign might  be  advised  to  grant  it  ?  He 
thought  that  equal  justice  was  not  done 
by  this  Bill,  and  that  tlie  Amendment  of 
the  hon.  Member  for  Peterborough  was 
one  that  could  not  be  resisted. 

The  LOED  ADVOCATE  said,  that 
whatever  the  amount  of  money  was  that 
should  be  paid  into  Maynooth,  the  imme- 

.   Xord  John  Mmntrt 


diate  question  before  tlie  Committee  was 
whether  Maynooth  was  to  be  made  a 
corporate  body  or  not.  The  noble  Lord 
(Lord  John  Manners)  was  a  party  to 
the  Act  of  1845,  incorporating  the  Col- 
lege of  Maynooth,  and  auUioriidng  it  to 
hold  property  and  to  reoeiTe  bequeeta. 
Now  that  Mimiooth  was  to  be  dissoci- 
ated from  the  Government,  was  it  reaaoa- 
able  or  was  it  unreasonable  that  tlie 
College  of  Maynooth  should  have  the 
same  powers  of  management,  the  same 
powers  of  holding  propM^,  and  of  ad- 
ministering the  nmds,  whatever  th^ 
w«e  to  be,  that  were  granted  to  similar 
institutions  throughout  the  country  of 
&r  inferior  magnitude  ?  No  injustioe 
was  done  to  the  Church  Body,  which, 
under  this  Bill,  would  have  a  power  of 
holding  property  to  a  larger  extent  than 
Maynoou.  The  proposal  of  the  Go- 
vernment was  not  oiuy  not  an  endow- 
ment to  the  Boman  Catiiolic  Church,  but 
it  had  not  the  slightest  resemblance  to 
such  an  endowment.  It  was  simply  a. 
commutation  or  compensation  to  an  in- 
stitution for  funds  hitherto  voted  by 
Parliament  and  paid  out  of  the  0<m- 
Bolidated  Fund.  He  hoped  the  Ccos- 
mittee  would  have  no  hesitation  in  ne- 
gativing the  Amendment. 

Question  put,  "That  the  words  pro- 
posed to  be  left  out  stand  part  of  the 

The  Committee  dktdtd  .-—The  Tellers 
being  come  to  the  Table,  reported  the 
numbers  Ayes  323;  Noes  196. 

Whereupon  Mr.  Synan,  one  of  the 
Members  for  the  County  of  Limerick, 
stated  that  he  had  been  in  the  House, 
and  having  heard  the  Question  put,  had 
declared  himself  with  the  Ayes,  but  had 
been  accidentally  shut  out  from  the  Divi- 
sion Lobby: — The  Chairman  according^ 
added  his  name  to  the  Ayes,  and  deoland 
the  numbers  Ayes  324  ;  Noes  1 96  :  Ma- 
jority 128. 

Me.  GLADSTONE  moved,  to  insert 
in  line  88,  after  "  repealed,"  the  follow- 
irds: — "save  in  respect  of  any 
pecimiary  and  individual  interests  at 
present  existing."  The  introduction  of 
the  words  would  not  make  any  difference 
the  clause ;  but  would  merely  explain 
true  legal  construction,  because  gen- 
tlemen connected  with  the  OoU^e  of 
Maynooth  required  a  more  distinct  ex- 
preseion  of  it 
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Ur.  HENIiET  aaid,  that,  as 
derstood  tlie  Bill,  in  a  year  or  two's  time 
the  Uayuooth  Acts  would  be  t  ^ 
and  it  was  proposed  to  give  a  lump  sum 
of  money  instead  of  the  annuities  se- 
cured under  the  Maynooth  Acts.  H« 
should  be  glad  if  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man would  explain  what  interests  were 
to  be  kept  alive,  and  out  of  what  source 
they  were  to  be  p^d  hereafter. 

Ma.  GLADSTONE  said,  that  they 
looked  upon  the  Maynooth  Act  as  having 
created  vested  interests  which  it  was 
difficult  to  take  notloe  of  individually,  as 
they  were  not  in  communication  with  the 
parties  coucemed,  their  dealings  only 
being  with  the  Trustees.  The  Act  by  Hie 
4111  section  prescribed  that  a  sum  of 
£6,000  should  be  set  apart  for  the  sataiy 
of  the  president,  vice-president, 
officers,  and  in  the  Schedule  there 
provision  for  certain  pecuniary  payments 
on  behalf  of  the  semor  students  and  of 
a  lai^  number  of  &ee  students.  The 
life  interests  were  not  confined  to  money 
payments,  because  the  interests  derived 
mkindwere  just  as  real  aa  those  derived 
in  money ;  all  these  were  kept  alive  by 
the  tdrms  of  the  Act,  and  there  was  no 
fiukd  out  of  which  they  could  be  satisfied 
of  which  Parliament  had  cognizance, 
except  the  fond  to  be  provided  by  the 
BiU. 

Mr.  HENLEY  said,  that,  for  anything 
he  could  see  to  the  contraiy,  the  money 
it  was  proposed  to  grant  might  be  sent 
to  the  Pope  or  anyone  else ;  sod  the 
question  mi^ht  naturally  arise,  if  the 
Act  kept  ahve  certain  pecuniary  inte- 
rests, whether  they  had  not  given  some 
pledge  to  those  persons  for  whom  they 
had  provided  means  to  satisfy  their 
claims,  that  Parliament  should  still  ac- 
knowledge them  aa?iM8i  vested  interests. 
To  whom  were  those  parties  to  come 
whose  interests  would  be  thus  kept 
alive  for  payment  of  their  demands  ? 

The  ATTOENirr  GENERAL  for 
IRELAND  (Mr.  Suujtan)  said,  that  at 
present  the  president,  vice-president,  and 
Professors,  had,  in  respect  of  the  money 
voted  by  Parliament,  a  claim  for  their 
salaries,  as  gainst  the  Trustees,  to  whom 
the  money  was  paid.  The  annual  grant 
was  to  be  commuted  into  a  bulk  sum  to 
be  paid  by  Hie  Trustees,  who,  no  doubt, 
would  take  it  settled  with  a  trust  for  the 
purposes  of  the  institution.  The  presi- 
dent and  vice-president  wished  die  pro- 
posed addition  to  be  made  in  order  to 
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show  that  the  individual  interests  were 
a  charge  upon  the  bulk  sum. 

Mr.  HENLEY:  Would  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  pledge  himself  to  Parliament 
that  no  claim  on  the  country  should 
afterwards  arise  on  account  of  this 
provision?  [The  Attoenbt  Genkeal 
for  Ireland  :  Hear,  hear !]  He  (Mr, 
Henley)  confessed,  as  far  as  he  could 
read  the  proposed  Amendment,  it  ap- 
peared to  him  to  raise  a  great  doubt  as 
to  the  extent  to  which  those  claims 
might  be  hereafter  pushed. 

Me.  8INCLAIE  AYTODN  wished 
for  an  explanation  of  the  explanation 
of  the  Government.  The  right  hon. 
Gentleman  said  that,  by  inserting  the 
proposed  words,  they  would  preserve  the 
interests  of  certain  officers  provided  ibr 
under  the  Maynooth  Act  by  Sir  Bobert 
PeeL  He  (Mr.  Aytoun)  saw  nothing  in 
that  Act  to  preserve  the  rights  of  such 
gentlrauen.  It  only  said  that  the  pred- 
dent  and  vice-president  should  receive 
money ;  but  hiid  not  the  Trustees  the 
right  to  change  them  whenever  thev 
lijced? 

Mr.  NEWDEGATE  remarked,  that  a 
serious  question  arose  out  of  the  words 
quoted  by  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  at 
tae  head  of  the  Government.  It  ap- 
peared that  the  (q)eration  of  those  words 
would  not  be  confined  to  the  mere  Pro- 
fessors of  Maynooth,  but  would  extend 
to  the  semor  and  life  students — to  the 
Dunboyne  establishment  and  the  free  stu- 
dents. Although  he  might  be  told  that  the 
rights  under  vested  interests  would  not 
extend  beyond  the  lump  sum  that  might 
be  granted,  nevertheless  the  possibility  of 
those  rights  being  claimed  by  a  far  larger 
number  of  persons  than  at  present  ap- 
prehended might  raise  a  question  of  con- 
siderable douot  and  difficulty. 

Ma.  CONOLLY  suggested  that  it 
would  be  the  better  course  to  re-enact  a 
clause  to  remove  all  doubts  upon  this 
matter. 

The  ATTOENEY  GENERAL  fob 
lEELAND  fMr.  Soixivak)  said,  by  the 
present  Bill  it  was  proposed  to^repeal  the 
4th  and  every  other  aubsequent  section 
of  the  Act  of  1845 ;  therefore,  if  the 
Bill  passed,  no  further  sum  would  be 
payable  imder  the  Act  of  1645  to  the 
Trustees  of  Maynooth.    The  4th  section 

that  Act  in  substance  set  apart  a  sum 

t  exceeding  £6,000  for  the  payment  of 
the  president,  vice-president,  and  Pro- 
fessors. If  their  individual  and  pecu- 
F  2  [ComniV^— C/ouH  39. 
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tasry  rested  intereetaTere  not  preserved 
in  the  annual  sum,  the  Trustees  TOiild 
not  be  ansiverable  to  the  FrofesBors  for 
their  ealarieB — that  was,  they  would  not 
take  the  bulk  sum  chained  with  the 
trast  for  the  payment  of  the  sBlaxies; 
and  the  object  of  introducing  the  words 
"  save  in  respect  of  any  pecuniary  and 
individual  interests  at  present  exietins; " 
was  to  enable  the  Professors,  who  had  a 
claim  against  the  Trustees,  to  Uie  extent 
£6,000  a  year  at  all  events,  to  obtain 
their  salaries.  The  only  claim  they 
could  aei  under  these  words  was  the 
claim  uiey  had  without  them.  It  was 
considered  they  were  entitled  to  the  pro- 
tection which  these  words  would  afford 
them  for  tlie  continued  payment  of  their 
salaries  out  of  the  bulk  sum. 

Me.  9INCLAIE  AYTOTJN  asked, 
whether  the  Maynooth  Act  gave  any  such 
security  F  He  understood  it  simply  said 
that  £6,000  a  year  should  be  devoted  to 
maintaining  certain  officers,  and  it  did 
not  say  they  were  not  to  be  changed. 

The  ATTOENEY  GENEEA  fok 
IRELAND  (Mr.  Sulltvam),  replied, 
that  the  words  of  the  Bill  gave  the  Pro- 
fessors no  higher  right  than  they  had 
tmder  the  Act  of  Parliament.  If  they 
had  a  right  the  Bill  would  give  it  to 
th'em — if  they  had  not,  the  Bill  would 
not  give  it, 

Mb.  CAWUnr  participated  in  the 
doubts  entertained  as  to  the  words  not 
going  considerably  further  than  was 
suggested  by  the  hon.  and  learned  Qen- 
tleman.  This  was  a  repealing  Bill,  and  it 
would  repeal  the  Act,  save  in  respect  of 
any  pecuniary  and  indjvidual  interests  at 
present  existing.  There  might  be  in- 
terests, held  to  be  such,  as  against  the 
Consolidated  Fund,  and,  if  so,  it  was 
clear,  they  were  not  repealed.  He  would 
suggest  that  the  present  difflculir  would 
be  (beared  up  by  addding  to  the  pro- 
posed Ameni£nent  Hie  words,  "against 
the  Trustees." 

Thb  ATTOENEY  GENERAL  fob 
lEELAND  (Mr.  Sollivak)  said,  there 
was  no  objection  to  add  them. 

Me.  OONOLLT  said,  he  did  not  think 
that  the  Amendment  would  prove  satis- 
&ctory ;  the  Professors  should  be  named 
in  the  Bill  if  they  were  to  receive  this 
compensation.      

Mb.  PEBCT  WYNDHAM  said,   if 
the  words  would  carry  out,  what  liiey 
professed  to  carry  out  one  of  the  prin- 
cipal objectionB  he  entertained  to  the 
Tht  Attorney  Oener«lfer  Irekmi 


Sesent  proposal  would  be  taken  away. 
e  concurred  with  the  hon.  Member  for 
Kirkcaldy  (Mr.  Aytoun)  in  thinking  it 
important  that  they  should  clearly  under- 
stand what  those  existing  interests  were 
which  were  protected  by  the  Maynooth 
Act. 

Me.  GLADSTONE :  Whatever  pro- 
tection they  have  will  be  kept  alive  by 
these  words  agunst  the  proper  parlies 
— namely,  the  Trust«es  under  the  Act. 
Perhaps  it  would  be  well  that  these 
words  should  be  Airther  contidered  by 
the  Government  at  their  leisure.  I  be- 
lieve the  words  will  be  found  to  be  per- 
fectly safe  and  unobjectionable;  but, 
before  the  Eeport,  we  will  take  care  to 
arrive  at  a  perfectly  dear  condumon. 

Mb.  HENLEY  said,  he  was  glad  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  would  ti^e  that 
course,  because  it  was  clear  the  words 
had  not  been  designed  to  give  the  parties 
a  claim  as  agaiil^  the  TruBt«es.  All 
he  (Mr.  Henky)  wanted  was  that  no 
daim  should  arise  hereafter,  and  he  be- 
lieved the  right  hon.  Gentleman  was  as 
anxious  to  stop  that  game  as  he  was. 

The  O'CONOR  DON  said,  there 
seemed  to  be  a  miaconception  as  to  tbo 
actual  powers  under  the  Majoiooth  Act. 
The  Trustees  had  the  power  of  passing 
statutes  to  be  approved  of  hythe  visitors 
and  the  Lord  Lieutenant.  The  statutes, 
once  adopted,  became  binding  upon  the 
Trustees,  and  he  believed  they  had  no 
power  to  remove  the  Professors,  save  for 
misconduct. 

Words  addtd. 

Me.  8INCLAIE  AYTOUN  consented, 
at  the  instance  of  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man at  the  head  of  the  Government, 
to  postpone  some  verbal  Amendments, 
of  which  he  had  given  notice,  for  the 
purpose  of  allowing  the  Committee  to 
proceed  at  once  to  me  discussion  of  the 
more  important  portions  of  the  dause. 

Mb.  GLADSTONE  explained  that 
the  Government  bad  been  tmder  the  be- 
lief that  there  were  only  two  Widows' 
Funds  in  existence  in  connection  with 
the  Protestant  Nonconforming  bodies. 
They  found,  however,  tliat  there  were 
four,  or  even  more.  Widows'  Funds  ex- 
isting, and  certain  verbal  Amendmenta 
accordingly  became  necessary.  The  right 
hon.  Gentleman  moved,  in  page  19,  aa^ 

after  "Association,"  to  insert — 

'{>.)  Id  rupMt  of  th*  Mnral  MUiaal  rami 
p«id  ontof  tbi  Btgiioi  Dmtm  W  th<  lald  An»> 
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oUtion,  »nd  »Im  to  tli«  tnulaM  of  the  Widowi' 
Fuad  of  otrtkin  Frotait*iit  Nonoonfbrmlng  boditi, 
Mmmonlj  oallad  the  SeoeuioD  Widows'  Fund, 
reapeotiietj,  on  uooiiat  of  ncanelei  in  the  offloe 
of  minister  ia  tbeir  leisral  GODgregKtiDiii  reipao- 
tin\j,  sdoh  sums  to  be  Bseertained  on  saoh  bt*- 
nge  u  aforauid,  b;  pefment  of  tbs  eapitit  sums 
bereinafter  mentioaed  to  the  uid  Auoeiation  and 
(ruiteei  of  the  said  Ssoeasioo  Vidowi'  Fund  re- 
Speotitelf.  {3.)  Id  reepcot  of  the  ssTeral  aiita) 
wid  ■nauiU/  b;  miniiten  in  receipt  of  flnnum 
ihruim  to  tbe  said  Widowi'  Fond  reapeotiTelj  oat 
of  iheir  Bnt  jesr*!  Income  dsrlTed  fi«m  the 
Segium  Donum,  on  an  aTtrage  of  eeien  ^ears 
next  before  lb«  puiiog  of  this  Act,  by  pajment 
of  the  capital  sum  hereinafter  neuUonad  to  the 
taid  AsiooiatioD  and  the  said  tro)(«ei  r«ap«o- 
Urely." 

Amendmentfi  agreed  to. 
Mb.  0IiAI>8T0N£  said,  he  proposed 
to  inBert  words  to  make  up  for  the  37th 
olause,  which  was  struck  oat  last  night. 
He  moved  the  following  : — 

"  Id  reipeet  of  the  boildingi  of  the  «aid  Col- 
la|e,  a  nun  not  exceeding  Bfleeii  thonauid  ponndl 
to  tmftae*  to  be  appointed  ai  lait  aforesaid." 

M».  NEWDEGATE  asked  the  right 
hon.  0«ntleman  the  Prime  Minister  to 
explain  the  first  part  of  the  Amendment 
with  respect  to  the  £15,000. 

Mb.    8INCLAIE    AYTOUW    asked 
for  some  information  as  to  what  was 
ing  on  at  the  table.    In  the  part  of 
House  where  he  was  sitting  neidier  he 
nor  his  Friends  could  hear  one  word  of 
what  was  passing. 

Me.  GLADSTONE :  My  hon.  Friend, 
I  am  quite  sore,  heard  the  Chairman 
perform  his  part,  because  he  read  out 
the  clause  with  his  usual  clearness.  I 
did  refer  to  these  words,  and  explained 
their  general  object  in  the  opening  speech 
on  the  Bill,  and,  therefore,  I  was  un- 
willing to  inflict  on  the  Committee  a 
second  explanation.  The  state  of  the 
case  is  this — this  is  a  grant  given  to 
Presbyterians — not  the  I^man  Catholics 
— in  respect  of  the  College  of  Belfast. 
But  when  I  say  in  respect  to  the  College 
of  Belfast,  I  must  not  be  supposed  to  do 
more  than  indicate  that  its  acknowledg- 
ment on  the  part  of  the  Government 
who  make  the  proposal — and  I  think  it 
will  be  on  the  part  of  the  Committee  if 
th^  adopt  it — that  iiie  conditions  of  this 
educational  establishment  do  require 
some  allowance  to  be  made  in  order  to 
enable  those  who  are  interested  in  it  to 
effect  tbe  transition  they  have  got  to 
make  in  a  satisfactory  manner,  over  and 
above  the  mere  payment  of  the  life  in- 
terestof  the  Frotessors,  because  the  sum 
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of  £16,000  which  we  understand  is  not 
eirfar  &oni  the  cost  of  these  huUdinge — 
nd  those  who  are  so  disposed  may  make 
out  a  parallel  if  they  like  to  the  build- 
ings ofMaynooth — a  great  part  of  which 
was  erected  originally  at  the  cost  of  the 
State.  But  if  me  Government  is  asked 
why  they  thus  apply  this  money,  their 

wer  would  he  that,  with  respect  to 

establishnlent  like  the  Presbytorian 
College,  it  would  be  very  hard,  we  think, 
at  a  time  when  the  ftesbyterians  are 
called  upon  to  make  provision  for  them- 
selves more  than  they  have  heretofore 
had  to  make,  we  were  not  to  give  them 
something  so  as  to  smoothen  me  process 
of  transibon. 

Mr.  SmCT.ATR,  AYTOUN  said,  he 
did  not  acquiesce  in  this  capital  sum  be> 
ing  given  to  the  Presbyterians  ;  and  if 
his  Amendment  with  respect  to  the  Bo- 
man  Catholics  wero  carried,  he  should 
propose  to  extond  it  to  the  Presby- 
torians. 

Mb.  'WHALLEY  said,  he  was,  in  no 
sense,  authorized  to  speak  in  behalf  of 
the  Presbyterians ;  but,  &om  the  discus- 
sion of  last  night,  it  appeared  tiiere  were 
two  classes  of  Pres^torians — one  the 
Liberal  class,  who  had  put  themselves  in 
conmiunication  with  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman and  others  on  the  Ministerial  side 
of  the  House,  and  another  class  who 
adopted  the  views  of  hon.  Gentlemen 
opposite.  ["Bivide!"]  He  might  fairly 
be  allowed  to  say  a  word  in  favour  of 
the  former.  Be  protested  against  the 
Amendment  as  a  reflection  on  their  want 
of  confidence  in  their  own  power  of 
maintaining  their  own  form  oi  religion, 
and  he  repudiated  for  them  any  assist- 
ance &om  the  Stato.  The  proposal  waa 
a  very  serious  defection  &om  the  prin- 
ciple upon  which  the  country  had  ac- 
cepted this  change.  It  was,  in  fact,  a 
kind  of  levelling  up. 

Mb.  PERCY  WTNDHAM  said,  he 
thought  it  somewhat  remarkable  that 
thOT  nad  heard  nothing  of  this  proposal 
before,  and  that  at  the  eleventh  aour 
they  were  called  upon  to  agree  to  this 
grant  to  the  Presbyterian  College  of 
Belfast.  It  appeared  that  this  proposal 
was  a  makeweight  to  the  poUoy  of  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  with  reganl  to  the 
Itoman  Catholics,  and  a  justification  of 
the  manner  in  which  he  proposed  to 
treat  them.  He  believed  he  spoke  the 
sentiments  of  those  around  him,  when 
he  stated  that  it  only  brought  out  in 
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more  slaiing  contraet  the  manner  in 
Thich  he  propoaed  to  treat  the  intereeta 
of  the  Protestant  Gliurch  in  Ireland. 

Mfi.  GLADSTONE  said,  that  the  hon. 
Gentleman  did  the  Government  an  ia- 
juBtice  if  he  supposed  that  their  inten- 
tion had  been  si^tpreased.  Not  only  in 
the  Bill,  but  in  his  opening  speech,  he 
stated  that,  if  the  principle  of  the  capi- 
fatizatiou  of  the  sums  granted  to  educa- 
tional eetablishments  vere  admitted,  it 
would  be  necessary  to  give  the  Presby- 
terians the  aame  consideration  in  re- 
spect of  the  money  invested  in  build- 
ings in  Belfast,  subject  to  a  maximum 
of  £15,000. 

Mb.  HENLEY  wished  to  know  whe- 
ther the  effect  of  the  Amendment  would 
be  to  increase  the  whole  amount 
Paj-hamentaiy  Grant  that  had  to  be 
capitalized  ? 

Mb.  GLADSTONE  said,  there  would 
be  no  increase  of  a  sensible  character. 
It  was  quite  possible  that  the  fourteen 
years'  purchase  would  create  an  increase 
of  £1,000,  and  the  provision  for  the 
Widows'  Fund  might  lead  to  a  small  in- 
crease of  £200  or  £300  a  rear.  But 
there  would  be  no  aubstantiid  increase. 

Mb.  WHALLEY  said,  that  all  these 
altwatione  were  confounding  and  con- 
fusing. He  complained  tiiat  Qie  Amend- 
ment would  be  objectionable  to  the 
Fresbyterians. 

Mb.  GLADSTONE  said,  it  was  pro- 
posed at  their  own  wish. 

Mb.  WHALLEY  said,  he  must  enter 
hia  protest  against  the  Amendment. 

Amendment  agreed  to. 

Mr.  GLADSTONE  moved  the  addi- 
tion of  the  following  words : — 

*■  Id  rctpeet  of  tha  annukl  aaoM  rranted  bj 
ParluiiiMnt  for  tba  uUri«a  of  tha  Thanlogiaal 
Proresson  of  tba  noD-BubMribiog  AMOOialioni  of 
PrMbjterJMiu,  bj  pafmiat  of  the  oipiMl  aum 
bsreiaafler  meotloned  to  truitaaa  to  b«  appoioted 
in  eub  eus  hj  tha  Profeuoti  aad  Pnnident*  of 
aooh  Auooifttioni." 

Ma.  WHALLEY  said,  that  this 
clause,  as  amended,  would  work  an  ex- 
treme injostice.  The  Govenmient  took 
this  course  in  order  to  cover  their  mode 
of  dealing  with  the  Boman  Catholics. 
He  believed  that  the  extension  of  the 
principle  to  the  Presbyterians  was  an 
afterthonght. 

Amendment  agreed  to. 

8Dt  GEOIIGE  JEN£INSON  moved, 
in  page  19,  to  leave  out  first  put  of 

Mr.  Percy  Wt/ndAam 


section  4,  from  line  15  to  line  20,  which 
required  the  ConunissionerB  to  pay  a 
capital  sum  to  the  Trustees  of  Maynooth, 
instead  of  the  annual  grant.  Although 
he  desired  to  act  up  ta  the  Besolution 
of  last  Session,  requiring  the  grant  to 
MaynooUi  and  the  Regium  Simmn  to 
cease,  due  regard  being  had  to  personal 
intoreets,  he  objected  to  the  capital  stun 
being  paid  out  of  the  ftinds  obtained 
from  ue  Protestant  Church.  Was  it 
just  to  give  £400,000  to  Maynooth,  after 
tite  protestations  of  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman of  last  year  that  none  of  the 
Church  property  should  be  given  to  other 
religious  bodies  ? 

Mr.  C.  DALETMPLE  said,  that 
nothing  on  the  part  of  Her  Majee^s 
Government  was  more  dextrous  tlutn 
tile  manner  in  which  the  arrangements 
about  Maynooth  and  tiie  Jttffiim  Donmn 
were  made  to  stand  or  fall  together.  If 
the  proposals  about  Maynooth  were  pro- 
nounced too  favourable,  they  were  liable 
to  be  met  with  charges  of  bigotry  and 
of  b^ng  enemies  of  religious  equality; 
and  i^  on  the  other  himd,  objeotiona 
were  made  to  the  arrangementa  in  the 
Bill  about  the  S^um  Donum,  they  might 
be  accused  of  grudging  the  oconpensa- 
tion  to  Presbyterians.  Neither  of  the 
charges  was  justiy  founded,  for  the  real 
complaints  were,  as  to  the  aouroe  firom 
which  the  compensations  in  each  case 
were  to  be  drawn,  and  the  insufBcienoy  of 
the  provision  for  the  clergy  of  the  Estab- 
lished Church,  Upon  more  than  one 
sion  the  silence  of  Boman  Catholic 
ibers  on  the  Government  side  of  the 
House  had  been  commented  upon ;  bnt 
why  should  they  speak  when  the  Govern- 
ment was  promoting  all  those  objects 
which  Boman  Catholic  Members  moat 
necessarily  lavoui,  at  a  time,  too,  when 
the    Protestant  Church  looked  in  vain 


silem^e,  showed  their  companions  below 
the  Gangway  on  the  other  ude  an  ex- 
ample of  good  taste,  he  could  not  under- 
stand why  anyone  should  expect  them 
to  take  part  in  the  debates.  The  pro- 
posals of  the  Government  profeBsed  to 
be  in  the  interests  of  religious  eqoality; 
but,  in  his  opinion,  there  was  great 
danger,  amid  tbe  clamour  for  religions 
equality,  of  imperilling  what  was  macfa 
more  precious,  and  that  was  religions 
toleration.  This  they  had  already,  and 
he  trusted  th^  would  shrays  have  it; 


ux 


£-ith  Chwth 


{Mat  4,  I 


SiU — CommitUe. 


142 


but  religious  equality  in  the  sense 
-whicli  it  was  now  demanded,  lie  doubted 
if  tbay  could  ever  bare,  so  long 
this  vaa  a  Protestant  countir,  with  a 
Frotestant  Crown  and  a  Proteetaot 
people.  The  Committee  bad  been  mak- 
ing &66  to  a  very  great  extent  with  other 
foUu'  money — to  use  an  expression  of 
the  Cbancellor  of  the  Excheijuer — and 
bad  been  setting  an  example,  in  their 
mode  of  dealing  with  the  ngbts  of  pro- 
perty, which  the  Government  would  per- 
oaps  see  imitated  in  a  manner  they  did 
not  at  present  anticipate.     On  the  sub- 

i'  ect  of  the  building  charge  on  Maynooth, 
le  reminded  the  Committee  of  a  decla- 
ration of  the  Prime  Minister  on  Honday 
week,  when  he  said  the  charge  arose 
&om  a  breach  of  faith  on  the  part  of 
Parliament,  and  that  doubtless  an  al- 
lowance of  a  charge  for  the  repairs  of 
Uaynooth  was  a  part  of  the  arrange- 
ment, made  by  Bir  Kobert  Peel.  It  had 
been  granted  to  some  men  to  be  ex- 
tremely &r-seeiug ;  but  was  it  to  be  sup- 
posed tbat  Sir  Bobert  Feel  ever  antici- 
pated the  Irish  Establishment  would  be 
BO  despoiled  and  stripped  that  Maynooth 
could  be  furnished  out  of  its  funds  with 
a  capital  endowment  and  have  its  build- 
ing debt  disch^ged  besides?  He  sup- 
posed that  the  Bill  of  the  Oovemment 
did  not  profess  to  be  consistent  with  its 
Preamble,  and  no  one,  he  hoped,  would 
suppose  the  grants  made  to  the  Presby- 
terians and  Maynooth  were  consistent 
with  repeated  pledges  of  the  Oorem- 
ment  tbat  the  money  of  the  Establish- 
ment should  not  be  given  to  other  re- 
ligious bodies.  Notwithstanding  tliese 
repeated  declaiations  and  the  wording 
of^the  Preamble  of  the  Bill,  the  Chief 
Secretary  for  Ireland  had  said  he  was 
almost  ashamed  of  the  small  pecuniexy 
advantage  which  the  Soman  Catholics 
derived  under  the  Bill.  Small  pecuniary 
advantage !  when  that  which  was  pro- 
mised again  and  again  was  that  no  por- 
tion of  the  iiinds  was  to  be  given  to 
any  religious  body.  Nothing,  he  be- 
lieved, had  a  greater  effect  towards  pro- 
ducing the  majoriQ'  for  the  Qovemment 
than  ttte  security  felt  by  the  Protestants 
that  the  money  of  the  Church  would  not 
be  devoted  to  tbe  Soman  Cathohc  Church. 
Much  bad  been  made  at  the  General 
Election  of  the  subject  of  Maynooth,  and 
many  persons  were  deceived  into  be- 
lieving that  the  grant  to  Ma^mooth 
was  to  be  wiUidrawn    altogether,   an 


error  for  which  there  was  much  excuse. 
The  Prime  Minieter  had  never  stated  ex- 
plicitly what  would  be  done  with  the 
funds  ;  be  had  dealt  in  generalities.  As 
an  intelligent  man,  a  bi^er,  had  said  to 
him  when  canvassing  in  the  autumn, 
he  had  read  the  speeches  of  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  &om  beginning  to  end, 
and  had  been  unable  to  discover  what 
he  proposed  to  do  with  the  tiinds  of  the 
Church;  but  he  expressed  satisiaction  in 
tiie  belief  that  none  of  the  money  would 
go  to  the  "  endowment  of  the  Papists." 
He  charged  those  hon.  Members  who 
had  allowed  such  a  belief  to  be  enter- 
tained, for  the  sake  of  a  spurious  counter- 
Protestant  cry,  with  having  dug  up  a 
root  of  bitterness  which  he  had  been  led 
to  think  had  been  buried.  The  audacity 
of  inconsistency  in  this  matter  would  bo 
ludicrous  were  it  not  disgraceful.  Much 
as  ho  deplored  the  probable  results  of 
the  measure,  and  greatly  as  he  won- 
dered at  the  views  of  justice  and  of  injus- 
tice of  which  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
— no  doubt  with  all  sincerity  on  his  part 
— ^was  night  after  night  the  patient  and 
eloquent  advocate,  he  would  be  almost 
content  to  see  it  successful  but  for  the 
misrepresentation  and  sbufiSing  which 
formed  the  most  unlovely  phases  of  the 
treatment  of  this  great  question,  upon 
which  the  country  nad  been  invited  to 
pass  judgment,  amidst  flie  unseemly  tur- 
moil of  a  General  Election. 

The  O'CONOR  DON  said,  that  fbe 
hon.  Member  who  bad  just  sat  down 
had  so  pointedly  alluded  to  the  Boman 
Catholic  Members  in  that  House  that  he 
must  be  excused  for  saying  a  few  words 
upon  the  Amendments  now  before  the 
Committee.  The  clause  was  so  long 
ttiat  it  was  difficult  to  know  in  which 
part  of  it  the  question  of  the  Maynooth 
compensation  was  directly  involved ;  but 
he  thought  that  the  clause  had  now  ar- 
rived at  such  a  stage  that  the  general 
policy  of  the  proposal  of  Her  Majesty's 
Government  with  respect  to  the  May- 
nooth compensation  might  be  conve- 
niently discussed.  It  appeared  to  him 
that  considerable  misapprehension  ex- 
isted, both  in  that  House  and  in  the 
countiy,  with  respect  to  the  terms  upon 
which  this  clause  proposed  to  treat  the 
Boman  Catholics.  It  was  supposed  that 
those  terms  were  to  be  of  tne  most  fa- 
vourable charEtcter,  and  it  had  been 
stated  that  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
dare  not  treat  the  Boman  Catholics  as 
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he  bad  treated  the  AnglicimB  and  the 
PreBbyterians.  He,  however,  emphati- 
cally  denied  that  the  Boman  Camolics 
were  to  be  ehomi  any  favour  whatever 
in  the  matter ;  and,  more  than  that,  he 
asserted  that  they  votdd  decline  to  ac- 
cept any  such  favour.  The  sterner,  the 
more  Btrict,  and  the  more  ri^dly  jUBt 
the  measure  was,  the  more  Batisfactery 
TTould  it  be  to  the  Eoman  Catholio,  who 
only  desired  equality  of  treatment  for  all 
patties.  This  clause  the  Committee  should 
remember  was  a  disendowing  clause ;  and, 
so  fax  &om  the  Catholics  being  treated 
with  any  peculiar  advantage  in  this  dis- 
endowment,  he  maintained  that  they 
were  treated  with  exceptional  unfnir- 
nesB  in  havinfr  the  ^^ant  to  Maynooth 
included  at  all  in  this  BiU.  The  ques- 
tion now  before  the  Committee  wae  not 
one  relating  to  a  religious,  but  to  an 
educational  endowment,  and  the  pEirti' 
cular  partiahh'  shown  to  the  Cathohc 
body  by  this  Bill,  was  that  the  educa- 
tional endowment  of  the  Catholic  Col- 
lege of  Maynooth  was  to  be  withdrawn, 
whilst  the  educational  endowments  en- 
joyed by  Trinity  College  and  the  Uni- 
versity of  DubUn  were  to  be  left  un- 
touched. Trinity  College  and  Ae  TTui- 
versitv  of  Dublin  afforded  to  the  Angli- 
can Church  the  means  of  educating  their 
clergy.  Trinity  College  posseBsed  enor- 
mous endowments,  it  nad  attached  to  it 
a  divinity  school,  in  which  nearly  all  the 
Protestant  clergy  of  Ireland  were  edu- 
cated, it  possessed  large  Church  patron- 
a^  ;  and  this  Bill  not  only  leaves  it  in 
possession  of  all  its  endowments,  bnt  jav- 
poses  to  hand  over  a  large  sum  aa  com- 
pensation for  the  loss  of  the  Church  pa- 
tronage, which  the  carrying  of  this  mea- 
sure necessarily  entails.  If  favour  were 
shown  to  any  religiousbodyin  this  treat- 
ment of  endowments  for  the  education 
of  the  clergy  it  was  not  to  the  Catholics 
but  the  Anghcans ;  and,  considering  that 
Trinity  CoDege  was  left  intact  whilst 
Maynooth  was  sacrificed,  he  felt  sur- 
prised at  hearing  so  often  the  statement 
that  the  Catholics,  as  regards  Maynooth, 
were  treated  with  exceptional  hmdness. 
He  was  not,  however,  going  to  open  up 
the  question  whether  the  Maynooth  Grant 
should  be  included  in  this  Bill.  That 
quertion  had  been  settled  last  year ;  and 
no  matter  how  much  he  might  consider 
the  settlement  partial  and  unfair  to  bis 
co-reli^onists,  yet  neither  he  nor  they 
would  raise  the  question  if  it  in  any  way 
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imperilled  the  success  of  ^b  BUI,  which 
they  considered  a  great  measure  of  jus- 
tice- Admitting  taen  that  the  grant  to 
Maynooth  should  be  withdrawn,  the  next 
question  was  whether  the  Catholics  were 
treated  with  undue  favour  in  the  mode 
by  which  this  was  accomphshed.  It  was 
stated  that  they  were.  It  was  stated 
that  more  than  vested  life  interests  were 
respected  in  their  regard,  whilst,  as  re- 
gairos  the  Anglican  Church,  the  hard 
line  of  respecting  nothing  but  personal 
interests  was  strictly  adhered  to.  But 
was  this  the  fact  either  in  the  one  point 
or  the  other  ?  In  the  first  place  he 
denied  that,  with  regard  to  the  Anglican 
Church,  vested  rights  alone  had  been  re- 
spected. Ji  these  only  had  been  re- 
spected the  cle^y  of  the  Church  would 
merelyhavereceivedtheirincomeBdurii^ 
their  lives,  and  as  they  died  off  the  un- 
diminished Church  revenues  would  have 
passed  away  to  public  puiposes.  But 
was  that  the  proposal  of  ma  Bill  ?  Under 
the  Bill  every  facility  was  to  be  afforded 
for  the  formation  of  a  Church  Body, 
which  body  would  have  the  power  of 
dealing  with  the  Government  for  the 
commutation  of  life  interests,  and  thereby 
means  would  be  afforded  for  preserving 
a  permanent,  though  it  might  be  small, 
endowment  for  the  Church.  Again,  did 
hon.  Gentlemen  forget  what  was  to  be 
done  with  respect  to  the  churches  and 
the  glebes  f  was  nothing  respected  here 
huttife  interests?  Hedenieii  it;  and, 
therefore,  even  if  something  more  than 
mere  life  intereste  had  been  respected 
as  regards  Maynooth,  the  same  prin- 
ciple had  been  carried  to  a  far  greater 
d^ee  in  the  case  of  the  Anglican 
Church.  What  was  the  proposal  of 
the  Glovemment  as  regards  the  May- 
nooth Grant  ?  He  at  once  admitted  that 
the  amount  of  the  compensation  to  be 
awarded  for  the  withdrawal  of  that  grant 
was  calculated  on  a  different  principle 
irom  that  adopted  in  the  case  of  the 
Anghcan  clergy.  This  difference  arose 
out  of  the  very  necessity  of  the  case.  It 
was  a  very  eaBV  thing  to  determine  the 
value  of  the  life  interest  of  a  country 
de^yman  having  a  freehold  interest  in 
a  certain  income  for  his  life,  and  bound 
in  return  to  discharge  certain  duties. 
The  cases  of  the  Professors  and  etudente 
an  endowed  College  were  very  dif- 
ferent. What,  for  instance,  was  uie  in- 
Ihese  studente  ?  Eecol- 
Isct  the  principle  of  the  Bill  as  regards 
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the  clergy  of  tbe  EstAblished  Church 
was  that  they  should  receive  the  fuU 
value  of  their  freehold  interest,  hut 
should,  in  return,  be  bound  to  discharge 
all  the  duties  attached  to  it.  Ho\f  was 
that  to  be  applied  to  the  students  and 
Professors  of  a  College,  which,  so  &r  as 
the  State  was  concerned,  was  to  be  abo- 
lished? The  vested  interest  of  the  stu- 
dent was  B  right  to  be  maintained, 
lodged,  and  educated  free  during  a  cer- 
tain number  of  years,  and  how  could  he 
be  compensated  except  by  paying  him 
that  amount  of  money  which  would  pro- 
vide for  him  outside  the  College,  all  that 
was  provided  now  for  him  within  it. 
And  what  cost  would  this  entail  ?  He 
believed  that,  if  sent  into  the  world  to 
provide  for  himself  individually,  it  would 
cost  the  Maynooth  student  at  least  three 
times  as  much  as  hie  present  main- 
tenance in  Maynooth.  The  ordinaiy 
Maynooth  course  is  eight  years,  but 
taMng  the  average  course  for  all  the 
present  students  at  five  years,  the  Com- 
mittee would  see  that  three  times  five  or 
fifteen  years'  purchase  should,  if  he  were 
right  in  his  calculation,  be  paid  to  the 
students  for  the  withdrawal  of  the  grant. 
But,  supposing  this  were  agreed  to,  would 
the  principle  of  the  Bill  be  carried  out? 
If  the  money  was  given  in  this  way  the 
student  might  squander  it  away  on  his 
own  pleasure  and  not  devote  it  to  his 
education.  The  payment  in  this  way 
could  not  be  accompanied  by  any  con- 
dition of  a  discharge  of  any  duty,  yet 
this  was  an  essential  principle  in  the 
treatment  of  the  E^stablished  Church 
clerey.  Neither  the  Professors  nor  the 
etut&nts  in  Maynooth  had  any  right  to 
compensation,  except  upon  fiiUIling  the 
comUtions  upon  ^uch  the  grant  was 
made,  and  it  would  be  impossible  to  at- 
tach these  conditions  to  annuities  paid 
to  individuals  when  the  institution  was 
broken  up.  The  only  possible  way  of 
canying  out  the  same  principle  as  re- 
gards Maynooth,  which  was  proposed 
with  respect  to  the  Anglican  Church,  was 
the  proposal  in  (he  Bifl — namely,  to  cal- 
culate me  gross  amount  that  ^ould  be 
paid  by  way  of  compensation  aud  to 
hand  it  over  to  the  Trustees  of  the  Col- 
lege— the  only  body  with  which  Parlia- 
ment had  anything  to  do,  and  then  let 
them  be  bound  to  see  that  the  funds 
were  administered  fbr  the  purposes  for 
which  they  were  granted.  The  Trustees 
might  be  able  to  require  the  disohatge 


of  a  duty  as  a  condition  of  the  payment, 
but  Hxe  Government  certainly  could  not, 
and  therefore  he  said  that  to  compare 
the  position  of  the  Maynooth  Professors 
and  students  with  that  of  the  clergy  of 
the  Anglican  Church  was  to  compare  two 
positions  not  in  any  way  similar.  Then, 
again,  there  was  no  right  more  clearly 
recognized  than  the  right  of  the  Church 
Body  to  enter  into  arraagements  which 
might  be  advantageous  for  its  own  in- 
terests ;  and  he  wished  to  know  whether 
the  Boman  Catholics  were  not  to  be  al- 
lowed the  same  rights.  Further,  he 
would  remind  hon.  Qentlemen  opposite 
that  though  Trinity  College  was  not  in 
this  Bill,  yet  the  case  of  that  College  was 
postponed,  not  decided,  and  if  objections 
were  made  to  the  course  of  the  Govern- 
ment, they  would  be  raising  ugly  ques- 
tions, which  would  be  brought  against 
that  institution  at  some  future  time.  He 
thought  hon.  Gentlemen  ought  to  be 
cautious  what  course  they  took  in  this 
matter;  they  ought  to  remember  that 
this  was  not  a  religious  but  an  educa- 
tional endowment,  and  that,  while  it  was 
interfered  with,  other  similar  endowments 
in  Ireland  were  left  untouched.     He  ex- 

Eressed  his  belief  that  the  Eoman  Catho- 
cs  were  not  treated  with  any  partiality, 
and  that  they  would  be  willing  to  ex- 
change positions  with  the  AngHcans. 
Believing  that  the  proposal  of  the  Go- 
vernment was  not  only  a  reasonable  one, 
but  the  only  one  which  could  have  been 
adopted  in  conformify  with  the  other 
clauses  of  the  BiU,  he  should  give  it  his 
support. 

Mb.  GLADSTONE  said,  he  did  not 
know  whether  it  was  the  intention  of 
the  Committee  to  prosecute  the  debate, 
and  decide  the  question  upon  the  Amend- 
ment of  the  hon.  Baronet  (Sir  Geoi^ 
Jenkinaon),  or  whether  it  was  the  desire 
of  the  Committee  rather  to  take  the  de- 
bate and  the  division  upon  the  Motion 
of  his  hon.  Friend  the  Memberfor  Kirk- 
caldy (Mr.  Aytoun).  It  was  desirable 
that  they  should  come  to  an  understand- 
ing upon  that  point,  because  the  ground- 
work of  the  two  debates  would  be  pre- 
cisely the  same  for  every  substantial 
purpose;  and  he  rather  believed  his 
hon.  Friend  intended  to  move  his  Amend- 
ment. [Mr.  SiBOiAiR  ATTOuif  signified 
his  assent.]  Ke  would  suggest  that 
this  Motion  should  now  be  disposed  of, 
that  he  should  then  move  one  or  two 
verbal  Amendments  which  were  neces- 
IContmitUt—Clauu  39. 
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sary  to  put  the  clause  into  sliape,  and 
that  then  they  should  report  Frogresfion 
the  Motion  of  die  hon.  Member  for 
Eirkoaldy. 

Sir  EAINALD  KNIGHTLBY  wished 
to  bnow  what  was  the  order  of  discussion. 
Suppose  the  Motion  of  the  hon.  Member 
for  Wiltshirs  were  rejected,  would  the 
hon.  Member  for  Kirkcaldy  be  in  a  posi- 
tion to  move  his  Amendment,  which  was 
included  in  it  ? 

The  chairman  e:qplained  tliat 
fliough  the  Motion  of  the  hon.  Baronet 
the  Member  for  Wiltshire  was  ttie  o 
eion  of  four  lines  which  went  OTer  the 
words  objected  to  in  the  Amendment 
the  hon.  Member  for  Kirkcaldy,  yet 
that  Amendment  would  be  eo  put  &om 
the  Chair  tliat  when  disposed  of,  it 
would  still  leave  room  for  the  hon. 
Member  for  Kirkcaldy's  Amendment 
and  for  another  that  was  on  the  Paper. 

Me.  NEWDEGATE  said,  if  they 
were  to  decide  the  hon.  Baronet's 
Amendment  now,  it  would  virtually  cut 
the  debate,  because  the  speech  of  the 
hon.  Gentleman  opposite  (The  O'Conor 
Don)  covered  the  whole  ground  of  the 
Bill.  He  presumed  that  the  Oommittee 
did  not  intend  that  this  question  of 
Maynooth  should  be  decided  without 
a  fair  debate.  He  did  not  know  whe- 
ther the  hon.  Baronet  would  witb- 
draw  his  Amendment ;  but  he  thought 
the  Committee  ought  now  to  report 
Progress. 

Mr.  8INCLAIE  AYTOUN  appealed 
to  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  First 
Minister  to  consent  to  the  adjournment 
of  the  debate. 

Mk.  GLADSTONE  concurred  with 
the  hon;  Member  for  North  Warwick- 
shire that  this  question  ought  to  be 
fairly  discussed.  Nothing  could  be 
more  desirable  than  that  Uiere  should 
be  a  discussion,  but  nothing  could  be 
more  flat  or  more  unsatiBfactory  than 
two  discussions  following  one  another 
upon  what  was  virtually  the  same  sub- 
ject. Therefore,  what  he  suggested  was 
that  the  hon.  Baronet  the  Member  for 
Wiltshire  should  allow  the  Committee 
to  at  once  dispose  of  his  Amendment,  or 
that  he  should  withdraw  it.  Then,  as 
he  had  said,  he  would  move  some  Amend- 
ments of  a  formal  character,  and  report 
Progress,  and  his  hon.  Friend  (Mr.' 
Aytoun)  might  bring  forward  his 
Amendment  on  Thursday  next  at  half- 
paot  four  o'clock.  | 

Mr.  GUidslone.  ' 


8m  QEOEGE  JENKTNSON  said, 
he  was  as  aiudous  as  any  one  that  this 

nstiou  should  be  fiilly  debated.  His 
endment  was  one  of  principle.  He 
objected  to  any  portion  of  the  fonds  (^ 
the  Irish  Protestant  Church  being  taken 
toendowtheCollegeofMaynooth.  These 
were  his  principles,  and  he  was  not 
ashamed  of  them.  The  Amendment  of 
the  hon.  Member  for  Kirkcaldy  (Mr. 
Aytoun)  differed  from  his.  That  hon. 
Gentleman  proposed  to  take  some  of 
those  fimds  and  to  partly  endow  that 
College  with  them.  There  they  were  at 
issue.  He  wanted  some  expression  of 
opinion  from,  the  front  Bench  on  the 
exposition  side  of  the  House.  It  was 
of  importance  to  have  an  expression  of 

linion  from  those  who  led  that  party. 

)  that  opinion  he  would  defer. 

Me.  GLADSTONE  said,  the  hon. 
Baronet  evidently  thought  it  desirable 
t«  proceed  with  his  Amendment.  [Sir 
Geoboe  JENKursoif :  I  did  not  say  that.] 
He  could  not  deny  that  the  Motion  of 
the  hon.  Baronet  raised  the  whole  prin- 
ciple ;  and,  therefore,  he  thought  the 
only  course  open  to  them  was  to  take 
the  debate  on  the  Motion  be  had  made. 

Sra  JOHN  PAKINGTON  said,  there 
could  be  no  doubt  that  t>iiB  subj  ect  ought 
to  be  fHilly  and  fairly  debated,  especially 
after  the  speech  they  had  just  he^  from 
tlie  hon.  Member  for  Boscommon  (The 
O'Conor  Don).  He  thought  the  course 
suggested  by  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
at  t£e  head  of  the  Government  would  be 
the  better  one — ^munely,  that  his  hon. 
Friend  (Sir  George  JenMnson)  should 
withdraw  his  Amendment,  and  that  the 
hon.  Member  for  Kirkcaldy  (Mr.  Aytoun) 
should  move  his  on  Thursday.    ["No, 

Me.  CONOLLY  contended  that  the 
question  raised  by  his  hon.  Friend  the 
Membw  for  Wilt^iire  end  tlie  question 
raised  by  the  Motion  of  the  hon.  Gen- 
tleman opposite  were  not  the  same.  The 
large  question  was  raised  by  his  hon. 
Friend  the  Member  for  Wiltshire,  to 
which  the  other  question  was  entirely 
subordinate.  Therefore,  if  the  hon. 
Member  for  Kirkcaldy  chose  to  address 
the  House,  he  would  be  within  the  ques- 
tion before  ibe  House,  and  entirely  in 
Order. 

Mb.  GLADSTONE  rose  to  move  that 
the  Chairman  report  Progress.  He  had 
no  choice,  and  he  would  only  say  this — 
that  if  thev  should  have  to  oonbnoe  ths 
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discoaaioii,  and  oonduct  it  fairly  and 
folly  tliroughout  upon  this  Uotion,  he 
trusted  to  Jub  hon.  Friend'a  Hndness 
that  he  would  not  tumecessarily  raise  a 
fresh  discoBsioii  after  the  Ooinmitt«e  had 
decided  the  Uotion  of  the  hon.  Baronet. 
He  wished  to  give  notice  that,  on  the 
postponed  clause,  No.  3,  he  would  pro- 
pose to  insert  the  namee  of  the  Conunis- 
aioners  under  the  Bill.  The  three  names 
were— Viscount  Monck,  the  Right  Hon. 
James  Anthony  Lawson  (one  of  the 
Judges  of  the  Court  of  Common  Fleas 
in  Ireland),  and  (George  Alexander 
Hamilt<Hi,  £aq. 

House  rnumtd. 

Committee  repent  Progress;    to    sit 
again  upon  7%tirM<iy. 


LIGHT  DUES.— EBSOLUTION. 
Hx.  HEADLAM,  in  rising  to  more 
the  B«fiolution  of  which  he  had  given 
notioe,  Baid,  that  the  Bubject  he  had  to 
bring  fijrward  was  one  which  deeply 
concerned  a.  cIbsb  which  was  designated 
the  shipping  interest,  and  which  com- 
prised as  well  all  those  who  had  in- 
Tested  their  money  in  the  construotion 
oS  our  mercantile  marine,  e«  those  who 
in  the  language  of  the  Psalmist — "  Go 


A 


j>  waters.  The  grier- 
ance  of  which  they  complained  was, 
that,  whereas  this  country  more  or  less 
effectually  dischaif^  the  duty  common 
to  all  ciTJJized  nations — namely,  the  duty 
ot  lighting  the  promontories  and  dan- 
gerous rodts  upon  our  coasts,  of  sound- 
ing  the  shoals  and  placing  beacons  and 
bnoye  upon  them,  and  thus  marking 
out  the  pathway  of  the  ocean,  yet — not 
following  the  example  of  other  great 
maritdme  nations — it  imposed  the  whole 
oost  of  the  performance  of  tibis  great 
duty  to  mankind  partly  upon  foreign 
ships  and  partly  upon  the  ships  of  ourown 
country.  His  complaint  was  two-fold. 
In  the  first  place,  without  questioning 
the  merits  or  demerits  of  the  Trinity 
House,  the  shipping  interest  had  good 
1  to  comphun — that  this  great  na- 


body,  Bubject  to  no  control,  and  upon 
whom  htUe  responsibility  waa  oast — 
and,  in  the  second  place,  they  had  a 
right  t»  complain  that  this  great  duty 
was  not  in  uiiB  country  di«£arged  1^ 


the  oountiy  at  large,  but  imposed  upon 
one  particular  interest.  What  he  asked 
for  was  that  the  Govemment  should, 
on  its  own  responsibiHt;,  undertake  this 
duty ;  and,  secondly,  that  the  cost  of  the 
lights  upon  the  Bhores  of  the  country — 
oontradistinguiBhed  from  the  lights  in 
particular  harbours — should  be  defrayed 
out  of  the  general  revenue  of  the  conn- 
by.  It  was  imposBible  to  exaggerate 
the  value  to  the  country  of  the  Bums 
ended  by  the  shipping  iatereet  In 
iting  the  coaet  and  sounding  the  ocean 
ig  the  shores.  From  the  earliest 
times  all  the  expense  of  making  light- 
houses—  many  of  them  very  costly  — 
all  the  expense  of  sounding  the  ocean 
had  been  wholly  imposed  upon  and  de- 
frayed bj  this  great  interest.  But  the 
matter  did  not  rest  there.  Through  the 
careleaaness  of  the  country,  the  Imtimate 
costs  had  been  increased  four-fdLd.  The 
partzcular  body  to  whom  this  tmat  had 
been  confided  had  spent  sums  almost 
b^ond  calculation,  which  had  not  been 
invested  in  the  r^iular  dtBcharge  of  this 
du^.  Uoraover,  the  Gtovemment  itself 
had  been  a  party  to  the  most  lavish  ex- 
penditure. He  would  give  a  few  illus- 
traliona  of  the  infinite  value  of  the  in- 
vesimente  made  by  the  shipping  interest 
for  the  benefit  of  the  community  at 
large.  Let  them  go  back  to  the  past 
and  consider  what  would  have  been  the 
navigation  round  our  coasts  had  it  not 
been  for  the  sums  thus  invested.  Now, 
a  summer  voyage  round  the  coast  waa 
OB  ea^  and  pleasant  a  thing  as  could  he 
imagined — ^it  was  in  reahty  an  adven- 
ture for  any  luxurious  gentleman  in  his 
own  yacht,  without  danger  and  without 
difficulty.  The  coast  was  made  deaf 
for  him  by  night  and  by  day ;  and  were 
it  not  for  tnis  modem  institution  — 
in  some  respects  it  was  modem — it 
would  be  impossible  to  conceive  the  dif- 
ficulty incident  to  a  voyage  of  this  na- 
ture. There  was  a  description,  and  a 
most  graphic  one,  given  by  the  greatest 
of  anaent  historians,  Tacitus,  of  a  voyage 
made  by  Agrioola  round  the  shores  of 
this  island,  which  showed  what  it  was  in 
those  days,  when  they  had  to  grope 
out  their  way  in  darkness,  and  how 
great  were  the  horrors  and  difficulties 
of  the  navigation.  Suppose  that  any  hon. 
If  ember  of  that  House  were  to  come  in 
his  yacht  across  the  Atlantic  end  were 
to  enter  the  Etwllsh  Channel  he  would 
find  that,  partfy*!?  lights  <m  his  left 
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hand  and  partly  by  liglite  on  hie  right, 
ererything  was  made  clear ;  by  knowing 
a  little  of  the  art  of  navigation  he  would 
be  able  to  dietingaish  exactly  where  he 
was,  and  might  by  the  aid  of  a  good 
chart,  almost  know  how  many,  fathoms 
of  water  he  had  beneath  him:  let  him 
turn  to  the  right  or  to  the  left  and  enter 
any  harbour  on  either  side,  no  charge 
would  be  imposed  upon  bim  for  this 
great  benefit,  because  the  vessel  in  which 
he  was  sailing  was  constructed  for  plea- 
sure and  not  for  profit.  Or  snppose  he 
made  his  voyage  in  a  vessel  of  war — 
a  kind  of  bird  of  prey,  constructed  at 
infinite  expense  merely  for  doing  mis- 
chief to  mankind, — wnether  again  he 
entered  into  any  harbour  on  the  right 
or  the  left,  no  charge  whatever  would 
be  made.  But  suppose  he  came  in 
a  merchant  vessel,  or  in  one  of  those 
great  ocean  steamers  which  unite  the 
ends  of  the  earth,  and  which  bring 
kindness  and  good-will  wherever  they 
go,  if  he  turned  to  the  right  and  entered 
the  French  ports  no  charge  would  be 
made;  if  ho  paased  fiirther  on  to  any 
of  the  shores  of  Europe  the  case 
was  the  same ;  but  if  the  vessel  turned 
to  the  left  and  entered  the  Thames 
or  any  other  of  the  porta  of  thia  coun- 
try, as  soon  ob  the  cai^  was  cleared 
a  bill  of  cost  for  the  lights  would  be 
sent  in.  How  did  this  state  of  things 
grow  up  ?  The  history  of  the  light- 
houses was  eminently  characterietic  of 
the  country.  It  showed  no  forethought 
on  the  part  of  the  ExecutiTe.  The  &o- 
vemment  did  nothing  to  contribute  to  it. 
They  commenced  by  granting  the  privi- 
lege of  erecting  lights  along  the  coasts 
to  the  Lord  Hi^h  Admiral.  On  its  sur- 
render by  Lord  Howard  of  Effingham 
means  were  taken  to  vest  it  in  one  of 
the  great  Oily  companies — ^the  Trinity 
House.  They  had  the  power  of  putting 
Up  hghts  along  the  coast,  and  no  doubt 
they  did  some  valuable  service,  and  they 
spent  their  money  like  gentlemen  ;  but 
they  chai^d  the  ^pping  infinitely  more 
thaJi  the  cost ;  the  surplus  they  employed 
partly  in  badly-administered  »yiarity,  and 
partly  in  veiy  magnificent  hospitality. 
They  were  subject  to  no  control ;  no  ac- 
count was  taken  of  their  funds,  and  they 
acted  in  the  spirit  of  the  times  in  which 
they  lived.  The  Government  never  con- 
trohed  or  investigated  the  expenditure , 
but  firom  time  to  time  they  made  special 
charters  to  friends  of  their  owtl  for  the 
Mr.HMdlm 


erection  of  private  hghthouses  along  Uie 
coast,  with  powers  of  indefinite  taxation 
over  the  ships  that  passed  them.  This 
custom  having  sprung  up,  the  next  ques- 
tion came  to  be  now  these  proprietors  of 
private  lighthouses  were  to  be  got  rid 
of,  and  Government,  which  had  made 
such  improvident  grants,  considered  them 
as  vested  rights  which  ought  to  be  bought 
up ;  and  the  unfortunate  shipping  inte- 
rest had  to  pay  not  only  for  the  bwA  fide 
work  done,  but  for  all  the  charities  of 
the  Trinity  House,  for  all  tho  improvi- 
dent leases,  and  for  all  the  hospitality  of 
the  Board.  Buch  was  the  state  of  thiiigs 
down  to  1834,  when  the  subject  was 
taken  up  by  the  late  Mr.  Hume,  who 
well  deserved  a  tribute  of  admiration  for 
sincerity,  eamestnes^  and  perse- 
verance of  his  exertions  in  relation  to 
the  lighthouses  of  this  country  and  the 
charges  on  the  shipping  interest.  Mr. 
Hume  grappled  most  anccessfully  with 
the  subject.  He  obtained  the  appoint- 
ment of  a  Committee  in  1834,  whiui  did 
eminently  good  service.  Then  first  com- 
menced tiie  improvement  of  the  system. 
They  made  a  Beport  well  worthy  of 
perusal,  from  which  it  appeared,  among 
other  things,  that  certain  lights  in  parts  rf 
the  United  Kingdom  were  conducted  on  a 
different  principle  to  others.  There  was  a 
division  between  the  pubhc  general  lighto 
and  the  local  ajid  harbour  lights.  He  fol- 
lowed the  distinction  made  by  that  Com- 
mittee ;  and  it  was  with  the  public  lighte 
alone  that  he  proposed  to  deal,  and  with 
respect  to  which  he  asked  the  decision  of 
the  House.  The  expenses  of  these  lights 
were  paid  for  by  British  and  foreign 
shipping,  whereas  harbour  lights  were 
paid  for  by  local  bodies,  ^e  Ccmi- 
mittee  recommended  that  the  improvi- 
dent leases  should  be  bought  up,  and 
that  power  should  be  given  to  the  Trinity 
House  to  buy  up  the  private  lights. 
Thia  stete  of  things  continued  &om  1636 
to  1845.  Curing  the  interval  the  Tri- 
ni^  House  had  Dought  up  many  of  the 
private  lights,  and  brought  things  into 
a  better  state.  The  recommendadons  of 
that  Committee  were  embodied  in  the 
Act  of  1846,  which  gave  am^e  powers 
to  the  Trinity  House.  Mr.  Hume,  not 
satisfied  with  the  great  boon  which  had 
been  conferred  on  the  trading  portion  of 
the  community  by  the  exertions  he  had 
made,  returned  to  the  subject  in  1845, 
and  got  a  most  important  Committee  ap- 
pointed to  investigate  the  subject.    The 


153  Light  Dim—  (May  4,  1869J 

firat  Besolution  to  whidh  it  came  iraa 
this — that  the  charges   paid    for  light 


SMohtioH. 


154 


duOB  pressed  very  heavUy  on  the  com- 
mercial shipping  of  the  coimtry,  espe- 
cially on  the  coasting  trade,  and  sound 
policy  required  that  every  practicable 
relief  should  be  given.  The  next  Beso- 
lution was  still  more  important — that 
all  expenses  for  the  erection  and  main- 
tenance of  lighthouses,  floating  lights, 
buoya,  and  beacons  on  the  coasts  of  the 
United  Kingdom  should  henceforth  be 
defrayed  out  of  the  revenue  ofthe  United 
Kingdom.  The  authority  of  the  Com- 
mittee of  1645  was,  therefore,  in  favour 
of  the  proposition  he  waa  about  to  sub- 
mit to  the  House.  The  recommenda- 
tions of  that  Committee  were  not  carried 
into  effect,  and  another  Committee 
the  same  subject  sat  in  1S60.  This  last 
Committee  affirmed  the  Besolutions  of 
the  previoua  Committee,  and  expressed 
an  opinion  that  the  lighting  of  the  shores 
of  this  country  was  an  Imperial  duty, 
and  recommended  that  the  nation  gene- 
rally should  take  on  itself  the  payment 
of  the  light  charges,  assuming  at  the 
same  time  the  man^ement  of  ^e  light- 
houses. They  stated  that  the  value  of 
the  Act  of  1836  was  shown  by  the  fact 
that  £1,250,000  had  been  paid  by  the 
shipping  intorest  in  buying  up  the  im- 
provident grants  made  by  the  difTerent 
Governments  of  this  country ;  and  they 
also  observed  that  the  mere  interest  of 
the  money  paid  by  the  shipping  interest 
on  account  of  hghts  woiud  be  suffi- 
cient to  keep  up  all  the  lighthouses. 
It  did  not  seem  to  him  unreasonable 
that  the  House  should  act  upon  the  re- 
commendatiou  of  these  Committees.  He 
begged  the  House  to  consider  the  posi- 
tion which  this  countiy  assumed  in  the 
eyes  of  foreign  nations  in  consequence 
of  the  practice  now  pursued.  Other 
great  maritime  nations  did  not  adopt  the 
aamo  course  as  England  in  respect  to 
this  matter.  They  performed  the  duty 
of  lighting  the  shores  of  their  territories 
fbr  uie  ben^t  of  their  own  people,  and 
for  the  benefit  of  mankind  m  general ; 
and  yet  this  country,  the  greatest  oom- 
merdal  nation  in  the  world  —  lagged 
behind  other  maritime  countries,  \diich 
adopted  a  more  liberal  policy  on  this 
subject.  He  knew  by  experience  how 
the  existing  system  of  dealing  with 
Ughthouses  worked  against  this  country. 
1^0  question  had  been  brought  under 
the  conaideiiition  of  Lord  Falmerston 


by  Mr.  Abbot  Lawrence,  tho  A 
Minister,  two  years  after  the  repeal  of 
the  Navigation  Laws.  France  had  acted 
in  a  manner  similar  to  America,  and  had 
taken  all  the  chains  off  their  shipping. 
His  friends  in  Newcastle,  the  other  day, 
took  advantage  of  the  presence  of  the 
American  Minister  amongst  them,  to  ask 
>iiTn  to  do  all  he  could  to  promote  Free 
Trade  in  America.  The  Minister,  how- 
ever, in  reply,  took  advantage  of  the 
manner  in  which  we  treated  foreign 
ships  in  this  country  by  our  Ught  dues, 
as  a  reason  for  not  extending^  to  us 
the  benefits  of  Free  Trade.  He  (Mr. 
Heodlam)  thereupon  said  he  would  un- 
dertake to  do  hie  utmost  to  place  our 
lighthouses  on  a  better  system,  and  he 
hoped  that  his  Excellency  would  do  his 
best  in  favour  of  Free  Trade  in  the 
United  States.  It  vaa  not  easy  to  get 
at  the  precise  amotint  of  the  charge  thus 
levied  upon  shipping.  There  was  such 
an  absence  of  system,  and  we  trusted  so 
imphcitly  to  the  Trinity  House,  that  we 
had  no  very  accurate  accounts ;  and  the 

E resent  income  and  expenditure  of  the 
ght  funds  were  not  given  with  miaute- 
ness,  but  merely  as  an  item  in  the  ge- 
neral accounts  of  the  mercantile  marine 
fund.  In  1867,  the  amount  actually  re- 
ceived in  England,  Scotland,  and  Ire- 
land, in  respect  of  this  impost,  was 
£326,0001  the  expenditure  was£301,000, 
and  there  were  works  in  that  year  which 
absorbed  the  sum  of  £60,000.  He  did 
not  wish  to  lead  the  House  to  suppose 
that  he  stated  this  with  perfect  ac- 
curacy, but  the  precise  amount  was  not 
material  to  his  case.  Many  hghthouees, 
of  which  the  receipts  were  included  in 
this  Return,  would,  in  reality,  come 
under  the  head  of  harbour-lights,  so 
that  the  amount  would  not  be  quite  so 
much  as  he  had  stated ;  but  it  might  be 
taken  at  somewhat  above  £300,000, 
with  the  same  general  tendency  to  in- 
crease as  belonged  to  all  such  imposts. 
Let  them  now  consider  what  was  Ukely 
to  be  our  position  if  the  produce  of  this 
tax  were  transferred  as  a  charge  on  the 
Consolidated  Fund.  Upon  whom  did 
the  tax  fall  at  the  present  moment?  Ac- 
cording to  the  Betums  of  the  Trinity 
House,  28  per  cent  was  paid  by  foreign 
ships.  Some  persons  might  say  it  was 
a  good  thing  to  have  the  cost  of  our 
lighthouses  defrayed  by  foreigners.  It 
seemed  to  him  to  be  about  as  wise  a 
thing  aa  if  a  shopkeeper  were  to  impose 
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a  tar  tm  the  cuBtomers  who  came  to  his 
shop  in  order  that  the;  might  pay  for 
&oiIity  of  access  to  bis  door,  ^e  im- 
medisj«  effect  of  the  tax  thus  imposed 
on  foreign  Bhipa  neoeasarily  was  to  drive 
thJem  away  &om  our  harbours.  We 
should  know  beforehand  that  it  would 
be  so;  but  he  was  in  a  position  to  pn^e, 
by  instances  within  his  own  knowledge, 
that  it  had  that  effect,  and  was  con- 
stantly producing  it.  He  held  in  hie 
hand  a  complaint  made  to  a  foreign  con- 
Bul  at  Newcastle  under  these  circum- 
stanoee.  A  vessel  had  ^ne  from  France 
to  Antwerp,  where  she  discharged  her 
cargo,  and  not  having  focilitiee  for  get- 
ting a  return  oaiwo  at  Antwerp  eho  came 
to  the  Tyne  for  that  purpoae.  She  had 
two  or  three  boxes  on  board,  which  she 
was  going  to  tako  to  her  ultimate  des- 
tdnalaon ;  and  the  fact  that  she  had  these 
two  or  three  boxes  on  board — thangh 
they  were  not  to  be  opened — ^was  hdd 
to  take  her  out  of  the  category  of  vessels 
in  ballast,  so  that  even  when  she  was 
taking  in  hor  car«o,  she  was  charged 
the  fiUl  amount  of  light  dues.  The  sUp- 
master  very  naturally  made  a  complaint 
to  the  coneiil  of  having  to  pay  a  heavy 
sum,  which  quite  did  away  with  all  the 
profits  of  the  transaction.  We  got  our 
money — the  light  dues  were  paid — but 
we  might  dep^id  upon  ono  thing,  that 
we  should  not  have  that  ship  back  again. 
The  Trini^  House  took  such  a  case  as 
in  reality  an  argument  in  its  iavour.  A 
vessel  came  to  Havre,  and  would,  in  the 
natural  course  of  things,  oome  to  this 
country  for  a  return  cargo ;  but,  Mght- 
ened  by  the  light  dues,  she  stayed  in 
Havre,  and  got  a  certain  amount  of 

Csent  to  her  from  this  country, 
which  in  fact  kept  a  vessel  from 
resorting  to  our  harbours,  was  quoted 
by  the  Trinily  House  as  an  argument 
on  its  side,  and  we  might  be  certain  that 
if  this  took  place  with  one  ship,  it  took 
place  with  many.  As  to  the  incidence 
of  this  tax,  it  was  paid  partly  by  the 
people  of  thja  country,  and  partly  by  the 
ahipping  interest;  undoubtedly,  in  the 
first  instance,  by  the  shipping  intorert, 
and  was  therefore  a  great  hardship  to 
them,  though  they  might  get  a  portion 
of  it  back.  He  would  not  quarrel  with 
his  right  hon.  IViend  the  President  <rf 
the  Board  of  Trade,  or  with  the  Chan- 
cellor of  the  Exchequer,  on  this  sul^ect, 
but  he  foond  that  the  Chancellor  of  the 
Exchequer  himself  declared  that  "part 
Mr,  fftadiam 
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of  it  undoubtedly  fell  c 
interest,  and  part  on  i 
What  he  wished  to  impress  on  the  House 
was,  that  if  these  chai^ies  were  placed 
on  the  Consolidated  IWd,  there  would 
be  no  additional  burden  upon  the  people 
of  this  oountry,  and  for  this  reason  — 
At  the  present  moment  the  price  to  the 
consumer  of  every  article  imported  by 
a  ship  must  necessarily  cover  the  whole 
of  the  chains  upon  it — not  only  the 
original  cost  of  the  article,  but  freight 
ana  light  dues,  aa  well  as  the  dealer's 
profits.  If  his  right  hon.  Friend  were 
to  raise  his  imposts  slightly,  so  as  to 
meet  all  the  charges  now  placed  on  the 
consumer,  it  would  not  increase  Ulo 
price,  since  the  consumer  already  paid 
them  in  a  roundabout  way,  and  if  the 
amount  of  £300,000  were  taken  on  to 
general  revenue  of  the  countty,  the 
change  would,  in  reality,  be  beneficial 
to  all  parties.  The  House  would  be 
surpriseil  at  the  inequality  and  injus- 
tice of  the  distribution  of  t^'i"  tax.  It 
came  chiefly  upon  the  poorer  class  of 
shipping — ^e  coasting  trade  —  and  it 
was  chu'ged  by  the  tonnage,  which  had 
httle  reference  to  the  value  of  the  cargo; 
consequently,  a  vessel  of  considerable 
tonnc^,  but  laden  with  a  cai^  of  small 
value,  paid  an  amount  which  increased 
its  freight  immensely.  Upon  bulky  ar- 
ticles, such  as  ooal  and  com,  the  tax  ope- 
rated most  oppressively,  though  on  vaJn- 
able  caif^oes  from  foreign  countries  it 
was  little  felt.  Again,  it  was  very  hea^ 
on  steam  vessels  aa  compared  with  sail- 
ing vessels.  Harbour  dues  were  only  paid 
six  times  in  a  year,  but  light  dues  were 


paid 
light 


mar.  The  Trinity  House  said  that  all 
these  things  might  be  rectified,  but  such  a 
body  had  really  no  power  to  reetiiy  them. 
The  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer,  in 
bringing  forward  his  Budget,  spoke  oon- 
vincingly  of  the  advantage  of  making  this 
oountiy  the  general  ^itrep6l  for  the  bade 
of  the  world,  and  asked  them  for  that 
purpose  to  take  off,  not  the  compara- 
tively small  amount  of  £300,000,  but 
the  much  larger  sum  of  £900,000,  pro- 
duced by  the  registration  or  1(.  dues 
on  com.  The  right  hon.  Qentleman  had 
pointed  out  very  truly  the  magnificent 
geographical  positton  we  occupied  for 
a  trade  of  this  description,  and  said  that 
if  com  were  entirely  free,  England 
would  {ffobably  be  the  oentre  from  which 
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com  would  be  distributed.  He  (Mr. 
Headlom)  supported  that  propOBition ; 
bat,  at  the  same  time,  he  would  t€ill  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  that  those  petty 
light  duee  were  infinitely  of  neater  con- 
aequenoe  than  the  regijtratioii  daty  on 
oora,  inasmuch,  as  the  efilect  of  the  former 
iraa  to  drive  away  ten  foreign  veseels 
fi:«m  our  ehoree  for  the  one  dnven  away 
by  the  registration  com  duly.  If,  there- 
fore, he  voted  with  the  Chancellor  of  the 
Exchequer — as  he  hoped  to  do — for  re- 
mitting £900,000  a  year  on  com,  he 
aaked  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  to  oup- 
port  him  In  placing  this  £300,000  on 
the  Consolidated  Fimd. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
"  That  it  ii  ths  opinion  of  thii  Hoiue,  thkt  the 
pnotioe  of  ohirging  upon  the  ahipplng  of  thi> 
Oaunti7  Bod  the  ihippia;  of  Foraign  Nation)  the 
eoet  of  maintainlDg  the  Ligiili,  BaoT*.  and  Bea- 
ooni  whieh  light  ind  proteot  the  ahorai  of  (ha 
Uoited  Kingdom  ihould  ottu,  u  being  >  praotioe 
nnvorthj  or  ■  great  maritime  nitiOD  whoie  ihips 
■re  afforded  the  dm  of  ths  Light*  of  other  Coun- 
triet  free  of  all  aipenn." — {Mr.  Headlam.) 

Mb.  EASTWICK  smd,  that  he  repre- 
sented a  oonstitueucy  which  waa  greatly 
interested  in  this  question.  He  need  not 
tell  the  House,  that  few  ports,  if  any, 
were  more  resorted  to  by  merchant  ship- 
111  g  than  Falmouth,  and  extreme  dis- 
satiefaction  was  expreseed  there  with 
'  regard  to  lighthouse  dues  and  the  mode 
in  which  they  were  levied.  The  Trinity 
House  had,  in  his  opinion,  laid  them- 
selves opea  to  animadversion,  because 
they  had  f^ed  to  publish  intelligible 
acoonnte,  which,  as  trustees  of  public 
money,  they  ought  to  have  done,  and 
because  they  had  for  a  long  period  al- 
lowed &e  BUrpluB  accruing  £rom  those 
dues  to  be  paid  over  in  ohari^.  He 
thought  that  a  vety  objectionable  and 
anomalous  course.  Had  the  money  been 
ftinded  we  should  now  be  in  a  position 
to  pay  a  considerable  portion  of  the 
expensee  of  our  lighthouses  out  of  the  in- 
terest which  would  be  derived  &om  that 
source.  For  several  reasons  the  light- 
houses ought,  he  contended  to  be  main- 
tained out  of  the  Consolidated  Fund. 
The  funds,  if  administered  by  the 
Government,  would,  he  thought,  be 
likely  to  be  administered  more  economi- 
cally, and  in  the  next  place,  he  did  not 
see  Ikow  it  was  possible  that  nnfEiimess 
could  be  avoided  under  the  present  sys- 
tem, under  the  operation  of  which  vessels 
of  tiie  Boyal  Navy  paid  no  dues,  while 


steamers  and  sailing  vessels  paid  at  the 
same  rate.  The  charge  could  not  be  ap- 
portioned fairly,  too,  on  merely  eosating 
veseels  and  those  which  took  long  voy- 
ages. He  understood  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman,  who  introduced  this  ques- 
tion, to  say  that  Lord  Falmerston  bad 
been  opposed  to  exempting  vessels  from 
the  paym»it  of  light  dues ;  but,  if  he  re- 
membered right,  that  noble  Lord  had,  on 
one  occasion  at  least,  expressed  himself 
as  favouring  such  a  proposal.  Lord 
Falmerston  said,  in  fact,  that  so  far  as 
the  keeping  up  of  lighthouses  was  con- 
cerned, the  oountty  ought  to  be  looked 
upon  as  one  great  pariBb,  and  ought,  in 
his  opinion,  to  pay  tor  their  muntenance. 
He  quite  agreed  in  this  view  of  the  mat- 
ter, and  be  felt  bound,  therefore,  to  sup- 
port the  Resolution  of  th6  right  hon. 
Gentleman. 

Mk,  8AUUDA  Bud,  the  question 
really  brou^t  before  the  House  by  his 
right  hon.  Friend  was  who  should  pay 
for  the  maintenance  of  thtwe  lights.  He 
did  not  gather  &om  him  that  he  tiiought 
it  poMihle  to  do  away  with  the  ligats 
themsdves.  Maintained  they  must  be, 
and  l^e  only  question  was  the  source 
&om  which  the  expenses  of  maintaining 
them  were  to  be  gathered.  His  right 
hon.  Friend  contended  that  they  were 
paid  for  &om  the  wrong  source,  and  that 
the  right  souToe  was  the  Consolidated 
Fund  of  the  country.  It  appeared  to 
him,  however,  that  if  such  an  alteration 
were  made,  instead  of  obtaining  Free 
Trade  they  would  actually  obtain  its  re- 
verse, and  that  every  foreign  country 
which  brought  ships  to  otir  wore  would 
be  excluded  &om  paying  those  chafes, 
which  were  adnutt«d  to  be  necessary 
charees,  whilst  the  ships  of  this  country 
itself  would  be  the  only  ones  which 
would  have  to  contribute  to  that  sum. 
That,  he  thought,  would  be  Free  Trade 
run  mad ;  and  he  felt  that  it  would  be 
much  better  to  leave  matters  as  they  now 
stood  than  to  have  such  a  change  as  his 
right  hon.  Friend  proposed.  The  Trinity 
House  had  no  power  whatever  of  obtain- 
ing any  advantage  by  those  dues,  for  all 
surplus  was  now  paid  over  to  the  public 
tiinde. 

ViBcouuT  BTTBT  differed  altogether 
from  the  observation  of  the  hon.  Gen- 
tleman who  had  just  sat  down.  He  had 
said  that  if  those  light  dues  were  charged 
to  the  Consolidated  Fund  the  British 
shipowner  would  have  to  pay  his  quota 
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of  those  light  dues  and  tlie  forei^er 
-would  have  the  adyuitage  of  the  hght 
without  paying.  The  hon.  Qontleman 
seemed  to  forget,  however,  that  when 
the  British  shipowner  went  abroad  and 
used  the  l^hts  of  other  countries  he  ob- 
tained the  veiy  advautage  whioh  the 
foreigner  would  have  on  ooming;  to  our 
diorea,  under  the  Byetem.  propoeed  by 
the  right  hon.  Member  for  Newcastle. 
The  arffument  of  Free  Trade  run  mad 
which  was  used  by  the  hon.  Gentleman 
was  not  maintainable ;  and  even  if  he 
did  object  to  those  expenses  being  paid 
&om  the  Consolidat«d  Fund,  he  had 
placed  hie  argument  entirely  upon  the 
wrong  footing.  For  his  own  part  he 
(Viscount  Bury)  agreed  with  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman,  who  had  brought  for- 
ward the  Motion,  that  it  was  unworthy 
of  a  great  nation  to  collect  by  dribblets  in 
that  manner  the  funds  required  for  the 
lighting  of  its  coast ;  he  tttought  so  be- 
cause belaud  ought  to  be  the  foremost 
and  not  the  hindmost  in  all  questions 
like  that,  and  because  there  was  hardly 
a  civiliised  nation  in  Europe  which  did 
not  charge  the  expenses  of  its  lights 
upon  ite  general  Budget ;  and  there  was 
no  single  nation  whidi  raised  a  tax  of 
the  bind  upon  shipping  instead  of  relying 
upon  funds  raiaed  wi£ia  its  own  domi- 
mons.  He  also  thought  the  way  in 
which  our  lights  were  at  present  admi- 
nistered was  radically  wrong.  He  did 
not  wish  to  run  atilt  against  the  Trinity 
House.  He  believed  that  that  body 
disohai^ed  its  duty  as  well  as  any  body 
similarly  constituted  could  do,  but  the 
position  in  which  that  body  stood  was 
anomalous,  and  he  did  not  tliinV  the 
House  would  continue  to  leave  matters  ae 
they  were.  The  Trinity  House,  ought  he 
thought,  to  become  a  Department  of  the 
Goremment,  and  more  speciallyrespouBi- 
ble  to  the  Government  than  it  was.  The 
management  of  the  lights  of  the  United 
Kingdom  was  vested  in  three  different 
bodies — ^the  Trinity  House,  the  Conmus- 
sionera  of  Northern  Lights,  and  the 
Ballast  Board  of  Ireland.  Every  one  of 
these  bodies  proceeded  on  an  entirely 
different  system,  the  result  being  such  a 
muddle  and  division  of  responsibility 
that  vei7  little  was  done,  and  even  that 
little  was  only  done  at  a  very  neat  cost. 
It  would  be  seen  from  the  Beport  of 
the  Royal  Commission  on  this  subject, 
that  every  maritime  country  except  ours 
charged  ue  expense  of  its  lighthouses  on 
Fwtunt  £wrjf 


funds  raised  every  year  &om  its  internal 
resources.  In  the  United  States  the 
hehts  of  the  country  were  managed  by 
a  board  specially  constituted  for  the  pur- 
pose at  an  expense  which  might  cause 
Englishmen  to  stand  aghast  as  they  con- 
trasted it  with  the  expenditure  at  home. 
In  Norway  they  were  governed  by  an 
inspector  under  a  Qovemment  Depart- 
ment, and  the  cost  borne  by  the  common 
fund  of  the  country.  In  Sweden,  Ham- 
burgh, Spain,  France,  Bussia,  America, 
Austria,  Denmark,  and  HoUand,  the 
lights,  buoys,  and  beacons  were  under 
the  superintendence  of  Boards,  consisting 
of  naval  and  scientific  men,  and  the  cost 
was  defrayed  out  of  the  general  budget 
of  the  country.  It  could  not  be  denied 
that  it  was  most  essential,  when  a  pubho 
object  of  such  importance  was  to  be 
attained,  thats  uch  a  tax  should  be  levied 
with  the  widest  possible  incidence,  and 
with  the  least  possible  interference  with 
the  due  course  of  trade.  The  second 
tmt  he  wished  to  advert  to  was  this — 
!e  did  not  think  the  Trinity  Board 
was  the  proper  body  to  administer  the 
funds  and  manage  the  lights,  buoys, 
and  beacons  of  this  country.  Other  great 
bodies  their  congeners  had  disappeared, 
and  the  last  surviving  charter  was  that 
of  the  Hudson  Bay  Company,  which  was 
approaching  Its  extinction,  and  he  could 
not  see  why  the  Trinity  Board  could  be 
maintained  simply  on  account  of  ite  an- 
tiquity. On  the  whole,  however,  the 
TrmiQ'  Board,  barring  its  wasteftU  ex- 
penditure of  public  money,  for  which  he 
could  not  foigive  it,  had  done  its  work 
veiT  well,  though  not  on  any  system, 
and  of  late  years  without  jobbery, 
though  there  was  a  time  when  the  frmda 
were  administered  with  considerable  mal- 
vereation.  He  only  now  imputed  to  it 
incapacity  to  cany  out  that  for  which  it 
had  no  machinery.  He  should  Uie  to 
see  the  Trinity  Board  converted  into  a 
great  office  of  State,  imder  the  control 
either  of  the  Board  of  Trade  or  First 
Commissioner  of  the  Navy;  because  from 
its  constitution  it  was  not  a  proper  tri- 
bunal to  which  matters  of  this  kind 
ought  to  be  referred.  Of  the  long  list  of 
members  of  the  Trinity  Board  the  greater 
portions  of  them  were  commanders  of  the 
mercantile  navy.  There  were  a  few  mem- 
bers of  the  Boyal  Na^,  and  during  the 
lifetime  of  Professor  Faraday,  who  was 
paid  a  small  salary,  he  was  the  only  sci- 
entifio  man  connected  mth  the  Board ; 
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irliereas,  to  effectually  light  our  coasts, 
a  large  preponderaace  of  tlie  Board 
ought  to  be  men  couversaut  with  science. 
The  CommiesionerB  of  Northern  Lights 
in  Scotland  consiated  of  the  Lord  Advo- 
cate, the  Solicitor  Qeneral  for  Scotland, 
and  the  Lord  Frovoste  of  Edinburgh, 
Glasgow,  and  Aberdeen,  and  a  number 
of  provosts  and  baillies,  whose  nautical 
knowledge  did  not  probably  extend  be- 
yond a  visit  to  the  sea-siae  during  a 
Bummer  vacation.  And,  a^un,  the  ad- 
ministratars  of  the  BaJlaat  Board  of  Ire- 
land consisted  almost  excIuHiyely  of  the 
members  of  the  Corporation  of  the  City 
of  Dublin,  and  he  was  unable  to  say  if 
there  was  anyone  connected  with  science 
on  the  Board.  Having  shown  that  the 
three  great  bodies  of  the  country  were 
not  the  proper  persons  who  ought  to  be 
entrust^  with  the  administration  of  our 
lights,  he  had  next  to  call  attention  to 
the  local  authorities.  These  were  the 
Harbour  Conservancy  Boards  on  various 
partB  of  the  coast,  and  each  of  those 
bodies  did  ezacdy  what  seemed  right  in 
its  own  eyes,  not  acting  on  any  regular 
or  uniform  fystem,  but  making,  between 
them,  the  whole  thing  one  mass  of  con- 
fusion.  In  some  instances,  unless  they 
happened  to  have  a  booh  with  the  sailing 
regulations  of  a  particular  harbour,  it 
was  impossible  to  tell  when  it  would  be 
safe  to  enter  it.  With  all  that  uncer- 
tainty and  confiision,  the  clearness  and 
simplicity  of  the  French  plan  contrasted 
most  fiivourably.  On  approaching  the 
entrance  of  a  French  harbour  they  saw  a 
mast,  with  a  yard  and  two  or  three  balls 
upon  it,  which  by  their  positioa  indi- 
cated at  once  the  depth  of  water  on  the 
bar,  and  informed  seamen  whether  it 
was  safe  to  enter  the  harbour;  but 
when  they  contrasted  the  simplicity  of 
that  system  with  the  one  adopted  in  this 
country  they  at  once  saw  its  inferiority. 
Again,  with  regard  to  the  buoys  and 
beacons,  they  found  on  entering  a  French 
harbour  that  a  red  buoy  was  invariably 
placed  on  the  starboard  side  and  a  black 
buoy  on  the  port  side,  and  that,  conse- 
quently, they  could  always  enter  with 
safety.  In  this  country,  however,  they 
had  sometimes  a  red  and  a  black  buoy 
on  the  right  hand,  and  a  checkered  buoy 
on  the  left.  In  Scotland  it  was  black 
and  red,  exactly  the  reverse  of  that  of 
Enelaod,  and  the  Ballast  Board  of  Ire- 
land reversed  that  of  Scotland.  The 
Admiralty  plan   also  differed  in  every 
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part  in  which  they  had  jurisdiction ;  and 
he  was  much  struck  with  the  recent  ob- 
servation of  one  of  the  Cowes  steamboat 
men,  who  said  the  Admiralty  were  con- 
tinually changing  the  buoys — that  he 
had  gone  by  them  for  the  last  thirty* 
five  years,  but  that  he  should  give  them 
up  for  the  future  because  the  Admiralty 
were  continually  muddling  them.  It 
was  high  time  that  some  system  worthy 
of  the  country  should  be  inaugurated. 
His  third  point  was  that  that  most  im- 
perfect  system,  as  at  present  admin- 
istered, was  extremely  wasteful.  A  few 
figures  would  prove  this  beyond  all 
doubt.  The  total  annual  expenditure 
of  the  Trinity  House  wae  £172,000;  of 
the  Commissioners  of  Northern  Lights, 
£59,000;  oftheBallastBoard,  £46,000; 
total,  £278,000,  to  which  had  to  be 
added  the  expense  of  maintaining  steam- 
ers, £26,000,  or  in  all  about  £304,000. 
Then  there  were  salaries  of  the  home 
establishment,  law  chaiges,  salaries  and 
wages  of  the  district  establishment,  and 
also  salaries  and  expenses  connected 
with  the  three  central  offices.  These 
amounted  to  £64,807,  or  nearly  one- 
fourth  of  the  whole  expenditure  on 
lights.  When  that  was  contrasted  with 
the  expenditure  of  the  American  Head- 
quarter Office,  which  only  amounted  to 
£2,000  a  year,  instead  of  £64,807,  they 
could  not  but  stand  aghast  at  the  waste- 
ful expenditure  of  Tnnity  House  Of^ce. 
He  thought  everybody  would  agree  that 
that  expenditure  would  be  enormously 
reduced^  if,  instead  of  three  distinct 
Boards — the  Trinity  Board  here,  the 
Ballast  Board  in  Ireland,  and  the  Com- 
mission  of  Northern  Ligbts  in  Scotland 
— we  had  one  compact  Board,  consiBtine 
of  naval  officers  and  scientific  men,  and 
sitting  in  London.  What  he  wished 
particularly  to  impress  on  the  House  was 
this — that  there  ought  to  be  one  great 
central  authority,  that  that  central  au- 
thority ought  to  be  the  First  Lord  of  the 
AdmiraltTi  or  else  the  Preradent  of  the 
Boaid  of  Trade,  with  a  re-constituted 
Trinity  Board  under  him,  to  which  all 
those  points  relating  to  the  buoyage  and 
the  ligbtage  of  our  diores  ought  to  be  re- 
ferred;  and  that  the  whole  system  ought 
to  be  conducted  upon  one  great  plan, 
worthy  of  our  position  as  one  of  the  first 
maritime  nations  of  the  world. 

Me.  SHAW  LEFEVEE    said,   that 
when  he  read  the  Notice  which  bis  right 
hon.  Friend  laid  on  the  table  be  thought 
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Jie  had  exercised  a  veiy  wise  diacretioii 
in  foimdiug  it  mainly  on  the  international 
part  of  the  subject,  instead  of  resting  it 
on  the  rather  unsound  basis  of  the  griev- 
ances of  British  shipping.  But  his  right 
hon.  Friend  had  not  confined  himself  to 
the  tenoB  of  his  Motion,  and  had  re- 
ferred at  lenc^th  to  the  hardship  inflicted 
on  British  ^pping.  He  would  point 
out  first  what  was  the  nature  of  the 
charge  in  respect  of  the  light  dues,  and 
then  discuss  the  real  nature  of  the 
hardship  complained  of.  The  whole 
amount  paid  by  the  ships  of  this  and 
other  countries  was  £350,000  a  year,  of 
which  not  more  than  £55,000  was  paid 
by  the  coasting  trade  in  respect  of 
28,000,000  of  tonnage.  But  that  sum 
might  be  considered  as  a  chai%e  which, 
like  many  other  chaises  of  the  kind,  such 
as  insurance,  fell  upon  the  consumers. 
Take,  for  instance,  the  case  of  the  coal 
conveyed  from  the  Tj-ne  to  the  Thames, 
There  was  something  like  3,000,000  tons 
of  coal  carried  from  the  North  of  Eng- 
land to  the  Thames,  and  it  paid  about 
£12,000  a  year  in  %ht  dues.  Now,  he 
ventured  to  ask  whether  that  money  was 

Said  by  the  owners  of  the  colliers  or  by 
le  consumers  in  London.  As  it  was 
manifestly  paid  by  the  consumers,  the 
only  other  argument  which  could  pos- 
sibly be  used  was  that  this  £12,000was 
a  weight  upon  the  colliers  in  competition 
with  ue  railways ;  but  if  a  comparison 
wag  made  between  the  local  or  other 
burdens  imposed  upon  the  owners  of 
ships  and  me  railway  companies,  be 
ventured  to  say  that  the  balance  would 
be  found  to  be  in  favour  of  the  ship- 
owners. The  whole  amount  paid  by  trie 
foreign-going  vessels  was  £271,000,  of 
which  £86,000  was  paid  by  foreign  ves- 
sels. Ofthis£271,000£l24,000wa8paid 
by  vessels  importing  into  this  country, 
£98,000  by  vessels  importing  into  other 
countries,  and  £46,000  by  vessels  wliich 
brought  merchandize  to  this  country, 
and  afterwards  exported  it.  This  last 
paid  twice  over,  botli  when  coming  in 
and  going  out.  His  right  hon.  TViend 
di'ew  a  compariHOn  between  this  burden 
and  that  of  which  the  Chancellor  of  the 
Exchequer  was  about  to  relieve  the  com 
trade  ;  but  it  would  be  found  that  it 
bore  but  a  very  small  ratio  to  the  latter. 
And  by  whom  was  this  amount  paid  ? 
By  the  consumers  of  the  country.  With 
respect  to  that  portion  which  was  paid 
by  the  export  trade  it  would  be  more 
Mr.  Shew  Leftvrt  I 


difficult  to  trace  its  ultimate  incidence. 
It  operated  probably  as  a  very  small 
export  tax ;  but  he  ventured  to  say,  with 
great  confidence,  that  it  was  not  paid  by 
the  shipowners.  He  now  came  to  the 
more  important  argument  of  his  right 
hon.  Friend,  in  regard  to  the  interna- 
tional question.  His  right  hon.  Friend 
had  stated  ^at  all  other  countries  pmd 
for  these  lights  directly,  or,  in  other 
words,  they  did  not  raise  any  special 
tax  fiwm  ships  for  this  purpose.  Up  to 
very  recent  times,  however,  France  did 
raise  tonnage  duties.  But,  in  1867,  they 
reduced  those  dues  from  upwards  of 
3  francs  to  75  centimes  per  ton,  and  he 
beheved  they  would  be  lowOTed  still  more 
in  1871.  But  he  believed  the  tonnage 
dues  levied  by  the  French  Government 
were  still  not  far  different  from  our  light 
dues.  A  case  had  been  laid  before  the 
Trinity  House  by  the  North  German 
Uoyd  B,  in  which  they  stated  that  they 
paid£2,373for%htdues;butthatifthey 
sent  their  vessels  to  Havre  instead  of  to 
Southampton  they  would  have  to  pay  only 
£162  instead  of  £185  for  a  vessel  like 
the  Sanaa.  The  House  would  see  that 
the  difference  was  very  small.  In  1871 
the  dues  at  Havre  would  be  still  i\irtber 
reduced,  and  then  no  doubt  it  would  be 
a  very  serious  consideration  for  vessels 
like  those  of  the  North  German  Lloyd's 
whether  they  should  not  make  Havre 
their  port  of  call  rather  than  Southamp- 
ton. But  when  the  tonnage  dues  of 
France  were  lowered  to  a  point  which 
made  the  difference  serious,  then  an  im- 
portant question  for  our  consideration 
would  arise;  but  at  present  the  differ- 
was  hardly  worth  speaking  of. 
There  was  another  point  which  had  been 
mentioned  —  namely,  that  vessels  which 
merely  called  at  Cork  or  at  Falmouth  on 
their  way  up  Channel  hud  to  pay  dues, 
and  it  was  said  they  might  hereafter  call 
atforeign  ports  for  orders;  but  at  present 
we  had  no  reason  to  believe  that  vessels 
driven  from  oiir  coast  by  these  dues. 
His  right  hon.  Friend  had  mentioned 
the  case  of  a  vessel  that  came  to  New- 
castle which  was  charged  in  consequence 
of  having  two  boxes  on  board,  and  he 
thought  the  vessel  would  never  come 
again.  But  he  (Mr.  Shaw-Lefevre)  ven- 
tured to  draw  a  different  inference — 
namely,  that  it  would  not  come  with  two 
boxes,  but  either  with  a  good  cargo  or 
without  any  cargo  at  all.  Further,  it 
appeared  from    the  statement   of  tiie 
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ViniBter  of  Marine  of  France  thatTrhen 
France  reduced  her  tonnage  dues  she 
did  80  not  with  reference  to  any  inter- 
national duty,  but  &om  regard  to  her 
own  interests;  and,  therefore,  when  it 
was  proved  to  us  that  it  would  be  our 
interest  to  throw  the  light  dues  on  the 
Consolidated  Fund,  the  ai^ument  would 
be  a  very  strong  one,  Hewould  now  deal 
with  another  branch  of  the  subject  to 
which  hie  right  hon.  Friend  had  called 
attention,  though  not  strictly  relevant 
— namely,  the  management  and  expen- 
diture of  the  Trinity  House.  His  right 
hon.  Friend  in  his  very  able  statement 
had  entirely  passed  over  the  legislation 
of  1854.  But  in  that  year  the  Trinity 
House,  as  far  as  expenditure  was  con- 
cerned, was  placed  under  the  Board  of 
Trade,  end  from  that  day  to  this  not  one 
single  sixpence  oould  be  or  had  been 
spent  by  the  Trinity  House  without  the 
authori^  of  the  Board  of  Trade.  There- 
fore, for  any  wosteM  or  injudicious  tx- 
penditure  it  was  not  the  Tnnity  House, 
but  the  Board  of  Trade,  that  was  to 
blame.  The  position  of  the  Trinity  House, 
however,  in  other  reepects  remained  the 
same.  For  example,  it  could  appoint 
and  dismiss  its  own  officers ;  but  as  the 
conscience  of  such  Boards  was  said  to 
reside  very  much  in  their  purse,  and  the 
Board  of  Trade  had  complete  control  of, 
that,  it  had  also  full  control  over  tlie 
conduct  and  actions  of  the  Trinity  House. 
In  fact,  the  Trinity  House  had  become 
a  sort  of  department  of  the  Board  of 
Trade,  though  in  some  respects,  perhaps, 
the  connection  was  not  so  dose  as  might 
be  desired.  In  the  Report  of  1861,  wMch 
had  been  alluded  to,  he  believed  that 
more  complaint  was  made  of  the  eco- 
nomy of  the  Board  of  Trade  in  respect 
of  Hothouses  than  of  anything  else. 
Since  1861,  however,  large  sums  had 
been  expended  in  building  new  light- 
houses and  improving  those  which  al- 
ready existed.  The  hon.  Member  for 
Liverpool  (Mr.  Graves)  was  a  member 
of  the  Royal  Commission,  and  he  be- 
lieved that  hon.  Gentlemen  would  allow 
that  the  Trinity  House  had  brought  up 
the  hghting  of  this  country  to  an  equa- 
lity with  that  of  any  other  country  in  the 
world.  Great  cremt  was  due  to  the;  pre- 
sent management  of  the  Trinity  House, 
and  more  especially  to  the  Deputy  Mas- 
ter ;  but  he  must  admit,  that  in  some 
respects,  his  opinion  coincided  with  that 
of  his  noble  Friend  (Viscount  Btuy)  as 
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to  the  present  oi^anization  and  relation 
of  Trinity  House  and  the  other  Boards 
of  management.  As  he  had  stated,  there 
were  four  bodies  that  had  to  do  with 
lighthouses.  The  Scotch  and  the  Irish 
Boards  were  independent  bodies,  but 
they  were  subject  in  some  respects  to 
Trinity  House,  because  they  had  no  nau- 
tical men  upon  them ;  and  if  there  wero 
any  difference  between  them  and  the 
Trinity  House  the  Board  of  Trade  acted 
as  arbitrator  ;  and,  as  the  Board  of  Trade 
had  complete  control  over  the  purae  of 
Trinity  House,  it  decided  any  financial 
question.  It  had  always  seemed  to  him 
that  there  was  great  perplexity  in  the 
present  arrangements,  and  that  it  would 
be  better  if  there  could  be  an  amalga- 
mation of  these  bodies,  and  that  one 
Board  should  have  authority  over  the 
lighthouses  of  the  country.  This  had 
been  the  opinion  of  successive  Govern- 
ments, and  attempts  had  been  made 
at  different  times  to  remedy  the  evil ; 
but  it  had  been  found  difficult  to  do  so, 
mainly  on  account  of  the  jealou^  dis- 
played by  the  Scoteh  and  Irish  Boards 
when  it  was  proposed  to  amalgamate 
them  with  Trinity  House,  The  consti- 
tution of  the  Trinity  House  Board  must 
be  admitted  to  be  unsatisfkctory.  It  was 
too  numerous,  consisting  of  twenty  mem- 
bers, who  received  £300ayeareach;  and 
it  could  not  be  doubted  that  it  would  be 
far  better  that  there  should  be  fewer 
membere,  who  should  devote  themselves 
wholly  to  the  business  of  the  Board,  and 
that  they  should  be  better  paid.  The 
Board  of  Trade  was  now  in  correspon- 
dence with  the  Deputy  Master  of  Truiity 
House,  and  it  was  hoped  that  arrange- 
ments would  be  made  which  would  to  some 
extent  remedy  the  existing  evil.  He  had 
himself  already  pointed  out  that  the 
accoimte  of  the  Trinity  House  were  not 
sufficiently  explicit,  nor  renderod  in  an 
intelligible  form ;  but  he  hoped  the  next 
accounts  presented  by  the  Board  of 
Trade  would  be  more  satisfactory.  At 
present  dues  were  paid  into  the  Mer- 
cantile Marine  Fund,  out  of  which 
the  expenses  of  the  lighthouses  were 
paid ;  but  it  was  a  question  whether  it 
would  not  be  better  that  the  dues 
should  be  paid  directly  into  the  Exche- 
quer, and  that  the  estimates  submitted 
yearly  by  the  Trinity  House  and  the 
Scoten  and  Irish  Boards  should  be  sub~ 
mitted  to  the  House  and  Votes  taken 
upon  them.     In  that  way  the  expendi- 
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maintain  Uie  lighthouses  by  light  dues, 
and  bowoTer  deeirable  they  might  think 
it  to  throw  the  cost  of  the  lighthoufies 
on  the  country,  he  hoped  they  would  not 
assent  to  the  terms  of  the  Motion.  Wben 
OtJier  nations  did  not  treat  us  generously ; 
when  almost  eveir  other  nation  put  pro- 
tective  duties  on  the  import  of  our  manu- 
factures i  when  the  United  States  charged 
45  per  cent  upon  Ijiem,  and  thereby  le- 
ried  millions;  while  American  sbipownen 
did  not  pay  more  than  £10,000  of  our 
light  dues,  he  thought  the  House  would 
sot  express  the  opinion  that  the  prac- 
tice of  lerying  light  dues  was  unworthy 
of  us  as  a  maritime  nation.  When  other 
nations  dealt  with 
we  dealt  with  theirs,  then  it  would  be 
time  to  put  on  record  such  a  Motion  aa 
this ;  but  other  countries  were  not  in  s 
position  to  accuse  us  of  want  of  gene- 
rosi^,  and  therefore  it  was  not  right  that 
we  ^ould  commit  onrselTes  to  the  de- 
claration proposed. 

Mr.  STEPHEN  CAVE  said,  it  would 
not  be  right  if  he  did  not  to  some  extent 
corroborate  what  his  hon.  Friend  bad 
said  with  regard  to  the  Trinity  House. 
Considering  all  things,  the  Board  die- 
chafed  their  duties  as  well  as  could  be 
expected.  The  constitution  of  the  Board 
might  be  changed  with  adTantM;e ;  but, 
at  the  same  time,  those  who  had  the  ad- 
ministration of  its  fonds,  and  who  were 
engaged  in  the  active  pedbnnonce  of  its 
duties,  had  acted  adnurably  during  the 
last  two  or  throe  years.  At  the  Paris 
Exhibition  of  1867  he  heard  both  the 
Americans  and  the  French  agree  that, 
however  much  they  had  advanced  since 
preceding  exhibitions,  we  bad  taken  far 
greater  strides  as  to  lighthouses,  the 
vividness  of  hghts,  and  fog  signals  of 
various  kinds  than  they  had  done ;  and 
any  one  who  knew  the  works  constructed 
by  the  Doi^lasses,  the  well-known  en- 
g^eers  of  Trinity  House,  at  Wolf  Bock 
and  at  Bishop's  Bock,  could  not  doubt 
that  we  maintained  a  proud  pre-emi- 
nence in  the  lighting  of  our  coast,  so  as 
to  make  its  navigation  safe.  No  one 
could  say  that  we  had  made  slight  ad- 
vance in  the  excellence  of  our  lights.  He 
recollected  the  time  when  the  lights  of 
Dungeness  and  Cape  Oris  Nez  were 
compared  to  our  disadvantage ;  but  any 
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concurred  with  his  hon.  Friend  that  it 
was  one  thing  to  say  what  ought  to  be 
done  in  regulating  such  matters,  and 
another  thing  to  do  it.  More  than  once 
when  he  was  at  the  Board  of  Trade 
suggestions  were  made  for  bringing  to- 
other these  different  authorities,  and 
introducing  something  like  order  and 
regularity  into  their  proceedings;  but 
there  was  the  greatest  jealousy  of  the 
slightest  interference ;  and  whoever  un- 
dertook to  bring  order  out  of  this  chaos, 
to  introduce  a  uniform  system,  and  to 
establieb  one  Board,  would  have  on  un- 
enviable ta^.  In  this  particular  in- 
stance, this  incidence  of  taxation  was 
certainly  upon  the  consumer,  and  he 
had  no  doubt  that  the  shipping  interest 
was  able  to  recoup  itself  for  what  was 
paid  under  the  head  of  these  duties. 
But,  as  the  right  hon.  Glentleman  at  the 
head  of  the  Government  had  often 
stated,  in  bringing  in  measures  for  the 
reduction  of  taxation,  a  tax,  although 
not  actually  burdensome,  and  not  ac- 
tually borne  in  the  long  run  by  the  per- 
son from  whom  it  was  at  first  collected, 
might  yet  be  a  hindrance  to  trade,  by 
leading  persons  to  employ  means  to  es- 
cape that  tasation.  It  was,  no  doubt,  a 
great  disadvantage  and  a  great  waste 
for  ships  to  go  m  ballast,  which  they 
would  nardly  ever  do  if  it  were  not  to 
avoid  charges  of  this  sort.  It  would  be 
a  national  gain  if  they  were  able  to 
carry  any  quantity  they  could  get,  with- 
out extra  charges — even  the  two  boxes 
mentioned  by  his  right  hon.  Friend  op- 
posite. There  could  be  no  doubt  that, 
by  the  operation  of  these  duties,  foreign 
ships  and  steamers  were  fi«quently  pre- 
vented from  calling  at  our  ports.  It 
might  be  a  short-sighted  policy  upon 
their  part,  but  still  their  refusal  woa 
based  upon  what  they  considered  to  be 
opposition  to  an  unjust  impost.  When 
in  Paris,  two  years  ago,  in  relation  to 
the  Fishery  Commission,  he  found  it  a 
frequent  subject  of  conversation,  Utat,  al- 
though we  spoke  so  much  of  Free  Trade, 
and  asked  foreign  nations  to  reheve  us 
from  various  duties,  .we,  at  the  same 
time,  were  unposing  chaises  upon  them. 
No  doubt,  those  allegabona  could  be 
satisfactorily  answered,  but  still  they 
prejudiced  us  in  our  negotiations  mm 
foreign  countries  ;  and  we  should  be 
doing  a  good  thing  if  we  could  get  rid 
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of  the  impost  and  the  objections.  That, 
hovevw,  vas  more  &  question  for  the 
Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  than  any- 
body else.  He  certainly  thought  it  would 
have  been  better  to  remove  these  bur- 
dene  firom  shipping  than  to  deal  with 
the  com  duly  m  the  manner  proposed, 
for  he  did  not  believe  that  we  ebould 
ever  make  this  country  an  entrepSt  for 
foreign  com.  Ships  might  call  for  or- 
ders, but  it  was  hardly  to  be  supposed 
that  th^  would  tranship  their  cargoes 
here.  The  question  was  not  one  which 
he  should  recommend  his  right  hon. 
Friend  (Mr.  Headlam)  to  press  upon  the 
Government.  He  had  accompUehed  a 
great  deal  by  merely  raising  this  discus- 
sion ;  for  a  debate  of  a  simBar  character 
had  Dot  arisen  in  the  House  of  Commons 
for  several  years,  and  he  was  certain  that 
its  effect  must  be  to  turn  the  attention 
of  the  country  to  this  subject,  Mid  thereby 
to  facilitate  the  reduction  and  eventual 
abolition  of  this  tax  upon  shipping. 

Mb.  8TE¥EN80N  said,  the  pressure 
of  light  dues  often  operated  very  preju- 
dicially in  oases  where  small  beginnings 
of  trade  were  attempted,  for  the  bring- 
ing of  a  single  bale  of  goods  to  a  par- 
ticular port  exposed  the  vessel  to  light 
dues  just  as  much  as  if  it  carried  a  whole 
cargo.  The  reply  of  the  Trinity  House 
to  the  memorial  addressed  to  the  Board 
of  Trade  upon  the  subject,  admitted 
that  some  modification  was  necessary. 
And  the  Trinity  House,  acting  under 
the  Board  of  Trade,  did  not  seem  alto- 
gether to  approve  ttie  way  in  which  the 
surplus  dues  were  dealt  with,  for  they 
preferred  to  relieve  those  ports  where  a 
surplus  had  accrued,  thelioard  of  Trade, 
on  the  other  hand,  adopting  what  he 
considered  the  more  Imperii  view  of  the 
question — that  of  applying  the  surplus 
equally  to  all  parts  of  the  coast.  It 
would  seem  that  increased  perplexity  in 
working  out  these  difficult  questions  was 
imminent,  for  fliere  had  been  communj- 
catioua  between  the  two  bodies  which 
held  the  destinies  of  the  shipping  inte- 
rest in  their  hand,  as  to  estabushing 
differential  rates  between  steamers  and 
sailing  vessels,  Ln  regard  to  lighthouse 
dues.  The  Elder  Brethren  alleged  that 
this  course  would,  to  a  great  extent, 
meet  Uiie  objections  which  had  been 
urged ;  he,  on  the  contrary,  maintained 
that  it  would  double  the  existing  objec- 
tions and  render  the  anomalies  com- 
plained of  more  unequal  and  unjust  than 
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ever.  An  arbitrary  rule,  for  inetance, 
-was  adopted,  under  which  vessels  sailing 
from  theTyneto  Norwaywere  subjected 
to  a  differential  tax  of  £S  a  voyage,  as 
compared  with  vessels  sailing  to  the 
same  ports,  but  starting  a  few  miles 
south  of  the  Tyne  —  the  assumption, 
which  was  a  mere  assumption,  being 
that  in  one  case  vessels  haa  the  benefit 
of  the  costly  lights  on  the  East  coast  of 
Scotland,  and  ^t  in  the  other  case  they 
did  not  require  them.  Again,  vessels 
carrying  coals  to  France  from  English 
coal  ports  were  at  a  disadvantage  equal 
to  2  per  cent  on  the  freight  as  compared 
with  vessels  from  Belgian  ports  whidi 
paid  no  light  dues.  Since  1854  the 
whole  of  the  light  dues  collected  in  the 
difierent  parts  of  the  United  Kingdom 
had  been  thrown  into  one  single  fund, 
called  the  Merchant  Seamen's  Fund; 
and  he  asked  the  House  to  consider  whe> 
ther  the  distributiou  of  the  burdens  was 
equitable  under  that  arrangement  ?  If 
Scotland  and  Ireland  were  out  of  the 
question,  there  would  be  a  surplus  re- 
venue from  the  English  lighthouses  of 
£82,000.  Upon  the  Scotch  lighthouses 
by  ttemaelves,  however,  there  was  a  de- 
ficiency of  £8,200;  and  upon  the  Irish 
lighthouses  of  £47,400,  so  that  England 
suffered  by  the  partnership  to  the  extent 
of  close  upon  £56,000  a  year.  The 
Trinity  Brethren  took  credit  for  the 
promptitude  that  was  shown  in  placing 
buoys  over  wrecks,  and  quoted  one  case 
where  a  vessel  was  wrecked  off  the  port 
of  Hartlepool,  and  a  buoy  was  sent,  by 
a  special  steamer,  all  the  way  from 
Yarmouth  to  mark  the  spot.  But,  in 
his  opinion,  this  only  helped  to  explain 
the  enormous  cost  at  which  the  ^stem 
was  carried  on.  The  Trinity  Board 
complained  that  those  who  found  taait 
with  them  did  not  understand  them, 
or  give  them  credit  for  their  good  in- 
tentions. But  this  was  always  the  case 
with  a  close  corporation,  and  it  never 
could  be  otherwise.  The  complaint  was 
that  the  Trinity  House,  although  levy- 
ing large  taxes,  was  not  a  public  Board. 
They  said  they  were  a  very  independent 
body,  but  that  was  always  the  excuse  for 
bodies  which  were  not  representative. 
In  advocating  the  change  that  light- 
houses should  be  made  a  national  charge, 
he  would  say  that  it  was  the  only  course 
to  make  them  stand  well  with  foreign 
nations.  In  other  countries  where  com- 
munications were  moGtly  by  land,  the 
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lightboiiseB  were  made  the  subject  of  Im- 
perial coat  and  care ;  but  here,  where  our 
insular  position  led  to  all  our  intercourse 
■with  foreign  countriea  being  by  sea,  it 
was  discreditable  that  the  lighthouses 
should  be  left  in  the  hands  of  an  irre- 
sponsible body.  The  change  proposed 
was  the  only  remedy  for  the  anomalies 
of  the  present  system,  and  the  only 
statesmanlike  mode  of  settling  the  ques- 
tion, and  if  it  were  not  adopted  the  Go- 
vernment must  address  itself  to  meetihe 
difficulties  and  remedy  the  anomalies 
complained  of. 

The  chancellor  of  the  EXCHE- 
QUER :  No  one  who  has  listened  to  the 
speeches  delivered  upon  this  question 
can  doubt  that  it  relates  to  a  subject  of 
very  great  complexity,  and  1  fear  it 
is  impossible  to  adjust  these  matters 
so  as  to  avoid  anomalies.  That  is  a 
fault  which  this  subject  shares  with 
many  others  when  you  levy  money 
on  the  public.  I  cannot  recognize  it 
as  anything  peculiar  to  the  subject  of 
light  dues.  I  am  quite  of  opinion  that 
it  is  exceedingly  desirable  that  the 
whole  business  of  these  light  dues 
should  be  placed  in  one  hand — in  the 
hand  of  a  responsible  Minister,  and  that 
these  different  Boards  should  be  con- 
stituted under  one  head.  But  when  the 
hon.  Member  talks  of  the  Trinity  House 
being  an  independent  body  he  can 
hardly  have  considered  the  great  change 
in  its  organization.  It  was  an  indepen- 
dent body  once.  It  is  now  really  no- 
thing more  than  a  Department  of  the 
Government,  perhaps  not  very  well 
organized — as  I  fear  may  be  said  of 
many  other  Departments — a  Department 
for  whoso  action  the  Board  of  Trade  are 
responsible,  and  it  is  very  right  to  hold 
that  Board  responsible  for  the  manner 
in  which  these  duties  are  performed. 
But  that  is  really  not  the  subject  of  de- 
hftfo — the  whole  question  is  one  which 
behmgs  to  my  own  Department — whe- 
ther or  not  we  ought  to  accept  this  bur- 
den —  to  transfer  tliis  £325,000,  now 
levied  in  the  shape  of  duos  on  shipping, 
to  the  Consolidated  Fund.  In  dealing 
with  that  question  I  need  not  repeat  the 
arguments  of  my  hon.  Friend  the  Secre- 
tory to  the  Board  of  Trade.  I  will, 
however,  state  how  the  matter  strikes 
me.  I  shall  avoid  details.  The  ques- 
tion depends  on  large  principles,  and 
must  be  dealt  with  in  a  large  way.  It 
cannot  bo  influenced  hy  either  classes 
Mr.  SUt^emon 
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or  anomalies.  .The  first  question  is, 
what  is  the  nature  of  this  payment? 
It  is  called  a  tax.  It  is  not  re^y  a  tax. 
It  is  a  payment  received  for  service  con- 
ferred. The  money  that  is  spent  on 
these  lighthouses  is  spent  for  the  benefit 
of  the  shipping  interest — to  save  the 
property  and  the  lives  of  seamen.  It 
has  been  spent  not  to  make  dearer,  but 
cheaper  the  commodities  brought  by  the 
ships.  Therefore,  these  dues  are  not  a 
tax  levied  for  the  benefit  of  the  Govern- 
ment, or  for  purposes  of  protection,  but 
one  which  is  directly  for  the  benefit  of  the 
parties  who  pay  it.  In  feet  it  is  a  tcdl 
paid  by  the  ships  of  the  country  without 
theinconvenience  of  their  being  compelled 
to  pull  up  to  pay  it.  That  being  so,  the 
nest  question  is,  upon  whom  does  the  bur- 
den fall  ?  Of  course,  in  the  first  instance, 
the  dues  are  paid  by  the  shipowner.  This 
being  an  indirect  tax,  ultimately  pud  W 
the  consumer,  the  money  must  De  ad- 
vanced by  some  one,  and  the  person  ad- 
vancing it  is  the  shipowner.  There  is 
nothing  harsh  or  unfair  in  that.  The 
shipowner  does  derive  a  benefit  above 
all  other  classes,  because  it  is  mainly 
for  the  protection  of  his  property  and 
servants  that  the  lighthouses  are  main- 
tained ;  but  he  must  know  that  he  does 
not  ultimately  pay  this  tax,  because 
those  dues  form  part  of  the  freight,  and 
the  freight  forma  part  of  the  price  of 
the  commodities,  and  they  must,  there- 
fore, necessarily  be  paid  by  the  con- 
sumer. The  shipowner  advances  them, 
but  he  is  sure  to  get  them  back.  These 
dues  are  not  collected  from  persons 
whose  ships  are  in  ballast  only.  They 
do  not  apply  to  freight  unless  freight  is 
carried,  and  therefore  the  shipowner 
will  have  them  restored  to  him  in  the 
freight.  No  doubt  it  has  been  repre- 
sented— as  by  the  deputation  headed  by 
my  right  hon.  Friend  (Mr  Headlam) 
which  waited  on  me — as  an  iniquitous 
thing  that  slupping  should  be  taxed  for 
the  Denefit  of  the  whole  community. 
That  was  the  ground  taken  by  the  depu- 
tation. I  pointed  out  to  them  that  it 
was  not  a  ta.\  whoUy  paid  by  tho  ship- 
owner, hut  hy  the  consumer,  and  that 
ground  has  now  been  abandonod ;  for 
file  Motion  before  tho  House  is  not  that 
the  shipowner  is  unduly  or  unfairly  taxed, 
but  ttiat  such  conduct  is  unworthy  of  a 
^at  nation.  So  that  my  right  hon. 
Friend  has  now  left  the  ground  of  jus- 
tice and  taken  up  that  of  chiviuiy. 
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Well,  then,  !s  there  any  hardship  in 
lerjina  such  a  duty  as  this?  People 
talk  of  taking  money  ont  of  the  Consoli- 
dated Fund  as  if  it  found  its  way  there 
of  itself.  But  if  you  take  £325,000  out 
of  the  revenue  you  must  get  it  from 
some  other  quarter ;  and  it  would  he 
exceedingly  difficult  to  get  that  sum  col- 
lected in  a  way  that  would  operate  more 
justly.  Of  course,  you  cannot  get 
£325,000  without  a  great  deal  of  diffi- 
culty and  euffermg,  and  without  doing 
a  great  deal  of  mischief  to  industry  one 
way  or  another;  but,  practically,  it 
would  be  exceedingly  difficult  to  point 
out  any  tax  that  could  be  imposed  with 
less  inequality  or  injustice.  There  ia 
this  practical  advantage  in  this  tax,  it 
forma  a  test  of  its  own  experience.  If 
this  tax  were  to  be  imposed  and  paid 
out  of  the  general  revenue,  the  Govern- 
ment wouH  be  urged  by  all  manner 
of  representations  to  put  up  lighthouses 
in  all  available  places.  No  doubt  great 
influence  would  be  brought  to  bear  upon 
them,  and  they  would  often  be  induced, 
perhaps,  to  put  up  lights  in  wrong  places. 
But  now  what  la  done  ?  Shipowners 
apply  for  lights.  The  Government  are 
willing  to  put  them  up  if  the  shipowners 
are  willing  to  pay  the  dues,  and  in  this 
way  the  Gfovemment  have  every  eecuriW 
that  the  lights  are  needed,  whereas  if 
the  money  came  out  of  the  general  re- 
venue, it  woiild  be  nobody's  interest  to 
find  fault  with  anything  that  was  done, 
and  we  might  have  a  most  unprofitable 
expenditure,  and  the  grossest  political 
jobbeiy.  Let  us  test  this  impost  by  the 
ordinary  criterion  of  taxation.  Adam 
Smith  says  that  a  tax  should  be  equal. 
Now,  could  anything  be  fairer  than  this 
tax?  It  is  advanced  in  the  first  instance 
by  the  persons  who  are  immediately 
benefited  by  its  application,  and  it  is  re- 
couped &om  the  persons  consuming  the 
commoditiee  brought  by  the  vessels.  A 
tax  should  be  certain.  Well,  nothing 
could  be  so  certain  as  this  tax.  I' 
amount  is  perfectly  well  known,  and 
taken  into  accoimt  by  the  shipowner 
the  freight.  Then,  as  for  the  collection 
of  the  tax,  nothing  could  be  cheaper  or 
more  convenient,  for  it  is  collected  at  the 
end  of  the  voyage  when  there  is  the 
general  settlement  of  accounts.  It  there- 
lore  nppeors  to  me  that  this  tax  fully 
realizes  all  the  elements  of  a  sound  tax  ; 
and  it  is  wholly  expended  for  the  benefit 
of  those  who  arc  wholly  or  more  immi 
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diately  interested  in  its  expenditure.* 
ThOTC  is  another  point  worthy  of  consi- 
deration. This  tax  may  be  divided  into 
two  parts.  It  amounts  to  £325,000.  Of 
that  8um£179, 000  are  dues  paid  by  ships 
importing  goods  into  this  countiy,  and 
£146,000  are  paid  by  ships  exporting 
goods  to  countries  abroad.  As  tne  con- 
sumer pa;^s  the  tax  at  last,  nearly  one- 
half  is  paid,  not  by  the  natives  of  this 
country,  but  by  the  inhabitants  of  other 
countries,  and  I  am  imchivalric  enough 
to  consider  that  a  considerable  advan- 
tage. I  do  not  see  why  we  should  de- 
sire to  pay  £146,000  now  paid  by  other 
countries,  and  place  the  charge  on  the 
people  in  this  countiy.  Against  this 
argument  nothing  is  urged  that  I  know 
of,  except  that  it  is  unworthy  of  a  great 
nation  not  to  reciprocate  the  treatnient 
we  receive  Sioxa  foreigners.  This  is  not 
a  question  of  removing  obstacles  from 
commerce ;  but  it  is  really  a  question  of 
bribing  commerce  to  come  to  our  shores 
by  paying  out  of  the  taxation  of  the 
country  those  persons  who  ought  to  come 
to  us  for  their  own  advantage.  If  you 
reUeve  foreign  shipping  from  the  li^ht 
dues,  you  hold  out  a  greater  inducement 
for  it  to  come  here,  just  in  the  same  way 
as  you  would,  if  you  relieved  it  from 
dock  dues.  The  same  argument  would 
apply  for  opening  the  docks  free  as  for 
removing  the  light  dues.  I  know  of  no 
limit  to  such  an  argument.  Such  a 
course  of  proceeding  might  induce  foreign 
captains  to  come  to  this  country,  but  it 
really  would  be  a  system  of  ben^ts  to  fo- 
reign commerce.  In  like  maimer  a  trades- 
man might  tryto  induce  customers  to  go 
fo  him  by  saying — "  If  you  come  to  my 
shop  I  will  pay  the  turnpike  for  you ; 
but  who  would  be  so  simple  as  not  to 
know  that  he  would  take  it  out  in  the 
first  pound  of  tea  ?  We  take  the  best 
means  of  bringing  shipping  to  our  ports 
when  we  throw  our  trade  open,  imposing 
no  protective  duties,  but  making  it  pay 
for  lighthouses.  Foreign  countnes  acted 
in  a  reverse  way.  They  are  liberal  in 
respect  to  their  lights,  paying  for  them 
out  of  the  general  revenue,  but  indem- 
ni^dng  themselves  by  putting  on  enor- 
mous protective  duties.  Take  the  case 
of  America.  She  does  not  make  any 
charge  for  fights ;  but  she  racks  her  in- 
genuity in  every  way  to  prevent  the 
commodities  which  our  ships  carry  there 
from  finding  their  way  into  the  coun- 
try.    These  are  Urn  grounds  on  which 
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I  entirely  object  to  placing  this  sum 
on  the  Conaoliaated  Fund.  K  appears  to 
me  that  the  tax  is  just  and  fairly  im- 
posed ;  and  I  only  wish  other  couutries 
would  deal  with  us  in  the  same  Bplrit  in 
which  we  deal  with  them,  and,  taxing 
ua  for  their  lights,  would  forbear  taxing 
us  for  our  commoditieB.  I  shall  feel  it 
my  duty  to  resist  the  Motion  of  my  right 
hon.  Friend,  but  I  trust  it  will  not  ' 


Mh.  grates,  having  been  on  the 
Commission  which  had  been  alluded  to 
in  the  course  of  the  discussion,  said  it 
was  satisfactory  to  him  to  find  that  all 
therecMnunendations  of  that  Commiat ' 
had  been  adopted  except  one,  which  _  _ 
lat^  to  the  maintenance  of  the  lights. 
With  regard  to  the  system  of  manage- 
ment, he  thought  that  a  more  cumbrous 
and  unsuitable  machinery  could  not  be 
derieed.  It  created  constant  irritation 
between  the  Boards,  and  the  greatest  care 
was  required  to  prevent  things  from  com- 
ing to  a  dead-lock.  It  was,  therefore, 
most  desirable  that  some  change  should 
be  made  in  the  system.  He  was  bound, 
however,  to  say  that,  since  1861,  there 
had  been  a  great  improvement  in  the 
executive  of  the  different  Boards,  and 
the  Trinity  House  deserved  credit  for  the 
attention  it  had  paid  to  the  recommend- 
ations of  the  Commission,  for  the  secu- 
rity of  its  lightships,  and  for  the  rapidity 
with  which  displaced  buoys  were  re-set 
in  the  proper  situation.  As  the  system 
of  lights  now  extended  all  round  the 
shores  of  the  country,  and  would  shortly 
be  completed,  it  would  now  be  requisite 
to  direct  attention  to  the  augmentation 
of  the  illuminating  power  of  the  tights 
rather  than  to  the  mcrease  of  the  num- 
ber of  the  lights.  He  would  leave  the 
President  of  the  Board  of  Trade  to  reply 
to  the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer,  be- 
cause he  thought  that  so  ardent  a  Free 
Trader  could  not  share  the  opinions  ex- 
pressed by  the  right  hon.  Gentleman. 
Anything  more  ullacious  than  to  say 
that  an  mipost  should  not  be  remitted 
because  the  foreigner  would  share  in  it 
he  could  not  conceive.  The  Secrettu^ 
to  the  Board  of  Trade  (Mr.  Shaw 
Lefevre)  was  not  far  wrong  when  ha 
said  that  possibly  in  a  short  time  this 
subject  might  become  a  serious  question 
for  consideration;  because,  by  the  tax 
which  we  laid  on  foreign  shipping  visit- 
ing OUT  ports,  we  were  preventing  other 
countries  from  extending  to  us  the  hee- 
Tht  Chancellor  of  tit  Sxohtgvtr 


dom  which  we  have  been  so  long  seeking. 
In  France  a  great  change  had  takenplaoe 
this  very  year,  and  a  vessel  in  Havre 
which  last  year  paid  £225  for  dues,  now 
only  paid  £36.  The  question  as  to  the  pro- 
portion borne  by  the  outward  tonnage  of 
the  country  was  not  a  question  for  the 
English  consumer — it  was  an  export  tax 
on  the  consumers  of  our  produce  in  other 
countries,  and  to  that  extent  was  pre- 
judicial to  our  manufactures.  The  Chan- 
cellor of  the  Exchequer  said  the  tax  was 
an  equal  and  a  just  one,  and  was  fiiirly 
distributed.  Now,  in  Liverpool,  the  ship- 
ping interest  paid  last  year  £92,000  as 
their  contribution  to  lighthouse  duea. 
One-third  of  that  sum  would  represent 
the  value  which  the  shipping  entering  the 
port  derived  from  the  lights  on  the  North 
aud  South  Channel,  and,  taking  eveiy 
light  which  coidd  by  any  possibilify  be 
used  by  shipping  frequenting  Liverpool, 
the  fact  was  that  the  shipping  at  Liver- 
pool paid  some  £40,000  a  year  to  main- 
tain lights  on  the  East  coast  or  the 
North  coast  of  Scotland,  where,  in  pass- 
ing along  the  coast,  he  had  seen  more 
U^ts  than  vessels,  and  which  wera  of 
no  service  to  liverpool  vessels.  He  de- 
nied that  this  was  a  fair  or  proper  dis- 
tribution of  the  tax.  But  the  question 
had  been  argued  as  if  it  were  something 
new,  while  every  year  the  identical  prin- 
ciple was  affirmed  by  Parliament.  In 
this  year's  Estimates  there  was  an  item 
of  £38,000  for  the  erection  and  main- 
tenance of  lights  around  our  colonial 
coast ;  last  year  it  was  £40,000,  and 
the  year  before  £42,000.  That  was  an 
admisaion  of  the  principle.  The  ques- 
tion would,  probably,  have  to  be  again 
opened  when  the  Civil  Service  Estimates 
came  to  be  considered.  What  the  toll 
is  to  traffic  on  the  turnpike  or  the  bridge 
the  light  duea  are  to  our  foreign  trade — 
the  former  are  fast  disappearing,  and  I 
hope  the  latter  will  soon  follow.  Then 
therewasthe  question  of  local  lights.  Why 
were  these  not  embraced  in  the  generu 
lighthouse  system  of  the  countiy  ?  Be- 
cause the  State  said  to  the  local  authorities 
— "It  is  your  dutyfolightyour  own  ports ; ' ' 
and,  surely,  what  the  State  said  to  the 
local  authorities  other  nations  might  with 
equal  justice  say  to  us  with  regard  to  the 
lighthouse  dues.  To  show  how  much  the 
wnole  question  bore  upon  our  trade  with 
other  countries,  he  might  mention  that 
when  America  was  asked  to  admit  us  to  a 
share  in  their  valuable  coast  trade,  tlie 
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answer  of  the  Chamber  of  Commerce  of 
New  York  was  that  when  we  abolished 
these  lighthouse  chains  America  might 
consider  the  question  of  the  coast  trade. 
He  knew  of  no  reduction  of  taxation 
which  would  be  so  generally  useful  as 
the  remission  of  this  £300,000.  He  ad- 
mitted Uiat  the  Eesolution  ought  not  to 
be  forced  that  nigbt.  It  was  a  qucBtion 
for  the  Chancellor  of  tlie  Exchequer  to 
consider  when  he  had  an  available  sur- 
plus, and  he  did  hope  that  wheu  another 
year  came  round  the  right  hou.  Gentle- 
man would  bare  such  a  suiplus,  and 
would  be  inclined  to  deal  with  this  ques- 
tion more  largely  and  more  geueroudy 
than  he  now  seemed  inclined  to  deal 
with  it. 

Hb.  BBIQHT  :  I  am  rather  surprised 
that  the  right  hon.  Qentleman  (Mr. 
Headlam)  has  placed  this  Resolution  on 
the  table  of  the  House;  because,  even  if 
I  agreed  with  him  as  to  the  general 
question  in  regard  to  the  light  dues,  I 
tiiink  the  wording  of  the  Resolution  and 
the  reasons  given  for  proposing  it,  ought 
not  to  have  been  offered  to  the  House 
as  the  motive  for  the  change  which  my 
right  hon.  Friend  desires.  He  invites 
us  to  say — 

"  That  it » the  opinioo  of  thii  Hanta,  tbot  tha 
nnotioe  of  ehirging  npon  the  ihipping  of  thii 
Cauntrj  and  tbe  ihipping  of  Foreign  Nntions  the 
«0<t  of  muntaining  tbe  Ligfati,  Buofi.  and  Bea- 
«Ong  whioh  light  and  prolesC  tha  shorsa  of  the 
United  Kinfrdoa  ihould  oeaae,  m  being  ■  practice 
QDworthT  of  A  great  maritime  nation  whoae  ihipa 
•re  afforded  the  too  of  tha  Light*  of  othar  Coud- 
triea  (ree  of  all  eipenae." 

That  I  hold  not  to  be  a  reason  upon 
which  the  House  of  Commons  should  act 
is  the  removal  of  a  considerable  charge , 
and  in  transferring  from  a  niecial  por- 
tion of  the  population  a  tax  of  this  mag- 
nitude ana  laying  it  upon  the  Conso- 
lidated Fund,  lly  right  hon.  Friend 
the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  spoke 
of  the  chivalrous  nature  of  the  Resolu- 
tion. I  rather  think  it  is  one  which  is 
not  put  forward  quite  honestly.  I  do 
not  believe  that  the  shipowners  of  the 
I^e  really  ask  the  House  to  make  this 
change  on  the  ground  that  set  forth  in 
this  Resolution.  Therefore,  whenever 
the  House  chooses  to  come  to  any  deci- 
sion affirming  that  this  change  should 
be  made,  I  hope  it  will  do  so  for  reasons 
and  on  principles  more  consistent  with 
its  character  and  with  the  interests  of 
those  whom  we  repreeent.  After  what 
has  been  said,  I  should  feel  a  difficulty 


in  defending  any  tax.  The  Chancellor 
of  the  Exchequer  boldly  acknowledges 
that  all  taxes  are  burdensome,  irritating, 
and  unpleasant;  therefore  he  does  not 
feel  it  necessary  to  defend  any  particular 
tax,  having  given,  generally,  a  bad  cha- 
racter to  sAi  taxes.  In  this  case  we  are 
asked  to  remove  to  the  general  taxation 
of  the  county  a  special  tax,  levied  on  a 
special  class  tor  special  purposes.  There 
can  be  no  doubt  that  every  argument  aa 
to  the  general  question  of  the  removal  of 
the  tax  would  be  just  as  good  and  un- 
swerable  if  the  Resolution  appBed  to 
port  DT  dock  dues  as  to  lighthouse  dues. 
That,  I  think,  will  be  acknowledged. 
Therefore,  the  House  must  take  care 
what  it  is  doing  in  this  matter ;  because 
it  is  quite  possible  that,  if  this  tax  were 
got  rid  of  this  year,  our  friends  from  the 
shipping  ports  would,  in  another  year, 

Eut  m  a  plea  that  some  other  tax,  levied 
>r  a  special  purpose  upon  a  special  class, 
should  be  removed  from  that  class  and 
be  placed  upon  the  Consolidated  Fund. 
But,  although  this  Resolution  refers  to 
one  question,  quite  as  many  speeches 
have  been  made  upon  another  question 
as  upon  that,  and  the  noble  Lord  (Vis- 
count Bu]7)  has  made  an  animated 
speech  on  the  management  of  the  light 
dues.  Now,  the  first  and  the  main 
question  is  a  Treasury  question,  and  the 
Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  has  given 
— I  win,  not  say  a  final  and  unanswer- 
able answer,  but  he  has  done  this — he 
has  given  a  complete  answer  to  any  one 
who  asks  the  House  to  say  that  this 
year,  or  at  present,  this  tax  shall  be  re- 
moved. My  own  impression  is,  &at  the 
real  difficulty  of  the  tax  arises  from  its 
irregularity  and  its  inequalily.  But, 
then,  that  itself  arises  from  au  attempt 
'--  make  the  tax  bear  more  easUy  upon  a 


portion  of  our  shipping.  The  coasting 
trade  p^  much  less  than  the  foreign 
trade.    If  we  were  to  attempt  to  equalize 


these  two  classes,  and  raise  the  light 
dues  upon  the  coasting  trade,  the  per- 
sons interested  in  that  trade  would  be  at 
the  Trinity  House,  or  the  Board  of 
Trade,  or  the  House  of  Commons,  to 
prevent  such  an  infliction.  If,  on  the 
other  hand,  the  dues  on  foreign-going 
ships  were  reduced,  the  revenue  of  the 
Trinity  House  woiild  be  reduced  to  so 
low  a  point  that,  in  all  probability,  it 
would  be  impossible  to  maintain  the  pre- 
sent lighthouses,  and  certainly  there 
would  be  no  chance  of  extending  the 
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Byetem  of  lights.  The  equalization  of 
the  burden  of  those  dues  as  between 
coasting  futd  foreign  vessels  does  not, 
therefore,  appear  to  me  to  be  practi- 
cable. Another  question  baa  been  raised 
by  the  bon.  Member  for  South  Shields 
(Mr.  Stevenson)  who  has  referred  to  the 
great  inequality  of  the  tax  as  levied 
upon  sailing  vessels  and  steamers.  He 
says  that  to  alter  it  would  be  to  reduce 
the  tax  upon  steamers,  and  vrould  be 
only  to  ma^e  the  difficulty  of  the  case 
greater  than  at  present.  That,  I  pre- 
sume, is  true ;  because  steamers  are  con- 
stantly gaining  on  sailing  vessels,  and 
to  increase  the  burden,  comparatively 
speaking,  on  \h.e  latter,  would  be  a  very 
undesirable  mode  of  proceeding.  I 
admit  that — I  admit  all  that  needs  to 
be  admitted.  I  agree  in  the  general 
proposition  that  the  tax  itself  on  ship- 
ping is  not  open  to  complaint ;  but  then  I 
admit  that  there  are  just  complaints  to  be 
made  as  to  the  irregularity  with  which  it 
falls  on  different  kinds  of  shipping,  and 
on  ships  which  ^o  long  and  short  voy- 
ages. Entertaining  that  view,  I,  as  re- 
presenting the  Soard  of  Trade,  have 
been  in  communication  with  the  most  in- 
telligent member  of  the  Trinity  House, 
Sir  F.  Arrow,  for  the  purpose  of  ascer- 
t^ning  whether  some  considerable  miti- 
gation of  that  which  is  a  real  grievance 
could  not  be  effected ;  and,  although  I  do 
not  anticipate  that  the  grievance  can  be 
remedied  within  a  short  period,  yet  I 
hope  that  considerable  relief  may  be 
given  to  some  portion  of  the  shipping 
interest  by  certam  changes  made  m  re- 
ference to  this  point.  As  to  the  Trinity 
House  itself,  an  ancient  corporatiou, 
which  the  noble  Lord  the  Member  for 
Berwick  (Viscount  Bury)  seems  anxious 
to  send  after  the  East  India  and  the 
Hudson's  Bay  Companies,  I  would  re- 
mark that  it  does  not,  I  am  glad  to  say, 
deserve  to  be  classed,  at  all  events,  with 
the  former.  The  Trinity  House  has, 
within  the  last  few  years,  undergone 
great  reforms,  and  many  of  the  chains 
now  brought  forward  against  it  were 
charges  that  were  partiaUy  true  in  past 
times,  but  are  only  to  a  small  extent  true 
now.  To  show  the  extravagant  nature 
of  some  of  these  charges  I  would  only 
refer  to  one  statement  which  was  made 
by  the  noble  Lord  the  Member  for  Ber- 
wick. He  said,  c[uoting  from  a  Eetum, 
that  the  cost  of  its  management  amounted 
to  £65,000,  and  what  that  sum  includes, 
Mr.  Bright 


I  am  not,  without  the  Betum,  able  to 
tell ;  but  surely  the  noble  Lord  does  not 
mean  that  it  includes  simply  the  ex- 
penses of  the  twenfy-ono  Elder  Brethren 
who  are  members  of  the  corporation. 
He  told  UB,  moreover,  that  in  the  United 
States  six  or  eight  naval  and  engineer 
officers  discharged  the  similar  duties, 
and  that  the  expenses  of  management  in 
their  case  were  only  £2,000  a  year. 
Now,  it  appears  to  me  that,  if  the  noble 
Lord  were  as  anxious  to  ascertain  ac- 
curately what  is  true  in  this  matter  as  to 
make  accusations,  be  would  have  seen 
that  it  was  not  possible  that  the  work  of 
which  he  speaks  could  be  done  in  the 
United  States  for  the  sum  of  £2,000,  and 
that  there  is  no  such  discrepancy  be- 
tween the  rates  of  expense  in  the  two 
countries  as  he  has  mentioned.  The 
noble  Lord  is,  perhaps,  not  aware  that 
in  the  United  States,  where  the  Oo- 
vemmeut  bears  the  whole  cost  of  lighting 
the  coast,  that  cost  is  £50,000  a  year 
more  than  the  charge  for  lighting  the 
coast  of  the  United  Kingdom.  I  So  not 
know  what  the  difference  between  the 
number  of  lighthouses  is,  or  between  the 
mileage  of  the  coast  in  the  two  cases; 
but  it  is  impossible  to  argue  from  what 
the  noble  Lord  has  told  ua  that  the  man- 
agement of  the  lighliiouses  in  the  United 
States  is  placed  on  a  more  economical 
footing  than  it  is  in  this  country.  I  have 
said  tkat  the  Trinity  House  was  an 
ancient  corporation,  and  that  it  had  been 
greatly  reformed  of  late.  I  may  add, 
although  it  may  be  a  very  foolish  thing 
for  me  to  say,  that  its  composition  is  the 
best  possible  at  the  present  moment. 
My  experience,  since  Ihave  been  at  the 
Board  of  Trade — and  in  that  view  I 


that  it  very  satisfactorily  performs  the 
duties  with  whose  performance  it  is  en- 
trusted. No  one  can,  of  course,  deny 
that  it  would  be  a  good  thing  to  bring 
the  Irish,  Scotch,  and  English  manage- 
ment under  one  bead.  Many  inconveni- 
ences would  by  that  means  be  avoided — 
though  not  to  as  great  an  extent,  I  think, 
as  has  been  pointed  out  by  the  hon. 
Member  for  Liverpool  (Mr.  Graves) — 
and  the  whole  business  of  that  depart- 
ment would  no  doubt  be  carried  out  at 
somewhat  less  oxponse.  As  things  at 
present  stand,  the  influence  of  the  Board 
of  Trade  with  the  Trinity  House  is  con- 
siderable ;  it  is  of  that  nature  which  a 


Light  Dues — 


ISl 

person  holding  the  purse-stiinge  can 
always  exercise,  and  so  far  as  I  can  see 
the  Trinity  House  is  anxious  to  adopt 
any  suggestion  of  take  any  reasonable 
course  which  the  Board  of  Trade  should 
propose.  I  have  already  said  that  the 
question  of  equalizing  in  some  degree 
the  rates  of  the  dues  levied  was  under 
consideration.  Beyond  that,  the  question 
of  a  further  change  in  the  constitution 
of  the  Trinity  House  has  also  recently 
been  the  subject  of  constant  discussion. 
It  seems  to  me  that  it  may  be  possible  to 
maintain  the  Trinity  House  as  it  is  with 
a  smaller  number  of  members,  better 
paid,  and,  as  a  consequence,  I  should 
hope  in  some  respects  better  qualified, 
for  the  performance  of  the  work  which 
they  have  to  do  than  the  average  of  the 
twenty-one  Elder  Brethren.  It  is,  how- 
ever, very  difficult  to  make  that  change 
and  to  preserve  the  ancient  constitution 
of  the  body ;  but,  before  very  long  in  all 
probability,  it  will  bo  the  duty  of  Go- 
vernment and  Parliament  to  consider 
whether  any  attempt  should  be  made  at 
any  further  half-way  reform,  whether 
we  should  stay  where  we  now  are,  or 
whether  the  whole  question  should  be 
thoroughly  dealt  with  and  an  alteration 
effected  by  which  the  three  departments 
for  England,  IrelaJid,  and  Scotland 
should  be  brought,  by  means  of  a  well- 
organized  system,  under  the  Board  of 
Trade.  The  House  will,  I  am  sure,  excuse 
me  if  I  do  not  give  a  confident  opinion  on 
that  point.  I  nave  been  at  the  Board  of 
Trade  only  a  short  time,  and  I  do  not 
think  I  am  so  well-qualified  as  some  men 
to  form  an  opinion  on  a  question  of  this 
nature.  I  shall  havo  to  consult  the 
opinion  of  others,  and  I  shall  be  very 
happy  if  in  that  decision  on  a  matter  of 
such  great  importance — and  I  consider  it 
so — I  shall  have  the  benefit  of  the  advice 
of  some  one  more  competent  than  I  am 
to  go  upoa.  I  state  this  to  show  that, 
at  the  present  moment,  the  whole  of 
the  question  is  being  considered  most 
anxiously,  with  a  view  to  some  good  re- 
sult. If  that  be  so — if  we  are  endeavour- 
ing to  relieve  in  some  degree  the  unequal 
pressure  on  shipowners  —  to  levy  the 
light  dues  in  a  more  equal  and  a  more 
just  manner,  the  House  will  agree  with 
me  there  is  no  wisdom  at  this  moment  in 
adopting  a  Eesolution  which  must  em- 
barrass the  Government,  especially  with 
regard  ta  a  proposition  in  which  there  is 
involved  a  change  in  taxation.     I  will 
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put  it  to  my  right  hon.  Friend,  after  the 
explanation  I  have  made — and  which  I 
have  made  in  all  sinceri^ — whether  he 
does  not  think  the  discussion  has  suffi- 
ciently advanced  the  views  of  all  Gentle- 
men concerned  without  bringing  the 
House  to  a  division,  andmaldngthe  dis- 
cussion and  consideration  of  the  question 
by  the  Government  more  difficidt  than 
the  thing  would  have  otherwise  been? 

Me.  HENItEY  said,  that  after  the 
speech  of  the  noble  Lord  the  Member 
for  Berwick  (Viscount Bury),  who  seemed 
to  think  it  desirable  that  1b.e  Trinity 
House,  like  the  East  India  Company  and 
the  Hudson's  Bay  Company,  sbotud  be 
done  away  with,  he  felt  considerably 
relieved  by  what  had  fallen  &om  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  who  had  just 
spoken.  The  reply  of  the  Secretary  to 
the  Board  of  Trade,  he  might  add,  gave 
him  the  notion — but  that  he  knew  such 
a  thing  was  impossible — that  the  House 
was  being  engaged  in  something  like  a 
"put  up  debate,  because  the  discussion 
ran  away  altogedier  from  the  Motion  of 
the  light  hon.  Member  for  Newcastle 
(Mr.  Headlam),  and  turned  upon  ques- 
tions quite  as  large,  if  not  more  impor- 
tant ;  but  everyone  who  had  hstenea  to 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  President 
of  the  Board  of  Trade  must,  ho  thought, 
feel  satisfied  that  the  whole  subject 
would  receive  at  his  hands  the  most 
careful  consideration.  As  to  the  ques- 
tion immediately  before  the  House,  he 
would  remark  that  everybody  considered 
it  a  very  undignified  proceeding  to  pay 
anything.  The  owners  of  ships  had 
always  thought  they  would  rather  not 
pay  diese  light  duties ;  but,  in  his  opinion, 
those  who  derived  an  advantage  ought 
not,  as  a  general  rule,  to  be  above  pay- 
ing for  it.  He  did  not  agree  with  the 
statement  of  the  noble  Lord  that  the 
lights  would  necessarily  be  better  ma- 
naged if  they  were  paid  for  by  the  pub- 
lic ;  still  less  did  be  think  th^  would  be 
more  economically  managed  by  a  Board 
consisting  of  naval  officers  and  scientific 
men  under  the  superintendence  of  the 
Admiralty.  Their  experience  of  dock- 
yard management  was  rather  against 
the  success  of  such  an  experiment. 

Mr.  CANDLISH,  as  a  representative 
of  a  lai^  maritime  constituency,  desired 
to  say  a  few  words  on  this  subject.  Hthia 
weremerelyaquestionofmanagementttie 
statement  of  me  President  of  the  Board 
of  Trade  would  be  eminently  aatis&ctoiy; 
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but  the  real  point  at  issue  vas  whether 
the  owners  of  VMsele  should  be  called 
on  to  pay  the  dues  for  sustaining  the 
lights  around  our  coasts.  He  would 
give  an  illustration  of  the  manner  in 
which  the  levying  of  these  dues  on  the 
shipping  operated  on  the  trade  of  the 
country.  There  was  a  Liverpool  fiim 
who  traded  between  Antwerp  and  South 
America,  and  during  the  last  fifteen 
months  their  vessels  had  been  in  the 
habit  of  calling  at  Southampton.  Since 
January,  1668,  seven  voyages  had  been 
made;  tlie  gross  amount  of  freight 
earned  was  £1,029;  and  the  amount 
paid  for  lights  in  consequence  of  calling 
at  Southiunpton  was  £80  IBt.  5i.,  or 
8  per  cent  on  the  gross  amount  of  freight 
earned.  Another  firm  trading  between 
Baltimore  andBremon,  during  1668,  had 
nine  ships  which  called  at  Southampton 
with  passengers.  The  amoimt  received 
for  carrying  the  passengers  was  £1,736, 
while  the  amount  of  hght  duties  payable, 
by  reason  of  their  putting  into  South- 
ampton, was  £313  128.  3rf.,  or  18  per 
cent  of  the  gross  freight  carried.  It  was 
clear  that  these  dues  were  a  serious 
hindrance  to  trade,  and,  indeed,  he  knew 
of  two,  if  not  three,  companies  who,  in 
order  to  avoid  them,  now  called  at  Havre, 
instead  of  Southampton.  The  right  hou. 
Gentleman  the  Chancellor  of  the  Exche- 
quer had  maintained  that  the  tax  ought 
to  be  retained  because  its  incidence  was 
equal  i  but  the  President  of  the  Board 
of  Trade  had  shown  conclusively  that 
this  was  not  the  case.  He  Q&x.  Candlish) 
maintained  that  the  incidence  of  the 
dues  was  very  unequal,  and  pressed 
more  heavily  upon  some  parties  than 
upon  others.  If  the  right  hon.  Member 
for  Newcastle  pressed  the  Motion  to  a 
division  he  should  certainly  vote  in  1^ 
TOUT  of  it 

SiE  HEDWOETH  WILUAMSON 
said,  he  had  been  of  opinion  that  this 
question  was  not  likely  to  be  considered 
by  the  Oovemment  in  a  proper  manner ; 
but  since  the  President  of  the  Board  of 
had  acknowledged  the  inequality  of  the 
mode  in  which  the  dues  were  levied,  he 
should  not  have  the  slightest  hesitation 
in  voting  against  the  Motion  of  his  right 
hon.  Friend  the  Member  for  Newcastle. 

Ms.  HEABLAM  assured  the  Presi- 
dent of  the  Board  of  Trade  that  he 
fully  appreciated  the  spirit  in  which  he 
was  about  to  grapple  with  the  question, 
and  sincerely  hoped  that  hie  right  hon. 
Mr.  CamdiUh 
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Friend  would  be  success&l  in  his  endea- 
vours to  reduce  the  inequalities  of  the 
tax,  and  to  bring  the  tufferent  bodies 
into  something  like  harmony.  The  man- 
ner in  which  tiie  proposal  had  been  met 
\sj  the  ChaJicellor  of  the  Exchequer  gave 
him  no  hope,  and  as  the  shipping  interest 
had,  however,  requested  him  to  bring  the 
subject  forwaxd  on  a  broad  and  general 
principle,  he  must  ask  bis  Friends  to 
support  him,  as  it  was  his  intention  to 
press  his  Motion  to  a  division. 

Me.  GLADSTONE  regretted  that  after 
the  speech  of  his  right  hon  Friend  the 
President  of  the  Board  of  Trade,  in 
which  he  referred  to  his  recent  accession 
to  Office  and  his  desire  to  make  himself 
master  of  this  question,  his  right  hon. 
Friend  (Mr.  Hoadlam)  asked  them  to  go 
a  division,  in  which  the  House  was  to 
commit  itself  to  the  opinion — 

"  Tbit  the  pnetjct  of  charging  upon  th«  ahip- 

K'og  of  thig  oountrr  and  the  Bhipprng  oF  Foreign 
ktions  Ibe  ooat  of  muntainiDgthe  Ughti,  Baoji, 
and  Beiooni  whiah  light  and  prot«ot  the  Bhorea  at 
th»  United  Kingdom  shoDld  oeaie,  as  baing  a 
pntotiss  unworthy  ot  ■  great  miritimt  nation 
whose  Bbipi  are  afforded  the  uu  of  the  Lights  of 
oth«r  Countries  l^«e  of  all  eipenae." 
Now,  if  the  House  wanted  to  offer  their 
opinion  on  the  subject,  these  were  not 
the  terms  which  it  ought  to  adopt ;  and 
there  were  many  Qenuemen  who,  agreed 
with  the  opinions  of  his  right  hon.  Friend, 
who  wonld  yet  hesitate  before  they  went 
into  a  Lobby  in  favour  of  this  proposi- 
tion. His  right  bon.  Friend  st^d  that 
the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  said 
this  was  a  good  tax.  What,  then  ?  The 
n^^tive  of  the  Motion  committed  the 
House  to  no  opinion,  and  left  the  Go- 
vernment quite  free  to  propose  what 
mi^ht  be  necessary  when  his  right  hon. 
Fnend  the  President  of  the  Board  of 
Trade  should  have  time  to  deal  with  it. 
But  if  the  light  hon.  Gentleman  could 
induce  the  House  to  vote  with  him  it 
would  be  foreclosing  the  question,  while 
those  who  voted  with  the  Government 
would  remain  unpledged. 

Mb.  NORWOOD  said,  he  was  not 
altogether  satisfied  with  the  attitude 
taken  by  the  Treasu^  Bench.  The 
Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  had  laid 
down  the  dictum  that  England  was  not 
to  reKeve  her  trade  of  certain  duties 
until  certain  other  countries  had  relieved 
us  frompaying  import  duties  on  our 
goods.  This  was  totally  at  variance  with 
uie  principles  of  Free  Trade. 

liotion,  by  leave,  teithdraum. 

ogle 
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RECOHSEBS'   DEPUTIES  BILL. 

Od  Hotion  of  Mr.  DlRHtir,  Bill  to  illand  tba 
power  of  RMordara  to  appoint  DepatiM  id  oartain 
OMM,  onUr*dW  ba  brought  In  b;  Mr.  Drmhut 
Ud  Hr.  Wbit. 

BUl^rMMKad,  ud  rwd  tba  flnt  tims.  [BUI  lOT.] 

Boom  adjoonicd  at  Ooa  o'olosk. 


HOUSE    OF    COMMONS, 
Wtdnttdof/,  ithMas,  1B69. 


UINDTES.HNiw  Will 

V.  Sir  Arthor  Willlftm  Buller,  dcoeaMd. 
Pnuo  BiLu — R—cMianin  CmiriMm— ElaotioD 

ComDluioni  [Eipeawi]. 
OrdtTtd  —  FiTtt    Jtaiiinj  —  O'Sallmn'a    DU- 

abilit;    [IDS];    Elaotion    CommiMiant   (Ei- 

panMaJi  [lOSJ, 
£««oi«f  foodtxy— HTpothao  Abolltioa  (SootUnd) 

[11  4AaU  tuOourttei:   Raoordan'  DnoUai* 

llOJ]. 


ffSDLLIVAN'S  DISABILITT  BILL. 

OXDEOB  OP  TEE  DAY  POSTPONED. 

Ub.  GLADSTONE,  in  numng  that 
the  Orders  of  the  Day  be  postponed 
until  B&%T  the  Notice  of  Motion  for  leave 
to  bring  in  O'SuIlivan's  Disability  Bill, 
said :  I  will  only  say  I  am  sure  it  will 
be  the  eenerol  conTiction  of  the  House 
that,  when  an  exceptional  meaaure  of 
this  kind  ia  about  to  be  proposed,  it 
should  be  brought  before  the  House 
at  the  earliest  possible  moment  after  the 
umouncenient  of  the  intention  of  the  Go- 
vernment, with  a  yiew  to  the  proceed- 
inga  being  brought  to  an  issue  with  as 
much  expedition  as  possible,  in  order 
that  fiill  justice  may  be  done  to  the  in- 
dividual concerned.  I  therefore  hope 
that  those  Gentlemen  who  have  Notices 
on  the  Paper  will  not  grudge  the  time 
occupied  in  introducing  this  Bill. 

Me.  BAGWELL  said,  the  measure 
about  to  be  proposed  was  one  of  the 
greatest  consequence.  He  would  say 
nothing  as  to  the  merits  of  the  case. 
No  one'in  that  House  would  suppose  he 
held  any  omnions  in  common  with  the 
Mayor  of  Cork ;  but  this  was  a  grave 
oODstitutional  question,  and  he  wished 
to  aak  the  First  Minister  of  the  Grown 
what  time  would  be  given  to  the  House 
to  oondder  it  —  whether  the  subject 
would  be  fully  debated,  or  whether  it 
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was  to  be  carried  thrQiu;h  in  the  same 
way  as  Bills  relative  to  Lnperial  policy, 
sudi  as  the  Habeas  Corpus  Suspension 
Act  (Ireland),  had  been  passed? 

Me.  GLADSTONE:  My  rights  hon. 
and  learned  Friend  the  Attorney  General 
for  Ireland  will  state  the  intentions  of 
the  Government  on  this  subject.  Our 
view  is — without  attempting  to  shut  out 
the  further  judgment  of  uie  House,  if 
grounds  are  made  out  for  a  longer  time 
— that  if  permission  is  given  to  introduce 
the  Bill  it  will  be  read  a  first  time  to- 
da^:  it  will  then  be  sent  by  the  post 
this  evening  to  the  person  immediately 
interested:  it  will  be  in  the  hands  of 
Members  to-morrow  morning,  and  also 
in  the  hands  of  the  Mayor  of  Cork.  We 
think  that  on  Tuesday  next,  perhaps, 
it  will  be  convenient  to  have  a  Morning 
Sitting  for  the  purpose  of  the  second 
reading.  That  arrangement  would  give 
ample  time  to  the  Mayor  of  Cork  to 
make  an  application  praying  to  be  heard 
by  counsel  at  the  Bar  of  tie  House,  if 
he  Bo  desired  it.  That  is  the  best  judg- 
ment the  Government  can  form  of  the 
course  to  be  pursued  in  the  matter ; 
but,  of  course,  that  will  not  preclude  us 
&om  considering  any  other  steps  that 
further  consideration  may  suggest. 

Me.  BAGWELL  said,  he  i 
fectly  satisfied. 

Motion  a0re»i  to. 

Ordtred.  That  tba  Ordara  of  tba  Dny  ba  post' 
poDad  till  after  tba  Notlea  of  Hotion  for  laaie  to 
bring  in  O'SolliTui'a  Diaabilitj  BUI.— (ifr.  Olad- 
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i  was  per- 


LEAVE — FIRST  J 

The  ATTOENEY  GENERAL  foe 
IfiELAND  (Mr.  Scllivam)  :  Sir,  I  rise 
to  ask  for  leave  to  bring  in  a  Bill  to  dis- 
able Daniel  O'Sullivan,  esquire,  &om 
holding,  eiyoying,  or  taking  the  office  of 
Mayor  or  Justice  of  the  Peace,  or  any 
office  or  place  of  magistracy  in  the  Citv 
of  Cork,  or  elsewhere,  in  Ireland.  I 
must  say,  before  I  make  any  remark  to 
the  House  on  this  Motion,  that  I  deeply 
regret  that  an  exceptional  measure  of 
this  kind  should  be  felt  to  be  necessaiy : 
but  I  think  that,  when  I  have  laid  before 
the  House  the  statement  of  facts  which 
the  Government  have  considered  of  such 
a  character  as  to  leave  them  no  altoma- 
tive  but  to  propose  this  exceptional  mea- 
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sure,  their  conduct  in  doin^  bo  will  meet 
irith  the  approval  of  this  House.  It  i^ 
rig;ht,  in  the  first  instance,  to  call  atten- 
tion to  the  precise  position  which  the 
Mayor  of  the  City  of  Cork  occupies,  so 
as  to  explain  precisely  how  this  meaBurc 
is  necessary,  and  how  the  administra- 
tion of  law  and  the  peace  of  the  city  arc 
deeply  involved  in  its  passing  into  law. 
The  Mayor  of  Cork  is,  by  virtue  of 
his  office  under  the  Municipal  Act,  a 
jusfioe  of  the  peace  of  the  City  of  Cork 
during  his  year  of  office,  and  ia  in 
movable  even  by  the  Lord  Lieutenant 
by  the  Executive  Government  of  this 
country.  By  virtue  of  his  office  under 
the  Charter  of  the  Ciir  of  Cork  he  is 
entitled  to  be  nemed  the  first  Commis- 
sioner of  any  Commission  to  be  executed 
within  the  county  of  Cork,  and  tiierefore 
to  he  associated  with  Her  Majesty's  Jus- 
tices in  the  Commission  of  Oyer  and 
Terminer  and  Gaol  Delivery  under  which 
these  Justices  will  sit  at  the  ensuing 
AssizeB  for  the  City  of  Cork,  Prior  to 
tiie  passing  of  the  Municipal  Act  char- 
terea  justiceB  were  as  irremovable  as 
they  are  now ;  but  there  was  a  prelimi- 
nary step  by  which  the  Executive  Go- 
vernment of  the  day,  under  the  ndes  of 
the  statute  of  Charles  II.,  might  exer- 
cise considerable  control  over  the  per- 
sons elected  to  be  the  mayors  of  the 
corporate  towns  of  Ireland.  But  all 
those  statutes  and  rules  were  put  an 
end  to  by  the  3  &  4  Vict.,  by  one  of 
tho  clauses  of  which  the  election  of 
mayor — over  whitdi  the  Executive  has 
no  control — is  authorized,  and  upon  his 
election  the  mayor  becomes  justice  of 
the  peace,  first  magistrate,  and  first 
commissioner  of  the  ci^  in  which  he  is 
elected.  The  present  Mayor  of  Cork, 
Mr.  Daniel  O'Sullivan,  entered  upon  hie 
office  as  mayor  in  the  beginning  of  the 
present  year,  and  eoon  afterwards,  in 
the  discharge  of  the  ex-officio  office  of 
justice  of  the  peace,  he  b^;an  to  sit,  aa 
he  was  entitled  to  do,  in  the  poHce  court 
of  the  Oily  of  Cork,  From  almost  the 
first  day  he  sat  on  that  Bench  down  to 
the  present  time,  it  appears,  from  the 
official  Beporta  in  the  possession  of  the 
Government,  that  his  conduct  waa  ^- 
tematically  devoted  to  lowering  the  ad- 
ministration of  the  law,  and  bringing  it 
into  contempt,  and  in  using  abusive  and 
insulting  language  towards  his  brother 
magistrates.  I  inll  not  weary  the  House 
by  g^ing  through  these  reporta ;  but  I 
n«Atiomey  Gentrai  for  Ireland       ' 
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will  refer  to  one  or  two  expressionB  in 
the  official  Eeports  of  the  Government, 
which  show  the  conduct  of  the  Mayor 
as  a  magistrate  of  the  city  during  the 
period  he  has  been  in  office.  He  said — 
"  I  am  here  by  the  will  of  the  people." 
"  My  opinion  on  this  Bench  is  as  good 
as  the  biggest  Orangeman  in  the  coun- 
try." "Here  in  this  city  there  is  no 
fi^edom  for  the  people.  The  prejudices 
of  &e  other  magistrates  are  against  the 
people."  "  The  administration  of  Uie 
law  in  this  court  has  been  unconstitu- 
tional." "  I  will  apply  to  have  all  the 
magistrates  suspended."  "  I  should  like 
to  see  the  City  of  Cork  without  a  single 
policeman."  Several  of  these  observa- 
tions were  followed  by  applause  from 
the  galleries ;  and  the  scenes  ia  the 
court  are  stated  to  have  bafSed  all  de- 
scription, and  to  have  been  a  scandal 
upon  the  administrators  of  justice,  "With 
this  state  of  things,  as  I  have  already 
stated,  in  the  present  condition  of  the 
law,  the  Government  and  the  Executive 
are  perfectly  powerless  to  deal.  It  was 
possible,  perhaps,  for  the  Government 
to  have  indicted  the  Mayor  for  misde- 
meanour for  misconduct  in  his  office; 
but  that  is  a  course  which,  having  re- 
gard to  the  position  of  the  Mayor,  ia  one 
which  I  could  not  recommend.  The 
delay  which  must  necessarily  have  oc- 
curred in  such  a  proceeding  would  have 
been  such  that  no  trial  could  possibly  be 
heard  before  the  month  of  Jidy,  and,  in 
all  probability,  not  untilNovember;  and, 
having  regard  to  that  consideration, 
although  I  most  seriously  considered  the 
matter,  when  I  saw  that  the  evil  could 
stopped  or  diminished  by  the 
institotion  of  a  prosecution,  and  that  the 
Mayor  of  Cork  might  insist  on  sitting 
upon  the  Bench,  and  that  there  were  no 
means  known  to  the  law  to  prevent  Mm 
from  sitting,  it  was  not  thought  advis- 
able to  institute  a  prosecution  in  relation 
to  his  conduct.  However,  on  the  27th 
of  April  last,  another  circumstance  oc- 
curred. The  Mayor  of  Cork,  as  chief 
mamstrate  of  that  city,  and  charged 
with  the  preservation  of  the  peace,  and 
with  holding  out  to  everyone  an  ex- 
ample of  law  and  order,  presided  at  a 
banquet  given  in  that  city  in  honour  of 
two  discharged  Fenian  prisonen,  called 
Colonel  Warren  and  Costello.  On  that 
occasion,  in  the  course  of  a  speech  deli- 
vered by  him,  the  Mayor  of  Coi^  made 
use  of  tiie  following  language : —      , 
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beoBiiH  I  oonsideKd  him  to  be  ilncerB  in  Iiil  lor* 
Tor  Ir«l»nd.  Tbat  ia,  in  tnj  mipd,  a  great  rirlm, 
and  ona  that  ahoulit  eodear  bii  memorj  to  his 
oountrirmeD.— 1  un,  Sir,  four  obedient  eerTuit, 

"DuruL  O'SutUTW.'' 
It  appears  to  me,  and  I  -would  appeal  to 
every  reasouablo  aud  Mr-judgiug  m&a, 
that  this  ie  bo  explanation  whatever. 
The  idea  that  any  man  having  the  love  of 
his  oonntiy  at  heart,  could  Bay  tliat  the 
wretched  criumal  who  fired  at  the  vonng 
Prince  could  be  animated  by  noble  mo- 
tives ifl  80  revolting  that  I  will  not  add 
another  word  on  that  sntjeet.  The  Go- 
vernment had  then  to  consider  what 
course  they  would  take.  They  might 
have  directed  the  Attorney  Gmeral  to 
file  an  tx  officio  information  in  the  Queen's 
Bench  for  the  sections  and  scandalons 
language  of  that  speech  ;  but  here  agmn 
they  were  met  by  another  obstacle — that 
hati-meaaureB  would  not  remove  the  dif- 
ficulty and  cause  a  cessation  of  the  public 
scandal  arising  from  the  Mayor  continu- 
ing in  the  situation  of  chief  magistrate. 
But,  while  this  matter  was  under  consi- 
deration, a  step  was  taken  by  the  whole 
mEigietracy  of  the  CSfy  of  Cork,  who  aa- 
sez^led  in  solemn  meeting,  on^e  1st  of 
the  present  month,  presided  over  by  the 
Lord  Lieutenant  of  the  county — ^Lord 
Fermoy.  The  meeting  was  attended  by 
thirty-two  magistrates  of  all  opinions 
aifd  religions,  and  who  represent^  every 
class  wiUiin  Uiat  city.  At  that  meeting 
the  following  Eesolution  was  passed : — 
"Ciljof  Cork.  May  I. 

"At  a  meeting  of  the  magiatratei  of  the  Ciijof 
CoA  tbia  dajr,  apoobllr  oomsnsd,  tho  Right  Hon. 
Lord  Ferniof  in  the  Cbair,  it  yn»  reaolrad  unuii- 
moualj  that  the  following  memorial  to  bia  Ei- 
cellencj  be  adopted,  and  fannardsd  bj  Lord 
Fermoy : — 

>"  We,  tb«  nndenigned,  magiatratea  of  the 
beroii|;h  of  Cork,  beg  respectfally  to  aaanro  yoat 
EicelteDO]!  that  we  h&ra  read.witii  feelingi  of  the 
utmoatBbtiDrrence,tentiment9  latelj  eipreued  by 
tlie  Major  of  Cork,  at  an  entertainment,  aa  re- 
ported in  7'AeCtirt£n<Tnin«rnewapaper— namelr, 
— "  There  wai  at  this  moment  io  the  ooantry  a 
foang  Priooe  of  the  En^isb  nation.  WIud  that 
noble  Iriihman  O'Farrell  fired  at  tlio  Frines  in 
Auatnlia,  be  waa  imbued  with  ii  noble  and  pa- 
triotic fteUnga  aa  Lnrkin,  Allen,  aod  O'Brien 
ware.  Ha  belieied  that  O'Farrell  would  be  ai 
bigbljr  thoDght  of  aa  anj  of  the  men  who  bad 
aaerifioed  their  liieafor  Ireland," — language  which 
we  ooniider  deaerringoftheitrongest  reprobation 
under  any  ciroumatanoea,  but  espeolally  ao  when 
another  Rojal  Frinoe  was  in  IreUn  d. 

"'  We  alio  complain  of  the  frequent  introduc- 
tion of  religioua  and  political  alluiiona  on  tin 
Bench  bj  the  Uajor,  and  of  the  great  diaeoorteiy 
shown  by  him  lo  hii  brother  migiatrates  in  court, 
and  of  the  ayatematic  and  unoalled-lbr  remarki 


"Th»  Uiyor,  in  proposing  the  toast  of  '  Our 
eiilfd  ooDntrymen,'  eipreiied  hia  p1ea*Dre  at 
having  bad  to  beautifully  rendered  a  aong  whioh  re- 
minded him  of  many  hiitorical  iooidenta  of  hia 
Mnntry'a  annala,  the  bravary  of  Iriah  soldiera  at 
borne  and  abroad,  their  gallantry  at  Cremona 
M  well  aj  at  Limerick,  vhoae  ibameliilly  vio- 
lated treaty  be  bellored  (he  energy  and  moral 
force  of  Irjibman  woald  yet  exact  the  fbllUment 
oC  Ha  belieied  that  a  spirit  of  oonoeuion  had 
been  arouaed  on  tba  part  of  the  dominant  raoe. 
He  did  not  aay  whether  it  was  owing  to  Fen ianism 
or  to  the  barrel  plaoed  under  the  priaon  at  Clerken- 
wall ;  bnt  he  belieTed  he  paid  a  solemn  aot  of 
justioa  to  hi*  own  couDtrymen — as  solemn  an  sot 
of  justice  aa  if  he  were  a  high  priest — when  ha 
•aid  those  nobla  men,  Allen,  Barrett,  Larkin,  and 
O'Brien,  who  sacrlBoed  their  liToa  for  their  ooun- 
try,  onght  to  be  remambered  and  reapeded  aa  good 
Catholics  and  good  patriota.  {Cktert.)  There 
waa  at  thia  momant  In  tbe  coimtry  a  young  Prinoe 
of  the  Englisb  nation." 

Then  a  person  uttered  a  remark  which  I 
wUl  not  read,  and  another  voice  said, 
"Ho,  he  ia  welcome."  Then  the  Mayor 
continued  to  say  that — 

"  Whsn  that  noble  Irishman,  O'FarraU,  Bred  at 
the  Prinoe  in  Australia,  he  was  imbaed  with  as 
noble  and  patriotic  feelinga  as  I^rkin,  Allen,  and 
O' Brian  were.  {^Qreat  chtering,  and  criei  of  '  He 
was.')  He  belieTed  that  O'Farralt  wonld  be  aa 
Ughly  thought  of  as  any  of  the  man  who  had 
■aoriliced  their  li>e*  for  Ireland.  (Load  thwUi 
cj '  Braro !')  They  all  saw  how  a  noble  Pole  had 
fired  at  the  Emperorof  Russia,  because  he  thought 
that  the  Emperor  was  trampling  upon  the  liber- 
ties of  the  people.  (Chfert.)  Well,  O'Farrell 
probably  was  actuated  by  the  same  noble  impotsea 
when  he  fire4  at  the  Prinoe.  O'Farrell  was  as 
noble  an  Iriahmaa  as  the  Pole,  and  as  true  to  hii 
oountry,  for  each  was  impelled  by  the  asjne  Senti- 
ments to  do  what  they  did.  {CUeri.) 
I  do  not  think  that  any  comment  on  that 
language  is  necessary ;  but  it  is  language 
uttered  by  the  Mayor  of  Cork,  and  it 
becomes  most  essential  to  the  adminis- 
tration of  the  law  that  he  should  not  be 
a  person  associated  with  Her  Majesty's 
Judges  in  the  Commission  of  Assize  dtir- 
ing  the  ensuing  summer,  and  that  he 
should  no  longer  preside  over  the  police 
office  as  a  magistrate,  or  be  held  a  person 
fitted  for  the  administration  of  the  law. 
It  is  right  to  state  that  the  Mayor  of 
Cork  has  put  in  print,  what  has  been 
called  in  "another  place,"  an  explanation 
of  his  language,  and  it  is  due  to  him 
that  I  should  read  his  letter.  He  says — 
"  To  the  Editor  of  The  Corh  Etamtter. 

"  Sir, — 1  understand  tbat  the  report  whioh  baa 
appeared  in  year  jcnmal  of  the  28th  instant,  of 
what  I  am  alleged  to  have  said  at  the  Victoria 
Hotel,  has  been  misconstrued.  To  those  who 
know  ma  it  ia  onneoaaaary  to  state  tbat  I  wonld 
be  the  last  man  in  Ireland  to  jaitify  the  taking  of 
the  life  of  either  prince  or  peasant.  I  called 
O'Farrell  noble,  not  beeausa  of  what  be  did,  but 
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mkde  an  the  oonitabaUi?  in  Ibe  diiohirge  of  their  I 
datj. 

■"W«  tpprehiDd  th*t  the  kdminirtntioD  or 
jostiee  will  bu  leriooilj  lowered  in  the  eetimation 
of  the  coniiniinily  bj  the  courae  purmued  \>j  the 
Uajor  in  bin  megiilerimi  Mpacitj  id  Ihe  police 
oonrt  or  thia  borough. 

"  ■  We,  therefore,  pnj  four  GKcelleDoj  will  be 
pleaied  to  take  auoh  meuurea  aa  maj  be  expe- 
dient nader  thi 


TloB  memorifll  waa  signed  by  all  the 
thirty-two  mag^istmtea,  substantiallj  re- 
j^mentmg  the  whole  in[^iEtrac7  oi  the 
city,  of  every  opinion  and  every  creed. 
If  there  could  be  any  hesitatioti  ott  the 
part  of  the  Government  in  taking  thia 
exceptional  course,  the  Beeolution  passed 
at  tluB  meeting  of  the  magistrates  ought 
to  have  put  an  end  to  it,  aad  the  moment 
the  m^aorial  vaa  brought  under  the 
notice  of  the  Gorermnent  the  adoption 
of  this  exceptional  step  became  a  matter 
of  absolute  noeeasi^.    In  this  very  de- 

Elorable  state  of  thmgs  two  stepa  might 
ave  been  taken.  It  waa  open  to  die 
Government  to  bring  in  a  general  Bill 
to  put  the  municipal  justices  under  the 
control  of  the  Crown ;  but,  in  consider- 
ing that  matter,  it  appeared  to  the  Go- 
vernment to  be  improper  and  unteaaon- 
able  to  take  horn  the  municipal  autho- 
rities the  high  privileges  conferred  upon 
them  by  their  diarters,  and  which,  under 
the  Municipal  Act  (Ireland),  they  had 
enjoyed  for  a  considerable  number'of 
years.  This  being  the  only  reaeon  foi 
taking  such  a  step,  the  other  munici- 
palities would  have  thought  it  unreason- 
able that,  because  the  Mayor  of  Cork 
bad  been  guilty  of  this  misconduct,  they 
were  to  be  deprived  of  what  is  to  them  a 
source  of  great  pride — that  their  char- 
tered justicea  should  be  free  from  any 
controlon  the. partof  the  Crown.  There- 
fore, we  thought  it  more  fair  and  reason- 
able tfiat  theMayor  of  Cork  should  be 
dealt  with  personally  for  his  own  mit 
conduct,  than  that  all  the  other  magii 
trates  should  be  subject  to  what  would 
be  considered  degradation.  The  pro- 
posal of  the  Government,  strong  as  it 
IB  not  without  precedent.  An  Act  of 
Parli ament  waa  passed  in  the  lOth George 
H.,  which  was  framed  with  the  greatest 
care,  and  received  the  greatest  consider- 
ation. It  enacted  that  the  Lord  Provost 
of  Edinburgh  should  be  removed  from 
the  position  of  Lord  Provost,  and  dia- 
abled  from  enjoying  or  holdine  any 
office  or  place  of  magistracy  either  in 
the  City  of  Edinburgh  or  eUewhere  in 
The  Attormy  Gmerai/w  Jrtland 
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Great  Britain.  The  circnmBtances  were 
these — Captain  Forteoua,  having  been 
found  guilty  of  murder,  was  lying  is 
prison  under  sentence  of  death,  butnad 
been  reprieved  by  the  Crown.  A  tur- 
bulent mob  broke  open  the  prison  and 
executed  him;  and  the  charge  against 
the  Lord  Provost  was  that,  thou^  he 
had  reason  to  expect  that  such  an  offence 
would  be  attempted,  be  had  not  taken 
proper  precautions  to  prevent  it.  The 
evil  to  be  remedied  in  the  present  caae  is 
far  greater  than  existed  then,  because 
tbia  evil  is  the  continued  sitting  of  the 
Mayor  after  using  the  language  uttered 
by  him  on  the  27tli  of  April,  and  aftar 
having  conducted  himself  on  the  magis- 
terial Bench  in  the  manner  he  has  done : 
and,  therefore,  the  precedent  in  the  case 
of  Mr.  WUson,  the  LonJ  Provost  of 
Edinbut^h,  is  stronger  than  is  want«d ; 
for  in  that  case  the  evil  had  pasaed  away 
— there  was  no  reason  to  think  that  an- 
other riot  would  take  place,  but  here  the 
evil  complained  of  has  continued  and 
must  continue  unless  something  is  done. 
We,  therefore,  propose  by  thia  Bill  to 
declare — after  reciting  that  the  Mayor  of 
Cork  has  so  misconducted  himself  as  to 
bring  the  administration  of  the  law  into 
disrepute  and  contempt,  and  has  used 
language  of  a  seditious  and  scandalous 
character,  and  haa  held  up  to  public 
approbation  the  conduct  of  O'FarteU, 
in  firing  a  ta  Royal  Prince'in  Australia — 
that  having  regard  to  theae  circumstances 
be  shall  be  removed  from  the  position  of 
a  justice  of  the  peace  and  magistrate, 
and  disabled  from  holding  these  office* 
either  now  or  hereafter,  and  that  the 
Corporation  of  Cork  shall  be  charged 
witb  the  election  of  another  mayor. 
Having  stated  the  grounds  ou  which  the 
Government  have  acted,  I  hope  that  this 
measure,  exceptional  as  it  is,  and  strong 
as  it  may  be,  wiU  be  conxidcrcd  adequate 
to  the  occasion,  and  not  stronger  than 
the  circumstances  of  the  case  jastify  and 
require. 

Mwed,  "  That  leave  be  giTen  to  bring  in  a  Bill 
U>  diaable  Daniel  O'SuUiraa,  eaquira,  from  hold- 
ing, enjojiog,  or  taking  the  office  of  Major,  or 
Juetlee  of  the  Peace,  or  anj  office  or  plnoe  of 
magietraoy  in  the  Cit;  of  Cork  or  eleewhere  In 
Ireland."— (3fr,  Allamey  Qtneralfor  irelond.) 

Mr.  BAGWELL  rose  to  say  that,  al- 
though he  did  not  rise  to  oppose  the  intro- 
duction of  the  Bill,  he  must  be  allowed 
to  say  that  he  did  not,  however,  approve 
it.  He  believed  that  a  general  Bill  would 
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have  been  modi  better.  [''  No,  no !  "J 
Ae  to  firing  at  tbe  Prince,  borrible  as  it 
was,  he  vas  quite  certain  that  the  Majror 
of  Cork  never  really  meant  vliat  he  was 
»aid  to  have  uttered  in  the  papers,  and 
his  subsequent  explanation  was  far  &om 
being  tottdJy  unBatisfaclory,  ["  Oh  !  "] 
The  Mayor  denied  that  he  had  any  wish 
to  see  anyone  assassinated.  He  admitted 
that  the  Uayor's  language  vas  a  sort  of 
general  apology  for  political  assassina- 
tion, but  an  assassin  had  been  held  up 
in  all  times— ["Oh!"]  William  Tell 
was  held  up  as  a  hero  when  he  shot  the 
tyrant  of  his  country.  [''Oh'."]  During 
the  progress  of  tlus  Bill,  however,  he 
should  certainly  take  the  opportunity  of 
expressing  his  dissent  from  a  measure 
of  this  kind  respecting  an  individual, 
when  a  general  measure,  if  introduced, 
would  have   been   perfectly  just   and 

lawful        

Mb.  BOUVERIE:  I  m^  be  per- 
mitted, I  trust,  to  say  to  the  House  that 
while  I  must  share  with  every  right- 
minded  man  and  every  Member  of  this 
House  the  just  indignation  and  horror 
with  which  we  have  read  the  language 
attributed  to  the  Mayor  of  Cork,  appa- 
rently justiftTng  and  expressing  appro- 
bation, in  liLO  most  public  manner,  of 
attempted  assassination  of  the  most  out- 
r^eouB  kind — still  X  may  be  permitted, 
at  the  same  time,  to  express  my  great 
doubts  whether  it  is  wise  and  right  to 
deal  in  this  exceptional  way  with  any 
particolar  ofTender  against  what  is  sup- 
posed to  be  the  law.  The  Bill  is,  prac- 
tically, a  Bill  of  Pains  and  Penalties 
iwainst  the  Mayor  of  Cork,  for  language 
of  the  most  outrageous  description  which 
he  has  used,  or  is  said  to  have  used,  in 
the  discharge  of  his  office.  I  believe 
that  since  the  Revolution  only  one  or 
two  Bills  of  this  kind  have  been  passed 
by  Parliament.  The  precedents  offered 
in  justification  of  them  are  precedents  of 
evU  times,  when  the  power  of  Parlia- 
ment was  used  to  work  gross  injustice ; 
and  all,  who  have  studied  the  history  of 
those  times,  must  feel  regret  that  the 
exercise  of  the  power  of  Parliement  was 
ever  made  upon  such  occasions.  Such 
Bills  have  never  been  regarded  with 
great  favour  in  this  House.  Now  the 
veiy  Act  put  forward  as  a  precedent 
— that  relating  to  Captain  Porteous — 
was  passed  in  the  days  of  the  ascend- 
ancy of  one  of  the  most  powerful  Minis- 
ters that  this  House  or  this  country  ever 

VOL.   OXCVI.      [tHIED  BBBtES.] 


saw — Sir  Robert  Walpole — and  yet  the 
Bill  passed  by  a  veiy  narrow  majority — 
I  befieve  it  was  only  by  the  castmg  vote 
of  the  Chairman  that  the  Bill  disabling 
the  Lord  Provost  of  Edinburgh  from 
holding  office  was  passed  through  Com- 
mittee in  this  House.  It  must  be  borne 
mind  that,  on  that  occasion,  the  Bill 
was  initiated  in  a  far  graver  and  mora 
solemn  way  than  this  Bill  proposed  by 
Her  Majesty's  Government.  It  was  in- 
troduced in  the  House  of  Lords,  after 
evidence  beard  at  the  Bar  upon  oath, 
justifying,  jprimd  facie,  the  accusation 
that  was  made,  not  only  against  the 
Lord  Provost,  but  the  whole  municipal 
government  of  Edinburgh,  of  negleot- 
mg  their  duty  in  the  preservation  of  the 
peace  upon  the  ottcasion  of  those  riots, 
and  it  was  only  after  such  a  solemn  in- 
vestigation that  the  Bill  was  introduced, 
and  by  a  narrow  majority  carried  in  this 
House.  [See  Santard,  Pari.  Miitory, 
vol.  10;  State  IViale,  vol.  17.]  I  doubt 
myself  whether  it  is  ever  nght  by  an 
ex  peat  faeto  law  of  this  kind  to  deprive 
any  man  of  his  office  or  freehold  con- 
trary to  the  principles  reverenced  by  our 
ancestors,  and  contrary  to  the  spirit  of 
what — although  the  document  is  by  many 
now-a-days  considered  somewhat  musty 
— I  stilt  must  hold  in  reverence — I  al- 
lude to  Magna  Charta.  This  officer 
Sractically  tms  been  guilty  of  a  gross 
reach  of  his  duty ;  and  I  gathered  from 
the  Attorney  General  for  Ireland  that 
there  was  an  ordina^  proceeding  by 
which  he  could  have  brought  this  offi- 
cer to  judgment  in  the  courts  of  law 
before  a  juiy  of  his  countrymen.  It 
may  be  highly  inconvenient — ^it  may  be 
highly  detrimental  to  the  conduct  of 
the  lixecutive  Government — that,  owing 
to  the  law's  delays,  this  officer  cannot 
be  brought  to  trial  in  the  ordinary  way 
—'"•in  a  moderate  time.  This,  how- 
ever, is  an  argiunent  upon  inconve- 
nience— high  inconvenience  if  you  like 
— State  inconvenience  if  you  like — but 
it  is  merely  an  aig^iment  founded  upon 
inconvenience,  and  I  beg  again  to  say 
that  I  doubt  very  much  whether  it  is 
wise  or  prudent  for  Parliament  to  pass 
any  extreme  measure  of  this  kind  di- 
rected against  an  individual  officer  by 
name,  suspending  Tiim  from  his  office, 
because  the  course  of  law  is  so  slow  that 
he  cannot  be  brought  to  account  within 
a  few  months  by  the  Attorney  General 
in  the  ordinary  discharge  of  his  duty. 

^  .  I,  Google 


195 


G'SulUvm't 


{OOUMONS} 


BiuAOit^  Bill. 


I  am  aware  that  it  ma.y  he  unpalatable 
to  ventilate  these  somewhat,  perhaps, 
old-faahioned  notions  of  respect  for  ib- 
dividual  rights  and  antipathy  to  Bills  of 
Fains  antT  Penalties  which  our  fore- 
fethers  strongly  entertained ;  but  which 
we,  perhaps,  are  now  disposed — in  the 
pursuit  of  a  valuable  object,  no  doubt — 
to  aeelect  and  over-ride :  but  I  think  I 
should  not  be  dischai^fing  my  duty  to 
my  conetituentB,  or  upholding  tiie  respect 
for  the  majesty  of  the  law,  and  that 
hatred  of  «r  post  facto  legislation  where 
the  individual  rights  and  liberties  of  our 
fellow-subjects  are  concerned  which  have 
been  long  entertained  in  this  House,  if 
I  did  not  venture,  with  all  humility,  to 
express,  as  I  have  done,  my  doubts 
about  the  wisdom  of  such  a  course  as  is 
now  proposed  to  bo  taken. 

Mb.  a.  H.  MOOfiE  said,  he  thought 
every  Member  would  agree  that  the 
AttOTney  General  for  Ireland  had  intro- 
duced this  measure  with  the  greatest 
consideration  and  discretion.  Hon. 
Members  would  beet  imitate  that  con- 
sideration and  discretion  by  withhold- 
ing any  comments  upon  the  Bill,  or 
upon  tjlie  causes  whim  had  led  to  it, 
till  the  Mayor  of  Cork  had  enjoyed  the 
opportuni^  afforded  to  him  by  Her 
Majesty's  Government  of  stating  lus  own 
case. 

Sm   FEEDEEICK  W.  HETGATE 


became  indispensable,  he  considered  that 
the  Government  had  brought  this  unfor- 
tunate business  very  mu&h  upon  them- 
selves. Looking  back  at  what  had 
occurred  during  the  last  few  months — 
— upon  the  release  of  so  many  of  the 
Fenian  convicts,  some  of  whom  had 
been  convicted  under  circumstances  of 
die  utmost  gravity — one  could  hardly 
feel  surprise  if  the  Mayor  of  Cork  had 
really  committed  the  lesser  finult  alleged 
on  his  behalf  by  some  of  his  apologists. 
One  thing  stnidt  him  greatly  in  all  the 
debates  relating  to  the  condition  of  Ira- 
land,  and  that  was  the  ungenerous  treat* 
ment  the  noble  Lord  the  late  Chief  Secret 
taty  for  Ireland  {the  Earl  of  Mayo)  had 
experienced  in  that  House.  It  was  well 
known  that  to  many  points  of  that  noble 
Lord's  policy  he  fSir  Frederick  He^;ate) 
had  been  strongly  opposed;  but  it  was 
only  just  to  that  noble  Lord  to  re-call  to 
mind  the  signal  exertions  which  he  hod 
made  during  a  period  of  two  years  to 
Mr.  £oureri« 


uphold  the  administratdim  of  juBtio»— 
exertions  which  had  been  crowned  with 
unexampled  success,  and  yet  during  the 
whole  of  that  time  there  was  haraly  a 
single  life  lost.  Looking  upon  the  admi- 
nistration of  justice  and  the  upholding  of 
the  law  of  the  land  as  matters  ofprimary 
importance,  he  (Sir  Frederick  Heygate) 
could  not  hut  regard  the  course  which 
the  present  Govenunent  had  adopted  in 
this  matter  as  a  great  mistake — so  se- 
rious, in  fact,  did  he  consider  it,  that  he 
had  always  thought  thcire  must  have 
existed  reasons  which  were  not  disclosed 
— reasons  growing  out  of  some  difficult 
connected  with  Litemational  Law,  or 
with  America,  which  were  unknown  to 
the  public — leading  to  the  extraordinary 
course  which  had  been  taken  of  releas- 
ing these  Fenian  convicts — men  who 
were  iindoubteilly  guilty,  and  were  only 
convicted  after  long  and  painful  trials. 
He  deeply  regretted  what  the  present 
Government  hod  done  ;  and  he  took  tliia 
opportimity  of  declaring  that  the  Go- 
vernment ought  to  be  very  much  obliged 
to  the  noble  Lord — now  at  such  a  dis- 
tance from  this  country — for  his  long  and 
patient  efforts  to  defeat  and  tenninate 
the  Fenian  conspiracy.  During  a  large 
|wrt  of  the  time  tliat  the  noble  Earl  h^ 
OfSce  he  had  personal  knowledge  of  the 
fact  that  the  life  of  the  noble  Earl  was 
exposed  to  danger;  yet  he  had  never 
heard  from  the  present  Government,  or 
from  the  Benches  opposite,  one  word  of 
recognition  of  those  services;  and  from 
the  silence  maintained  wiUi  regard  to 
the  conspiracy  itself  the  Mayor  of  Cork 
might  possibly  have  supposed  that  the 
thing  was  not  seriouuy  disapproved. 
The  result  had  been  that  it  was  now 
found  necessary  to  introduce  a  Bill 
levelled  against  a  particular  individual, 
with  the  effect,  of  course,  of  making  a 
martyr  of  him  in  the  eyes  of  a  lai^  sec- 
tion of  bis  countrymen.  He  regretted 
acte  of  favour  shown  to  extreme  opinions 
in  one  part  of  the  country,  because  they 
naturally  provoked  retaliation  in  districts 
entertaining  opposite  opinions.  The 
right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Chief  Secre- 
tary for  Ireland  (Mr.  Chichester  For- 
tescue)  was  not  in  his  place  that  day  to 
jve  an  answer  to  the  Question,  of  which 
le  had  given  bim  notice,  as  to  his  rea- 
son for  asserting  that  two  mobs  in  Lon- 
donderry had  fired  upon  each  other,  and 
that  the  city  had  in  owisaquence  been 
^t>clumed.      The    coroners    inquests 
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vbioh  hftd  unce  been  held  had  shown 
that  there  were  not  two  mobs,  and  tkat 
they  did  not  fire  upon  each  other ;  bat 
that  it  was  the  police  who  fired.  No- 
body oould  legret  these  things  mare 
than  he  did.  He  did  not  justLfy  violence 
coming  &om  any  quarter;  but  it  waa 
too  tme  that  outrageous  acta  permitted 
and  condoned  at  one  end  of  the  countiy 
had  a  tendency  to  provoke  retaliations 
at  the  other.  He  had  merely  risen  to 
point  out  what  he  conaiderea  the  de> 
plorable  consequences  of  letting  out  con- 
victs who  had  been  tried  fairly,  convicted 
by  juries  impartially  chosen,  in  courts 
presided  over  by  upright  and  distin- 
guished Judges,  for  crimes  condemned 
by  every  man  of  right  feeling  in  the 
country.  If  men  so  convicted  were  only 
Bent  upon  what  really  were  pleasurable 
excnrsionB  to  the  other  side  of  the  world 
— being  only  sent  there  to  be  brought 
back  f^^n — the  common  people  would 
natun^y  believe  that  the  law  was  not 
to  be  maintained ;  and  Hie  consequences 
which  they  now  saw  were  the  legiti- 
mate results  of  the  action  of  the  Govern- 
ment.   

The  attorney  GENERAL  said,  I 
shall  best  consult  the  feelings  of  the 
House  if  I  abstain  from  any  reply  to 
the  attack  just  made  upon  the  Govern- 
ment— for  me  House,  I  believe,  are  not 
now  disposed  to  enter  into  a  general 
debate  upon  Irish  affairs.  I  shall 
therefore  confine  the  veiy  few  words 
whidi  I  have  to  ofi'er  simply  to  the 
question  that  is  before  us;  and  I  rise 
chiefiy  for  the  purpose  of  setting  my 
right  hon.  Friend  the  Member  for  Kil- 
marnock (Mr,  Bouverie)  right  upon  the 
legal  question  to  which  he  has  referred. 
Uy  right  hon.  Friend  said  that  in  this  case 
we  were  departing  &om  the  precedent 
affinrded  by  the  case  of  the  Lord  Pro- 
vost of  Edmbur^,  inasmuch  as  In  that 
oaae,  before  the  Bill  was  introduced,  an 
opportuni^  was  given  to  the  accused  of 
bemg  heard  in  his  own  defence. 

Mr.  BOUVEEIE  :  WiU  the  learned 
Gentleman  pardon  mef  What  I  did 
say,  or  meant  to  say,  was  that  the  Bill 
was  introduced  after  evidence  inculpating 
the  Frovost  and  magistrates  had  been 
heard  at  the  Bar  of  the  House  of  Lords. 

The  ATTOBNET  GENERAL;  That 
is  exactly  what  I  understood  him  to  say. 
I  believe  he  is  mistaken  in  that.  He 
will  find  that  the  Bill  was  introduced 
before  evidence  upon  oath  was  taken; 


and  that  time  was  then  giv^i  to  the 
Provort  to  appear  before  the  Bar  of  the 
House — I  think  a  fortnight's  notice  was 
given  him->-he  then  did  appear  to  oppose 
tiie  aeoond  reading,  and  evidence  upon 
oath  was  taken.  If  I  am  wrong  in  that 
I  shall  be  glad  to  be  corrected.  I  rise 
merdy  for  the  purpose  of  setting  my 
right  hon.  Friend  right  in  that  matter. 
After  the  very  prudent  suggestion  of  the 
hon.  Member  for  Mayo  I  do  not  pro- 

rse  to  enter  into  the  merits  of  the  case, 
shall  merely  observe  that  the  case 
against  the  Invest  of  Edinburgh  was 
one  of  nonfeasance,  whereas  this  is  a 
case  of  misfeasance,  and  is  therefore 
stronger  than  the  precedent  cited  by  my 
right  hon.  Friend  the  Attorney  General 
for  Ireland.  In  the  former  instance  all 
necessity  for  interference  had  ceased  be- 
fore the  Bill  passed,  whereas  here  the 
neoeeseity  still  continues.  We  are  told 
that  the  Bill  levelled  at  the  Frovost  of 
Edinburgh  belonged  to  an  exceptional 
class  of  legislation ;  but  it  must  be  ob- 
vious also  that  it  dealt  with  an  entirely 
exceptional  kind  of  ofi'ence.  From  the 
time  the  Act  against  the  Frovost  of  Edin- 
bui^h  passed  down  to  the  present  hour 
I  trust  that  no  such  offence  has  ever  been 
committed  by  any  person  holding  public 
ofEioe  in  any  part  of  the  United  King- 
dom.     

Me.  VERNON  HAROOURT  thought 
his  hon.  and  learned  Friend  the  Attorney 
General  for  England  was  mistaken  in 
his  reference  to  the  Bill  affecting  the 
Provost  of  Edinburgh.  That  Bill,  which 
came  down  from  the  House  of  Lords,  waa 
read  a  first  tame,  he  believed,  on  the  16th 
of  May,  and  was  ordered  to  be  read  a 
secondtimeuponthe4thof  June;  butwith 
a  view  to  its  second  reading  on  that  day, 
the  Attorney  and  Solicitor  General  for 
England  were  ordered,  on  the  Report  of 
a  Conference  with  the  Lords  on  the  18th, 
to  be  prepared  with  evidence  in  support 
of  the  Preamble  of  the  Bill,  and  it  was 
net  until  two  days  after  that  Order  was 
made — nam^,  on  the  20th,  that  the 
Provost  of  Edinburgh  petitioned  the 
House  to  be  heard  a^nst  the  Bill,  The 
materiality  of  this  distinction  lay  in  the 
fact,  that  the  Bill  being  one  of  Pains  and 
Penalties,  the  promoters  were  bound  to 
tender  evidence  in  support  of  the  Pre- 
amble, independentiy  of  whether  the 
persons  affected  by  its  provisions  ap- 
peared against  the  BUI  or  not.  He 
wished,  therefore,  to  ask  the  right  hon, 
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Oendeman  the  Attorney  General  for 
Ireland  what  couree  it  vas  proposed  to 
take  on  Tuesday  next,  when  the  Bill 
stood  for  second  reading ;  and  whether, 
iirespectiTe  of  any  action  which  might 
be  taken  by  the  Mayor  of  Cork,  evidence 
would  be  tendered  by  the  Qovemment 
in  support  of  the  Preamble — following 
the  precedent  of  the  Porteous  case  ? 

The  ATTOENET  GIMERAL  ob- 
served that  he  had  referred  to  what  took 
place  in  the  House  of  Lords.  The  Bill 
was  introduced  there,  and  he  believed 
that  evidence  was  taken,  not  upon  the 
introduction,  but  on  the  second  reading. 
Ms.  WALPOLE:  I  do  not  wish  to 
enter  into  a  general  dlBcusaion  of  the 
very  important  measure  brought  in  by 
the  Attorney  General — that  some  euai 
measure  ie  requisite  I  think  must  be 
clear  to  eveiy  Gentleman  in  this  House 
— but  I  merely  wish  to  call  attention  to 
the  precedent  adverted  to  by  my  right 
hon.  Friend  the  Member  for  Kilmarnock 
(Mr.  Bouverie),  which  seems  to  me  more 
consistent  with  the  general  principles  of 
the  administration  of  justice  than  the 
course  which,  in  this  particular  instance, 
we  are  invited  to  pursue.  The  Attorney 
General  will  find  that  at  the  meeting 
of  Farhament,  in  February,  the  Porteous 
riots  were  taken  notice  of  in  the  Speech 
from  the  Throne.  On  the  10th  of  Feb- 
ruary a  debate  arose  respecting  those 
riots,  when  Lord  Carteret,  not  then  a 
Minister  of  the  Crown,  made  a  sugges- 
tion in  the  House  of  Lords  that  a  full 
inquiry  should  be  instituted ;  and  specific 
fieaolutions  were  moved  and  adopted  as 
to  the  means  by  which  that  mquiry 
should  be  conducted.  That  inquiry  was 
prosecuted  and  witnesses  were  examined 
on  the  7th,  the  16th,  and  the  IBth  of 
March,  but  no  Bill  was  brought  into  the 
House  before  the  4th  of  Aprif  I  merely 
mention  these  facta  now  in  order  that 
the  House  and  the  Government  may  have 
the  opportunity  of  considering  them  be- 
fore the  second  reading,  and  so  that 
some  greater  precautions  may  be  taken 
than  seem  to  have  been  taken  at  the 
present  moment,  with  a  view  of  insuring 
that  the  Mayor  of  Cork,  who  is  now  put 
upon  bis  trial,  shall,  at  all  events,  have 
the  fullest  and  fairest  opportunity  of 
bringing  his  case  under  the  notice  of  the 
House. 

8m  JOHN  GRAY  said,  be  was  sure 
there  was  no  man  of  right  feeling  in 
that  House,  or  outside  of  it,  who  did^not 
Mr.  Fernon  Sareourt 


deprecato  the  language  allied  to  faaro 
been  used  by  the  Mayor  of  Cork;  but 
the  more  they  deprecated  that  alleged 
language  the  more  necessary  he  felt  it 
to  be  to  have  full  proof  before  the  House 
that  the  language  alleged  to  have  been 
spoken  was  really  spoken  by  that  offlciaL 
Kie  House  wae  asked  by  the  Attorney 
General  to  act  in  a  fwHi-judidial  obo- 
ractor,  and  up  to  this  there  was  not  a 
particle  of  evidence  before  them.  For 
the  sake  of  bis  own  deservedly  high 
repute — for  the  sake  of  the  high  cha- 
racter of  the  Government  he  represented 
— for  the  sake  of  the  judicial  reputation 
of  that  assembly,  he  would  entreat  the 
Attorney  Qeneml  not  to  rush  hastily  to 
results,  but  to  take  each  step  with  that 
deliberatioa  which  the  gravity  of  the 
case  demanded,  and  not  to  press  on  the 
House  the  necessit;  of  dealing  with  a 
man's  character  and  future  status  in 
society  without  proof,  without  even  the 
tender  of  proof,  that  he  had  used  the 
language  attributed  to  him.  The  right 
hon.  Gentleman  opposite  (Mr.  Walpme) 
showed  clearly  that,  in  uie  Edinburgh 
case,  the  first  step  taken  was  the  offering 
of  proof,  and  that  then,  but  not  till  then, 
the  Bill  was  read  a  second  time.  There 
no  proof  as  to  the  charge  brought 
against  ttie  Mayor  of  Cork  save  a  news- 
paper report  and  a  personal  statement ; 
and  he  helped  that  the  House  would  not 
proceed  with  a  Bill  of  Pains  and  Penalties 
on  the  authority  of  a  newspaper  report, 
even  on  the  hearsay  statement  of  bis 
right  hon.  Friend  the  Attorney  General. 
ought  to  be  condemned  unheard 
— nor  even  asked  to  defend  himself, 
until  evidence  of  guilt  was  tendered  to 
the  tribiual.  The  Preamble  of  the  in- 
tended Bill  alleged  that  the  Mayor  of 
Cork  spoke  seditious  words,  and  on  that 
unproven  Preamble  thegr  were  asked  to 
degrade  him  before  the  Empire.  At 
such  a  moment  as  that,  if  the  Mayor 
used  the  language  filiating  the  attempt 
to  assassinate  the  Duke  of  Edinburgh 
imputed  to  him,  no  d^radation  the 
House  could  inflict  would  be  too  severe 
a  punishment,  and  no  Irishman  would 
seek  to  ^eld  him.  A  Prince  of  the  Blood 
has,  while  they  were  debating,  been 
sojourning  in  Ireland.  His  maiJy  bear- 
ing, and  generous  &ank  manner,  caused 
him  to  be  welcomed  with  enthusiasm 
wherever  he  went,  and  if  any  man,  but 
above  all  a  high  official,  were  proved  to 
have  used  words  suggesting   that  an 
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ing  often  warned  the  House  that  they 
were 'parting  with  securitieB  which  might 
be  found  neceesaiyin  troablous  timee, 
he  felt  it  hia  duty  to  represent  to  the 
Government  that  they  would  have  done 
better  if  they  had  presented  the  evidence 
taken  before  the  XustraJian  LegislatiTe 
Assembly,  with  respect  to  the  case  of 
O'Farreil ;  for  alluding  to  which,  the 
Mayor  of  Cork,  as  some  Members  be- 
lieved, had  been  betrayed  into  the  use 
of  expressions  unworthy  of  his  position 
and  his  ofKce.  He  could  not  but  think 
that  it  would  have  been  better  for  the 
Government  to  have  pursued  the  course 
which  he  had  recommended  —  a  course 
more  respectAil  to  the  Legislature  of 
Australia,  which  had  to  deal  with  the 
offence  for  adverting  to  which  the  House 
was  asked  to  pass  an  ex  pott  facto  mea- 
sure against  one  of  Her  Mtqesly's  sub- 
jects. He  thought  it  would  be  much 
better  to  extend  legislation  so  as  to  ren- 
der on^  persons  nolding  of^al  posi- 
tions hable  to  penalties  for  offences  of 
such  a  nature.  He  understood  that 
Warren  and  Castello  had  gone  to  an- 
other meeting,  and  had  agun  used  sedi- 
tious language.  It  mi^t  have  been 
good  to  remit  the  sentences  of  these 
men;  but  when  the  offence  was  repeated 
there  ought  to  be  some  means  of  repeat- 
ing the  penalty.  He  rejoiced  that  the 
Government  had  determined  upon  some 
action.  He  wished  that  it  had  been 
more  general  and  more  in  accordanoe 
with  the  precedent  of  the  House  and  of 
the  Legislature ;  but  he  should  be  happy 
to  render  his  humble  support  to  the  Go- 
vernment to  remedy  an  evil  the  extent 
of  which  he  was  a&aid  he  did  not  fully 
comprehend. 

Me.  MAGUIRE  said :  Sir,  I  can  as- 
sure hon.  Members  I  rise  with  feelings 
of  the  greatest  embartaasment  and  pam 
to  take  any  part  in  this  most  unha]^ 
discussion;  but,  in  a  spirit  of  Mx  play,  I 
ask  the  indulgence  of  the  House  while 
I  say  a  few  words  on  the  prospect  be- 
fore it.  I  have  been  for  twenty  years, 
and  I  still,  though  through  inadvertance, 
continue  to  be  a  member  of  the  Corpora- 
tion of  Cork,  and  with  my  bon.  Colleague 
represent  that  city. 

Mb.  MTJEPHY  :  I  am  not  a  mem- 
ber of  the  Corporatioo. 

Me.  MAGuntE:  My  hon.  Friend 
was,  but  is  not,  a  member  of  that 
body.  What  I  say  is  he  remesents 
the  Ci^  of  Cork,  as  I  do.     Tor  m« 
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attempt  to  assassinate  that  noble  and 
oon£ding  youth — who  was  then  the  na- 
tional guest  in  Ireland — would  be  as- 
cribed to  honourable  motives,  public 
detestation  would  follow  him,  and  the 
most  public  degradatioa  &om  office  and 
the  most  entire  disabibtyin  the  &ture 
which  Parliament  could  inflict  would  be 
awarded  with  the  approval  of  all  good 
men.  But  before  this  House,  acting 
judicially,  can  either  punish  or  degrade 
it  must  have  proof,  and  it  was  not  pro- 
posed to  offer  proof,  but  only  to  ask  the 
accused  to  disprove  the  accusations.  He 
hoped  that  the  Attorney  General  woijd 
tender  proof  first,  and  thus  ^ve  the 
weight  and  authority  of  justice  and 
calmness  to  the  judicial  action  of  the 
House.  Heobjected  to  any  other  course 
aaamatterof justicetotheaocused;  and 
he  objected  to  a  precedent  being  set  now 
of  assuming  guilt  on  the  authori^  of  a 
newspaper  report,  which  would  here- 
after warrant  some  fiiture  Attorney 
General  in  all^;ing  that  an  obnoxious 
political  of^nent  had  used  seditious 
words  and  ought  to  be  degraded,  with- 
out proof,  and  perhaps  contrary  to  the 
truth  and  to  justice.  He  also  objected 
to  &e  proposed  form  of  notice  to  the 
Mayor  of  Cork — the  sending  a  copy  of 
the  Bill  to  him  by  post.  That  would 
not  constitute  a  fair  notice  to  a  man 
about  to  be  put  on  his  trial.  He  may 
not  be  in  Cork,  and  that  notice  by  the 
post  may  not  reach  him  for  many  days. 
Due  time  ought  to  be  given  him— due 
notice  ought  to  be  given  him ;  and  this 
House  would,  he  hoped,  refiise  to  pro- 
ceed with  the  next  stage  till  full  proof 
of  the  words  spoken  was  laid  before  it. 
If  the  Mayor  of  Cork  used  the  alleged 
language,  no  punishment  the  House 
could  inflict  womd  be  too  great ;  but  the 
House,  in  sustainment  of  its  own  cha- 
racter, must  refuse  to  sit  in  judgment 
unless  evidence  be  duly  offered  on  which 
to  act.  He  hoped,  therefore,  that  there 
would  be  no  precipitancy,  but  that  a  fair 
trial  would  be  afforded,  as  much  for  the 
reputation  of  the  House  as  for  the  sake 
of  justice  to  the  accused. 

Mr.  KEWDEGATE  thought  the  right 
hon.  Member  for  Kilmarnock  hod  just 
added  another  important  service  to  those 
which  he  had  frequently  rendered  to  the 
House.  The  observations  of  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  were  entitled  to  great 
weight  on  such  a  sub^'ect.  This  was  a 
case  of  tx  pott  facto  l^islation ;  and  hav- 
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pereonally  not  to  express  horn{r  of 
the  meaning  popularly  atbibuted  to  fhe 
words  all^ea  to  have  been  used  would 
be  a  personal  disgrace  to  mjaelf.  But, 
Sir,  I  feel  bound,  as  a  matter  of  justice 
to  the  city  which  I  represent,  to  say  that, 
in  the  opinion  of  the  inhabitants  gene- 
rally, the  Mayor  never  intended  to  convey 
the  meaning  popularly  attributed  to  his 
words,  assuming  them  to  have  been  used ; 
and  I  express  my  conviction  that,  if  it 
were  believed  by  any  class  of  the  com- 
munity that  the  Mayor  did  mean  to  ap- 
plaud, or  justify,  or  countenance  or  en- 
courage assassination,  there  is  no  class 
in  the  community  by  which  he  would 
not  be  openly  and  indignantly  repu- 
diated. But  neither  did  tie  Mayor  ever 
intond  to  convey  any  such  meaning,  nor 
do  the  people  of  Cork  believe  he  did.  I 
am  in  communication  not  only  with  the 
Mayor,  but  with  several  gentlemen  in 
my  city;  and  it  would  be  a  cowardly 
and  unwordiy  act  on  my  part  if  I  did 
not  express,  not  only  what  the  Mayor 
himsslf  asserts,  and  what  I  am  certain 
is  true,  but  what  is  the  general  convic- 
tion of  his  fellow-citizens.  This  is  the 
belief  expressed  by  several  influential 
gentlemen,  as  weU  aa  of  the  great  body 
of  the  people.  Of  the  tone  and  manner 
of  the  statement  of  the  Attorney  General 
I  have  no  complaint  to  make  —  it  was 
temperate  and  moderate ;  but  it  contained 
certain  misstatements  of  fiicts,  attribut- 
able to  a  want  of  local  information.  The 
Attorney  General,  for  instance,  was  not 
quite  accurate  in  his  statement  that  the 
Mayor  was  "constantly  insulting  and 
abusing  his  fellow  -  magistrates."  No 
doubt  the  Mayor,  in  the  early  part  of 
the  maj'oralty  made  use  of  one  or  two 
expressions  which  excited  indignation 
on  the  part  of  certain  members  of  the 
magistracy ;  but  there  was  as  much  tem- 
per shown  by  them  to  him  as  he  ex- 
hibited towards  them.  ["Oh!"]  I 
much  deplore  the  scenes  which  have 
taken  place  on  the  Bench ;  but  I  assert 
that  the  temper  exhibited  against  hini 
aggravated  the  squabbles  which  ensued, 
ana  which  I  deeply  regret.  It  has  been 
alleged  against  the  Mayor  that  he  went 
on  the  Bench  alone,  and  liberated  pri- 
soners of  his  own  authority.  On  this 
Sint  I  desire  to  make  an  explanation. 
le  fact  is,  and  I  state  from  my  per- 
sonal knowledge,  that  it  has  been  a 
common  practice,  not  only  of  the  chief 
magistrate  of  the  city,  but  of  other  ma- 
Mr.  Maguire 
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gistratee,  to  go,  as  an  act  of  mercy  and 
humanity,  to  the  Bridewell  on  Sunday, 
to  liberate  unfortunate  drunkards  who 
had  been  taken  up  at  various  hours  on 
the  previous  Saturday.  These  people 
had  been  in  custody  for  ten  or  twenty 
hours,  and  they  would  be  in  custody  for 
ten,  or  twenty,  or  twenty-four  hours 
more,  if  they  were  not  liberated  on  the 
Sunday ;  and  as  an  act  of  mercy  and 
humanify  they  were  so  liberated,  pro- 
vided there  was  no  other  charge  against 
them,  leaving  it  open  to  the  poUce  to 
summon  them  in  certain  cases  if  they 
thought  fit.  It  has  been  the  custom  of 
the  chief  magistrate,  and  I  have  known 
the  same  of  other  magistrates,  to  come 
to  the  court  at  a  somewhat  earher  hour 
on  Monday  morning  for  the  purpose,  to 
use  a  technical  phrase,  of  "clearing  the 
dock."  I  have  done  this  myself,  and 
without  having  caused  any  indignation 
hj  so  doing.  The  Mayor  has  done  this. 
He  has  dealt  with  drunkards  himself, 
and  dischai^ied  them  with  a  caution,  or 
without  a  fine  ;  but  he  did  not  deal  with 
cases  requiring  the  presence  of  two  ma- 
gistrates. I  myself  found  that  leniency 
was  the  most  beneficial  course  in  deal- 
ing with  drunkards,  ajid  I  have  dis- 
chaived  them  on  promise  of  amendment ; 
and  1  have  found  this  plan  to  be,  in 
many  instances  at  least,  as  efficacious  aa 
fines  in  addition  to  the  imprisonment 
they  had  undergone.  I  say  I  have 
adopted,  so  far,  ue  same  course  aa  the 
Mayor  has  done ;  and  by  so  doing  I  have 
never,  to  my  knowledge  excited  the  in- 
dignation 01  a  single  numan  being.  So 
much  for  the  conduct  of  the  Mayor  of 
Cork  with  respect  to  the  discharge  of 
prisoners ;  and  now  what  is  really  the 
condition  of  the  City  of  Cork,  notwith- 
standing the  language  said  to  have  been 
uttered  Dy  the  Mayor  ?  I  venture  to  say 
there  is  as  much  peace  and  order  in  the 
City  of  Cork  at  this  moment  as  there 
ever  has  been  in  it.  \_Laughter.'\  Beally 
I  cannot  see  the  cause  for  laughter. 
There  has  been  a  great  deal  of  exagge- 
ration as  to  the  state  of  Cork ;  all  kinds 
of  sensational  announcemente  have  been 
made  with  respect  to  ita  condition,  and 
the  pubhc  mind  has  been  much  inflamed 
with  respect  to  it  by  those  exaggerated 
statements.  But,  Sir,  the  normal  condition 
of  that  cih'  is  one  of  order  and  tranqnil- 
htyj  and  I  assert  that  life  and  property 
are  as  secure  in  Cork  as  in  anvotner  por- 
tion oftheUnitedKingdom.  Even  under 
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its  present  uhief  magistrate,  against 
irhom  BO  mncli  is  alleged,  I  repeat  it 
is  as  tranquil,  and  life  in  it  as  secure, 
as  in  any  other  portion  of  the  United 
Kingdom.  Therefore  I  see  nothing  what- 
ever absurd  in  the  statement  I  made. 
There  wae  a  meeting  held  on  finnday, 
at  a  place  known  as  the  New  WaU,  and 
that  meeting  was  attended  by  BeTeral 
respectable  persons.  At  tliat  open-air 
demonstratiou,  at  which,  as  I  understand 
some  1,500  persons  were  present,  it  is 
true  the  magistrates  were  denounced  for 
their  conduct  towards  the  Mayor.  But 
upon  what  ground  did  they  do  so  ?  Not 
that  thoy  approved  of  the  language  said 
to  have  been  used  by  the  Mayor,  but 
that  they  did  not  believe  he  used  the 
words  attributed  to  him  in  the  sense 
which  was  alleged,  and  that  they  did 
.  not  believe  he  ever  intended,  or  could 
intend,  to  convey  the  meaning  attributed 
to  him.  But  were  the  words  complained 
of  really  used  P  The  Mayor  more  than 
once,  in  public  as  well  as  in  private,  said 
that  he  could  not  say  whether  the  words 
attributed  to  him  were  those  which  he 
used.  Let  hon.  Gentlemen  remember 
that  it  was  Isto  at  night  and  after  supper 
that  the  words  were  alleged  to  have  been 
uttered.  [Laughter.'\  I  am  intimating  as 
delicately  as  I  can  to  the  House  the 
period  of  the  twenty-four  hours,  and  the 
circumstances  under  which  the  words 
were  said  had  been  used ;  and  the  Mayor 
has  declared  that  he  did  not  know  and 
Qonld  not  say  whether  he  ever  used  those 
words  or  not.  Therefore  there  was  no 
guilty  knowledge  of  and  no  adoption  of 
the  words  alleged  to  have  been  spoken ; 
besides  there  is  the  distinct  and  solemn 
declaration  of  the  Mayor  that  if  they 
were  uttered,  he  had  no  intention  what- 
ever of  using  them  in  the  sense  attri- 
buted to  him.  There  was  another  meet- 
ing in  Cork  on  Sunday  last,  and  it  is 
npecially  worthy  of  notice,  for  we  have 
the  Mayor's  own  sentiments  there  ex- 
pressed. Had  I  known  that  there  would 
bare  been  any  discussion  on  the  subject 
to-dav,  I  would  have  brought  down  with 
me  the  extract  from  the  paper  contain- 
ing a  report  of  what  he  said.  A  vast 
number  of  people  went  to  hie  house  to 
express  sympathy  with  him,  and  a  be- 
lief in  his  innocence  in  this  matter ;  and 
being  compelled  to  speak,  he  espreeaed 
in  the  strongest  manner  his  horror  of 
assassination,  and  deolared  that  if  he 
saw  a  pistol  aimed  at  any  one  he  would 


206 

be  the  first  to  turn  it  aside  —  that  not 
only  would  he  protect  a  Prince,  but  even 
the  humblest  person  in  the  communi^, 
&om  the  attack  of  an  assassin.  Surely 
it  is  only  fair  that  this  much  should  be 
said  of  one  who  is  the  subject  of  the 
grossest  misrepresentation  at  this  mo- 
ment. To  accuse  him  of  syropathy  with 
assassination  was  to  do  him  the  greatest 
wrong.  ["  Oh  !"1  As  to  the  personal 
character  of  the  Mayor  of  Cork,  I  am 
in  a  position  with  hon.  Friends  of  mine, 
to  give  the  strongest  testimony.  And 
now,  Sir,  I  would  mention  a  very  re- 
markable instance  of  the  feeling  enter- 
tained towards  him  personally  by  those 
who  do  not  sympathize  with  bim  in  his 
strong  opinions  with  respect  to  existing 
politicB  or  matters  of  historical  interest. 
The  day  previous  to  his  election  as  chief 
magistrate  a  meeting  of  thirty-five  mem- 
bers of  the  Liberal  party  was  held  with 
the  purpose  of  nominating  a  candidate, 
so  as  to  avoid  disunion;  and  not  only 
was  he  adopted  unanimously  by  that 
meeting,  but  his  proposer  was  a  gentle- 
man who  had  made  himself  conspicuous 
in  the  manner  I  em  about  to  state.  Hon. 
Gentlemen  may  remember  the  name  of 
Captain  Mackay,  one  of  the  Fenian  pri* 
Boners,  respecting  whom  a  very  general 
interest  was  felt,  eniecially  from  the 
modest  and  respectful  manner  in  which 
he  bore  himself  on  his  trial  before  that 
eminent  Judge,  Mr.  Justice  O'Ha^ui, 
now  Lord  C&ncellor  of  Ireland.  iChe 
prisonerwaa  sentenced  toten  years  penal 
serritude ;  and  for  hie  wife  —  a  young 
Cork  girl  whom  he  had  married  some 
time  before^the  deepest  commiseration 
was  generally  entortained.  A  sum  of 
money,  amounting  to  £260,  was  raised 
by  subscription  to  set  her  up  in  busi- 
ness. That  I  regarded  as  a  very  just 
and  humane  act  on  the  part  of  the  pub- 
lic. One  gentleman,  however,  in  order 
to  show  his  disapproval  of  the  subscrip- 
tion, ostentatioiialy  contributed  to  Uiat 
fimd  the  sum  of  a  single  farthing ;  in 
fact  he  forced  ^lat  amount  upon  the 
coUectore,  and  insisted  on  having  his 
name  published  as  a  contributor  to  it 
to  that  extent.  And  yet  Alderman  Gtould, 
for  that  is  the  gentleman's  name,  was 
the  very  person  in  that  meeting  to  pro* 
pose  Mr.  O'Sullivan  as  Mayor  of  Cork. 
He  did  so,  not  because  he  sympathized 
with  certain  opinions  entertained  by  Mr. 
O'Sullivan,  but  upon  the  ground  of  his 
being  a  worthy  and  honourable  man,  a 
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good  citizen,  an  apright  merchant,  hu- 
mane and  kind  of  neart ;  and  Alderman 
Gould  then  predicted  —  diongh  in  this 
respect  he  proved  himself  a  false  pro- 
phet —  that  Mr.  O'SuIliTaa  woula  be 
Mayor  of  Cork  for  the  second  year.  I 
mention  this  fact  as  indicating  the  feel- 
ing entertained  towards  him,  and  the 
estimation  in  which  he  is  held,  as  a  pri- 
vate indiyidual.  I  will  only  refer  to  one 
other  point,  and  that  is  in  reference  to 
the  Mayor's  alleged  conduct  towards  the 
police.  The  Mayor  of  Cork  is  chai^^ 
with  having  attempted  to  bring  the 
police  into  public  odium  and  disgrace. 
Now,  I,  for  one,  have  always  endea- 
voured to  uphold  the  police  so  far  as  I 
could  justly  do  so;  ior  not  only  do  I 
consider  them  a  most  valuable  body  of 
men,  but  I  believe  it  would  be  impos- 
dble  to  do  without  them.  But,  at  the 
same  time,  while  I  bear  my  testimony  to 
thegeneral  uBeAilness  and  good  conduct  of 
the  Irish  constabulary,  there  are  mem- 
bers of  that  force  who  have  token  ad- 
vantage of  particuUr  circumstances  in 
Ireland,  and  who  have  thought  more  of 
their  own  promotion  than  of  maintain- 
ing the  public  peace.  It  has  been  too 
much  the  practice  in  my  city — ^possibly 
it  was  the  same  elsewhere  —  indeed  I 
have  no  doubt  it  prevailed  in  other  parts 
of  Ireland  —  when  a  man  was  charged 
with  any  offence,  not  to  say  political, 
but  in  which  there  was  the  merest  sus- 
picion of  ita  having  a  political  com- 
plexion, to  remand  the  accused  fbr  a 
period  of  eight  days,  and  to  do  bo  on 
the  simple  statement  of  a  single  police- 
man. Hon.  Gentlemen  must  admit  that 
this  was  a  direct  and  flagrant  violation 
of  the  liberty  of  the  subject.  This  con- 
stant remanding  excited  considerable  in- 
dignation in  the  public  mind,  and  was 
felt  strongly  by  many  respectable  in- 
habitants of  Cork ;  and  the  Mayor  be- 
lieved that  he  was  fully  justified  in 
raising  his  voice  agunst  it  and  those 
who  wlopted  it.  ^erefore,  so  £w  as 
the  police  were  concerned,  tiiere  really 
is  some  allowance  to  be  made  for  the 
language  the  Mayor  had  used  with  re- 
spect to  them  and  the  practice  to  which 
Irefer.  And  now.  Sir,  I  must  express 
my  most  solemn  belief  that  that  gentle- 
man   never    meant  to  use    the  words 


that  I  mean  the  same  facility  of  express- 
ing it  accurately — in  fact  with  the  same 
precision  which  distinguiBhea  so  many 
Gentlemen  opposite,  and  more  especially 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  who  leads  the 
Opposition,  and  which  prevents  the  per- 
son so  gifted  from  the  risk  of  raising 
fidse  impresdons  as  to  his  words  or  to 
his  meaning.  I  shall  now  conclude,  Sir, 
with  again  expres«ng  my  solemn  con- 
viction that  Mr.  O'Sullivan,  if  he  did 
use  the  words,  never  did  so  in  the  sense 
attributed  to  them;  and  my  belief  that 
any  such  notion  as  that  popularly  con- 
veyed in  them  is  foreign  to  his  nature 
and  his  principles.  I  must  remind  the 
House  that  the  Government  are  not  only 
bound  to  afford  the  fullest  possible  means 
to  the  Mayor  of  Cork  proving  his  in- 
nocence, but  that  the  ohm  probandi  lies 
on  the  Government  of  proving  his  guilt 
in  this  matter.  The  House  owes  it 
to  its  own  character  and  dignity  that 
unless  it  is  convinced  of  the  guilt  of 
this  gentleman  —  that  is  of  his  guilty 
intention  of  the  meaning  attributed  to 
him  —  it  will  not  support  the  Govern- 
ment in  proceeding  with  a  Bill  of  this 
nature. 

Mr.  DISKAELI  :  I  need  not  advert 
to  the  important  point  which  has  been 
referred  to  by  the  hon.  Monber  for  the 
coun1^  of  Deny  (Sir  Frederick  Heygate) 
as  to  how  far  the  conduct  of  the  Mayor  of 
Cork  may  have  been  encouraged  by  the 
general  policy  of  Her  Majesty's  Govern- 
ment. I  have  no  doubt  that,  in  due  course, 
it  will  be  impossible  not  to  bring  that 
subject  before  the  House ;  but  I  think 
that  it  is  unnecessary  to  introduce  it 
into  the  discussion  now  before  us.  The 
Mayor  of  Cork  was  dismissed  from 
the  county  magistracy  by  the  late  Go- 
vernment for  some  seditious  talk  of 
which  he  had  been  guilty.  Since  he 
was  dismissed  a  revolution  has  been 
commenced  in  Ireland — I  use  the  lan- 
guage of  Her  Majesty's  Government — 
a  very  conaiderable  revolution  is  now 
occurring  in  that  country,  and,  moreover, 
the  gaok  of  Ireland  have  been  opened, 
and  assassins  and  traitors  have  been  let 
loose  over  the  land.  I  think  it  not  im- 
probable that  those  circumstances  may 
have  acted  upon  the  temperament  of  the 
Mayor  of  Cork  —  a  man  who  had  b 
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him.  Bat  I  believe  I  am  correct  in  say- 
ing tbat,  some  months  ago,  the  Kayor  of 
Cork  commenced  using  language  &om 
die  official  Bench  of  a  aeditious  charac- 
ter ;  and  I  should  wish  to  know  why  the 
Attorney  General  for  Ire]and  did  not 
then  take  steps  to  put  a  stop  to  such 
conduct  i  The  Attorney  GeuenJ  for  Ire- 
land comes  down  to  this  House  and  says 
he  cannot  resort  i»  this  case  to  the  usual 
modes  of  defending  the  law  and  the  in- 
terests of  society,  Decauae  those  modes 
would  occupy  too  much  time  before  his 
object  could  be  accomplished.  But  if 
months  ago  the  Attorney  General  for 
Ireland  had  done  his  du^  ho  need  have 
had  no  reason  to  allege  tlus  circumstance 
in  mitigation  of  his  conduct;  neither 
would  the  House  of  Commons  have  been 
called  upon  to  consider  t«-day  what, 
doubt,  all  must  admit  to  be  a  very 
traordinary  proposition  on  the  part  of 
Her  Majesty's  Government.  "We  must 
take  care  not  to  allow  ourselves  to  be 
led  away  in  the  present  case  by  anypre- 
judice.  No  prejudice  against  fiie  Mayor 
of  Cork  or  any  ether  persons  should  in- 
fluence us  ;  or,  if  any  such  prejudice 
exists,  it  should  rather  induce  us  to  be 
more  wary  as  to  OTOiy  step  we  take, 
and  to  beware  lest  we  foiget  that  the 
course  we  may  think  fit  to  adopt  in  this 
matter  concerns  not  so  much  the  Mayor 
of  Cork  as  the  reputation  of  the  House 
of  Commons.  Everyone  wUl  admit  that 
we  are  asked  to  assent  to  the  introduc- 
tion into  the  House  and,  if  the  advice  of 
the  Government  is  followed,  to  pass  a 
Bill  of  Pains  and  Penalties.  That  is  a 
very  grave  proposition.  I  do  not  mean 
to  say  that  there  may  not  be  occasions 
when  it  may  be  our  duty  to  support  the 
Goremment  when  it  proposes  that  we 
^ould  pass  such  a  Bill ;  but  what  I  say 
is  that  we  should  not  do  such  a  thing 
hurriedly.  We  thould  know  to  what  we 
are  going  to  commit  ourselves  before  we 
assent  to  such  a  proposition.  Under  these 
circumstances  I  must  urge  the  House  to 
consider  its  position  with  the  greatest 
deliberation  before  it  ^rees  to  Uie  pro- 

fsal  of  the  Government  in  this  matter. 
Bpeak  in  the  presence  of  those  who 
have  much  more  knowledge  of  the  sub- 
ject, being  within  the  range  of  their 
frofesaion,  than  I  can  pretend  to;  but 
am  not  myself  aware  of  any  Bill  of 
Pains  and  Penalties  having  been  intro- 
duced founded  uponmerely  words  spoken, 
and  therefore  I  should  like  to  hear  &om 
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some  of  the  high  anthoritieB  present 
whether  such  is  the  case  or  not.  The 
learned  Attorney  General  would,  in- 
deed, appear  to  found  this  Bill  not 
merely  upon  spoken  words,  but  upon 
some  malfeasanee  on  the  part  of  the 
Mayor  of  Cork.  Now,  malfeasance  cer- 
tainly does  not  apply  to  words,  and 
I  know  of  no  act  of  malfeasance  on 
the  part  of  that  individual  that  has 
been  alleged  by  the  Attorney  Gene- 
ral. If  Uie  act  alluded  to  was  his 
taking  the  Chair  at  the  dinner  given  in 
honour  of  these  assassins  and  traitors 
who  have  been  let  out  of  prison,  at  all 
events  let  us  clearly  understand  that 
such  is  the  act.  In  that  event  we 
should,  of  course,  have  to  consider  the 
policy  of  the  Government,  who,  by  their 
conduct,  have  rendered  such  an  act  of 
malfeasance  possible.  I  say  that,  the 
moment  Her  Majesty's  Gtovemment  re- 
mitted to  these  men  the  term  of  their 
imprisonment,  it  can  never  be  alleged 
afterwards  that,  because  the  mayor  of 
some  town  chooses  to  preside  over  a 
meeting  held  for  the  purpose  of  cele- 
brating their  release — though  it  might 
be  an  act  of  the  greatest  indiscretion 
and  folly,  and,  socially  speaking',  in  no 
way  to  bo  juat^ed — it  can  be  regarded 
as  a  political  offence  upon  which  a  Bill 
of  Pains  and  Penalties  can  be  based.  Al- 
though I  am  not  aware  that  a  Bill  of 
Fains  and  Penalties  has  been  introduced 
for  merely  spoken  words,  I  do  not  mean 
to  say — I  give  no  opinion  upon  the  sub- 
ject— but  I  do  not  mean  to  say  that  ex- 
traordinary circumstances  might  not  oc- 
cur that  might  justify  such  a  course. 
We  will,  therefore,  assume  for  a^u- 
ment'e  sake,  that  it  is  an  advisable  ex- 
pedient, both  as  regards  justice  and 
policy,  that,  in  consequence  of  words 
spoken,  a  Bill  of  Pains  and  Penalties 
should  be  introduced  into  Parliament. 
But,  if  you  adopt  that  course,  I  say 
that  you  are  bound  io  satisfy  Parlia- 
ment that  your  &cts  are  accurate,  that 
your  caee  is  grave  and  substantial,  and 
you  are  not  justified  in  asking  Par- 
liament to  agree  to  a  course  so  extraor- 
dinary and  in  itself  so  unconstitutional, 
unless  you  have  taken  pains  to  satisfy 
the  conviction  and  the  conscience  of  the 
nation  that  there  can  be  no  mistake  aa 
to  the  facts  upon  which  such  legislation 
is  recommended.  But  what  is  the  state- 
ment which  has  been  made  by  the  At- 
torney General  for  Ireland  this  morning  ? 
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I  have  uerer  heard  such  a  thing  during 
the  whole  time  I  have  eat  in  this  House. 
He  aekB  ua  to  pass  a  Bill  of  Pains  and 
Penalties  upon  the  mere  ip»e  dixit  of  one 
of  the  Law  OfGcere  of  the  Crown.  He 
makes  a  certain  allegation — he  quotes  a 
certain  speech  which  he  says  has  been 
made  by  the  Mayor  of  Cork,  and  then 
he  says  that  Her  Majesty's  Government — 
believing  this  tu  be  a  correct  report  of 
what  passed — proposes  that  the  House 
of  Commons  shall  pass  a  Bill  of  Pains 
and  Penalties  upon  the  mere  ipse  dixit 
of  an  Irish  Attorney  General.  He  says 
that  he  believes  that  such  a  thing  that 
he  haa  read  in  the  newspapers,  or  which 
has  been  communicated  to  >iim  by  some 
third  person,  is  a  correct  statement,  and 
we  are  asked  to  assume  the  correctness 
of  those  statements  without  the  smallest 

?roof  being  offered  is  support  of  them. 
say,  we  Miould  have  these  points  put 
before  ua  in  a  manner  that  can  admit 
of  no  doubt.  But,  instead  of  such 
a  course  being  recommended  to  us,  we 
are  asked  to  legislate  upon  allegations 
which  are  not  even    attempted  to  be 

rved  before  us.  Are  there  no  modes 
which  this  proof  can  be  offered  to 
Parliament  ?  Such  modes  have  already 
been  referred  to  by  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman the  Member  for  £ihnamock  (Mr. 
Bouverie).  He  has  brought  before  the 
recollection  of  the  House  a  precedent 
which  may  well  serve  as  our  guide  in 
this  matter.  Under  these  circumstances 
the  House  may  well  hesitate  to  pursue 
the  course  recommended  by  Her  Ma- 
jesty's Government.  The  course  which 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Member 
for  KQmamock  points  out  as  the  proper 
one  to  be  adopted,  tf  Parliament  is  to 

Slss  an  exceptional  Act  in  the  form  of  a 
ill  of  Pains  and  Penalties  to  meet  this 
Seculiar  and  individual  case,  is  that  the 
:ill  should  be  introduced  in  that  House 
of  Parliament  where  evidence  can  be 
taken  to  substantiate  the  Preamble  of 
the  Bill,  and  to  satisfy  Parliament  that 
their  legislation  will  be  based  upon  facts, 
and  not  merely  upon  the  tptf  dixit  of  the 
Attorney  General  for  Ireland.  When 
the  Attorney  General  for  England  rises 
to  split  straws  about  evidence  being 
taken  in  the  case  of  the  Provost  of  Edin- 
bui^h  after  the  Bill  was  introduced  into 
the  other  House  of  Parliament  and  not 
before,  I  ask,  what  has  the  House  of 
Commons  to  do  with  these  considera- 
tions F  What  the  House  of  Commons 
Mr.  Diiraeli 


has  to  do  with,  and  will  insist  upon,  is 
that  the  facts  upoii  which  they  are  asked 
to  Ifttislate  in  this  matter  shall  be  proved 
to  their  satisfaction  by  authentic  evi- 
dence ;  and  we  know  that  if  the  Bill 
were  to  he  introduced  into  the  other 
House,  where  evidence  can  be  taken  npon 
oath,  we  should  obtain  the  authentic 
testimony  which  we  require.  It  is  no 
vindication  or  palliation,  of  the  course 
that  Her  Majesty's  Government  are  re- 
commending us  to  adopt,  that  the  mis- 
take was  made  of  introducing  the  Bill 
relating  to  the  Provost  of  Edinbui^h  in 
the  reign  of  George  II,  into  the  House 
of  Lords  before  the  evidence  was  taken, 
and  the  evidence  was  taken  afterwards 
upon  it.  What  we  require  is,  that  we 
should  have  authentic  evidence  before  us 
before  we  agree  to  the  introduction  of 
this  Bill.  In  the  case  of  the  Provost  of 
Edinburgh  the  evidence  was  consider- 
able. I  recollect  readingthat  three  Judges 
were  brought  up  from  the  City  of  E£n- 
bui^h  to  give  testimony  to  me  House 
of  Parliament  in  which  that  Bill  was 
introduced.  I  do  not  rise  for  the  pur- 
pose of  opposing  the  introduction  of  this 
Bill — there  wiU,  of  course,  be  ample  <yp- 
portunity  for  the  House  to  consider  the 
pTOprie^  of  passing  it  on  a  iiiture  occa- 
sion— but  I  hope  that  Her  Majesty's 
Government  will  think  again  before  they 
ask  the  House  to  pass  a  Bill  of  this  kind 
upon  the  mere  ipie  dixit  of  the  Attorney 
General  for  Ireland.  Such  a  proceed- 
ing on  the  part  of  Her  Majesty's  Go- 
vernment is  not  becoming  to  themselves, 
neither  is  it  in  accordance  with  what  is 
due  to  the  House  of  Commons.  The 
right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Prime  Minister, 
in  making  his  arrangements  for  the  se- 
cond reading  of  this  Bill,  said  that  ha 
had  calculated  that  if  the  BUI  were  sent 
by  post  to-night,  the  person  chieflv  in- 
terested in  it — of  course,  meaning  there- 
by the  Mayor  of  Cork — would  have  am- 
ple opportunity  of  becoming  acquainted 
with  its  nature. 

Me.  GLADSTONE :  I  am  not  aware 
that  I  said  I  should  send  it  by  post. 

Mr.  DISRAELI :  We  were  under 
the  impression  that  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman had  said  so.  I  do  not,  however, 
think  that  the  Mayor  of  Cork  ia  the  only 
person  interested,  or  that  he  is  more  in- 
terested in  this  Bill  than  are  the  Mem- 
bers of  this  House ;  we  are  all  interested 
in  a  Bill  of  this  kind.  But,  if  it  was  the 
Mayor  of  Cork  to  whom  the  right  hon. 
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Termnent  (Earl  Spencer)  and  who  is  con- 
sequently reBpoDsible  for  the  peace  of 
Deny  has  thought  it  necessaiy  to  use 
hie  powers  to  put  down  the  disturbonoeB, 
and  in  order  to  effect  that  object  has  pro- 
claimed the  district,  in  which  arms  are 
poBsessed  to  a  considerable  extent  by 
both  partieB,  and  which  is  in  a  very  ex- 
cited state.  The  conduct  of  the  pohc« 
in  the  afEair,  in  the  opinion  of  the  Irish 
(JoTemment,  imperatively  calls  for  in- 
quiry, and,  consequently,  the  whole  cir- 
cumstance will  be  the  subjeot  of  a  most 
searching  and  complete  investigation  by 
a  Special  ComnuEsion  to  be  appointed 
for  that  purpose.  But  the  hon.  Baronet 
went  on  to  mabe  several  further  remarks, 
which,  I  confeBs,  did  not  appear  to  me  to 
be  called  for  upon  the  present  occasion. 
He  thought  it  necessary  to  allege  that  I 
had  shown  some  injustice  and  a  want  of 
eenerosit;  towards  the  noble  Lord  who 
Med  the  post  I  now  occupy  under  the 
late  Otivemment.  That  is  surprising, 
for  there  has  never  been  on  theseBenohes 
the  slightest  want  of  appreciation  of  the 
excellent  qualities  of  Lord  Mayo.  I  am 
glad,  however,  of  this  opportnnity  of 
stating  my  belief  that  my  noble  Friend 
Lord  Mayo  showed  great  discretion, 
firmness,  and  pmdeoce  in  his  admin- 
istration of  the  afiairs  of  Ireland,  and 
X  believe  that  the  manner  in  which 
he  discharged  his  duty  has  gained 
for  him  the  approbation  of  the  coun- 
try. The  most  severe  remarks  of  the 
hon.  Baronet  were,  however,  directed 
against  the  advice  given  by  the  Qovern- 
ment  to  the  Grown  as  to  the  exercise  of 
clemency  with  regard  to  the  Fenian 
misoners,  which  he  said  was  a  slur  upon 
the  government  of  Lord  Mayo.  But  the 
fact  is  Her  Majesty's  Government  did 
not  advise  the  Grown  to  exercise  an  in- 
discriminate clemency  with  regard  to 
them ;  but  they  did  advise  that  a  careM 
and  discriminating  selection  ^ould  be 
made  among  the  political  prisoners,  and 
that  all  who  were  likely  to  be  dangerous 
to  the  peace  of  the  country  should  oe  ex- 
cluded &om  Uiat  clemency.  This  course 
was  not  recommended  by  the  Oovem- 
ment  for  the  puipMe  of  reversing  the 
policy  of  the  late  Irish  Qovemment;  on 
the  contrary,  many  of  the  prisoners  who 
were  released  had  been  sentenced  during 
the  government  of  Lord  Eimberley — and 
Bur^y  we  did  not  desire  to  cast  a  slur 
upon  Lord  Kimberley — and,  indeed,  the 
course  adopted  by  the  Government  had 


Gentieman  referred,  I  say  that  individ- 
ual will  have  no  opportunity  of  defend- 
ing himself,  because  he  cannot  adduce, 
in  this  House,  testimony  upon  oath  in 
vindication  of  his  conduct.  What  I 
wish  to  impress  upon  the  House  is  this 
— that  if  the  Bill  had  been  introduced 
— as  was  the  Bill  reelecting  the  Provost 
of  Edinbui^h — into  the  other  House  of 
Parliament,  there  would,  at  least,  have 
been  an  opportunity  for  us  to  have  acted 
on  authentic  evidence  ;  and  even  then 
we  should  have  reserved  to  ourselves 
our  legitimate  right  of  deciding  whether 
the  course  recommended  by  the  Govern- 
ment is  one  which  we  can  at  all  autho- 
rize. No  one  can  deny  that  this  is  an 
extraordinary  measure — and,  indeed,  I 
may  say,  wiuout  using  the  languid  of 
exaggeration — that  it  is  essentially  an 
unconstitutional  one.  It  becomes  us, 
therefore,  to  act  with  the  utmost  caution 
imder  these  circumstances.  But  what- 
ever course  we  may  take — even  if  Par- 
liament be  pleased  to  meet  this  indi- 
vidual instance  by  this  particular  mea- 
sure, it  appears  to  me  that  the  line  on 
which  the  Government  has  introduced 
this  Bill  is  an  erroneous  one,  and  will 
only  lead — I  do  not  say  to  the  discomfi- 
ture of  the  Government  in  this  respect, 
for  that  we  do  not  seek — but  not  to  the 
credit  of  the  House  of  Commons,  in  which 
we  all  have  an  interest. 

Mb.  CHICHE8TEB  FORTESCDE: 
I  wish,  in  the  first  place,  to  reply  to  the 
Qaestion  put  to  me  by  the  hon.  Baronet 
the  Member  for  the  county  of  London- 
derry (6ir  Frederick  Heygate).  I  fear 
there  is  some  misunderstanding  with  re- 
gard to  the  answer  I  gave  ye^«rday  re- 
hiting  to  the  lamentable  riots  at  Deny. 
I  seem  to  have  been  understood  to  say 
that  the  loss  of  life  which  occurred  in  the 
course  of  those  riots  had  been  caused 
solely  by  the  firing  of  the  opposite  par- 
ties upon  one  another.  That  unpreBsion 
is,  however,  inaccurate.  "We  know  by 
the  verdict  of  the  jury  that  at  least  one 
life  was  lost  by  the  &ing  of  the  police. 
"With  regard  to  the  other  life  which  was 
lost,  and  the  wounds  that  were  inflicted, 
it  is  still  uncertain  whether  they  resulted 
from  the  firing  of  the  police  or  from  that 
of  the  opposite  parties.  It  ie,  however, 
clear  from  the  information  I  possess  at 
present  that  the  two  opposing  parties 
were  armed  to  a  eonsiderame  extent,  and 
that  they  did  use  their  arms.  The  noble 
Earl  who  is  at  the  head  of  the  Irish  Go- 
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were  at  the  time  no  grounds  for  pro- 
ceedin^  against  that  individual  b;  way 
of  proBecution  or  otherwise,  the  Law 
Officers  of  the  Crown  being  of  opinion 
that  no  words  had  been  used  at  that 
time  which  would  justify  a  prosecution  ; 
while  he  had  then  not  been  guilty  of 
conduct  which  would  have  justified  us 
in  coming  down  and  asking  this  House 
to  pass  Uie  extraordinaiy  measure  we 
are  now  submitting  to  them.  Since 
then,  however,  a  great  deal  has  hap- 
pened. The  complaint  against  the  Mayor 
of  Cork  goes  far  beyond  the  speech  he 
made  respecting  the  attempted  assas- 
sination of  the  Duke  of  Edinbuigh.  His 
conduct  on  tlie  Bench,  and  as  a  magis- 
trate geuerally,  has  gone  to  such  lengdis, 
with  that  effect  upon  the  pubUc  mind 
which  has  been  described  by  the  Attor- 
ney Qeneral  for  Ireland,  that  that  which 
it  would  have  been  imposable  and  cul- 
pable in  us  to  have  done  some  time  since 
has  now  benjome  necessary  and  right. 
With  regard  to  the  particular  mode  wo 
propose  to  adopt  in  dealing  with  the 
Mayor  of  Cork  now  that  the  Bill  is  in- 
troduced, the  cautions  and  warnings  of 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  are  very  right, 
but  not  very  necessary ;  because  we  folly 
understand  the  necessity  of  proceeding 
in  this  matter  with  the  greatest  caution 
and  deliberation,  in  order  to  take  care 
that  no  injustice  shall  be  done.  We 
shall  take  care  that  nothing  is  done  in 
undue  haste,  and  to  proceed  in  con- 
formity with  the  precedents  afforded  hy 
former  cases  of  tms  nature,  and  we  shaU 
prove  the  Preamble  and  the  recital  of 
the  Bill  at  the  Bar  of  this  House.  We 
shall,  by  adopting  every  precaution,  take 
care  timt  there  shall  be  no  shadow  of 
an  excuse  for  suggesting  that  our  facta 
are  not  proved  or  that  justice  to  the 
utmost  has  not  been  done.  I  should 
wish  befor«  I  sit  down  to  read  a  com- 
munication I  have  received  &om  the 
noble  Lord  the  Lord  Lieutenant  of  the 
City  and  County  of  Cork,  which  is  as 
follows  ;- 

"  M7  doar  FortcicDS,— I  thii  iaj  pruitied  *t  a 
mMting  of  the  mtfiatratBi  of  the  Citf  of  Cork. 
vhfch  «u  kttODded  bj.  I  baliore,  «Terjm>gi>tr)ita 
at  preaent  reiiding  within  the  diitrict,  vith  tba 
enceptlon  of  the  Mafor.  The  mMtiDg  DDkni- 
mDuil^  idopted  m,  memarial  eipreuiTs  of  their 
entire  >Dd  andivided  Bbhomncs  of  the  Mntiments 
Ifttelj  expreaied  bf  the  Major  of  Cork  a*  con- 
nected Tith  the  attempted  aataaainaliaD  of  the 
Duke  of  EdiobDrgb,  and  bIm  of  their  dUa^roval 
of  hii  oondoct  on  tbe  bench,  both  lowuvi  ia 
brother  maj^itrtlM  and  the  police. 


his  Lordship's  entire  concurrence.  So 
far  from  that  exercise  of  clemency  on  the 
part  of  the  Crown  having  had  an  ill 
effect,  1  believe  that,  if  the  Government 
had  stood  simply  upon  the  ground  of 
non  po»tumu4,  the  residt  would  have  been 
much  to  be  deplored.  Such  a  pohcy 
would  have  produced  a  widespread  move- 
ment on  behalf  of  what  is  culed  an  am- 
nesty, in  which  the  great  mass  of  the 
Irish  people  would  have  joined,  and  an 
agitation  of  that  character  might  have 
had  most  disastrous  effects.  By  adopt- 
ing a  polity  of  mercy,  however,  the  Go- 
vermnent  of  Ireland  have  placed  them- 
selves in  a  position  to  insist  with  effect 
upon  the  adoption  of  measures  of  severity 
wnen  such  may  become  necessaiy.  It  U 
the  opinion  of  Her  Majesty's  Govern- 
ment that  in  these  matters  it  is  desira- 
ble not  to  rest  upon  the  mere  force  ol 
majority  in  this  House,  but  to  rely 
taMng  measures  for  the  defence  of  law 
and  order  upon  the  moral  support  of  the 
Irish  people ;  and  I  am  convinced  that, 
by  the  course  we  have  adopted  with  re- 
gard to  the  political  prisoners,  we  have 
obtained  that  moral  support,  and  that  we 
have  thereby  gained  a  great  victory  on 
behalf  of  the  law  and  of  order. 

With  respect  to  the  case  be: _, 

I  will  not  long  detain  the  House.  It 
is  impossible  not  to  sympathize  with 
the  reluctance  that  has  been  shown 
by  the  right  bon.  Gentleman  the  Mem- 
ber for  Kilmarnock  (Mr.  Bouverie),  and 
by  other  hon.  Members,  to  adopt  an 
exceptional  and  unheard-of  measure  of 
this  kind  directad  against  an  individ- 
ual ;  but  our  answer  to  their  objec- 
tion is  that  the  circumstances  under 
which  the  Bill  is  introduced  are  of  an 
exceptional  and  an  unheard-of  charactor, 
and  that,  therefore,  we  are  justified  in 
asking  the  House  to  employ  exceptional 
means.  I  cannot  help  saying  that,  in  our 
arduous  endeavours  to  vindicate  the  au- 
thority of  the  law  and  to  preserve  order 
in  Ireland,  we  might  have  expected  to 
have  received  a  support  very  different 
from  that  which  has  been  given  to 
us  by  the  Leader  of  Her  Majesty's  Op- 
position. What  line  did  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  the  Member  for  Bticlongham- 
shire  take  ?  The  right  hon.  Gentleman 
commenced  at  once  by  attacking  the 
Attorney  General  for  Ireland  for  not 
having  taken  proceedings  against  the 
Mayor  of  Cork  some  months  ago.  The 
answer  to  that  attack  is  easy.  There 
Mr.  ChichtiUr  ForUtCM 
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"The  mMnorUl  wm  addreiMd  to  the  Lord 
LieateiunC.  and  gOM  to  tail  Exosltenof  bj  th 
put,  and  1  baTS  mod  rsqusited  u  Cbaimun  < 
elprMi  to  JFOQ,  urepmeat&tinof  tbe  Exsontii 
in  Parliament  and  ttae  Cabinet,  tba  united  and 
nndinded  opinion  of  tlia  Benob  that  wios  itepl 
tbould  ba  taken  to  pat  a  itop  to  ths  diigraoeful 
eibibitioni  wbioh  are  dailj  oeourring  ~~  ''" 
Bench  at  Cork. 

"  ir  there  be  ooeawoa  to  allude  to  tbii 
in  Farliament,  jon  can  state  anlboritatiTelf  that 
no  one  in  or  ont  of  Parliament  ean  ba  mora 
pained  and  diigmtod  at  the  oourae  adopted  bj 
the  Major  than  an  the  msgiitratei  of  Cork,  one 
and  all,  witboat  one  aingle  dinentient,  and  in- 
elodiog  all  ihadei  of  politioa  and  both  raligiona, 

"  If  an;  debate  ibould  ariw  in  Parltament  I 
iball  feel  obliged,  aa  Llentenant  of  tbs  ooontf 
and  Bitf,  if  jon  will  uj  for  the  magiitrao;  of 
both  departmsnti  that  we  deplore  the  nnfortanate 
■oenaa   whiob   are  dailf   oeonrring,  and  gnuttf 
itttre  to  na  an  end  of  mom  wrt  pnt '    " 
tending  to  fmatrate  juitioe 
Imltj. 
"  BoUeT«  me,  taj  dear  Forleiong,  bithfallj  jonra, 

"  FlUIOT. 

«  The  Right  Bon.  C,  Forteaone,  M.P." 

Well,  thea,  how  under  these  ciroui 
stances  vere  the  Government  to  act  ?  A 
proceedu^  at  \a.w  would  not  have  put  an 
end  to  these  scenes  which  were  dail; 
occurring — more  especially  since  a,  tardy 
proceeding  would  not  have  made  Mr. 
O'SuUivan  incapable  of  filling  the  office 
of  mayor,  inasmuch  as  they  would  pro- 
bably have  extended  over  the  greater 
part  of  the  term  of  office  of  the  offender. 
Moreover,  such  a  proceeding  would  not 
have  done  that  which,  by  the  measure, 
we  wish  to  effect — namely,  rendered  him 
incapable  of  again  fillip  the  high  office 
whi<m  he  now  holds.  Under  these  cir- 
cumstances, I  ask  the  House  to  adopt 
the  course,  however  exceptional  it  may 
be,  proposed  by  the  Government,  being 
convinced  it  is  one  dictated  by  a  para- 
mount sense  of  duty  and  by  the  general 
sentiments  of  the  House. 

CoMNEL  Wn^ON  -  PATTEN 
that  having  filled  the  office  of  Chief 
Secretaiy  for  Ireland  he  was  unwilling 
to  allow  the  debate  to  close  without 
saying  a  few  words  upon  the  suWect  be- 
fore tke  House.  He  wished  that  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  the  present  Chief  Secre- 
tary for  Ireland,  when  referring  to  the 
recent  note  in  Londonderry,  had  followed 
the  advice  offered  him,  and  not  entered 
BO  Mly  into  that  question  as  he  had 
done.  He  should,  nowerer,  pass  that 
part  of  the  subject  by,  merely  observing 
that  he  {hoi^;Et  he  sow  saw  the  reason 
why,  on  Friday  night  last,  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman,  for  the  first  time  during  a 
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Session  which  had  been  almost  entirely 
occupied  by  the  discussion  of  Irish  affairs, 
had  made  the  attack  which  he  did  upon 
the  late  Government.  He  would,  how- 
ever, enter  upon  this  subject  at  another 
time,  and  would  content  himseK  now  by 
saying  that  that  attack  of  the  ri^t  hon. 
Gentleman  upon  >iim  {Colonel  Wilson- 
Patten)  was  wholly  unmerited.  He  was 
not  willing  that  this  debate  should  pass 
without  expressing  his  abhorrence  of  the 
sentiments  conveyed  by  the  language  of 
the  individual  whose  conduct  they  were 
now  diecuBsing.  He  thought  that  they 
were  deeply  indebted  to  the  right  hon. 
Member  for  Kilmarnock  (Mr.  Bouverie), 
and  to  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  head 
of  the  late  Government  for  the  cautions 
they  had  given  in  this  matter.  It  ap- 
pefu^  to  him  that  the  House  could  not 
be  too  cautious  in  the  steps  they  were 
taking  in  the  present  instance,  seeing 
that  there  was  only  one  case  which  could 
be  brought  forwud  as  a  precedent,  or 
which  was  in  any  degree  analogous  to 
this.  Whilst  concurring  in  the  advice 
so  tendered  to  the  Government  he  was 
free  to  admit  that  not  one  word  had  been 
uttered  which  would  exculpate  the  Mayor 
of  Cork,  or  render  unnecessary  the  adop- 
tion of  the  strongest  measures  towards 
him.  He  had  listened  with  interest  to 
the  speech  of  the  hon.  Member  for  Cork 
(Mr.  Ma^uire),  and  appreciated  the  pain- 
ful position  in  which  he  was  placed  in 
endeavouring  to  offer  some  paUiatian  for 
the  conduct  of  the  Mayor.  The  hon. 
Gentleman  had  done  everything  for  his 
Mend  that  a  man  could  do,  but  he 
had  been  unable  to  suggest  anj^thing 
which  would  be  considered  as  a  valid 
excuse.  The  hon.  Gentleman  had  cha- 
racterized this  Bill  as  being  merely  an 
ex  pott  facto  piece  of  legidation.  He 
(Colonel  Wilson-Patten)  entirely  dif- 
fered &om  him.  He  thought  the  Bill 
quite  as  much  prospective  as  retro- 
spective. He  hoped,  however,  that  wit- 
nesses would  be  brought  forward  to 
prove  the  case,  lest,  if  they  did  not  take 
that  course,  they  should  lay  themselves 
open  to  the  charge  of  injustice.  When 
the  hon.  Member  for  Cork  said  that  the 
Mayor  of  Cork,  in  using  the  words  im- 
puted to  him,  had  no  intention  of  advo- 
cating assassination  be  (Colonel  Wilson- 
Fatten)  wonld  contend,  even  admitting 
that  to  be  a  fact,  that  a  man  who  could, 
even  incautiously,  use  such  langu^e,  was 
qnite  unfit  for  the  position  he  now  held. 
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Having  been  &  Member  of  the  Irieh  Go- 
vemmeat,  altbougb  onl;  for  a  short  time, 
he  did  not  li&a  to  let  this  diaouseion  dose 
vithout  expressing  hie  opinion  that  it  was 
absolutely  necessary  tnat  some  action 
should  be  taken  of  a  more  decisive  na- 
ture dian  usual  to  prevent  a  repetition  of 
that  conduct  of  the  Mayor  of  Oork,  which 
had  already  disturbed  the  peace  and  good 
feeling  of  the  people  of  Ireland.  He  be- 
lieved that  the  party  who  would  still  be 
willing  to  support  tbe  Majror  of  Cork  or 
who  would  not  reprobate  him  was  very 
small  indeed.  He  entertained  no  doubt  of 
the  loj^tr  ef  the  Irish  population  gene- 
rally. They  had  seen  the  reception  they 
had  given  to  the  young  Prince  who  was 
now  visiting  that  country.  That  reception 
was,  if  possible;  more  warm  and  more 
satisfactory  tban  that  given  to  the  Friaoe 
of  Wales.  And  they  nad  abundant  evi- 
dence to  prove  that  there  was  no  party 
in  Ireland  so  disloyal  as  to  countenance, 
in  the  sUghtest  dra;ree,  the  atrodoua 
principles  to  which  it  was  alleged  the 
Mayor  of  Cork  had  given  utterance, 

Mb.  GLADSTONE :  Sir,  I  am  sure 
that  the  speech  just  delivered  by  my 
right  hon.  and  gallant  Friend  (Colonel 
Wilson-Fatten)  requires  no  other  testi- 
mony &om  me  than  to  say  that  it  was 
snch  aa  we  should  have  expected  &om 
him  under  the  circumstances  in  which 
we  stand.  But  it  is  very  desirable  that 
the  House  should  be  placed  in  possession 
of  the  precise  nature  of  the  proceedings 
which  the  Government  propose.  I  am 
also  anxious  to  notice  some -of  the  com- 
ments that  have  been  made  on  our  pro- 
ceedings, and  certain  doctrines  which 
have  been  laid  down  in  the  course  of 
those  oommenta.  I  apprehend  that  the 
general  rule  which  has  been  applicable 
to  all  these  cases  is  that  the  firat  stage, 
at  least,  of  these  Bills  of  Pains  and 
Penalties  has  been  taken  in  both  Houses 
on  allegations,  or  ex  parte  statements — 
that  is  to  say,  that,  though  an  investiga- 
tion has  been  made,  the  other  House 
has  not,  in  the  first  instance,  allowed 
the  parties  implicated  to  be  heard  before 
the  House ;  but  that  when,  in  either 
House  ofFarliament,theBill had  reached 
the  stage  of  a  second  reading,  then  a 
faH  opportunity  has  been  given  to  the 
parties  to  be  heard ;  and  that  likewise, 
in  some  instances  at  all  events,  the  Go- 
vernment themselves  have  been  called 
on  to  substantiato  its  aoousation,  and 
make  out  a  case  for  tbe  Bill.  In  this 
Cohtul  fTihon-Pattm 
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instance  it  is  quite  clear  that,  at  the 
proper  time,  the  Government  ought  to 
substantiate  its  case,  and  not  seek  to 
throw  the  onm  on  the  other  party,  be- 
cause the  proceedings  which  we  now  adc 
the  House  to  take  we  ask  it  to  take  on 
the  faith  of  the  Government.  It  will 
be  remembered  that  when  this  matter 
brought  under  the  notice  of  the 
House  last  week  we  stated  that  our  first 
duty  would  be  to  make  an  inquiry  into 
the  facts.  We  have  done  that ;  and 
when  that  inquiry  has  been  made  by  the 
Ministers  of  the  Crown  I  think  we  do 
not  go  too  £u-  in  asking  the  House,  not 
— as  was  statod,  perhaps  carelessly,  by 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Member 
for  Buckinghamshire — to  pass  the  Bill, 
but  to  allow  a  BUI  of  Pains  and  Penal- 
ties, in  the  shape  of  inflicting  a  dis- 
abilitv  upon  the  Mayor  of  Cork  to  be 
introduced.  H  leave  be  given  to  intro- 
duce tbis  Bill,  and  if  it  be  read  a  first 
time,  the  fallowing  Motion  will,  in  the 
regular  course,  be  submitted  when  tlia 
Bui  is  ordered  for  a  second  reading. 
The  House  will  be  asked  to  resolve — 

"  That  a  cop;  of  the  aatd  Bill  and  of  ths  nil 
Ordsr  for  the  SwdqiI  lUodiDg  thBrsof  be  Ibrib- 
with  Mrved  upon   Diniel    O'SollWaD,   Eiquire, 
Ma^or  of  the  City  of  Cork :" 
And  also  this  Besolution — 

"  That  Mr.  Attoraef  General  for  Ireland  da 
take  ear*  that  cTldenee  theFeof  ii  produo»d  in 
support  of  the  gaid  Bill  upon  ths  Second  Keadios" 
This  having  been  done,  the  House  will, 
BO  &r  as  its  forms  will  permit,  be  in  a 
position  on  the  second  reading,  to  pro- 
nounce, what  may  justly  be  called,  a 
judicial  decisiou.  But  it  has  been  said 
Dv  some  that  we  are  wrong  in  the  form 
of  our  procedure.  It  ia  said  that  we 
ought  to  have  proposed  a  general  mea- 
sure, and  not  a  measure  to  meet  a  par- 
ticular case.  If  I  were  to  discuss  this 
Eioint  now,  it  would  lead  me  into  more 
sngtbened  comments  than  I  should  like 
to  make  on  this  occasion,  when  we  may 
be  said  to  be  intorlopers  on  the  ordinary 
business  of  the  day ;  but  this  much  I 
must  say,  that  the  Goventment  did  oon- 
sider  the  point,  and  that,  for  reasons 
which  we  snail  be  prepared  to  maintain 
by  ai^ument,  we  did  arrive  at  the  con- 
clusion that  it  would  be  wrong,  in  con- 
sequence of  this  single,  particular,  and 
isolated  case,  to  introduce  a  BiU  bring- 
ing the  conduct  of  a  whole  body  of 
popularly  elected  dvio  officers  under  the 
supervision  and  control  of  tlw  Goron- 
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ment.  But  1)esidee  that,  the  right  hon. 
(JentleiiiatL  (Mr.  Disraeli)  Itud  down  a 
propooition  which  merits  examinatioii, 
Both  as  coming  £rom  him  and  on  its  own 
account.  I  do  not  complain — I  am  not 
entitled  to  complin — of  any  adverse 
oommeot  on  the  mtroductiou  of  the  Bill, 
nor  of  any  adverse  comment  on  the  oon- 
duot  of  the  Govemmont.  I  do  not  com- 
^ain  of  the  speech  of  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman — though  he  commenced  with 
an  announcement  of  his  intention  to 
abstain  &om  any  such  commeatE,  an 
announcement  which  certainly  was  not 
nutained  in  his  subsequent  obserratione. 
But  I  do  oomplain  that,  in  his  zeal,  so 
little  did  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  feel 
himself  under  restr^nt  in  this  judicial 
proceeding,  that  he  could  not  help  re- 
feiring  to  my  right  hon.  and  learned 
Friend  the  Attorney  Gteueral  for  Ireland 
in  a  manner  that  I  am  sure  must  hare 
attracted  the  attention  of  the  House. 
He  said — "Is  the  House  of  Commons  to 
be  called  on  to  pass  a  BiU  of  Fains  and 
Fenalties  on  the  tpu  dixit  of  the  Attorney 
General  for  Ireland" — or  "  an  Irish  At- 
tomOTGeneral"  I  think  was  the  phrase. 
Sir,  I  hare  rarely  heard  a  personal  taunt 
delivered  in  this  House  that  was  more 
entirely  out  of  place.  The  office  of 
Attorney  General  for  Ireland  is  a  high 
and  di^inguished  office.  The  Attorney 
General  for  Ireland  is  the  person  in 
whom  the  Constitution  of  the  country 
vesta  the  duty  of  both  acting  himself 
ud  advising  the  Government  of  tlie 
Queen  to  act  in  cases  of  offences  against 
dte  State.  The  holder  of  such  an  office, 
by  virtue  of  his  office,  does  not  deserve 
to  be  treated  with  contempt ;  and,  Sir, 
if  the  holder  of  such  an  office,  by  virtue 
of  his  office,  does  not  deserve  to  be 
treated  with  contempt,  I  say  here,  in  the 
presence  of  this  House,  that  the  present 
bolder  of  this  office  has  sustained  its 
dignity  and  its  credit  in  a  way  that  still 
less,  perhaps,  than  any  of  his  predeces- 
sors— worthy  as  they  have  been,  and  I 
do  not  question  that — leaves  him  open  to 
sneer  or  sarcasm  on  grounds  such  as 
those  alleged  by  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man. But,  Sir,  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man oenBures  the  Government  for  having 
introduced  this  BiU  in  the  Hoiise  of 
Commons,  instead  of  in  the  House  of 
Lords,  and  he  founds  his  censure  on 
the  bot  that  the  House  of  Commons  has 
not  the  power  of  taking  evidence  on  oath. 
Sir,  I  fiotiiely  admit  tliat  for  the  pur- 
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poses  of  ft  BiU  of  Pains  and  Penalties  it 
would  be  more  Batiefactory  if  the  House 
of  Commons  were  armed  with  that  power. 
I  do  not  for  a  moment  question  that  an 
oath  is  an  element,  and  a  very  important 
element,  in  an  investigation  of  facts  in 
judicial  proceedings ;  but  my  answer  to 
the  right  hon.  Gentl^non  is  that  Bills  of 
Pains  and  Penalttes  have  repeatedly  been 
introduced  into  this  House  and  sent  up 
to  the  House  of  Lords.  There  were  the 
cases  of  Plunkett  and  £leUy,  in  1723; 
and  that  of  Mr.  Bainbridge,  the  warder 
of  one  of  the  Loudon  prieona,  in  1729,- 
and  the  case  of  Mr.  Bumboldt,  aU  of 
which  cases  were  dealt  with,  in  the  first 
instance,  in  this  House.  Then,  if  Bills 
of  Pains  and  Penalties  are  Bometimes  to 
be  introduced  in  this  House  and  some- 
times in  the  other,  what  are  the  circum- 
stances which  are  to  guide  us  in  the  par- 
ticular case  as  to  the  choice  we  are  to 
make  ?  We  say  that  in  this  case  of  the 
Mayor  of  Cork  we  are  sanctioned  by  pre- 
cedent and  by  principle.  By  principle, 
because,  in  opposition  to  the  right  hon. 
Ctentleman  theHember  for  Buckmgham- 
shire,  I  must  contend  our  proceedings  are 
more  in  accordance  with  the  spirit  of  the 
Constitution  than  they  would  have  been 
if  we  had/  commenced  in  the  House  of 
Lords.  I  think  it  is  more  in  accordance 
with  the  spirit  of  the  Constitution  to  bring 
the  holder  of  an  office  conferred  by  popu- 
lar suffiage  to  trialbefore  his  Peers — -be- 
fore the  Commons  of  England — before 
the  Estate  to  which  he  belongs.  As  one  of 
them  he  has  offended,  and  to  them  we 
caU  upon  him  to  answer.  I  think  that 
the  doctrine  of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman, 
that  whenever  you  are  going  to  inflict  a 
punishment,  such  as  that  provided  by  the 
BiU,  ereu  though  the  offence  has  been 
committed  by  a  person  chosen  by  the 
popular  voice,  and  whose  official  func- 
tions are  charged  with  popular  elements 
from  beginning  to  end,  proceedings  such 
as  these  should  only  be  commenced  in 
the  House  of  Lords — I  think,  Sir,  it 
would  be  very  unadvisable  to  give  effect 
to  such  doctnne,  because,  I  believe,  our 
doing  so,  would  form  anything  but  a 
good  precedent.  I  would  first  refer  the 
House  to  the  case  of  Alexander  Wilson, 
which  occurred  in  the  time  of  Sir  Robert 
Walpole.  These  proceedings  were  com- 
menced in  the  Loras ;  and  when  the  Bill 
came  to  this  House  a  Member  (Mr. 
Oglethorpe)  rose  in  his  place  and  opposed 
its  reception  because  he  was  of  opinion 
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that  the  Lords  would  re^e  to  receive 
from  this  House  a  Bill  of  PaiuB  and  Fen- 
alties  affecting  a  Member  of  their  House 
— Uiat  vaa,  any  Member  of  their  Order. 
Now,  the  Major  of  Cork  is  one  of  our 
Order.  There  was  a  discuesion  in  that 
case  of  Alexander  Wilson,  and  the 
Xjur's  Advocate  for  Scotland,  Mr.  Dun- 
can Forbes — uo  inconsiderable  person — 
objected  to  the  introduction  into  the 
House  of  Lords  of  a  Bill  of  Fains  and 
Penalties  against  Alexander  Wikon,  and 
which  would  also  inflict  a  fine  on  the 
City  of  Edinburgh.  Then,  Sir  W.  Young 
advocated  the  reception  of  the  Bill  on , 
grounds  of  a  somewhat  apologetic  cha- 
racter ;  and  Sir  Robert  Walpofe  excused 
the  introduction  of  the  Bill  in  the  Lords 
by  saying  that  generally  there  was  a 
cessation  of  business  in  the  House  of 
Lords  during  the  first  few  weeks  of  the 
Session ;  and  on  that  ground  he  thought 
the  House  might  receive  the  Bill.  He 
was  followed  by  a  no  less  political  and 
constitutional  authori^than  Sir  William 
Windham,  who  scdd  that  the  Bill  being 
brought  from  the  House  of  Lords  was  a 
great  encroachment  on  the  privileges  of 
Uiia  House,  and  that  it  was  best  to  con- 
clude that  such  encroachment  was  in- 
tended and  to  refuse  to  receive  the  Bill. 
The  opposite  opinion,  however,  prevailed 
and  ^e  Bill  was  read  a  first  time;  but 
the  discussion  to  which  I  have  referred 
shows  that,  by  some  of  the  highest 
authorities,  a  scruple  was  entertained  to 
receiving  &om  the  House  of  Lords  a 
Bill  of  FaiuB  and  Penalties  against  a 
civic  ofBcial,  though  at  that  time  the 
mode  of  electing  the  Lord  Provost  was 
not  based  upon  any  very  wide  basis  of 
popular  election.  Both  in  respect  to 
precedent  and  in  respect  to  principle  I 
maintain  that  the  course  we  have  adopted 
is  the  right  one.  The  fact  that  we  can- 
not take  evidence  on  oath  will  not  pre- 
vent this  House  from  dealing  with  this 
Bill  of  Pains  and  Penalties.  I  think  we 
have  established  our  case  in  point  both 
of  principle  and  of  precedent ;  and  that 
we  did  well  not  to  introduce  this  measure 
in  the  House  of  Lords,  but  to  submit  the 
case  of  one  of  the  Commons,  against 
whom  we  apply  for  a  Bill  of  Fains  and 
Penalties,  to  the  Commons  in  Fariiament 
assembled. 

Dr.  BALL:  Sir,  as  a  constitutional 
question  I  think  tiw  question  now  be- 
fore us  is  one  of  extreme  importance. 
The  Government  propose  to  introduce  a 
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Bill  in  whidi  ie  recited  the  reasons  for 
its  introduction.  Without  a  Preamble, 
containing  a  recital  of  what  the  Mayor 
of  Cork  had  done,  you  could  aot  bring 
the  Bill  before  Farhament.  What  does 
the  BiD  recite  ?  It  contains,  not  a  mere 
general  allegation  of  his  misconduct  as 
Mayor  of  Cork,  but  a  statement  that  he 
has  used  seditioiia  langu^e;  in  other 
words,  the  Bill  pronounces  on  the  faoe 
of  it  that  the  Mayor  of  Cork  has  been 
guil^  of  a  violation  of  the  law  of  this 
country.  A  violation  of  the  law  of  this 
country  is  dealt  with  in  the  criminal 
courts ;  and  when  you  say  that  a  man  is 
guilty  of  such  an  offence,  you  say  he  ia 

giilty  of  an  offence  against  the  law. 
ut  I  say  it  is  an  alanmng  doctrine  to 
lay  down  that  any  man  in  England  can 
be  found  guilty  of  an  offence  against  the 
law  on  testimony  not  sworn  to.  I  make 
two  objections  to  these  proceedings, 
both  of  which  are  sustained  byaatho- 
rities.  My  first  objection  is  diat  this 
House,  though  it  may  examine  wit- 
nesses, cannot  administer  an  oath ;  my 
second,  that  it  cannot  indict  for  perjury, 
before  the  tribunals  of  the  country, 
anyone  who  gave  false  evidence  at  the 
Bar  of  the  House  of  Commons.  The 
right  hon.  Gentieman  at  the  head  of  the 
Government  has  referred  to  precedents. 
I  will  refer  him  to  the  Porteous  case 
and  the  case  of  Queen  Caroline.  In  tha 
former  case,  in  which  there  was  involved 
a  question  of  Mtattu,  the  BiU  was  studi- 
ously introduced  in  the  House  of  Lords 
by  Lord  Carteret — there  was  an  applica- 
tion to  take  evidence,  and  witnesses  were 
brought  from  Edinbui^h  and  examined 
on  oath.  Then,  I  am  under  the  impres- 
sion that  the  case  against  Queen  Caroline 
was  not  a  mere  divorce  case,  because  the 
Bill  was  one  which  would  have  deprived 
her  of  her  stataa  as  Queen  Consort.  In 
that  case  also  the  Bill  was  introduced  in 
the  House  of  Lords.  As  to  the  rank  of 
the  person  charged,  it  will  not  be  con- 
tended that  a  Queen  is  to  be  protected 
to  any  greater  extent  than  the  humblest 
individual ;  yet  in  Queen  Caroline's  case 
the  witnesses  were  examined  on  oath, 
and  that  she  might  have  all  the  advan- 
tages afforded  by  a  judicial  tribunal  the 
Judges  were  summoned,  in  order  to 
guard  against  the  reception  of  illegal 
evidence.  None  of  these  conditions  have 
been  oomphed  with  in  the  present  case. 
In  the  fiiit  place,  we  cannot  take  evi- 
dancu  here  on  oath ;  secondly,  no  prose- 
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cation  for  perjiuy  lies  against  a  p^^on 
giying  felse  testimoiiT  here ;  and,  tnirdly, 
it  ia  a  new  doctrine,  uiat  this  House  ie  to 
jn^e  ae  to  irliat  is  seditious.  In  what 
may  eedttioti  comioitted  by  lan^age 
ooDsiBt?  Why,  it  may  l>e  found  any- 
where, within  a  range  of  language  ex- 
tending almost  from  worda  used  care- 
lessly  in  the  heat  of  debate  to  language 
deliberately  intended,  uttered  wiUi  l£e 
intention  of  bringing  into  disrepute  the 
great  inatitutionB  of  thia  country,  Sedi- 
tdon  in  language  is  an  offenoe  bo  wide  in 
its  character  that  it  may  consist  of  words 
absolutely  ti^easonable  or  of  words  not 
much  stranger  than  the  common  language 
of  debate.  Are  you  about,  wiJlioat  the 
power  of  taking  evidence  on  oath,  to 
arrive  at  a  condusion  in  a  matter  suoh 
as  that?  The  judicial  power  is  one 
which  the  law  of  England  requires  to  be 
very  jealously'  exercised.  It  would  be 
very  aatiafaotory,  I  think,  to  have  a  pre- 
cedent fi>r  commencing  proceedings  in 
the  House  of  Commons  in  such  a  case  as 


these  are  {generally  introduced  in  the 
Lords.  It  IB  true  that  these  works  lay 
down  that  "you  may"  introduce  them 
in  the  Commons ;  but  the  word  "may" 
shows  that  it  is  not  the  usage  or  practice 
to  introduce  such  measures  in  the  Lower 
House  of  Parliament ;  and,  as  you  have 
not  the  power  of  taking  evidence  on 
oath,  to  say  the  least,  it  requires  the 
greatest  consideration  to  determine  whe- 
ther they  should  be  introduced  in  this 
House  rather  than  in  the  House  of 
Lords.  I  do  not  make  these  remarks  in 
a  spirit  of  opposition  to  the  Oovemment, 
or  for  the  purpose  of  creating  embarrass- 
ment to  them ;  on  the  contrary,  I  am  de- 
sirous that  the  proceedings  t^en  in  this 
matter  should  be  certain  and  not  likely 
to  fail  for  want  of  proper  form — but  I 
Uiink  it  would  be  a  great  calamity  if  this 
Bill  or  some  measure  of  the  kind  were 
to  miscarry  in  consequence  of  its  having 
been  introduced  in  one  House  of  Parlia- 
ment rather  than  in  the  other,  and  it  ii 
with  the  object  of  avoiding  anything  of 
that  kind  we  are  endeavouring  to  show 
you  your  error  at  the  earliest  stage.  I 
think  it  Is  more  fr^nk  and  more  just 
that  we  should  at  once  state  that  we 
have  the  gravest  doubts  as  to  the  pro- 
priety of  your  introducing  the  measure 
here,  and  to  surest  to  the  Legal  Gentle- 
men who  advise  the  Government  whe- 


YOL.CXOYI.    [ti 


»■] 


ther  it  would  not  be  easier  to  introduce 
the  BiU  in  the  House  of  Lords,  according 
to  the  precedent  that  was  set  in  the  case 
of  Captain  Porteous.  I  have  risen  with 
this  object,  and  not  to  oppose  the  BiU  or 
to  say  anything  about  the  administration 
of  Ireland.  Only  one  word  more.  It  is 
an  entire  mistake  to  imagine  that  any- 
one on  this  side  of  the  House  meant  to 
say  anything  disr«ipectful  of  my  right 
hon.  and  learned  Eriend  the  Attorney 
Gener^  for  Ireland.  If  anything  of 
that  kind  had  been  intended  it  would 
not  have  had  my  approval ;  because  for 
many  years  I  have  lived  on  terms  of 
close  finendship  with  my  right  hon.  and 
learned  Friend,  and!  hope  I  may  reckon 
m3'self  among  his  nioat  intimate  friends. 
But  nothing  of  the  kind  was  intended 
by  my  right  hon.  Priend  the  Member  for 
Buckinghamshire ; — [Mr.  Dibkujj  inti- 
mated assent.] — the  remark  was  not  ap- 
plicable to  my  right  hon.  and  learned 
Friend  personally,  but  to  any  Attorney 
General  of  any  Goremment,  and  to  any 
proposition  to  act  in  such  a  matter  aa 
this  on  information  received  at  the  Irish 
Office.  All  that  was  intended  to  be  said 
was  that  we  ought  not  to  proceed  on 
private  knowledge,  but  take  care  that  the 
facts  are  proved  in  the  prater  manner. 

Thb  SOLICITOR  GENERAL:  I  have 
no  doubt  the  House  wiD  accept  in  the 
frdlest  sense  the  statement  which  I  pre- 
sume, in  deference  to  the  unmiatakeable 
feeling  of  the  whole  House,  the  right 
hon.  and  learned  Gentieman  opposite 
is  instructed  to  make,  that  no  reflec- 
tion was  intended  by  the  right  hon. 
Member  for  Buddnghamshire  upon  my 
right  hon.  and  learned  Friend  who  now 
fiUs  the  office  of  Attorney  General  for 
Ireland.  All  I  can  say  is  that  man- 
ner is  misleading,  and  that,  if  manner 
ever  justified  an  inference,  the  man- 
ner of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the 
Member  for  BnckinghamBhire  on  the 
present  oocaaion  jusbfled  the  inference 
which  the  House  has  drawn  &om  it.  My 
principal  object  in  rising  is  to  deal  witit 
the  question  which  the  right  hon.  and 
learned  Gentleman  (Dr.  Ball)  has  put 
before  the  House.  I  understand  Mm  to 
object  to  the  proceeding  of  the  Govern- 
ment on  the  ground  that  the  Bill  of 
Pains  and  Penalties  is  based  upon  the 
assertion  that  an  offence  has  been  com- 
mitted, which  ia  an  offence  against  the 
law,  that  such  an  offence  must  be  proved 
by  means  known  to  the  law,  and  that 
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the  only  means  of  prormg  an  offiauoe 
known  to  tlie  \aw  is  evidence  upon  oath. 
I  also  understand  the  right  hon.  and 
learned  Gentleman  to  say  that  hie  objeo- 
tion  would  be  met  if  the  Bill  of  Fains 
and  Penoltiee,  so  to  call  it,  had  been  in- 
troduced into  the  other  House  of  the 
Legislature,  where  they  have  the  power 
of  taking  evidence  upon  oath,  where 
the  parties  could  t^pear,  and  where  the 
matter  chained  sgainat  the  Mayor  of 
Cork  oould  be  proved  by  witnesses  who 
might  be  sworn  at  the  Bar  of  the  House. 
iiy  answer  to  tliat  is  that  the  two 
Houaea — the  House  of  Commons  and  the 
House  of  Lords — are  perfectly  indepen- 
dent end  co-ordinate  branches  of  the 
Legislature,  and  tliat  the  House  of  Com- 
mons is  no  more  bound  to  proceed  upon 
what  is  proved  in  the  other  House 
than  the  House  of  Lords  is  bound  to 
^oceed  upon  what  is  proved  in  this 
House ;  and  if  the  Bill  were  to  ocmie 
down  firom  the  House  of  Lords  aftev 
evidence  had  been  taken  upon  oath  at 
the  Bar  of  that  House,  it  yet  would  be 
right  and  deoent  for  the  Commons  of 
"F.nglfgiii  to  be  satisfied  independeatly, 
in  die  best  way  the  Constitution  allowa, 
tiiat  there  is  foundation  for  the  Bill 
of  Pains  and  Penaltiee  which  they  are 
invited  to  pass.  It,  therefore,  would 
have  been  necessary,  in  any  event,  that 
evidence  should  be  taken  at  the  Bar 
of  this  House,  and  this  House  could 
only  proceed  upon  evidence  not  taken 
upon  oath.  It  comes  then  to  the  simple 
question,  where  it  was  most  convenient 
and  most  proper,  under  all  the  drcum- 
staaoes  of  the  case,  that  a  Bill  of  this 
kind  should  be  initiated.  Now,  the 
House  of  Commons  must  proceed  upon 
its  own  judgment,  and  not  upon  that  of 
any  other  branch  of  the  Legislature, 
and  the  Government  intend  toproceed 
in  the  only  way  in  which  the  House  of 
Commons  could  proceed — by  evidence. 
The  Government  must  be  satisfied,  in 
tlie  first  place,  not  by  the  ipte  dixit  of  an 
Irish  Attorney  Qenersl — as  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  the  Uember  £ar  Buck- 
inghamshire was  pleased  to  phrase  it — 
but  by  making  those  inquiries  which  men 
of  oonsoienoe  and  men  of  responsibili^ 
are  bound  to  make  before  putting  forward 
Buch  a  proceeding  as  this  against  any  man. 
Before  the  House  of  Commons  can  be 
satisfied  that  tbo  Government  are  right, 
they  must  take  such  course  as  is  o^i 

them  to  satisfy  their  or-   
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that  the  proceeding  is  ri^t  and  isoper. 
The  Government  will  i»oduoe  evidence 
to  show  that  th^  are  justified  in  pro- 
posing this  Bill  u>r  tlie  acceptance  of  the 
House  of  Commons ;  and,  of  course,  if 
the  Mayor  of  Coik  should  think  it  de- 
sirable to  be  heard  here  at  the  Bar,  and 
should  make  a  proper  Petition  to  the 
House  for  that  purpose,  an  o[^rtunity 
would  be  given  him  for  appearing,  and 
reasonable  time  would  be  given  him  for 
preparation.  No  man  in  his  seDses 
^vould  think  of  refusing  sudi  a  request. 
Every  form  of  justice  that  the  House 
allows  of  would  be  foUowed ;  but  if  the 
Bill  be  justified — if  it  be  sapported  by 
evidence  in  the  only  way  m  which  it 
can  be  BuppoTt«d  in  the  Commons  House 
of  Parliament — ^I  trust  the  House  will 
pass  it,  undeterred  by  the  observations 
which,  whatever  they  might  have  been 
intended  to  mean,  were  heard  by  moat 
of  us — and,  I  b^eve,  with  no  distinctitm 
of  party — with  very  neat  regret. 

Mb.  HENLEY:  No  one  can sui^uw 
it  to  be  disputed  in  the  abstract  that 
either  House  of  Farliamont  can  institute 
proceedings  of  this  kind.  The  only 
question  is  as  to  which  of  the  two  modes 
is  the  more  convenient — commencing  in 
this  House  or  commencing  in  the  othw 
House  of  Parliament.  We  ought  to 
oonaider  whetlier  in  this  cete  it  would 
not  be  prudent  to  fiillow  pieoedent. 
How  does  the  case  stand?  Happily 
these  oases  for  exceptional  legislation 
are  exceedingly  rare — one  instance  only 
has  been  alluded  to,  and  it  is  question- 
able whether  in  matters  so  rare  it  is 
?rudent  to  follow  a  single  precedent, 
he  argument  of  the  IMme  Ministw 
went  ^most  to  this — that  because  the 
House  was  dealing  with  a  Commoner  it 
might  almost  proceed  by  Resolution,  be- 
cause he  said  that  a  Commoner  was  to 
be  judged  by  the  House  of  Commons  ;  I 
do  not  suppose  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
really  meant  to  go  that  length,  but  his 
argument  did  go  to  almost  that  length. 
The  hoD.  and  learned  Gentleman  the 
Solicitor  General  said  that  the  House  of 
Commons  must  proceed  upon  evidence. 
Well,  that  evidence  is  to  be  taken  at  tite 
Bar  of  the  House,  &om  unsworn  wit- 
nesses, and  I  do  not  think  even  he  will 
contend  that  evidence  taken  on  word 
merely  should,  if  put  in  conflict  with 
testimony  on  oath,  stand  hig^  in  pnblio 
(qdnion.  Taking  evidence  of  that  in- 
ffitior  quality,  as  1  may  call  it,  shall  w« 
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be  more  likely  to  arrive  at  a  eoimd  cou- 
duBion  than  the  Hoiue  of  Lords  would 
ou  a  aupeiioT  kind  of  evidence  ?  If  Qie 
evidence  taken  on  oatli  in  "ano^er 
place  "  Bhould  conflict  with  the  evidence 
taken  here  on  word,  shall  we  be  in  aa 
good  a  position  as  aa  we  should  have 
been,  if  the  evidence  had  been  taken  in 
the  first  instance  in  that  mode  by  which 
the  truth  is  moat  likely  to  be  doited? 
Shall  we  be  as  likely  to  get  at  the  truth 
by  first  baving  the  evidence  in  the  in- 
ferior way  and  afterwards  having  it  on 
oath,  as  if  it  was  first  taken  on  oath  ?  I 
do  not  think  there  can  be  any  difference 
of  opinion  on  the  £act  that  this  is  a  case 
so  exceptional  as  to  require  exceptional 
prooee£ngB;  but  I  think  that  if  ttie  Go- 
vernment had  adhered  to  the  precedent 
referred  to  by  tbe  right  hon.  Qentle- 
man  the  Member  for  Kilmarnock  (Mr. 
Bouverie),  we  should  have  been  more 
likely  to  come  to  a  sound  oonolusion  on 
the  facts,  which  must  be  proved  before 
the  House  can  pass  the  Bill.  I  think  it 
is  possible  that  there  may  be  a  conflict 
of  facte,  because  &om  statements  made 
to-day  it  would  seem  that  some  of  the 
allegations  are  likely  to  be  traversed. 
1  omy  hope  that  the  mode  of  proceeding 
adopted  by  the  Government  will  not 
result  in  having  Parliament  placed  in 
thia  position — that  the  facts  established 
in  ono  House  by  one  mode  of  taking  evi- 
.dence  will  present  a  different  complexion 
&imi  those  proved  in  the  other  by  a  dif- 
ferent mode.    

Mb.  MUEPHT  :  I  have  no  donbt  it 
will  be  readily  conceded  that,  as  one  of 
the  representativea  of  the  City  of  Cork,  I 
rise  to  take  part  in  this  debate  under  a 
feeling  of  no  little  embarrassment,  in- 
deed, I  may  add,  under  feelings  akin  to 
those  of  shame  and  humiliation.  I  feel 
grieved  that  a  course  of  proceeding-— 
uiat  events  should  have  taken  place  in 
my  native  city  which  have  rendered  it 
incumbent  on  the  Government  to  come 
down  to  this  House  and  ask  its  sanction 
to  an  act  of  exceptdonal  legislation.  It 
is  a  matter  which  I  deplore  intensely.  1 
must,  however,  take  leave  to  say  1  felt 
in  a  condition  of  considerable  embarrass- 
ment when  my  right  hon.  and  learned 
£Viend  the  Attorney  General  for  Ireland 
gave  notice  of  his  intention  to  bring  in 
uiis  Bill ;  and  now,  having  listened  to 
his  statements  of  the  grounds  on  which 
he  proposes  to  have  this  measure  passed 
into  law,  I  may  say  I  rejoice  ezceeoingly 
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at  the  course  which  this  debate  has 
taken,  because  it  shows  how  the  Mayor 
of  Cork  will  be  entitled — as  he  ought  to 
be  entitled — to  state  his  case,  and  that 
fiill  and  ample  opportunity  will  be  given 
to  the  (titizena  of  Cork,  as  tliere  should 
be,  to  state  what  their  opinion  is  on  the 
matter.  That,  I  apprehend,  is  a  matter 
for  congratulation,  under  the  unhappy 
circumstances,  on  the  part  of  a  represen- 
tative of  the  Ci^  of  Cork.  I  should 
like.  Sir,  with  reference  to  an  observa- 
tion of  my  hon.  and  learned  Colleague 
(Mr.  Maguire)  as  to  the  remarks  of  the 
Mayor  of  Cork  at  a  banquet  in  that  city 
— remarks  which  have  been  taken  so 
much  notice  of— to  state  whet  I  give  to 
the  House  as  my  own  sincere  and  con- 
scientious opinion  with  respect  to  them. 
I  beg  leave  to  say,  Bir,  in  the  presence 
of  this  House,  that,  having  a  personal 
knowledge  of  the  Mayor  of  Cork,  having 
read  a  report  of  observationB  attributed 
to  him,  having  read  the  letter  which  the 
IJayor  of  Cork  has  written,  which  was 
referred  to  in  the  speech  of  my  right 
hon.  and  learned  Fnend  the  Attorney 
General  for  Ireland,  and  having  heard 
what  he  has  said  on  another  occasion,  I 
say.  Sir,  independently  of  all  this,  I  not 
only  do  not  believe  he  had  any  intention 
of  suggesting,  propagating,  and  incul- 
cating the  horrible  and  detestable  idea 
of  aasaasination,  but  I  do  beheve  he  had 
not  the  most  remote  idea  of  the  effect  the 
words  he  had  used  would  produce  when 
he  did  use  them.  To  those  who  know 
me,  possibly  from  personal  reasons  with 
whidi  it  is  not  neceseary  to  trouble  the 
House,  this  statement  coming  &om  me 
win  give  weight  to  any  other  testimony 
that  may  be  adduced  upon  this  portion 
of  the  subject.  But,  in  thus  statmg  my 
opinion  of  the  Mayor  in  what  I  may 
term  his  individual  capacity,  it  is  quite 
impossible  to  ignore  the  serious  effect 
and  grave  conaequences  of  tbe  acts  and 
expressiona  attributed  to  him  in  public, 
and  which  derive  weight  from  his  posi- 
tion as  chief  magistrate  of  a  munici- 
paliW  like  Cork.  I  accordingly  think 
the  Government  are  quite  warranted  in 
taking  up  the  question,  so  as  to  afford 
all  parties  concerned,  and  the  public  at 
large,  the  most  ample  means  of  forming 
a  judgment  upon  it.  It  is,  Sir,  an  un- 
undoubted  fact  that  I  have  not  had  the 
slightest  communication  made  to  me  by 
any  of  my  constituents  relating  to  this 
matter  since  Tuesday  last.    No  conati- 
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tueat  of  mine  has  corresponded  with  me, 
either  by  telegraph  or  letter,  and  the 
only  TE^  in  which  I  have  become  ac- 
quainted with  the  matter  is  by  reading 
ttie  nevEmapera.  And  therefore,  Sir, 
because  I  am  removed  from  the  local 
excitement  that  exists  in  the  City  of 
Cork,  I  am  in  a  better  position  to  speak 
on  the  subject  than  if  I  had  been  the 
recipient  of  at  parte  statements.  I  have, 
indeed.  Sir,  great  reason  to  express  my 
heartfelt  grief  at  what  has  taken  place ; 
but  I  haTe  also  good  reason  to  express 
m;f  profound  satisfaction  at  the  course 
Uus  debate  has  taken — ^that  an  ampl< 
opportunity  will  be  given  to  the  Mayoi 
of  Cork  and  to  the  citizens  of  Cork  of 
being  heard  at  the  Bar  of  this  House 
prior  to  the  passing  of  this  BilL  And 
that  being  the  case,  the  Bill,  should  the 
House  pass  it,  will  be  more  satisfadnry 
to  the  citizens  of  Cork  themselves  than 
if  it  were  passed  upon  the  foundation  of 
expartf  statements,  or  than  if  a  criminal 
prosecution  had  been  instituted.  I  do 
not  wish  to  trouble  the  House  further, 
except  to  refer,  for  a  moment,  to  an  ob- 
servation of  my  hon.  Collea^e  (Mr. 
M(^;uire).  In  speaking  of  the  Corpora- 
tion of  C>>rk,  he  mentioned  that  I  was  a 
member  of  that  corooration.  I  had 
certainly  been  a  member  of  that  body, 
but  last  year  I  resigned  the  position,  on 
aocount  of  public  and  pressine  business, 
and  without  any  reference  wnatever  to 
anything  that  had  taken  place  in  the 
corporation.  I  simply  mention  this.  Sir, 
lest  it  mieht  be  Bupposed  I  left  the  oor- 

K ration  oecauae  of  anything  that  may 
ye  occurred  in  respect  of  it. 
OoLOKEL  STUART  KNOX  said,  he 
wished  to  express  his  dissent  and  that 
of  many  other  Irish  Members  &am  the 
doctrine  put  forward  by  the  right  hon. 
and  learned  Member  for  Dublin  Univer- 
sity (Dr.  Ball).  He  (Colonel  Knox)  could 
not  regard  thia  subject  as  one  on  which 
theyought  to  entertain  any  legal  quibbles. 
Accorduig  to  the  statements  of  the  At- 
torney General  it  was  plain  that  this 
course  ought  to  have  been  pursued 
months  ago,  and,  thou^  at  the  eleventh 
hour,  he  thought  the  House  was  bound 
to  give  its  support  to  the  proposal  of  the 
Qoveminent.  He  believed,  moreover, 
that  in  the  interests  of  the  City  of  Cork 
and  of  Ireland,  the  sooner  tiiis  was  done 
the  better.  He  regretted  that  the  hon. 
Member  for  Clonmel  (Mr.  Bagwell) 
ohonld  have  taken  the  line  he  had 
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adopted.  Nobody  would  suj^Mwe  that 
his  hon.  Friend  had  had  any  communi- 
cation with  the  Mayor  of  Cork,  or  had 
anything  to  do  with  him,  or  agreed  in 
his  views;  but  if  his  hon.  Friend  desired 
to  say  anything  in  favour  of  the  Mayor 
of  Cork  he  should  have  stated  that,  on 
every  occasion  when  he  (the  Mayor  of 
Cork)  spoke  in  public,  "he  always  as- 
serted that  he  acted  under  leaders.  He 
presumed  those  leaders  were  local  cele- 
brities, but  curiously  enough  the  nomea 
he  always  mentioned  were  Gladstone 
and  Bright. 

Ma.  DOWNING  desired  to  correct  a 
mistake  into  which  the  right  hon.  iitan- 
ber  for  Buckinghamshire  had  fallen  with 
respect  to  the  Mayor  of  Cork.  The  right 
hon.  Gentieman  had  stated  that  tn&t 
^ntleman  was  deprived  of  the  Commis- 
sion of  the  Peace  for  the  use  of  seditious 
language.  That  was  not  the  fact  ?  He 
was  removed  &om  that  position  because 
he  subscribed  to  what  was  called  the 
Fenian  fund  ;  and  when  caDed  upon  by 
the  Government  to  give  an  explanation 
of  the  object  of  such  subscription,  he 
refused  to  do  so.  He  happened  to  have 
the  pleasure  of  knowing  the  Mayor  of 
Cork  for  many  years,  and  up  to  a  re- 
cent  period  no  gendeman  in  the  City 
of  Cork  held  a  ^gher  position  or  was 
more  respected.  He  was  engaged  in  an 
extensive  business  as  a  merchant,  was 
possessed  of  considerable  private  pro- 
perty, and  was  a  gentieman  by  birth. 
Up  to  the  time  of  the  Fenian  movement 
he  did  not  believe  that  the  Mayor  of 
Cork  had  token  any  part  in  political 
matters.  He  deeply  regretted  to  be  eom- 

relled  to  admit  that  the  language  attri- 
uted  to  that  gentleman — if  reuly  used 
by  him — was  such  as  it  was  impossible 
le  to  defend.  As] 
importance  in  t 
would  refer  for  a  moment  to  the  case 
of  Thomas  Bainbridge,  who  was  a 
warder  in  the  prison  of  the  Fleet,  and 
who  was  accused  of  misbehaviour  in 
his  office,  with  having  inflicted  cruel 
treatment  upon  a  prisoner  con£ned  in 
gaol.  He  found  that  a  Bill  was  intro- 
duced by  Mr.  Ogilvy  in  1729,  and  pre- 
sented to  the  House  aooordin^  to  Order. 
The  Bill  was  read  a  second  time  on  the 
3rd  of  April;  on  the  12th  a  Petition 
&om  Mr.  Bainbridge  was  presented. 
The  result  of  that  Petition  was  that  Mr. 
Bainbridge  waa  allowed  to  be  heard  by 
oDunsel  and  solicitor,  and  a  Conference 
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in  that  way.  It  was  urged  tliat  it  would 
be  bettor  to  proceed  in  the  other  House, 
because  you  could  bj  bo  doin^  in  all 

SrobabiUty  obtain  the  best  kind  of  eyi- 
ence.  My  hon.  and  learned  Friend  ap- 
peared to  think  that  the  two  HouseB 
ought  to  proceed  separately,  and  that 
evidence  taken  in  one  could  not  be  pro- 
duced in  the  other.  If  that  doctrine 
were  laid  down  it  would  have  a  material 
bearing  upon  this  case — though  I  think 
that  argument  was  to  some  extent  an- 
swered by  my  right  hon.  Friend  the 
Member  for  Oxfordshire  (Mr.  Henley). 
But,  as  a  matter  of  fact,  evidence  given 
before  the  House  of  Lords  may  be  ad- 
mitted before  this  House,  and  in  certain 
cases  it  is  so  taken — I  refer  especially  to 
the  case  of  a  Divorce  Bill.  I  understand 
tliat  the  practice  is  that  tlie  Bills  for 
Divorce  originate  in  the  House  of  Lords, 
that  evidence  is  there  taken  upon  oath, 
that  that  evidence  is  communicated  by 
the  House  of  Lords  to  the  House  of 
Commons,  and  is  acted  upon  here  witli- 
out  any  fresh  evidence  being  taken.  If 
that  is  the  practice  it  seems  to  furnish 
a  precedent  for  the  proper  mode  of  pro- 
ceeding  when  Bills  with  Pains  and  Pe- 
nalties —  and  Divorce  Bills  must  be  re- 
garded as  such  —  are  concerned.  The 
rule  relating  to  this  subject  is  thos  laid 
down  in  a  oook  which  we  are  all  of  us 
accustomed  frequently  to  consult — 

*■  BilUof  Atttdndsr,  *ad  on  Ptuni  and  PeiwItiM, 
hftva  ggnentll;  originaMd  in  tha  Hoaw  of  LonU 
M  partakiog  e^t,  judiei&l  ehkriotor." 
One  would  have  thought  it,  therefore,  a 
convenient  practice  that  Bills  of  tiiis  cha- 
racter should  originate  in  the  House  of 
Lords.  At  all  eventa  it  was,  I  thought, 
advisable  to  take  some  notice  of  the 
statement  of  my  hon.  and  learned  Friend. 
I  am  glad  that  he  has  quali£ed  it,  but  I 
still  think  that  it  would  be  more  in  ac- 
cordance with  the  ordinary  practice  of 
Parliament  that  a  Bill  of  this  ^d  should 
be  introduced  in  the  House  where  the 
evidence  could  be  taken  on  oath. 

Mb.  CONOLLT  said,  they  were  deal, 
ing  with  a  matter  of  the  gravest  charac- 
1  ter.  It  had  come  to  his  knowledge  that, 
'  in  conseouence  of  the  words  attributed 
I  to  tho  Mayor  of  Cork,  meetings  had 
been  held  of  a  most  turbulent  character 
in  that  part  of  the  country,  and  threate 
of  violence,  only  too  frequent  he  waa 
eorry  to  say  in  Inland,  had  been  held  out 
against  loyal  citizens.  The  feelings  of  the 
persons  who  attended  had  been  t^ieoiEdly 


was  subsequently  held  between  the 
House  of  Commons  and  the  House  of 
Lords.  He  believed  that  the  Attorney 
Oeneral  for  Ireland  would  find  this  a 
case  in  point,  and  one  that  would  show 
that  this  House  was  a  proper  place 
for  proceedings  of  this  kind  to  be  ini- 
tiated. 

8m  8TAPF0HD  NORTHCOTE:  I 
rose.  Sir,  immediately  after  die  hon. 
Member  for  Dungannon  (Colonel  Stuart 
Knox),  because  I  think  it  desirable  that 
there  should  be  no  misconception  about 
the  motives  of  the  jealousy  exhibited  by 
several  Members  as  to  the  form  of  pro- 
cedure to  be  adopted  on  this  occasion. 
I  apprehend  there  is  no  difference  of 

Siimon  whatever  In  any  part  of  the 
ouse  as  to  the  demerite  of  the  Mayor 
of  Cork,  or  as  to  the  necessify  of  pro- 
ceeding against  him,  assuming  that  the 
circumstances  alleged  against  him  be 
true.  But  the  point  to  which  attentioti 
has  been  very  properly  directed  is  that 
of  procedure  ;  and  for  this  reason — that 
in  all  these  cases  we  are  laying  down 
precedeute;and  it  is  at  moments  like  the 
present,  when  acts  exciting  strong  feel- 
ing are  brought  under  notice,  that  it  is 
necessary  to  be  carefiil  that  we  lay  down 
no  precedent  and  admit  no  doctrine  which 
may  be  inconvenient  at  future  times.  I 
'  would  point  out  to  my  hon.  and  gallant 
Friend  and  te  other  Members  that  the 
course  which  is  to  be  taken  on  the  pre- 
sent occasion — upon  an  occasion  that  has 
actually  excited  a  great  deal  of  indigna- 
tion in  the  breasts  of  hon.  Members  in 
all  parts  of  the  House — is  a  course  which 
may  possibly  be  followed  hereafter  under 
differeat  drcumstances,  and  which  may 
prove  to  be  very  detrimental  to  the  liber- 
ties  of  the  subject  or  to  the  privileges 
of  Parliament.  But  I  do  not  rise  for 
the  sake  of  going  into  any  general  dis- 
cussion on  ue  question,  but  rather  to 
challenge,  if  I  rightly  understood  it,  the 
doctrine  laid  down  hj  my  hon.  and 
learned  Friend  the  Solicitor  General 
with  regard  to  the  proper  separation 
of  the  Actions  of  the  two  Houses  of 
Parliament.  As  I  understood  him  he 
laid  down  the  doctrine  that  one  House 
could  not  proceed  upon  evidence  taken 
in  Hio  other.  [The  SoucrroE  Qexbraij 
explained  that  what  he  said  was  that 
one  House  was  not  bound  to  proceed  on 
evidence  taken  by  the  other.]  That 
alters  the  question,  and  I  am  glad  to 
hear  my  hon.  and  learned  Friend  put  it 
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directed  against  Alderman  hyons,  n-bo 
had  thought  it  his  duty  to  call  the 
Ma^or  of  Cork  to  account  for  the  lan- 
guage he  had  nsed,  and  to  give  him  an 
opportuni^  of  acknowledging  or  deny- 
ing the  sentiments  attributed  to  him. 
For  this  manly  mode  of  action  Alder- 
man Lyons  had  been  held  up  to  public 
odium ;  and  hie  life  had  been  threatened 
by  the  mob  in  the  streets  and  by  letter. 
This  was  a  matter  which  the  House 
ought  not  to  OTerlook — especially  in  the 
case  of  a  man  who  had  demeaned  him- 
self in  all  respects  as  a  good  subject  of 
the  Queen;  and  he  wished  to  know  whe- 
ther, if  the  threat  were  carried  out,  this 
amiable  and  excellent  citizen,  the  Hayor 
of  Cork  shonld  not  be  held  personally  re- 
sponsible for  his  murder?  Ke  said  that 
the  House  could  not  possibly  pass  over 
Bucha  case.  With  regard  to  the  BUI  be- 
fore the  House  he  thought  the  Uembers 
of  the  Oppodldon  conld  have  taken  no 
other  course  than  in  prescribing  that  the 
greatest  care  should  be  taken  in  pro- 
ceeding in  a  matter  of  so  much  gravity. 
This  was  not  the  first  case  in  wMch  the 
most  violent  and  seditious  language  had 
been  used.  And  it  would  nave  been 
well  if  the  Executive  Government  had 
interposed  earlier  to  prevent  the  use  of 
violent  and  seditious  language,  which 
produced  the  worst  and  most  baneful 
effects.  This  House  ought  to  proceed 
with  the  greatest  caution  and  gravity, 
and  hedge  itself  round  with  every  secu- 
rity, and  show  to  the  people  of  Ireland 
that  they  most  not  be  carried  away  by 
the  exciting  statements  of  such  orators. 

Colonel  FRENCH  said,  that  in  com- 
mon with  other  hon.  Members  who 
disapproved  of  the  Bill,  he  felt  great 
difBcuIty  in  expressing  his  objections 
from  the  possibility  of  its  being  sup- 
posed that  he,  in  the  ahghteat  degree, 
countenanced  the  acts  or  the  speech  of 
the  Mayor  of  Cork.  He  objected  to  the 
Bill,  not  only  on  the  groimd  stated  by 
the  right  hon.  Gfentleman  the  Member 
for  Buddnghamshire  that  it  was  in  prin- 
ciple unconstitutional,  but  also  because 
he  objected  to  exceptional  and  fx  pott 
facto  legislation.  This  instead  of  be- 
ing a  BUI  of  Pains  and  Penalties  to  the 
Mayor  of  Cork,  woold,  in  all  probability, 
make  him  more  popular.  It  was  known 
that  he  had  announced  himself  as  a  can- 
didate for  the  City  of  Cork  in  a  future 
Parliament,  and  these  speeches  abomin- 
able and  discreditable  as  they  were, 
Jfr.  Conolly 


were  simply  delivered  for  the  purpose 
of  promoting  that  end.  He  probably 
thought  that  by  making  .  himself  a 
"martyr"  he  should  obtain  popularity 
with  the  Fenians,  and  by  their  aid 
coerce  the  respectable  inhabitants  of 
Cork,  and  so  obtain  a  majority  of  votes. 
If  this  Bill  was  really  brought  forward 
by  the  Qovemment  for  the  purpose  of 
promoting  peace,  law,  and  oi^er,  it 
showed  how  little  the  Qovemment  really 
knew  of  the  present  state  of  feeling  in 
Ireland.  An  erroneous  view  of  what 
the  country  required  was  taken  by  the 
Government,  and  it  was  a  mistake  to 
suppose  that  the  Fenians  were  a  ma- 
jority of  the  nation.  In  America,  with 
uU  &eir  bluster  of  5,000,000  ready  for 
the  invasion  of  England,  we  find,  from 
the  Census  lately  taken  in  the  United 
States,  that  they  could  not  muster  5,000 
men,  two-thirds  of  whom  would  prefer 
to  listen  to  the  advice  of  their  clergymen 
to  embarking  in  hopeless  and  reckless 
enterprizes.  In  Ireland  he  felt  the  vast 
majority  of  the  people  were  loyal,  and 
would  tiiemaelves  put  an  end  to  the  dis- 
orders and  bloodshed  which  were  so  fre- 
quently occurring  there,  if  allowed  to  do 
so.  A  reign  of  terror  was  established 
over  the  peasantry,  owing  to  the  in- 
abilitv  of  the  Executive  to  vindicate  the 
law,  from  want  of  knowledge  bow  to  go 
about  it.  If  the  Government  would  lis- 
ten to  advice,  and  for  once  in  their  Uvea 
trust  the  Irish  people  to  protect  and  de- 
fend themselves,  he  felt  that  that  con- 
fidence would  not  be  misplaced,  and  that 
the  country  would  speedily  present  a 
different  spectacle . 

Me.  BEKE8F0ED  HOPE,  as  one  of 
the  independent  Conservative  Members 
sitting  below  the  Gangway,  believed  he 
spoke  the  opinions  of  others  besides  him- 
self when  he  said  that,  thoroughly  dis- 
agreeing with  the  general  Irish  policy  of 
the  present  Ministry,  they  considered 
that  in  this  particular  instance  the  Go- 
vernment baa  come  forward  in  a  manly 
and  straightforward  spirit  to  vindicate 
the  cause  of  peace  and  order,  and  to  prp- 
vide  for  what  was  recognized  on  all 
hands  as  a  great  scandal.  There  was 
no  necessity  for  scanning  legal  points 
and  musty  precedents.  What  they  de- 
sired to  do  was  to  strengthen  the  hands 
of  the  natural  protectors  of  order — the 
Executive  Government.    And  they  were 

Slad  to  hear  the  ipie  dixit  of  an  Irish 
Lttomey  General  raised  from  either  aide 
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of  tbe  Honse  in  fsTonr  of  order  snd 
agamst  sedition.  They  looked  upon  the 
cuef  Lair  Officer  of  tiie  Cro-wn  as  the 
right  sntJioritf  for  invoking  the  sense  of 
Parliament  in  a  matter  like  this.  The 
hon.  and  gallant  Colonel  vho  had  jmt 
eat  down  had  said  that  this  was  probably 
an  election  speech  that  was  delivered  by 
the  Mayor  of  Cork.  When,  however, 
they  remembered  tiie  terms  which  the 
Mayor  used  with  reference  to  a  man  who 
had  raised  hie  hand  against  the  Queen's 
son  he  could  not  help  thinking  that  such 
an  election  speech  required  a  sharp  sort 
of  election  committee  to  sit  upon  it.  It 
was  not  at  all  impossible,  moreover,  that 
such  things  as  election  speeches  were  oc- 
casionatly  delivered  inside  St.  Stephen's 
as  well  as  out  of  it,  and  that  speeches 
were  made  out  of  a  regard  for  seats 
which,  at  anotiier  election,  might  be 
trembling  in  the  balance.  Those  who 
had  argued  with  considerable  ingenuity 
that  this  speech  was  made  rather  lat«  at 
night,  and  after  supper,  somehow  forgot 
to  refer  to  the  Mayor's  letter  published 
in  the  Cork  paper — a  letter  which  in  all 
probabihty  was  written  after  the  morn- 
ing cup  of  tea.  He  had  risen  for  the 
purpose  of  stating  diat,  while  those  who 
sat  below  the  GMgway  on  that  side  of 
the  table  reserved  for  themselves  the 
privileges  of  Members  to  form  their  own 
opinion  of  the  details  of  this  or  of  any 
other  measure,  they  desired  not  to  in- 
terrupt the  course  of  substantial  justice 
or  the  rMtoration  of  order  to  Ireland  by 
any  quibbles,  and  he  trusted  that  similar 
sentiments  prevailed  on  the  &ont  Bench 
on  that  side ;  fbr  nothing  would  be  more 
dangerous  to  law  and  order  in  Ireland 
tiian  that  it  should  be  supposed  that 
any  persons  holding  themselvea  up  to  be 
the  leaders  of  the  Conservative  party 
could,  in  the  least  degree,  tamper  with 
treason  for  the  sake  <a  a  party  victory, 
which,  like  other  porW  victories,  might 
at  Conservative  hands,  result  in  the 
more  complete  triumph  of  that  policy 
which  the  party  crossed  the  House  in 
order,  as  they  averred,  to  prevent. 

Mk.  GATHOENB  HAEDT:  The 
Rpeech  we  have  just  heard  Irom  the  hon. 
Member  for  Cambridge  Universi^  is 
one  I  could  not  have  listened  to  without 
immediately  rising.  Those  who  heard 
me  n)eak  in  the  House  the  other  night 
will  be  aware  that  I  pointed  out  to  the 
Government  the  very  course  in  substance 
tliat  they  have  now  thought  proper  to 
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take.  It  is  a  choice  of  evils.  Ton  have 
a  state  of  things  exietiog  for  which  the 
law  provides  no  remedy,  and,  under  those 
circumstances,  any  remedy  which  you 
may  apply  must  of  necessity  be  in  some 
sense  one  out  of  the  common  course,  and 
must  be  a  sharp  and  severe  one.  I  have 
before  me  the  only  remedy  I  am  ac- 
quainted with.  It  is  under  an  Irish 
statute  of  the  1st  Qeorge  m.,  and  is,  I 
^«sume,  the  one  to  which  the  Attorney 
General  referred  when  he  spoke  of  an 
ex  officio  information.  That,  however, 
woidd  not  meet  the  evil,  because  the 
object  is  not  to  proceed  against  the 
Mayor  for  the  use  of  seditious  language, 
but  to  remove  bini  &om  the  position  in 
which  he  is  doing  incredible  mischief,  by 
leading  the  people  to  believe  that  a  Trmn 
in  authority  is  entitled  to  hold  a  place 
giving  him  position  and  influence  in  the 
town  in  which  he  lives,  when  it  is  a  place 
which  be  ought  not  to  hold  if  it  can  be 
taken  &om  hJTn  with  justice  and  reason. 
I  agree  that  it  is  essential  that  we  should 
have  evidence  at  the  Bar  of  what  oc- 
curred in  Cork  on  which  to  proceed ;  but 
it  is  at  the  same  time  idle  to  shut  our 
eyes  and  ears  to  the  facte.  The  fiicts  are 
before  ns.  They  have  been  admitted  by 
the  chief  culprit  himself.  Let  us,  how- 
ever, hear  the  evidence,  and  bring  jndl- 
cial  minds  to  bear  upon  it.  But  I  will 
for  a  moment  assume  that  what  is  stated 
is  correct.  When  a  justice  of  the  peace 
in  the  great  Citf  of  Cork  vindicates  the 
conduct  of  the  three  men  executed  in 
Manchester,  as  the  Mayor  of  Cork  has 
done,  and  refers  to  a  man  executed  in 
this  country  for  one  of  the  most  horrible 
crimes  ever  perpetrated — a  crime  which 
inflicted  suffering  and  death  upon  many 
harmless  and  innocent  women  and  chil- 
dren— I  refer  to  the  Glerkenwell  explo- 
sion— as  of  a  man  actuated  by  the  most 
noble  motives — in  that  way  almost  justi- 
fying assassination — such  a  person  is 
not  nt  longer  to  hold  a  position  in  the 
m^^istracy.  And  when  he  goes  on  to 
say  that  O'Farrell  was  actuated  by  aa 
high  motives  as  any  patriot  was  ever 
actuated  by — I  say  such  a  man  is  not  fit 
to  hold  the  place  he  occupies  for  one 
single  moment,  and  that  his  being  al- 
lowed to  continue  there  is  auf&cient  in 
itself  to  bring  amf  Government  into  dis- 
credit. When  I  add  to  that  that  the 
person  who  was  appointed  to  protect  law 
and  order  in  that  city  allowed  to  be  made 
in  his  presenoe  seditious  speeches  which 
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— ^tlioQ^  couched  in  ironical  language — 
could  nave  but  one  meaning,  and  that 
he  himeelf  said  that  if  they  veie  etrong 
enougli  they  would  drive  the  Engli^ 
out  of  the  country — I  say  that  that  ie 
not  the  man  ive  ought  to  palter  with ; 
and  though  as  a  matter  of  policy  and 
expediency,    and   for   the   purpose   of 


iiaycxc  of  Cork  would  say  that  he  used 
the  language  in  a  moment  of  heat,  and 
in  the  course  of  on  after-dinner  speech, 
and  that  he  never  intended  to  oonvey 
the  meaning  which  had  been  attached 
to  bis  words,  such  an  en>lanation  would, 
he  believed,  be  agreeable  to  them  all. 
But  the  question  was  as  to  the  proper 


steadying  the  witnesses,  I  think  it  would  |  nature  of  the  tribunaL    There  were  pre- 


have  been  better  that  this  BUI  should 
have  been  begun  in  Uie  House  of  Lords, 
yet  I  cannot  admit  that  the  House  of 
Commons  has  lost  its  power  of  initiating 
because  it  has  not  the  power  of  taking 
evidence  upon  oath.  I  wish,  as  a  matter 
of  prudence  and  policy,  that  evidence 
should  have  been  given  upon  which  we 
could  have  acted;  but  I  do  not  think  that 
we  are  precluded  &om  acting  because  we 
cannot  take  sworn  evidence.  The  effect 
of  such  a  doctrine  would  be  to  deprive 
usof ourhighestprivileges.  Imayeay,in 
answer  to  the  remarks  <rf  my  hon.  Friend 
below  the  Gangway  (Mr.  B.  Hope), 
that  I  do  not  find  that  in  the  course  of  t^hi" 
discuseion  anytiiing  has  been  said  which 
would  tond  in  any  degree — I  will  not  say 
to  palliato,  but  to  modify  or  to  take  away 
&om  the  language  used  by  the  Mayor  of 
Cork ;  and  I  feel  it  so  essential  that  he 
should  be  deprived  of  his  office  of  justice 
of  the  peace,  and  the  right  of  sitting  any 
longer  as  mayor,  that  I  shall  beprepared 
to  assist  in  any  exceptional  course  for  the 
purpose  of  reeving  the  people  of  the 
country  &om  bo  crying  and  outr^eous  a 
scandal. 

Mb.  STNAJsT  said,  no  one  was  less 
open  to  the  taunt  of  the  hon.  Qentleman 
opposite  (Mr.  Beresford  Hope)  than  his 
hon.  Friend  below  him  (Colonel  French), 
for  his  hon.  Friend  had  retained  his  seat 
between  thirty  and  fbrty  years,  and  was 
likely,  if  he  lived  as  long  more,  to  retain  it 
for  the  period  of  his  natural  life.  From 
the  speeches  that  had  been  made  that 
afternoon  he  feared  that  that  House 
could  scarcely  be  regarded  as  likely  to 
bring  a  judicial  mind  to  bear  upon  this 
cose,  because  what  they  had  done  had 
been  to  convict  the  man  before  he  was 
tried ;  and  if  he  were  to  believe  the  hon. 
Member  for  Donegal  (Mr.  Conolly)  it 
was  their  duty,  not  only  to  try  the  Mayor 
of  Gcnrk  for  sedition,  hut  also  for  murder. 
No  one,  certainly,  could  pretond  to  jus- 
tify the  language  attributed  to  the 
Mayor  of  Cork,  if  that  language  had 
reaUy  been  used  by  him — and  no  one 
had  attempted  to  justiiy  it ;  but  if  tite 
Mr.  QatiorntEariy 


cedents  for  proceeding  first  in  that  House 
as  well  as  in  the  House  of  Lords  ;  but 
if  he  (Mr.  Synan)  were  to  give  an  opi- 
nion on  which  side  the  bakuce  of  con- 
venience lay,  he  should  say  the  beat  place 
would  be  to  try  the  Mayor  upon  sworn 
evidence  in  the  other  House.  But,  at 
any  rate,  he  ought  to  have  a  fair  trial ; 
and  they  ought  not  to  antidpate  his 
guilt,  or,  in  the  meanwhile,  to  ezaeper- 
ato  the  feeling  of  the  House  or  the  pub- 
lic against  him ;  they  ought  to  deal  with 
the  matter  as  judicially  as  if  they  were 
a  court. 

Mr.  W.  JOHNSTON  said,  he  rose  as 
representing  an  important  constituency 
in  the  Nort£  of  Ireland,  second  to  none 
in  the  intensity  of  its  Protestantism,  to 
eiipress  a  strong  hope  that  the  Housq 
would  ^oceed  with  all  caution  in  this 
case.  Having  been  sent  to  Parliament 
by  an  entiiuaiastic  body  of  Prot«6taiite, 
he  was  desirous  that  it  should  be  known 
that  they  were  not  unnecessarily  clamo- 
rous for  the  infliction  of  punishment,  be- 
fore evidence  had  been  taken,  in  the 
case  even  of  an  individual  who  had  of- 
fended so  grossly  against  decency,  order, 
and  propriety  as  the  Mayor  of  Cork.  He 
could  not  forget  that  those  who  were  so 
anxious  to  punish  the  Mayor  of  Cork 
were  also  those  who  were  desirous  of 
repressing  the  expression  of  Protestant 
feeling  in  Ireland ;  and  he  had  no  wish 
that  the  Mayor  of  Cork  should  be  made 
the  scapegoat  to  carry  off  into  the  wil- 
derness £e  sins  of  other  people.  He 
wished  to  express  his  dissent  &om  the 
course  proposed  to  be  taken  by  the  Go- 
vemment,  for  he  shared  with  hon.  Mem- 
bers below  the  Gangway  in  the  consti- 
totional  cautions  of  the  ri^t  hon.  Gen- 
tleman the  Member  for  Buckingham- 
shire. 

Sm  JOHN  ESMONDE  said,  he  had 
had,  for  a  period  of  seventeen  years,  th« 
honour  of  sitting  in  that  House,  and 
during  that  time  no  case  like  the  present 
had  occurred.  As  to  the  question  in 
which  House  such  a  Bill  as  this  should 
originate,   several  hon.   Members  bad 
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pointed  out  the  IncouTenieiice  attending 
its  introductioii  in  this,  on  accaunt  of  the 
irant  of  power  in  the  House  of  Com- 
mons in  such  oases  to  examine  witnesses 
on  oath.  The  question  sag^sted  itself 
to  him  was  there  any  constitutiou&l  rea- 
son why  this  state  of  things  should 
exist?  On  this  subject  Sir  Ermine  May, 
in  his  Laio  and  Praetiet  of  Parliament, 
said — 

"B7  theUwiof  Englud  thftpovtrofwlmiDit- 
tMiiig  rathi  hu  bWD  oooildired  (tMDtiil  to  tb< 
diMonrj  of  tintb  ;  it  hu  h«en  sntraiMd  to  ipull 
d*bt  coDtii,  sod  to  tnrj  jnitioa  of  ths  peaos ; 
but  ii  Dot  eoJQjsd  bj  tha  Haaie  of  Commona,  the 

Cud  inqusft  of  th*  nation.  From  what  anDma- 
■  oanM,  >nd  at  what  »riod,  thia  powir,  which 
must  ba*s  bem  originall;  ioharent  in  the  High 
Court  of  Parliament,  wai  retained  bj  one  bnnoh 
of  It  and  eerered  trom  the  other,  eannot  be  aatii- 
fitetorilf  Mtablisbed ;  but,  aign  white  the  Com- 
BKHii  were  contending  moit  itranuouilj  for  their 
elaim  to  be  a  coort  of  record,  thejdidDot  idfanne 
an;  pretmrion  to  tha  right  of  adminiitering  oatha. 
The  two  Houiea,  in  the  coorae  of  centnriea,  bare 
appropriated  to  tbemaelTsa  diSereot  kinds  of  judi- 
cature, but  the  one  baa  eieroiaed  the  right  of  ad- 
ministering  oathe  without  question  ;  while  the 
other — eloept  during  the  Conunonwoatth  —  baa 
noTor  Tet  asaerted  it." 

As  the  incouTenieuce  arising  &om  tM^ 
anomalT  had  now  been  so  strongly  felti 
ho  would  venture  to  sugvost  to  the  Go- 
vernment that  it  was  air  matter  for 
consideration  whether  something  should 
not  be  done  to  give  the  House  of  Com- 
mons that  power.  

LoED  JOHN  MANNERS :  The  an- 
swer to  the  question  of  the  hon.  Baronet 
is  that  the  other  House  is,  and  that  this 
House  is  not,  the  highest  court  of  ap- 
peal in  the  land,  and  as  such  adminis- 
ters an  oath.  There  are,  I  think,  two 
glints  npon  which  every  one  in  this 
ouse  must  agree.  The  first  is  that,  if 
the  Bfayor  of  Cork  ia  legally  guilt?  of 
having  uttered  seditious  mnguage,  con- 
dign punishment  ought  at  once  to  be 
inflicted,  even  by  means  of  exceptional 
l^slation.  On  ute  other  hand,  I  appre- 
hend that  no  man  in  this  House,  how- 
ever strongly  his  indignation  may  be 
excited  by  the  language  imputed  to  the 
Mayor  of  Cork,  is  seriously  of  opinion 
that  that  condign  punishment  should 
be  inflicted  except  upon  evidence  re- 
ceived in  a  proper  and  constitutional 
way.  Well,  these  two  points  being  con- 
ceded, the  real  question  is,  how  the 
House  shall  act,  so  as  to  enable  these 
proceedings  to  assume  a  constitutional 
character?  When  my  hon.  Friend  the 
Member  for  Cambridge  University  (Mr. 
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Beresford  Hope)  suggests  that  no  grave 
constitutional  questions  axe  raised  by 
the  question,  as  to  which  House  these 


when  he  expresses  a  hope  that  the  Con- 
servative leaders  will  not  so  act  as  to 
appear  to  tamper  with  treason,  I  must 
profess  myself  to  be  totally  unable  to 
follow  the  course  of  the  argument  of  my 
hon.  Friend.  The  right  hon.  (Gentle- 
man tbe  Member  for  £ilmamock  (Mr. 
Bouverie),  and  other  Gentlemen,  ending 
with  my  right  hon.  Friend  the  Member 
for  the  county  of  Oxford  (Mr.  Henley), 
axe,  I  think,  a  sufficient  proof  that  we 
may  join  with  my  hon.  Friend  the  Mem- 
ber for  the  University  of  Cambridge  in 
the  utmost  condemnation  of  tbe  lan- 
guage used  by  the  Mayor  of  Cork,  and 
yet,  without  any  reference  to  tbe  Mayor 
of  Cork,  may  desire  to  proceed  with 
gravity,  if  not  hesitation,  m  the  oourse 
luggested  by  Her  Majesty'B  Govern- 
ment. I  listened  to  the  arguments  for 
the  course  recommended  of  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  at  the  head  of  Her 
Majesty's  Government.  He  appeared 
to  me  to  say  that  it  was  in  this  House 
that  exceptional  legislation  of  this  sort 
ought  to  commence  ratlier  than  tbe 
other  House ;  and  he  proceeded,  as  I 
understood  bim,  to  establish  his  point 
in  the  following  way :  —  The  Mayor  of 
Cork  is  a  Commoner ;  therefore  he  ought 
to  be  tried,  in  the  first  instance,  by  the 
House  of  Commons,  and  not  by  the 
House  of  Lords.  Sir,  I  venture  to  say 
that  this  is  a  doctrine  at  present  unsup- 
ported by  any  precedent  in  tie  history 
of  this  country ;  and  I  venture  to  think, 
wiUi  all  deference  to  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman, that  fliiw  is  a  doctrine  which,  in 
its  possible  application,  will  not  be  found 
to  Bubeerve  tbe  true  interests  of  the 
liberty  of  the  subject.  The  right  hon. 
Gentleman  knows  that  evidence  in  this 
House  cannot  be  taken  on  oatb ;  and  the 
result  of  the  position  of  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman,  therefore,  will  be  that  a  man 
tried  for  a  very  grave  offence  may  be 
proceeded  agfunst,  in  the  first  instance, 
in  this  House,  upon  evidence,  not  of  the 
most  satisfactory  nature,  and  that  be 
may  have  to  rely  on  evidence  of  a  more 
satisfactory  kind,  taken  in  another  place,  _ 
for  the  rehabilitation  of  his  character. 
I  think,  therefore,  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man at  the  head  of  the  Government  foiled 
tQ  show,  both  in  point  of  principle  and  in 
point  of  practice,  that  the  course  recom- 
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mended  bj  the  GoTemmeiit  was  one  al- 
togethei"  justifiable,  I  believe  that,  in 
point  of  principle,  it  ie  not  for  the  real 
interest  c«  the  liberty  of  tlie  CommonB 
that  this  House  should  ori^nate  measures 
of  a  penal  character  agamst  indiTiduals 
beloi»^n^  to  the  order  of  the  Commons ; 
and  1  am  qmte  sure  that  all  who  have 
heard  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  will 
admit  that  the  precedent  which  he 
quoted,  and  on  which  he  relied,  was 
a  precedent  entirely  in  the  opposite 
direction.  As  to  the  general  ques- 
tion, I  ^free  with  my  hon.  Friend  the 
Uember  for  the  University  of  Cam- 
bridge that  there  is  not  the  shadow  of 
a  shade  of  distinction  among  Gentlemen 
on  these  Benches,  or  I  beUeve  on  the 
Benches  opposite,  aa  to  the  necessity  for 
inflicting  condign  punishment  on 
person  who  may  have  used  this 
guage,  if  it  sbonld  be  l^ally  proved 
ttkat  this  language  has  been  made  m 
The  ATTOBNEY  GENERAL 
IRELAND  {Mr.  Sullitaw)  :  I  beg  to 
thank  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the 
Member  for  the  Universily  of  Oxford 
(Mr.  G.  Hardy)  for  his  straightforward 
and  manly  speech  on  this  occasion.  The 
views  he  ha«  presented  to  the  House  are 
precisely  those  which  operated  on  Her 
Majesty's  Government  in  undertaking 
this  grave  matter,  and  our  conviction  was 
that  there  was  no  other  remedy  for  the 
Bcandal  that  the  Mayor  of  Cork  should 
continue  to  hold  his  portion  after  the  de- 
liveiy  of  the  speeches  that  had  been  im- 
puted to  him.  I  do  not  mean  to  enter  into 
some  of  the  matters  that  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  the  Member  for  Buckingham- 
shire hoe  mentioned ;  but  this  Iwill  say — 
that,  while  nothing  would  be  fiirtherfrom 
my  mind  or  fronL  my  nature  than  to  do 
anything  that  would  prejudice  this  case,  I 
was  bound,  in  common  courte^  to  the 
House,  and  it  was  my  duty  as  Attorney 
General  for  Ireland,  to  lay  before  tiie 
House  the  outline  of  the  case  on  which 
the  Government  had  to  rely  in  proposing 
this  exceptional  legislation.  I  hold  in 
mv  hand  at  this  moment  a  Resolution 
which  I  intend  to  move  if  leave  be  given 
to  bring  in  the  Bill,  and  a  copy  of  that 
Besolution>  is  to  be  served  on  the  Mayor 
pf  Cork,  apprising  him  that  leave  was 
given  to  brmg  in  the  Bill,  that  a  copy  of 
Ute  Bill  is  furnished  to  him,  that  it  is  to 
be  read  a  second  time  on  Tuesday,  and 
that  he  is  at  liber^  to  appear  at  me  Bar 
of  the  House  and  to  tw  heard  by  connsel. 
Lord  John  MaiKuri 
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Of  oouree,  on  that  day,  op  whatever 
other  day  the  case  of  the  Mayor  of  Cork 
may  be  investigated,  it  will  not  be  for 
him  to  prove  ^at  he  has  not  used  the 
words,  but  for  Her  Majesty's  Govern- 
ment to  show  that  they  have  evidence 
to  sustain  the  course  they  have  pursued. 
That  is  the  course  proposed  to  be  taken, 
and  I  am  quite  sure  any  time  the  Mayor 
of  Cork  will  wish  to  have  accorded  to 
him  will  be  granted.  I  must  say  that  I 
never  in  my  life  had  to  perform  so  pain- 
fal  a  dnfy  as  in  making  the  statement 
which  I  had  to  make  this  day  in  asking 
for  leave  to  introduce  this  Bin.  There  are 
precedents  after  precedents  in  the  House 
of  Commons  for  Bills  of  this  description 
— ^the  Commons'  Journals  will  show  that. 
We  have  followed  the  precedents  in  this 
case,  and  bb  this  Bill  cannot  pass  into 
law  unless  the  House  of  Lords  shall 
adopt  it,  there  cannot  be  the  smallest 
chance  of  injustice  being  done,  as  the 
Mayor  of  Cork  will  have  ample  liberty  at 
the  Bar  of  this  House  and  at  the  Bar  of 
the  House  of  Lords  to  defend  himself — 
I  hope  that  the  Bill  will  be  dealt  with 
with  the  greatest  caution  and  the  ex- 
tremestcare. 

Motion  agreed  to. 

Bill  ordered  to  be  broDibt  in  br  Mr.  AiTominiT 
Oenibu  (or  Ibiukd  and  Mr.  CaioRiiTtK  Foli> 
Tiaciii,fnwtffl(«if,  uidread  theflrst  time.  [Bill  1<^.] 

Ordered,  That  >  Copj  of  the  uid  Bill,  and  of 
Ih*  uid  Ordar  for  tbe  Seoond  Reading  (hereof,  bs 
fbrlhwith  lerred  apoa  Itaniel  O'SnUiran,  etqnire, 
Mafor  of  tbe  Citr  of  Cork. 

Ordered,  That  Mr.  ittornef  Geaeral  for  Ira- 
land  do  take  oare  that  BTidenoe  be  prodnoed  In 
support  of  the  laid  BUt,  apon  ths  Second  Read- 
iDg  thereof. 

HYPOTHEC  ABOLITION  (SCOTLAND) 

BILL-[Biu,  4.] 

(Jfr.  Carnegie,  Mr.  Fardyce,  Mr.  Craufitrd.) 

SECOND  KEAStNO. 

Order  for  Second  Reading  read. 

Mb.  CARNEGIE,  in  moving  that  the 
Bill  be  now  read  a  second  time,  said,  that 
it  had  been  generally  understood  that 
the  greater  portion  of  that  day  would 
be  given  up  to  the  discussion  of  this 
subject,  hut  the  proceedings  which  had 
just  terminated  had  necessarily  o<«npied 
BO  much  time  that  he  was  oompelled  to 
deal  with  the  measure  more  briefly  than 
he  otherwise  would  have  done.  The 
noble  Lord  the  Member  for  Haddington- 
shire (Lord  Elcho)  had  put  on  the  Paper 
a  Notice  to  move  that,  pending  the  oon- 
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sideration  of  the  -whole  sulnect  of  by- 1 
potbeo  b;  the  Committee  of  the  other 
House,  it  was  not  expedient  to  proceed 
with  this  Bill.  Now  he  (Mr.  Canwwie) 
had  introduced  this  BUI  at  the  earOeet 
possible  moment;  he  set  it  down  for 
second  reading  at  such  a  date  as  wonld 
not  interfere  with  the  countr  meetinsB, 
or  during  the  sittings  of  the  General  Aa- 
sembly.  The  Lords' Oomniitt«e  was  not  ap- 
pointed until  after  he  (Mr.  Cam^e)  had 
given  notice  of  his  Bill;  and  therefore 
he  did  not  think  that  he  should  be  doing 
his  duty  to  those  whom  he  represented 
if  he  were,  because  of  proceedings  "  else- 
where," with  which  he  had  nothuig  to  do, 
to  consent  to  the  postponement  of  a  ques- 
tion of  so  much  importance.  It  seemed 
to  h'm  that  probably  the  best  course 
which  could  be  taken  wonld  be  to  pass 
the  measure  throngb  that  House,  send  it 
to  the  other  House,where  their  Lordships 
could  make  Amendments  in  accordance 
with  the  Keport  of  their  Committee. 
There  was  another  reason  why  he  consi- 
dered it  imnecessary  to  postpone  the 
Bill — that  was  the  Boyal  Commission 
which  sat  upon  it  took  ample  evidence, 
having  examined  no  lees  than  102  wit- 
nesses ;  and  it  must  also  be  remembered 
that  these  witnesses  had  the  advant^e 
of  being  examined  by  gentlemen  who 
held  various  opinions  of  the  propriety  aud 
expediency  of  amending  this  law,  and 
not  by  gentlemen  who  merely  repre- 
sented one  part  of  the  public  It  was 
quite  impossible  that  he  should  go  at 
length  into  detuls — he  referred  hon. Gen- 
tlemen who  were  anxious  to  understand 
what  the  law  was,  and  in  what  respects 
it  differed  from  the  Law  of  Debtors,  to 
the  Report  of  the  Eoyal  Conunissi( 
Subseqaent  to  the  Report  of  the  Royal 
Commission  of  1867  the  Government  in- 
troduced a  Bill  which  was  subsequently 
carried.  Ih&X  Bill  made  the  minimum 
possible  alteration  in  the  law.  What  it 
did  was  to  abolish  the  right  of  following 
crops  sold  to  bim&  fid«  purchasers,  to  re- 
quire that  sequestrations  should  be  regis- 
tered, and  to  shorten  slightly  the  tune 
during  which  hypothec  could  be  enforced. 
Practically  this  was  as  little  as  could 
have  been  done ;  because  this  right  of 
fbOowing  the  craps  was  very  seldom  en- 
forced, and,  in  fact,  was  very  nearly  a 
dead  lett«r ;  and  practically  it  abandoned 
the  whole  system  on  which  the  laws  for- 
merly stood — ^because  the  theory  of  the 
Law  of  Hypothec  was  that  the  fruits  of 
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the  ground  were  positively  j  ^ 
the  payment  of  the  rent.  8o  that  so  far 
as  ^at  went  Uie  produce  was  not  the 
rty  of  the  tenant  but  of  the  land- 
and  therefore  ^  t^fat  of  fbllowing 
crop  was  a  legitimate  oonclnsion 
trom  that  theory.  If  the  rule  was  that 
the  crop  was  the  propertf  of  the  landlord, 
of  course  to  sell  it  without  his  consent 
would  simply  amount  to  robbery ;  but  if 
they  laid  down  the  principle  that  the 
crop  was  the  property  of  the  tenant,  it 
was  liable  to  tuviaion  between  the  tenant 
and  his  creditors.  Now  a  letter  appeared 
in  Th«  Timet  the  other  day  of  a  rather 
remarkable  character.  The  writer  says — 
The  ■bolitioniils  Htk  to  pla«e  the  landlord  in 
the  poaition  of  ■  oraditor  towdi  h[B  tenant. 
Bat  he  li  not  ■  vredilor.  ThU  »  the  kej  of  the 
whole  inbJMt.    If  he  were  >  creditor  tbeir  Hgu- 

iDt  ii  eouDd.    Bat  to  let  Und  ii  not  equWkleat 

the  lendioj  of  oi^itaL" 

And  then  he  proceeded  to  write  nearly  a 
column  and  a-half  of  what  he  could  not 
help  tenning  simply  special  leading. 
He  (Mr.  Caru^e)  contended  that  the 
landlord  was  a  creditor,  and  nothing  but 
a  creditor,  and  if  the  law  allowed  him  to 
be  asytlung  more,  he  said  that  the 
law  was  unffur  and  unjust.  And  that 
the  landlord  holds  the  position  of  a 
creditor  he  could  show  on  a  higher  au- 
thority than  that  of  the  author  of  the 
letter — namely,  Ross,  On  the  Law  of  Seot- 
fnflcf,  in  which  he  said  the  Romans  created 
debts  on  real  property  of  hypothec.  Now 
the  definitions  of  hypothec  was  a  right 
imposed  upon  the  property  of  another, 
and  the  latter  held  the  position  of  a 
creditor.  It  was  the  hypothec  which 
burdened  the  land,  and  he  maintained 
that  the  landlord  was  the  creditor  of  the 
tenant.  He  would  leave  it  to  the  noble 
Lord  and  to  the  writer  of  that  letter,  to 
upset,  if  they  oould,  the  dictum  of  one 
of  the  highest  legal  authorities  in  Scot- 
land ;  and  they  must  upset  his  audioril^ 
before  they  could  make  out  their  case. 
The  real  analc^y,  it  appeared  to  him,  was 
that  of  the  merchant  and  the  seller  of 
the  raw  material.  The  merchant  who 
sold  cotton  and  flax,  sold  that  which  was 
not  available  for  general  use  until  it  was 
manufactured ;  but  in  0Td.er  to  manufac- 
ture it,  it  must  go  through  certain  pro- 
cesses which  require  machinery.  Now, 
neither  the  seller  of  the  raw  material, 
nor  the  manu&cturer,  nor  the  maker,  or 
seller  of  the  machinery  have  any  rights 
forhypo&ec.     He  contended  that  the 
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landlord  waa  very  much  in  Hke  position 

of  the  seller  of  the  raw  material,  or  the 
makeiB  of  the  max^hinenr,  or  the  manure 
merchant.  It  was  said  that  the  land 
was  entrusted  to  the  tenant  as  a  trust. 
That  might  he  true  as  regarded  the 
land  where  there  was  a  good  tenant ; 
but  it  was  precisely  the  revise  where 
there  was  a  bad  one.  In  that  case 
the  Law  of  Hypothec  did  not  apply 
because  a  tenant  might  deteriorate 
the  land  without  in  the  least  degree 
bringing  himseLf  under  the  operation  of 
the  law.  If  the  landlord  had  no  remedy 
against  the  prt^erty  of  the  tenant,  ex- 
cept the  right  of  hypothec,  there  might 
be  some  reason  for  it ;  but,  snppoamg 
there  were  not  sufficient  cn^s  on  the 
land  to  eatiBfy  the  hypothec,  the  land- 
lord could  still  come  in  and  ranh  as 
creditor  in  respect  to  any  other  property 
which  the  tenant  might  possess.  In 
common  justice,  the  man  who  owes 
money  ought  to  pay  it ;  and  if  he  cannot 
do  BO,  his  property  should  be  liable  to 
equal  division  among  his  creilitors,  and 
no  one  should  have  a  preference  more 
than  another.  It  had  been  represented 
that  the  Law  of  Hypothec  was  a  relico  f 
feudalism.  It  was  not  a  relic  of  feudal- 
ism, but  a  relic  of  something  a  great 
deal  worse — namely,  of  serfdom.  XJnder 
the  Boman  law,  in  which  it  originated, 
the  cultivators  of  the  soil  were  serfe,  and 
they  cultivated  the  soil  for  the  landlords, 
the  produce  belonging  to  the  landlords  ; 
and  for  them  to  apply  the  produce  to 
their  own  use  would  of  course  amount  to 
complete  and  absolute  robbe^.  As, 
however,  serfdom  became  abolished,  the 

Sayment  of  rent  was  taken  in  kind,  and 
ten,  at  any  rate,  a  portion  of  the  crop 
was  the  absolute  property  of  the  land- 
lord, and,  therefore,  his  dMia  over  that 
property  could  be  maintained  as  easily 
as  mat  of  any  other  owbot.  But  as  it 
waa  at  present,  the  process  is  entirely 
altered.  In  the  former  state  of  agricul- 
ture the  matter  was  of  litUe  importance, 
because  the  tenant  lived  principally  on 
the  produce  of  his  farm,  and  had 
scarcely  any  other  creditor  than  his 
landlord.  Therefore,  the  question  whe- 
ther the  landlord  had  or  had  not  a  pre- 
ferential claim  affected  very  few  people, 
and  was  not  raised ;  but  at  the  present 
time  capital  requires  to  be  applied  to 
the  land.  The  tenant  must  have  deal- 
ings with  the  manure  merchant,  and  he 
must  employ  the  manu&cturer  of  ma- 

Mr.  Ctnuffu 


{SeotUni)  Silt. 


248 

ohlnery,  and  many  other  people,  and 
pay  to  them  a  large  sum  annually,  which 
IS  necessary  for  the  cultivation  of  his 
&rm ;  and  he  beheved  that  the  sum 
thus  paid  is  fi^uently  in  excess  of  the 
sum  paid  for  rent.  It  was  perfectly  im- 
possible that  the  rents  which  were  col- 
lected in  modem  times  should  he  paid 
without  a  certain  outlay  being  made. 
There  was  evidently  a  conqilete  change 
in  the  state  of  things  &om  former  times ; 
and  the  question  was  whether,  the  state 
of  things  being  so  changed,  the  state  of 
the  law  should  remain  unaltered  ?  He 
would  first  consider  how  the  present 
state  of  the  law  affected  the  landlords, 
the  tenants,  the  merchants,  and  the 
public.  To  put  before  the  House  the 
landlords'  case,  he  would  refer  to  the 
statement  which  was  made  two  years 
ago  by  Lord  Selkirk,  who  was  directly 
opjposed  to  any  change.  Lord  Selkirk 
said  it  was  not  from  any  idea  that  it 
would  affect  the  pecuniary  interests  of 
the  landlords  that  he  opposed  the  Bill, 
because  it  affected  fhem  very  remotely ; 
but  it  was  in  the  interest  of  the  tenant, 
and  especially  of  the  smaller  tenants, 
that  he  opposed  it.  That  was  a  question 
which  he  (Mr.  Com^e)  would  touch  on 
hereafter.  Again,  Mr.  Dickson,  who  is 
not  in  fevour  of  the  abolition  of  the  law, 
and  whose  words,  therefore,  would  pro- 
bably be  listened  to  with  respect  on  both 
■  ■■  ea,  says — 

What  would  be  the  cffMt  of  the  totftl  mb^lion 
of  tha  Uwl  Id  the  flnt  pUee,  then,  it  moat  odd- 
.blj  Tsduoe  the  nate ;  bat  probablj  ftfter 
twentf  jetin  it  would  ruse  the  raDti,  Leoiaie  it 
would  neoeuiril;  bring  about  >a  ■pplicatiOD  of 
oapltil  to  the  aultiration  of  Uod,  >nd  that  capital 
oertunly  will  not  be  forthooming  until  it  ii  ufa." 
At  present  the  landlords  would  fre- 
quently take  meu  without  capital  at  high 
rents  in  preference  to  men  with  capi- 
tal at  lower  rents.  But  the  bankrupt 
tenant  was  no  good  to  the  landlord, 
and  he  v^  seldom  did  anything  for 
himself.  He  exhausted  the  soil,  and 
the  end  he  generally  dragged  his 
friends  into  his  own  ruin.  It  had  been 
frequently  said  that,  under  the  ope- 
ration of  this  law,  the  landlord  was  onra 
able  to  give  indulgence  to  his  tenants. 
But  if  this  BUI  passed,  the  landlord 
would  not  be  prevented  in  the  least 
from  doing  so ;  only  instead  of  giving 
indulgence  at  other  people's  riu  he 
would  do  it  at  his  own.  By  this  Bill  he 
proposed  to  recognize  all  existing  con- 
tracts, and,  of  course,  the  landlord  would 
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in  &ture  be  pemutted  to  guard  himself 
by  apecial  contracts,  and  conld  demand 
security  &om  the  tenant  or  even  fore- 
hand rent.  One  Brgament  used  against 
the  abolitiDn  of  the  lair  ttbs  that,  as  the 
landlord  in  Scotland  had  to  pay  the 
miniaters'  BtipendB,  school  salaries,  and 
other  charges,  it  was  right  he  should 
hare  security  for  his  rent.  But  these 
dharKes  irere  chaises  on  the  land,  not 
on  toe  crop,  and  the  landlord  would 
have  to  pay  them  whether  he  let  his 
land  or  not.  Uoreover,  he  could  make 
bis  own  bargain  with  his  tenant  in  this 
respect.  It  had  been  said  that  if  this 
Bill  were  to  pass  the  landlords  would 
take  a  great  deal  of  the  land  into  their 
own  bonds-  If  they  did,  be  did  not 
think  the  country  would  be  any  the 
worse  tot  it — be  thought  it  rather  a 
thing  to  be  encouraged,  for  it  would 
induce  the  landlords  to  live  upon  their 
own  estates,  and  to  take  an  interest  in 
country  pursuite.  He  would  now  take 
the  law  aa  it  related  to  the  tenants.  * 
great  distinction  had  been  drawn 
tween  the  large  and  small  tenants ;  but 
the  only  distinofion  he  {Mr.  Carnegie) 
could  see  was  between  the  tenant  who 
had  sufficient  capital  to  fann  his  land 
and  the  tenant  who  had  not.  But  tbe 
tenant  of  a  small  farm  might  be  the 
man  who  bad  sufBxsient  capital,  while 
the  tenant  of  a  large  one  migbt  be  a 
man  with  insufficient  capital.  Tbe  pru- 
dent landlord  was  the  man  who  got  a 
iair  tsdX  for  bis  farm ;  and  in  such  a  case 
as  that  the  law  was  practically  inopera- 
tive,  and  it  was  practically  inoperatiTe 
so  iax  as  the  good  tenant  is  concerned. 
Now,  with  rei^ird  to  tbe  small  tenant, 
he  believed  that  every  argument  that  he 
had  applied  to  the  large  tenant  applied 
also  to  him.  It  was  very  remarkable 
that  the  opponents  of  this  Bill  all  said 
they  were  acting  in  fevour  of  the  small 
tenant.  Tbe  small  tenanto  did  not  seem 
to  see  it.  At  tbe  time  of  tbe  Oeneral 
Election — though  some  of  the  candidates 
came  out  very  strong  on  this  point — ^tbe 
small  tenants  did  not  appear  to  have  any 
objection  to  the  abohtion  of  the  law. 
On  tbe  contrary,  the  small  tenante  were, 
as  a  class,  in  favour  of  this  Bill.  As  to 
the  question  of  bow  tbe  law  affected 
meichante,  he  did  not  think  it  necessary 
to  go  into  that  question  Airther  than  to 
say  that  if  a  mercbant,  in  the  case  of  a 
bankrupt  customer,  only  received  a  divi- 
dend <^  aometbing  like  3>.  6i.  in  the 
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£l,  they  were  not  likely  to  be  very  well 
satisfied  with  the  present  stete  of  the 
law.  He  had  now  endeavoured  to  show 
that  the  present  law  did  no  good  eitJier 
to  tbe  landlord  or  the  tenant.  It  did  no 
good  to  the  prudent  landlord,  while  it 
did  mischief  to  the  imprudent  one  ;  that 
it  was  injurious  to  the  tenant,  and,  there- 
fore, ought  to  be  abohsbed,  because 
anything  which  prevented  the  application 
of  capital  to  the  land  must  be  injurioua 
to  tbe  community.  If,  on  the  otb^ 
hand,  it  can  be  eJiowu  that  tbe  Law  of 
Hypothec  is  in  the  interest  of  the  com- 
munily,  be  willingly  admitted  that  il 
would  be  a  good  law.  At  present  be  bad 
confined  himself  to  the  Law  of  Hypo- 
thec connected  with  agricultural  subjects, 
but  this  Bill  of  bis  uso  included  urban 
bypotbec  He  had  included  it  in  this 
BiU,  because  otherwise  it  would  have 
been  difficult  to  deal  with  the  question 
in  Committee  without  a  spedal  Instruc- 
tion ;  and  it  would  be  for  tbe  Committee 
to  decide  whether  they  would  deal  with 
urban  hypothec  or  not.  For  his  own 
part,  be  must  express  bis  opinion  that 
urban  hypothec  was  an  unfair  tax,  fbr 
he  could  not  see  why  a  claim  fbr  lodg- 
ings should  have  a  preferential  money 
daim  over  olaima  for  food  or  clothing. 
The  writer  in  The  Timet,  to  whom  bJa 
had  before  referred,  said — "  The  Law  of 
Hypothec,  as  a  maxim  of  jurisprudence, 
is  absolutely  unassailable."  It  seemed 
to  him  strange  that  a  maxim  that  was 
"  absolutely  unassailable  "  should  never 
have  obtained  currency  in  England,  for 
tbe'Law  of  Distress  has  never  included  the 
principle  of  bypothecation  or  pledging 
the  crop.  He  said,  on  the  contrary,  that 
as  a  maxim  of  modem  political  juris- 

frudence  it  was  absolutely  untenable. 
t  was  useless  to  conceal  that  tbe  feeline 
between  landlord  and  tenant  in  Scotland 
was  not  what  it  ought  to  be,  or  what 
their  best  friends  would  wish.  He  be- 
lieved tbe  reason  to  be  that  whilst  the 
system  of  modem  agriculture  bad  ma- 
terially modified  the  moral  position  of 
landloid  and  tenant  with  regard  to  one 
another,  the  laws  which  regulate  that 
relation  had  remained  unchanged.  The 
tenant  was  not  now,  and  ought  not  to 
be  considered  as,  the  dependent  on  the 
landlord.  He  was  equally  a  contracting 
parfy  in  tbe  bargain  for  their  mutual 
advantage.  Tbe  tenant  derived  no  more 
benefit  from  the  landlord  than  the  land- 
lord derived  &om  the  tenant;  and  he 
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called  npon  this  Honee  to  remora  frtsn 
Hie  tenontiy  of  Sootland  this  badge  of 

Motion  made,  and  QuestioQ  proposed, 
"That  the  Bill  be  now  read  a  second 
tinie." — (Jfr.  Carn«gi«.) 

LokdELGHO  Toseto  more  the  Amend- 
ment of  which  he  had  given  notice, — 
That  pending  the  consideration — b?  a 
Committes  of  the  House  of  Lords — of  tlie 
Thole  question  of  the  Law  of  Hypothec, 
as  existing  both  in  SootUnd  and  other 
countries,  it  ie  expedient  to  delay  the 
Airther  consideration  of  this  Bill.  He 
did  not  propose  to  follow  his  hon.  Friend 
(Mr.  Cam^e)  in  his  inquiry  as  to 
whether  a  certain  writer  in  The  Timet 
did  or  did  not  tale  a  correct  view  of  this 
question,  nor  was  he  going  to  enter  upon 
any  of  the  collateral  issues  he  had  raised. 
^Vb&t  he  wished  to  point  out  was  that 
that  if  any  stranger  had  come  into  the 
House  and  had  not  known  the  subject 
of  the  present  discussion,  be  would  have 
supposed  that  bis  bon.  Friend  was  speak- 
ing of  a  country  where  the  tenantry  were 
oppressed  and  for  the  most  part  bank- 
rupt, ajid  where,  under  the  operation  of 
a  most  unjust,  oppressive,  and  impolitic 
law,  agriculture  was  in  a  most  depressed 
and  deplorable  condition.  Now,  so  far 
from  that  being  the  case,  he  had  always 
been  proud  to  represent  men  who  were 
at  the  bead  of  agriculture  in  the  world — 
than  whom  there  were  none  more  pros- 
perous, and  who  live  in  a  country  where 
agriculture  was  in  a  more  satisfoctory 
condition  than  in  any  other  countiy  in 
the  world.  His  bon.  Friend  had  spoken 
of  the  existence  in  Scotland  of  a  bad  feel- 
ing between  landlord  and  tenant — a  feel- 
ingcreatedbytheLawof  Hypothec.  Now, 
while  he  admitted  tbat  there  might  exist 
some  bad  feeling  between  tbe  two  classes  / 
in  consequence  of  the  excessive  preser- 
vation of  game,  for  which  tiie  landlord 
class  might  be  to  blame,  be  denied  alto- 
gether tiiat  any  blame  attached  to  the 
bndlords  by  reason  of  the  Law  of  Hypo- 
thec. It  was  a  law  that  bad  existed  in 
the  country  for  any  length  of  time,  since 
the  days  of  the  Romans,  in  point  of  fact 
— and  what  did  bis  bon.  Friend  proposed 
A  modification  of  the  law?  Nothing  of 
the  kind.  He  proposed,  in  order  to  bring 
back  those  kindly  feelings,  to  take  away 
from  the  landlord  the  preferential  right 
which  he,  frxim  time  out  of  mind,  had 
hod  over  the  crops  of  his  teoaats,  and  to 


leave  him  exactly  in  the  same  position 
with  any  other  creditor.  He  (Lord  Eloho) 
wanted  the  House  not  to  give  an  opinion 
in  favour  of  the  measure,  but  to  pass  his 
B«solution,  which  be  maintained  embo- 
died the  common  sense  of  the  question  as 
it  stood  at  present.  The  broad  issue  now 
before  the  House  was  this — the  prefer«a- 
tial right  of  the  landlord,  called  the  Law  of 
Hypothec,  was  equivalent  to  Ibe  Law  of 
Distress  in  England  and  Ireland ;  and  tbe 
Bill  of  the  hon.  Gentleman  —  and  be 
hoped  tbe  English  and  Irish  Members 
would  mark  it — did  not  propose  to  mo- 
dify this  law,  but  to  sweep  it  away, 
wholly  and  entirely,  both  as  regards 
land  and  houses  in  towns.  Now,  oon- 
sider  the  time  at  which  his  hon.  Friend 
proposed  this  sweeping  and  revolutionary 
measure.  What  is  the  position  of  tb» 
questionf  In  1865  a  Commission  was 
appointed  to  consider  this  question,  and 
a  majorify  of  the  Commiasion — 9  out  of 
1 3 — proposed  certain  modi£catione  to  the 
law.  The  Solicitor  General  dissented, 
and  two  tenant-farmers,  members  of  the 
Ion,  signed  a  separate  Beport  of 
---■?«€ 
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their  own.  When  Lord  Derby's  Go- 
vernment was  in  Office,  the  recommenda- 
tions of  the  Commission  were  in  tbe 
adopted,  and  a  Bill  was  passed- 
Now,  in  reference  to  this  Bill,  he  had 
himself  that  afternoon  presented  two 
Petitions  signed  by  the  Lord  Provost  of 
Edinburgh  on  behalf  of  himself  and  his 
brother  magistrates,  praying  that  no 
fresh  legislation  on  this  subject  may  be 
attempted  until  the  Bill  already  passed 
had  been  fairly  tested.  Before  the  hon. 
Gentleman  hsid  any  right  to  ask  tbat 
House  to  sweep  away  the  existing  law, 
he  should  prove  that  under  its  operation 
abuses  had  arisen;  and  be  mamtained 
that  neither  he  now,  nor  the  witnesses 
who  were  examined  before  the  Commis- 
had  proved  any  such  thing.  An- 
other reason  why  they  should  not  pass  this 
Bill  was  that,  at  tbe  present  time,  a  Com- 
mittee of  the  other  House  was  sitting  to 
consider  tbe  whole  question  of  the  rela< 
tions  between  landlord  and  tenant,  not 
in  these  islands  alone,  but  in  all  European 
countries;  and  therefore  the  common- 
sense  view  was  not  to  attempt  further 
legislation  till  after  the  Act  of  1867  had 
been  tried,  and  until  after  they  bod  seen 
the  Beport  of  that  Committee.  What 
were  tbe  points  mainly  urged  in  favour 
of  this  Bill  P  It  was  said  ttiat  the  ezist- 
ing  law  artifically  raised  the  price  of 
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land,  made  landlords  careless  in  the  se- 
lectioii  oitemaata,  and  rendered  it  difficult 
for  a  tenant  wh.o  had  a  crop  liable  to  be 
seized  to  get  acconumxlatioii  from  bankers, 
and  that  ike  law  was  unjust  to  creditors 
oUier  than  the  landlord.  Now  last  night 
he  was  reading  the  debate  upon  Hiia  Bill 
of  his  hon.  Fnend,  when  it  was  brought 
in  and  rejected  in  1867,  and  in  that  de- 
bate he  found  a  speech  of  the  hon.  Mem- 
bar  for  Linlithgowshire  (Kr.  M'Lagan), 
who  represented,  in  a  great  measure, 
the  enlightened  opinion  ofa  large  portion 
of  the  iuniers  and  tenantry  of  Scotland, 
and  who  was  one  of  the  CommissionOTe, 
and  what  did  he  say  f  With  reference 
to  tbe  Law  of  Hypomec  raising  rente,  he 
utterly  denied  that  it  had  any  appreci- 
able effect  in  that  direction.  It  was  due, 
he  said,  to  otlier  circumstances.  Then, 
with  regard  to  the  greediness  of  land- 
lords, wno,  anxious  to  get  tenants,  did 
not  make  proper  inquiries,  and  so  got 
their  farms  occupied  b;  bankrupt  fam- 
era,  or  formers  on  the  verge  of  bank- 
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Ub.  CABNEOIE  said  he  did  not  say 
so,  nor  anything  to  tliat  effect. 

Lord  ^JCHO :  Perhaps  not  in  those 
very  words,  but  certainly  his  impression 
from  hearing  the  speech  was  as  he  had 
stated.  WiUi  regard  to  the  question- 
the  hon.  Member  for  Linlithgowdure 
(Mr.  M'Lagan)  said — 

"  Ic  U  uld,  moreoTsr,  thtt  00  •eeonnt  of  tluB 
Uw  landlardj  and  &ct«n  tn  o&raleti  in  the  wlco- 
tioD  of  their  tenanti,  that  men  of  capital  and 
■kill  are  poued  over,  and  mirsailTeDtiirenchonD 
if  the;  oOsr  the  higheat  rent.  It  maj  be  thnt 
loma  greedf  and  aniriie  manngera  of  eitatei  ma; 
take  tilt  higheit  offerer  for  a  form  whaleTcr  mtj 
be  hii  qDalifii»tiona.  But  we  bare  it  dlitJDCtlf 
■tated  in  eridence  that  laah  are  merelj  eioep- 
tioni,  and  that  both  proprieton  and  liotors  are 
■Boat  particular  in  making  inqairisi  about  the 
oharaoCer  and  capital  of  the  men  who  offer  for 
Anoi,  and  that  In  general  the;  leleat  the  beat 
men  eren  thoagh  t&j  m«7  not  be  the  higheat 
O&nre.— {3  Baiaard,  olxxivii.  303.] 

The  hon.  Member  for  Linlithgowshire 
said  moreover — 

"  We  are  told  again  that  the  Lav  of  Hrpotbeo 
wsfKila  fkneec*  ntting  adiaoMa  trom  bankera, 
ftetween  whom  and  the  farmera  banking  laoilitiea 
would  be  Terf  mush  increaiod  iF  thii  lair  ware 
oboliabed.  The  eridence  laid  before  the  Coramii- 
■ion  ia  at  direct  variance  with  tbii  gtatement ;  for 
almoit  ererj'  banker  who  gare  eiidenoe  stated 
that  the  abolition  of  the  law  would  make  no  diF- 
ferenoe  to  tbem  in  giring  credit  to  (vaien.  And 
In  uldition  to  thii  direct  eridence  we  have  the 
•trong  indirect  eridence  of  eipsrienoe,  from  whioh 
we  learo  that  Dothiog  baa  tended  more  to  the  ad- 
TMnmnt  of  sgticuHus  ia  Soottaiut  for  the  Uu 


tttj  TUKtt  tlan  the  eaali  credit  >7atem  of  our 
Scotch  banki,  by  wliioh  farmeri  were  enabled, 
from  the  beilitiea  afforded  them,  of  borrowing 
JD<m«j  from  the  banks  for  the  improTing  and 
oarrjing  on  of  their  iarml." — \Sni.'\ 
And  he  said — 

"  We  are  farther  told  that  tbe  law  opemtea  in- 
jorioualr  on  thoie  merchanta  who  are  in  the  habit 
of  dealing  with  tenants.  But  the  eTideuce  giren 
before  the  Commiaiion  b;  merobants  faronrable 
to  the  abolition  of  the  Law  of  Hfpothdowas  totbt 
oontntrr  effect.  It  appeared  from  their  alate- 
ments  that  during  the  auceession  of  bad  seasons 
from  1661,  the  losses  their  firms  liad  niifered 
from  their  dealings  with  tenants  were  not  greater 
than  from  one-third  to  a  little  OTsr  1  per  oent. 
Mr.  Copelond,  of  Aberdeen,  stated  his  loss  from 
these  tranuctioni  in  1883,  at  seven-cightb*  per 
cent,  and  in  18S4,  at  one-third ;  and  that  from 
dealings  with  other  olasaes  in  the  same  jears, 
at  ona-balf  and  one-JUlh  respective]  t." — [Ibid.. 

ao3J.] 

Mr.  HopekLrk,  a  com  merohant,  who 
was  examined  before  the  Commission, 
gave  evidence,  in  the  course  of  whioh  he 
stated  that,  in  mercantile  sequestrations, 
it  was  frequently  found  that  tho  bank- 
rupt had  made  a  bond  in  favour  of  one 
particular  creditor,  to  the  exclusion  of 
the  rest~-those  rest  have  known  nothing 
of  the  ezistonce  of  the  bond  until  ths 
bankruptey.  By  this  means  the  creditors 
of  the  bankrupt  merchant  were  placed, 

far  as  the  prospect  of  payment  was 

Lcemed,  in  tne  same  position  with  the 
creditors  of  the  bankrupt  iarmer — ^with 
this  difference,  that  in  ttie  one  case  the 
existence  of  the  preferential  creditor 
was  secret,  and  in  the  other  case  it  was 
perfectly  dear  and  open.  Moreover,  Mr. 
Hopekirk  was  favourable  to  the  grant- 
ing a  preferential  claim  to  the  landlord, 
for  tlte  reason  that  he  ties  up  his  money 
in  land  for  a.  term  of  years  at  a  very  low 
rate  of  interest — not  more  than  3  per 
cent,  taking  the  taxes  into  consideration 
— while  the  trader,  by  turning  over  his 
capital  rapidly,  say  six  times  in  the 
course  of  the  year  at  3^  per  cent,  made 
a  profit  of  more  than  20  per  cent  upon 
his  coital  in  the  course  of  twelve  months. 
It  must  be  remembered  too,  that,  though 
the  landlord  lost  his  rent,  the  local  bur- 
dens remained;  so  that  tiie  landlord 
would  frequently,  if  this  law  was  re- 
pealed, be  in  a  position  similar  to  that  of 
the  Irish  landlords  in  the  famine  time, 

'le  once  heard  it  described  in  this 
House  by  an  hon.  Member — they  would 
have  to  spend  half  their  rents  in  paying 
the  mortgagee  on  their  lands,  and  to  lire 

the  outer  half  which  they  would  never 
get.    Now,  what  was  the  state  of  agri- 
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culture  in  Scotland  at  that  mament? 
Un<;iuestionabl7,  it  was  a  credit  to  the 
enterprize  of  the  &rmers.  He  ventured 
to  sajr,  in  the  preeence  of  an  authori^ 
BO  ^eat  as  the  hon.  Member  for  South 
Leicestershire  (Mr.  A.  Pell),  that  it  was 
equal  to  anythmg  that  could  be  found  in 
any  part  of  En^and.  Thia  being  the 
state  of  things  under  the  eDsting  law, 
the  hon.  Member  (Mr.  Carnegie)  sought 
entirely  to  abrogate  that  law.  But  he 
(Lord  Elcho)  hoped  the  House  would  not 
aaeist  Tiim  in  his  intention.  Heyentured 
to  think  that  the  effect  of  the  hon.  Gen- 
tieman's  measure  would  be  that,  in  the 
words  of  the  hon.  Member  for  LinHth- 
gowahire(Ur.  M'L^an),  we  should  have 
fore-rente  instead  of  back-rents,  collateral 
security  required  by  the  landlords  from 
the  tenants,  and,  farther,  shortened 
leases.  He  hoped  diat  when  they  had 
granted  longer  leases  to  the  tenants  in 
Ireland  there  would  be  in  that  country 
aa  prosperous  and  contented  a  tenantry, 
and  as  fine  a  class  of  hinds,  or  labourers 
in  husbandry,  as  they  have  at  the  pre- 
sent moment  in  Scofiand.  The  Eoyal 
Commission  pointed  out  that  the  effect 
of  the  abolition  of  this  law  would  be  to 
drive  small  tenants  out  of  the  market. 
Some,  however,  hold  a  different  view, 
and  said  that  there  would  be  a  greater 
demand  for  email  forms ;  but,  in  his 
(Lord  Elcho' s)  opinion,  the  demand  would 
oome  &om  above  and  not  below — that 
was  to  say,  the  demand  would  be  amongst 
the  wealthier  farmers,  and  not  amongst 
the  small  ones ;  and  if  they  drove  these 
small  tenants  out  of  the  market,  they 
would  sweep  away  a  large  class  which 
was  an  honour  to  Scotland.  Ths  small 
tenant  was  generally  a  man  who  had 
risen  &om  bein^  a  labourer  to  be  an 
overseer  or  bailiff,  and  who  then  took 
land  for  himself.  One  gentleman  who 
gave  evidence  before  the  Commissioner 
said — 

"  I  nov  pij  &  rent  of  £3,000  or  £1,000  b 
jMT  in  Sootiand,  and  I  bagui  m  >  furo-Ubaarvr  j 
■nd  it  is  thrODi^h  thi(  Minirity,  and  throDgh  the 
aradit  wbich  1  hnn  had  given  ma,  that  I  liaTa 
bMD  eoabltd  to  riae," 

Now,  he (Lord£lcho)could  substantiate 
the  Beport  of  the  Koyal  Commission 
that  the  abolition  of  the  law  would  act 
injuriously  upon  the  small  tenants  by 
quoting  figures.  There  were  in  eight 
countieein Scotland  2,543  iarme,  averag- 
ing in  rent  from  £100  to  £200;  1.168 
from  £200  to  £300 ;  648  between  £300 
Zord£le/ii> 


{Scotland)  BiU,  256 

and  £400;  377  between  £400  and  £500; 
413  between  £500  and  £700;  261  be- 
tween £700  and  £1,000;  while  there 
were  only  138  above  £1,000.  Now, 
where  this  change  would  teU  was  in  the 
Lothians.  It  was  not  in  the  rich,  fertile, 
and  arable  land  —  in  the  land  there 
would  be  plenly  of  competition  amongst 
men  of  capital  for  these  farms — for,  mark 
this,  the  tenantry  oould  not  prevent  com- 
petilion  ;  they  could  not  estabhsh,  as  it 
were,  trades'  unions  amongst  themselves. 
Nearly  always  men  who  had  made 
money  in  trade  and  commerce  wished  to 
settle  on  the  land,  instead  of  living  in 
towns  all  their  lives ;  and  they  would  not 
look  so  much  to  profit  ae  to  their  resi- 
dence on  the  land — therefore,  he  said, 
there  would  always  be  plenty  of  oompe- 
tifion  for  these  first-class  Isolds — it  was 
in  the  Border  districts,  where  there  were 
small  iarms,  and  where,  from  geogra- 
phical causes,  large  farms  could  not  be  got 
together,  that  the  effect  of  the  abolition 
of  this  law  would  be  most  felt.  The 
small  farmers  there  would  most  suffer, 
not  the  lai^^  proprietors.  Now,  in  one 
district  in  Scotland — Aberdeenshire — 
there  were,  out  of  a  total  of  711  tenants, 
251  whose  rente  were  between  £5  and 
£20;  217  between  £20  and  £S0 ;  123 
between  £50  and  £100  ;  81  between 
£200  and  £500  ;  and  only  one  above 
£500.  This  was  only  one  instance  of 
many.  It  was  said  by  some  who  call 
themselves  Liberals  that  this  agitation 
was  got  up  by  the  large  farmers.  Well, 
they  were  not  to  be  blamed  for  that.  If 
men  believed  the  law  to  be  unjust,  they 
were  perfectly  justified  in  endeavouring 
to  obtain  an  alteration  of  it.  He  wished, 
however,  to  refer  to  the  speech  of  the 
hoB.  Member  for  Fifediire  (Sir  Bobert 
Anstruther),  who,  two  years  ago,  said  he 
would  support  the  Amendment  for  the 
rejection  of  the  Bill,  because,  after  ex- 
amining the  question,  he  was  convinced 
it  was  not  one  between  the  landlord  and 
the  tenant,  but  was  an  agitation  on  the 
part  of  the  large  farmers  as  against  the 
small  farmers.  He  might  quote  apassage 
to  the  same  effect  from  a  speech  by  Lord 
Dalhousie ;  and  in  a  speech  to  his 
tenantry  the  Duke  of  Argyll  had  said 
the  same  thing,  quoting  the  evidence  of 
Mr.  Henderson,  once  a  tenant  of  the 
noble  Duke,  and  now  a  tenant  under  his 
(Lord  Elcho's)  fiimUy.  Mr.  Henderson 
said  that  the  abolition  of  the  law  would 
have  a  tendency  to  limit  the  fanner  class 
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to  men  of  more  capital ;  and  the  Duke 
of  Argyll  added  that  he  was  convinced 
the  change  was  proposed  not  in  the  in- 
tereats  of  the  tenantry  ae  a  whole,  "but 
in  the  intoreatB  of  a  particular  section  of 
those  who  were  large  capitalists.  Xow 
in  this  matter  it  was  proposed  to  take 
away  the  right  of  hypothec  as  regards 
the  land  and  urban  subjects.  But  the 
Law  of  Hypothec  was  not  confued  to  land 
and  houses — it  extended  to  money  trans- 
actions— it  extended  to  mortgages,  and 
it  extended  to  marine  matters.  A  cargo 
of  sugar  transmitted  &om  abroad  to 
this  country  was  not  the  property  of  the 
man  to  whom  it  was  consigned  until  the 
freight  had  been  discharged,  and  the 
ahi^iownBr  had  a  complete  hold  of  it 
until  the  debt  was  disdmrged.  Further, 
he  was  told  that  nine-tenths  of  the  sugar 
that  oame  to  this  country  was  the  pro- 
perty of  the  agent  before  it  was  put  on 
board,  and  he  had  a  right  of  hypothec 
prior  to  the  person  to  whom  it  was  con- 
signed. The  law  in  any  of  these  cases 
mrniehed  a  strong  ai^ument  against  the 
measure.  He  would  now  quote  an  autho- 
rity against  the  abolition  of  this  law, 
wluch  he  had  kept  until  the  la^,  because 
it  was  one  to  which  this  House,  e^e- 
dally  Members  on  the  other  side,  would 
feel  bound  to  submit — the  present  Lord 
Advocate.  Now,  there  was  no  man  in 
this  House  for  whom  he  had  a  greatei 
personal  regard  and  respect  than  th€ 
teamed  Lord  Advocate.  Twelve  years 
ago  he  had  the  honour  of  being  associated 
with  him  in  Office,  and  a  friendship  was 
then  commenced  which,  he  trusted,  would 
last  for  the  remainder  of  their  lives. 
Well,  his  hon.  and  learned  Friend  said 
in  the  debate  on  hie  hon.  Friend's  Bill 
two  years  ago — 

"  I  belioTe  thkt  tha  Lav  of  Bfpathw.  u  it 
preuot  itHid*,  ii  &  gnHt  d«m[  too  itringent,  mn< 
dciira  to  Ko  it  amended  ;  but  there  ii  *  Krasi  dsal 
of  diderenoe  bctwraa  m[>dif7ing  ■  law  and  abotiih- 
ing  it  altogether.  I  wn  not  prepared  lo  take  that 
■tep.  Thii  ia  not  a  theoretical,  it  it  a  prMtical 
queaiioo.  The  landlord  being  oni/  a  part;  to  a 
contract  oan,  ereo  if  the  tair  were  ohanged,  al- 
mjt  make  hii  own  tenna,  and  preaerre  to  himteir 
lUowD  remedif.  Ai  to  preference  olaimi,  thej 
are  not  ppcnlUrtotheLawDf  iljpotheo.  Inatonoea 
of  their  eiittenoe  in  the  lawi  respeotiug  trade, 
commerce,  undmanurncturcaarenuoiaroui.  There 
■re  caiea  of  lien  nnd  righti  of  redemptiaD.  which 
renllj  amount  to  jaat  at  much  b;  giring  a  pre- 
ference to  one  creditor  oter  another  as  the  Law  or 
Iljpolheo  in  Sootlncd  is  aa  rrapecta  the  Inndlord. 
The  principle  of  the  law  ii  thii — That  where  the 
riik  la  more  than  eonnneoiarate  with  the  interest, 
tban  the  lav  giTas  an  aniiiaal  &oUit7  to  reootor 
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the  sabjsot-matter  of  the  interest.  That  Is  the 
principle  of  the  L«wof  Lien,  and  it  goes  through  a 
varietj  of  oases,  and  it  reaaonabl;  appliea  to  that 
of  the  landlord,  who  has  a  lien,  and  whose  ineanl 
of  sobiistence  for  the  jaar  depends  upon  his  re< 
oeiTing  the  renta  of  the  rear.  Bat  this  is  a  prac- 
tioal  matter.  The  landlord  cannot  be  compelled 
to  let  hia  land.  He  maj  choose  his  tenant — bo 
has  ample  moans  toproteothii  interetta — be  mar, 
if  this  law  be  abolished,  exact  pajment  of  rent  in 
adTSDce,  or  require  aeouritf,  and  tbia  implies  tbat 
under  tbe  tben  new  itate  of  things  the  general 
creditor  gains  no  more  than  at  preaent.  Small 
tenants  will  not  be  able  lo  paj  rent  in  adrance, 
nor  give  seouritf,  and  tbia,  reducing  the  demand 
for  brma,  would  no  doubt  oaoae  fhrms  to  be  let  at 
something  leas  than  at  present.  Landlorda  wonld 
get  rather  leas  rent  than  before,  and  merotaanta 
■nd  other  oreditora  of  fitrmers  would  be  aa  the; 
were  before.  The  Bill,  if  it  becomes  taw,  will 
create  inooaionionee,  without  any  beneftt,  and 
there  is  no  oeoetsit;  iir  it."— [3  Eantard,  oUinTii. 
aOft-7.) 

He  had  not  offered  oplmons  of  his  own 
upon  the  general  merits  of  the  question, 
but  he  had  culled  from  the  speeches  of 
others  opinions  which  coincided  more  or 
less  witn  bu  own,  and  which,  he  be- 
lieved, were  sound,  quoting,  by  prefer- 
ence, the  views  of  eminent  Liberals  who 
held  official  positions.  The  House  ought 
to  be  careful  not  to  indulge  in  anything 
like  exceptional  legislatiDn.  He  was 
surprised  to  hear  it  stated  broadly  that 
the  Bill  applied  the  same  rule  to  urban 
property  that  it  did  to  landed  property ; 
and  he  was  surprised  tbat,  for  the  scj^e 
of  catching  a  stray  vote  or  two,  for  the 
sake  of  getting  the  vote  of  the  hon. 
Member  for  (^a^ow,  Mr.  Graham — 
["Hear,  hear"] — ^he  was  in  order  in 
mentioning  the  name  for  the  sake  of 
distinction — and  urban  representatives, 
they  should  be  invited  to  vote  for  the 
second  reading  of  the  BUI  and  make 
any  alteration  in  it  in  Committee.  The 
hon.  Member,  Mr.  Graham,  was  at  first 
in  fi»Tour  of  the  measure,  but  when 
he  found  it  dealt  with  urban  proper^ 
he  changed  his  opinion,  and  said  he 
must  oppose  the  second  reading,  un- 
less Amendments,  with  regard  to  urban 
tffopertj,  were  accepted  in  Committee. 
The  Boyal  Commission  took  a  wider 
view,  and  said  that,  if  landed  property 
were  dealt  with  in  this  way,  the  principle 
must  be  applied  to  other  property,  in- 
cluding goods  for  sale — which  were  some- 
thing like  a  crop,  were  they  not  ? — for 
they  were  the  pioduce  of  induBtry,  If 
the  House  dealt  with  this  question  at  all, 
let  it  deal  with  it  in  a  broad,  just,  and 
fair,  and  not  in  an  exceptional  manner. 
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He  hoped  the  Hoose  would  protect  the 
rights  of  property,  whether  of  the  laud- 
lord,  the  ehopowner,  or  the  shopkeeper. 
He  was  oppoeed  to  exceptional  legisla- 
tion, and  the  exiating  law,  judged  by 
remilta  in  Scotland,  was  proved  to  be,  on 
the  whole,  expedient,  and,  on  the  whole, 
he  believed  it  to  be  just 

Amendment  proposed, 

To  lea™  out  from  the  word  "  Tli»t "  to  tl» 
end  of  tbs  Queatioa,  in  order  to  add  the  wordi 
"  pradiDf;  the  ooQiidantion  (bf  »  ConuoittM  of 
tba  Hooie  of  Lordi)  of  tbe  wtude  qoeMioa  ofthe 
Law  of  Ilrpotfaeo  as  aiUting  both  in  Scotland 
■od  other  oonntries,  it  is  expedient  to  delar  the 
further  aoaeldention  of  ttaii  Bill,"— ( Lord  Etcha.) 
instead  thereof. 

Question  proposed,  "That  the  words 

Sroposed  to  be  left  out  stand  part  of  the 
luestion." 

Mb.  QRAHAM  said,  that  not  wishing 
to  talk  the  House  out,  he  would  confine 
himself  to  saying  that  he  was  prepared 
to  maintain  what  he  before  expressed  in 
that  Houee,  that  he  believed  there  was 
an  entire  difference  in  the  action  of  the 
Law  of  Hypothec  as  between  the  landlord 


hold  lien  over  houae- 


l  property, 
it^.  This  w 


country.  This  was  a  matter  of  great  im- 

fortance  to  the  interests  of  dwellers  in 
ouses. 

Mb.  CAMERON  said,  he  believed  that 
the  complaints  against  the  operation  of 
the  Law  of  Hypothec  arose  from  what  it 
was  before  1866  rather  than  &om  what 
it  bad  been  since,  and  urged  that  there 
was  a  difference  between  a  farmer  giving 
nineteen  years'  credit  and  a  merchant 
giving  fourteen  days'  credit.  This  was 
not  a  landlord's  question  but  a  farmer's 
question  and  a  Doorman's  question ;  and 
he  knew  men  who  had  risen  from  a  hum- 
ble position  to  affluence  mainly  through 
the  help  they  derived  from  the  existing 
law. 

And  it  being  now  a  Quarter  before  Six 
o'dock, 

Debate  a^owntd  till  To-morrow. 


i   [eZTBNSES]  BQJh 
Raiolution  r^erUd; 

"That  it  ii  expedient  to  authoriie  Adranoei, 
out  of  the  Ooniolidated  Fond  of  the  United 
Kinfdoni  of  Great  Britain  and  Ireland,  for  tho 
pajment  of  Iha  Eipemea  of  Comminloni  of  Id- 
oniry  into  Corrupt  Praetioei  .""  *"--■-  * 
ilemlMr*  to  •arre  in  Parliament. 
ZordEkho 
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on  agrteJ  to :  —  BiOk  ordtrtd  to  b« 
brought  in  b;  Mr.  Doneoi,  Hr.  Attouit  Oura- 
ait,  and  Hr.  ATaioa. 

Bill  prMmtAt,  and  Tsad  tbe  flrtt  time.  [B  ill  1 09.] 

HoBW  ai^joamed  at  ten  mioDtaa 
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SEWAGE    ODTFALL   AT    BARKING 
CREEK.— QUESTION. 

Mb.  EASTWICE  said,  he  would  beg 
to  ask  the  Secretary  of  State  for  the 
Home  Departinent,  Whether  a  Memorial 
from  the  Vicar,  Churchwardens,  Medical 
Practitioners,  and  other  Inhabitants  of 
Barking,  in  the  county  of  Easex,  calling 
attention  to  the  present  condition  of  the 
Biver  Thames  in  consequence  of  the  dis- 
chaige  of  sewage  through  the  main  out- 
fall sewers  of  the  Metropolitan  Board  of 
Works,  and  praying  that  the  subject  of 
the  Memorial  may  be  taken  into  con- 
sideration, and  that  Her  Majesty's  At- 
torney General  may  be  instructed  to 
apply  to  the  Court  of  Chanoei7  for  an  in- 
junction against  the  Metropolitan  Board 
of  Works  to  restrain  them  from  dia- 
oharging  the  sewage  of  London  into  the 
Biver  [Qiamea,  has  been  presented  at 
the  Home  Office;  and,  if  so,  whether 
any  steps  have  been  or  are  to  be  taken 
in  eonsequenoe ;  and,  whether  copies  of 
the  Memorial  in  question  will  be  distri- 
buted amongst  Members  ? 

Mb.  BBlfCE  said,  in  reply,  that  a 
Memorial  of  the  nature  described  by  the 
hon.  Member  had  been  received  by  the 
Home  Office,  and,  in  consequence,  an 
inquiry  had  been  directed  to  be  made 
into  the  allegations  it  contained.  Whan 
the  Beport  was  made,  it  would  be  for 
the  Home  Office  to  determine  what  steps 
should  be  taken  to  abate  the  nuisance, 
if  such  were  proved  to  exist.     Thttw 
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wonld  be  no  objection  to  produce  tlie 
lC«tnonal  if  the  hon.  Member  vould 
more  for  it. 

BETTIKO  HOUSES.— GUESTION. 

Mb.  H.  F.  BEAUMONT  said,  he 
would  beg  to  ask  the  Secretary  of  State 
for  the  Home  Department,  Whether  he 
is  aw%re  that  the  Act  16  and  17  Yic, 
o.  119,  for  the  fiuppression  of  Betting 
Houses,  is  not  enforced;  and  whether 
he  will  use  Buch  means  ae  are  in  his 
power  to  enforce  the  Act  forthwith  P 

Mb.  BHUOE,  in  reply,  eaid,  it  was 
not  altogether  correct  to  say  that  thisi 
Act  had  not  been  enforced,  seeing  that 
within  the  last  few  years  there  had  beea 
fire  convictions  under  it.  Great  diffi* 
culty,  howerer,  existed  in  obtaining  con- 
Tictions  under  that  Act,  owing  to  the 
necessity  of  proving  the  fact  that  betting 
had  been  carried  on  in  these  houses,  the 
owners  of  which  took  care  there  should 
be  no  betting  in  them  during  the  pre- 
sence of  those  who  were  not  well  "known 
to  them.  Within  the  last  month  a  con- 
viction was  obtained  under  the  Act,  and 
penalties  of  £50  and  of  £2S  were  im- 
posed upon  two  of  the  persons  present. 
The  Chief  Commissioner  of  Police  was 
actively  engaged  in  endeavouring  to 
suppress  these  houses,  and  instituted 
prosecutions  in  every  case  in  which  evi- 
dence could  be  obtained  to  prove  the 
illegal  acts. 

PRELATES  OF  THE  IBISH  OBUBCH— 
ECCLESIASTICAL  TITLES  ACT. 
QUESTION. 
Me.  mac  EVOT  said,  he  would  beg  to 

ask  the  First  Lord  of  the  Treasury,  Whe- 
ther, upon  the  Bill  for  the  disestablish- 
ment of  the  Irish  Church  becoming  Law, 
the  Prelatos  of  that  Church  will  come 
under  the  operation  of  the  Ecclesiastical 
Titles  Act  ? 

Ma.  GLADSTONE :  In  answer,  Sir, 
to  the  Question  of  the  hon.  Member,  I 
have  to  steto,  in  the  first  place,  that  as 
regards  those  who  are  now,  or  who  will 
be,  the  Bishops  or  other  dignitaries  of 
the  Established  CSmrch  in  Ireland,  be- 
fore the  day  appointed  for  the  final  act 
of  disestablisiunent,  the  intention  of  the 
Bill,  as  it  was  originally  introduced  into 
the  House  of  Commons,  was  that  all 
persons  becoming  Archbishops,  Bishops, 
or  deans  of  that  Church  shomd  continue 
to  hold  their  title  with  Uie  same  rights 
as  tbey  possessed  before  the  disestab- 


Hdiunent  of  the  Irish  Church.  In  Oom- 
mittoe  on  the  Bill,  however,  an  Amend- 
ment was  introduced  on  the  Motion  of 
the  right  hon.  Gontleman  the  Member 
for  Suckinghamshire  (Mr.  DisraeH)  on 
the  13th  dause,  whioh  was  willingly 
acceded  to  by  us,  because  it  did  nothing 
more  than  ezwess  more  AiUy  the  inten- 
tion of  the  Bill.  That  is  to  say,  the 
intontion  of  the  Bill  had  been  to  leave 
the  titles  of  the  Bishops  and  the  other 
dignitaries  of  die  Church  where  they 
were— the  Bill  saying  nothing  further 
than  that,  after  that  day,  the  Archbishops 
or  Bishops  should  be  disqualified  &can 
sitting  in  the  House  of  Lords.  But,  on 
looking  back  to  the  effect  of  that  Amend- 
ment, I  find  that  it  says  that  the  present 
Arofabishops,  Bishops,  and  deans  of  the 
Irish  Church  shall  be  entitied  to  retain 
their  titles  and  precedence  for  life,  and, 
therefore,  whereas  under  the  effect  of 
the  BUI  any  persons  appointed  to  those 
offices  before  the  let  of  January,  1871, 
will  have,  as  wo  think,  their  titiee  quite 
safe ;  those  who  are  appointed  after  that 
date,  as  the  Bill  now  stands,  would 
stand  in  the  same  cat^ory  as  those  who 
may  come  in  aftier  the  disestablishment. 
Now,  in  answer  to  the  other  part  of  my 
hon.  Friend's  Question,  I  have  to  state 
that,  as  regards  those  who  may  hereafter 
be  appointed  dignitaries  in  the  Dis- 
establMied  Church,  or  aftor  the  passing 
of  the  Act,  the  enactments  of  the  Ecclesi- 
astical Tities  Bill  will  render  it  illegal 
for  them  to  assume  the  title  of  Bishop  or 
Archbishop,  or  other  dignitary  of  the 
Disestablished  Church.  'SaaX,  I  am  told, 
is  the  effect  of  that  Act.  It  will  be  re- 
membered that,  when  that  Act  was  in 
Parliament,  a  special  exception  was  intro- 
duced into  it  in  favour  of  the  Bishops  of 
the  Episcopal  communion  in  Scotland, 
whioh  exception  clearly  indicated  the 
feeling  of  Parliament  that,  but  for  that 
exception,  those  dignitaries  would  have 
come  within  its  provisions.  I  must  say 
that  this  is  a  st^  of  things  that  ought 
not  to  be  allowed  to  continue. 

KAVT— THE  ••  INCONSTAMT." 
auEsnoii. 
Sm  JOHN  HAT  said,  he  would  beg 
to  ask  the  First  Lord  of  the  Admiralty, 
What  has  been  the  cause  of  delay  to  Her 
Majesty's  Ship  "  Inconstant,"  and  what 
occasioned  the  loss  of  that  ship's  rudder 
on  her  passage  feom  Pembroke  ? 

K2  Ogle 
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War  Office  and  signed  by  three  magis- 
trates  of  the  county;  whether  he  was 
aware  that,  notwithstanding,  target  prac- 
tice was  still  continued  in  Uie  same  spot, 
at  the  peril  of  all  the  residents  in  the 
neighbourhood ;  and,  whether  he  will 
at  once  communicate  with  the  proper 
authorities,  in  order  that  the  nuisance 


Mb.  CHUiDKRS  said,  in  reply,  that 
there  had  been  little  or  no  delay,  for 
what  would  have  been  done  at  Ports- 
mouth had  been  done  at  Pembroke.  At 
the  outside  the  delay  would  be  only  ten 
days,  perhaps  only  a  week.  There  had 
been  a  defect  in  a  brass  casting,  which 
had  led  to  an  accident  with  the  rudder, 
but  that  had  been  remedied,  and  there 
was  nothing  more  to  deplore  than  the 
loss  of  a  piece  of  brass. 

BANK  OF   ENGLAND— PAYMENT   OF 
DIVIDENDS.— QUESTION. 

Me.  STEPHEN  CAVE  said,  he  would 
beg  to  aak  Mr.  Chancellor  of  the  Ez- 
cher.  Whether  a  Correspondence  has 
taken  place  between  the  Treasury  and 
the  Bank  of  England,  respecting  the  time 
and  mode  of  payment  of  dividends ;  and, 
if  BO,  whether  he  would  have  any  objec- 
tion to  lay  this  Correspondence  upon  the 
Table? 

The  CHANCELLOR  of  the  EXCHE- 
QTTEB  said,  in  reply,  that  a  corre- 
apondeuce  rejecting  the  time  and  mode 
of  payment  of  dividends  had  taken  place 
wi&L  the  Bank  of  England.  It  was  not 
yet  completed,  but  when  it  was  con- 
cluded it  would  be  laid  upon  the  table. 

IRELAND— PROOLAHATION   OF  DERRY. , 

QUESTIOIf. 

Sm  HEEVEY  BEUCE  said,  hewished 
to  ask  the  Chief  Secretary  for  Ireland, 
Whether  he  will  object  to  lay  upon  the 
Table  of  the  House  Copies  of  the  Docu- 
ments or  Statements  wnich  induced  the 
Government  to  proclaim  the  City  of 
Deny? 

Mb.  CHICHESTER  FOUTESCUE 
said,  in  reply  to  the  Question  of  the 
hon.  Baronet,  he  had  to  state  that  no 
document  of  such  a  nature  as  it  was 
usual  to  lay  before  that  House  existed 
with  regard  to  this  subject.  The  Lord 
Lieutenant  in  proclaiming  Derry  had 
acted  upon  aufficient  information  fur- 
nished to  him  by  the  local  authorities. 

ARMY— RIFLE  RANGE  AT  CHELMSFORD. 

aUESTIOIT. 

LoBD  EUSTACE  CECIL  said,  he 
would  beg  to  ask  the  Secretary  of  State 
for  War,  Whether  it  has  been  officially 
brought  to  his  notice  that  the  rifie  range 
now  used  by  the  Militia  and  Toluntoers 
at  Chelmsford  was  lately  reported  upon 
and  condemned  as  uusafe,  in  conse- 
quence of  a  Memorial  addressed  to  the 
Sir  /dAm  Uay 


complained  of  may  be  put  an  en<l  to. 

M&.  CAEDWELL  in  reply,  said,  it 
had  been  recently  brought  to  his  notice 
that  the  rifle  range  referred  to,  which 
had  been  used  for  several  years  without 
accident  and  without  apprehension,  had 
been  condemned  as  unsafe.  An  inquiry 
bad  been  instituted,  and  the  result  of 
the  Report  was  that  proper  precautions 
would  be  used  to  obviato  any  danger. 
The  range  would  be  inspected  and  ap- 
proved by  a  competent  officer  before  it 
was  again  used  by  the  Volunteers. 

CUBA-SEIZURE   OF  THE 

"MART  LOWELL"  IN  BRITISH  WATERS. 

QUESTION. 

Mb.  OOtTRLEY  said,  be  wished  to 
ask  the  Under  Secretly  of  Stato  for 
Foreign  Affairs,  Whether  it  be  correct 
that  at  the  time  of  the  seizure  of  the 
American  Brig  "  Mary  Lowell,"  on  the 
15th  March  last,  in  the  British  Wators 
of  the  Bahamas,  that  vessel  had  on 
board  an  Officer  of  Her  Majesty's  Cus- 
toms ;  and,  if  so,  whether  it  be  the  in- 
tention of  Her  Majesty's  Government 
to  demand  the  surrender  of  that  vessel ; 
and,  if  any  demand  has  been  made  in 
reference  to  this  seizure  upon  Her  Ma- 
jesty's Government  by  the  Government 
of  Washington? 

Me.  OTWAT  sMd,  in  reply,  that  he 
was  unable  to  give  any  funher  answer 
to  the  Question  than  he  gave  the  other 
day  to  a  Question  put  by  the  hon.  and 
gallant  Member  opposite  (Sir  John  Hay). 
The  facts  were  that  the  Mary  LoictU, 
an  American  vessel,  was  captured  by 
a  Spanish  man  -  of  -  war,  and  there 
seemed  to  be  good  reason  to  believe  in 
British  colonial  wators.  She  was  taken 
to    Havannah    and    (condemned    by    . 


Cuban 
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Some 


commumcations  had  been  made  to  the 
Spanish  Government  on  the  subject; 
and,  pending  the  result  of  them,  it  was 
not  desirable  to  state  what  was  the 
nature  of  the  instructionR  which  had 
been  issued  by  Her  Majesty's  Govern- 
ment, and  that  answer  applied  with  still 
more  force  to  the  latter  part  of  the  Ques- 
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IRISH  CHURCH  BILL— [Bill  ST.] 

(Mr.  Dodttit,  Ut.  Oladdone,  Mr.  John  Brigkt. 

Mr.  CkUhfttter  FgrUient,  Mr.  Attorney 

OenenU/or  Ireltmd.'} 

COMMITTEE.   [Progreit  May  4.] 

Bill  eotuidered  in  Committee. 

(In  the  Conuuittee.) 

CUuBe  39  (Repeal  of  Maynooth  Acts. 

Compensatioii  on  the  cessation  of  certain 

annual  sume). 

Amendment  again  proposed,  in  pave 
19,  line  16,  to  leave  out  fmrn  the  iroras 
"  in  respect  of,"  to  the  wxird  "  College," 
in  line  19,  inclusive." — (Sir  Georgt  Jm- 
kinton.) 

CowiTBL  BARTTELOT  eipresaed  his 
opinion  that  the  Amendment  proposed 
by  the  hon.  Baronet  waa  one  of  the 
ipreatest  importance  that  conld  he  brought 
before  the  Oommittee.  Another  Amend- 
ment on  the  same  subject  was  to  be 
brought  forward  by  the  hon.  Member 
for  Kirkcaldy  (Mr.  Aytoun),  but  that  had 
nothing  to  do  with  the  Amendment  now 
before  the  House.  The  present  Amend- 
ment was  the  one  on  which  Members 
went  to  the  huatinga,  and  upon  which 
they  were  returned  to  that  Hoose;  for 
he  believed  that  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man at  the  head  of  tiie  Qovemment 
pledged  himself  last  year  that  no  portion 
of  the  fiude  of  the  Church  shoidd  be 
applied  to  M^ooth.  [Mr.  Gladstone 
dissented.]  ^e  right  hon.  Gentleman 
shook  his  head;  but  he  cared  not  for 
that,  because  the  question  was  not  what 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  himself  in- 
tended, but  what  the  country  understood 
from  his  declarations.  The  country  dis- 
tinctly understood  that  not  one  fractional 
part  of  tiie  revenues  of  the  Church 
should  be  devoted  to  the  College  of  May- 
nooth.  ["No,  no!"]  Could  he  do  so 
without  a  breach  of  Order  be  would  ap- 
peal to  the  hon.  Member  the  Chairman 
of  Committees  and  ask  him  whether  it 
was  not  true  that  in  Sussex,  the  county 
to  which  they  both  belonged,  the  under- 
standing to  which  he  Imd  just  referred 
was  not  entered  into  on  the  various  hust- 
ings? The  question  asked  by  honest 
men  at  the  time  of  the  election  was — "  Is 
the  grant  to  Maynooth  to  cease,  or  is  it 
to  be  carried  on  out  of  the  funds  of  the 
Established  Church?"  and  the  answer 
waa — "Itiato  cease  altogether."  The 
Amendment  of  the  hon.  Member   for 


Kirkcaldy  did  not  deal  with  that  point ; 
but  the  Amendment  of  the  hon.  Member 
for  Wiltshire  did  ;  and,  so  far  as  he 
'~  'mel  Barttelot)  was  concerned,  not 
farthing  of  these  funds  should  be 
devoted  to  the  College  of  Maynooth. 
The  giving  of  a  lump  sum  to  tlie  College 
would  simply  be  a  perpetuation  of  ^e 
Maynooth  Ch^nt  out  of  the  funds  of  the 
Established  Church.  That  was  against 
all  his  principles  and  convictions.  If  the 
money  was  taken  out  of  the  Consolidated 
Fund,  certainly  it  would  be  what  the 
people  of  Englandhadnotexpected;  but 
he  waa  sure  they  would  rather  consent 
to  that  than  that  one  farthing  of  Church 
property  shonld  be  devoted  to  the  College 
of  Maynooth.  Hon.  Members  who  pro> 
fessed  the  Boman  Catholic  &uth  knew 
that  he  would  not  say  one  word  diare- 

Sectful  to  them  ;  but  if  only  twen^ 
embers  went  into  the  Lobby  in  support 
of  the  Amendment  he  would  be  one  of 
them.  A  statement  was  made  by  the 
hon.  Member  for  North  Warwickshire 
(Mr.  Newdegate)  the  other  day,  that 
when  his  late  Colleague,  Mr  Spooner, 
brought  forward  his  Motion  against  May- 
nooth, he  was  invariably  treated  with 
respect.  A  great  many  Members  always 
had  voted  against  the  Maynooth  Grant. 
An  hon.  Gentleman  on  the  opposite  side 
a  few  nights  ago  spoke  of  the  "  levelling- 


endure  any  such  "  levelling-up  "  princi- 
ple. They  were  decidedly  opposed  to  it, 
and  the  right  hon.  GenUeman  and  his 
Mends  had  raised  that  point  most  un- 
fairly on  the  huetings;  because  th^ 
knew  that  this  House  would  have  re- 
jected any  such  proposition,  by  a  veiy 
large  majority  on  both  ddee  of  the  House. 
Hon.  Gentlemen  had  therefore  no  right  \a 
bring  in  that  levelling-up  principle,  or  to 
say  that  they  (the  Opposition)  were  to  be 
1 — id  by  the  expression  of  any  one  man. 
iembers  were  to  be  bound  by  any 
expression  that  might  fall  from  a  Leader 
of  their  party,  he  asked  hon.  Gentlemen 
opposite  if  they  would  consent  to  be 
bound  by  the  expreBsions  of  the  Presi- 
dent of  me  Board  of  Trade  on  the  land 
question  ?  His  opinion  was  that  they 
would  not  be  so  guided,  but  wotdd  listen 
to  tiie  safer  counsels  of  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  at  the  head  of  the  Govern- 
ment. His  sincere  conviction  was  that 
if  they  consented  that  any  portion  of  the 
ICommiUri—Clauae  39. 
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Ohurdi  fimdB  sliould  be  devoted  to  the 
Bupport  of  Maynootlt  they  would  be 
doing  tliat  'which  was  most  certainly 
wrong. 

Ma.  SINCLAIR  ATTOTJN  said,  that 
as  on  Tuesday  the  right  bon.  Gentleman 
at  tbe  head  of  the  OoTemmentexpresBed 
a  hope  that  the  one  debate  might  be 
made  to  serve  for  both  his  Amendment 
and  tbat  of  the  hon.  Baronet  the  Member 
for  North  Wiltshire,  he  would  in  the  dis- 
cussion of  the  Amendment  now  before 
the  Committee  say  what  he  had  to  say  in 
support  of  hie  own  Amendment  which 
was  yet  to  come.  But  as  the  object  of 
the  hon.  Baronet  was  to  prevent  any  of 
the  funds  of  the  Irish  Church  from  being 
applied  to  compensating  the  ofBciaU  and 
students  of  Maynooth,  while  his  Amend- 
ment was  not  intended  to  have  that 
effect,  but  to  provide  that  the  compensa- 
tion coming  from  those  funds  should  be 
different  in  amount,  and  in  the  manner 
of  application  from  the  compensation 
provided  by  the  clause,  he  should  think 
it  necessary  to  call  for  a  division  on  his 
Amendment.  Having  made  tliat  state- 
ment, he  would  proceed  to  speak  in  fa- 
vour of  the  Motion  which  he  nad  placed 
upon  the  Paper. 

The  CHAIRMAN :  The  hon.  Member 
has  stated  that  his  own  Motion  is  differ- 
ent from  that  of  tbe  hon.  Member  for 
North  Wiltshire,  and  that  he  intends  to 
take  a  division  upon  it.  He  then  ^ 
ceede  to  state  that  he  will  offer  observa- 
tions upon  his  own  Amendment.  The 
Ijuestion,  however,  now  before  the  Ooi 
mittee  is  the  Amendment  of  the  hon. 
Member  for  North  Wiltshire. 

Me.  SINCLAIR  ATTOUN  swd,  he 
was  under  tbe  impression  that  he  was 
acting  in  accordance  with  a  suggestion 
made  by  tbe  right  hon.  Qentleman  at 
the  head  of  the  Government.  He  should 
not  have  ventured  to  adopt  that  course 
on  his  own  authority.  Alter  the  decision 
of  the  Chairman,  however,  he  should 
reserve  his  observations  for  the  present. 

8m  HERVEY  BEUCE  said,  tiiat 
having  never  voted  on  the  subject  of 
Maynooth  he  wished  to  explain  the  vote 
which  he  was  about  to  give,  and  without 
venturing  to  express  any  opinion  as  to  the 
funds  voted  to  Majmooth — there  being 
much  to  be  said  on  aeoount  of  the  grant 
being  guaranteed  by  Act  of  Parliament — 
he  could  not  consent  to  the  endowment 
being  given  from  the  funds  of  the  Irish 
Established  Church.  Wiiii  regard  to 
Cehnel  BariMot  I 


the  Presbyterian  Church,  he  had  always 
voted  for  the  small  sum  given  to  her 
ministers  when  opposed  by  the  hon. 
Member  for  Sheffield,  and  he  had  ad- 
vocated an  increase ;  but,  that  if  the  hon. 
Member  for  Kirkcaldy  had  taken  the 
opinion  of  tbe  Committee,  he  would 
equally  have  objected  to  the  Consolidated 
Fund  being  relieved  at  the  expense  of 
tbe  funds  of  the  Irish  Chnrdi.  He 
would  remind  the  hon.  Member  for  Eos- 
common  (The  O'Conor  Don),  who  had 
urged  the  other  night  that  Maynooth 
and  the  TTniversity  of  Dublin  should 
stand  on  tbe  same  footing,  that  there 
was  this  material  difference  between 
them,  that  at  the  latter  the  privileges  of 
education  were  open  to  all,  while  at  the 
former  they  were  confined  to  members 
of  the  Eoman  Catholic  religion.  Some 
bon.  Gentiemen  opposite  appeared  to 
think  that  they  were  getting  a  very 
small  portion  of  the  spoil;  out  they 
should  Dear  in  mind  that  this  was  not  a 
fund  that  had  been  suddenly  discovered 
by  tbe  nation.  It  was  money  that  be- 
longed to  tbe  Established  Cbuicb  by  law 
and  by  inheritance.  The  ai^^umentthat 
other  denominations  did  not  get  an  equal 
share  with  the  Established  Church  was 
of  no  validity,  because  they  were  not 
entitled  to  any  of  it.  The  money  be- 
longed to  the  Church,  and  if  Parliament 
took  it  away  from  its  legitimate  owners 
they  had  no  right  to  give  it  to  a  religion 
according  to  whose  views  the  Establi^ed 
Church  had  no  right  whatever  to  any 
possessions  in  the  land.  He  hoped  tbe 
Committee  would  well  consider  the  great 
gravity  of  tbe  question.  With  regard 
to  the  source  from  which  the  compensa- 
tion was  to  be  made  to  Maynooth,  they 
were,  of  course,  bound  to  accept  the  de- 
nial of  the  Prime  Minister  as  to  his 
pledge  not  to  endow  Maynooth  out  of 
the  rands  of  tiie  Established  Church ;  but 
he  country  certainly  laboured  under  the 
-mpreseion  alluded  to  by  the  hon.  and 
gallant  Member  for  West  Sussex  (Colonel 
Barttelot).  He  thought,  therefore,  the 
country  ought  to  have  an  opportunity  of 
again  expressing  its  opinion  before  Par- 
liament finally  acceded  to  tiie  proposals 
of  the  Government. 

Mr.  GLADSTONE :  Sir,  if  the  bon. 
Memberfor Kirkcaldy  (Mr.  Aytoun)  baa 
fallen  into  an  error,  I  fear  I  am  the  im- 
mediate cause,  and  it  was  bis  courtesy, 
in  acting  on  a  suggestion  of  mine,  which 
has  caused  him  to  be  amensbla  to  your 
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correotioii.  I  cannot,  however,  take 
much  blame  to  myself  tot  falling  into 
that  error,  beoauee  a  construotioii  has 
been  put  upon  the  Motion  of  the  hon. 
Uember  for  North  Wiltshire  (Sir  George 
Jenkiuson,  which  I  did  not  gather  &om 
hie  epaeoh,  and  which  to  me,  at  all 
erents,  is  eomewhat  astonishing.  Now, 
die  hon.  and  gallant  Member  for  Weat 
Sussex  says  ttiat  there  was  a  special 
j>ledgB  given  not  to  pay  any  compensa 
tion  tA  Maynooth  out  of  the  funda  of 
the  Irish  Chnroh — 

Colonel  BAItTTELOI:  I  did  not 
say  that.  What  I  said  was,  that  the 
country  so  understood  it,  whatever  may 
have  been  the  words  of  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman. 

Mb.  GLADSTONE :  Well,  that  the 
country  understood  such  a  pledge  was 
laade.  What  I  affirm  is  this  —  and 
I  am  perfect^  certain  that  the  hon. 
and  gallant  Gentleman  will  not  oon- 
trodict  me — that  never  at  any  period 
during  the  last  Session'  of  Parliament, 
<a  during  the  elections,  was  the  slightest 
distinction  drawn  either  by  myself,  or  by 
any  of  my  Friends  who  sit  near  me,  in 
respect  to  the  source  &om  which  com- 
pensation was  to  be  made,  or  in  respect 
to  the  principle  upon  which  it  was  to  be 
founded,  between  the  caae  of  Haynoolh 
and  of  the  Freebyteriane.  Will  the  hon. 
and  gallant  Gentleman  contradict  me  on 
that  point  ?         

CotoKSL  BAHITELOT :  I  do  not  wish 
to  oontradict  the  right  hon.  Gentleman. 
What  I  wished  to  explain  was  simply 
this,  tJutt  what  the  country  understood 
was,  that  none  of  these  fUnds  were  to  be 
applied  to  the  maintenance  of  &e  Col- 
lege of  Haynooth. 

Ma.  GLADSTONE:  Then  what  I  re- 
turn to  is  this — that,  on  every  occasiou,  in 
every  speech  delivered  by  any  persona 
connected  with  the  Motion  of  last  year, 
or  with  this  Bill,  the  compensation  to  the 
Presbyterians  and  the  compensation  to 
Haynooth  were  placed  in  the  same  cate- 
gory ;  and  I  cannot  believe  that  the  coun- 
try is  so  devoid  of  intellect  and  oommon- 
sense  perception  as  the  hon.  and  gallant 
GentlMoan  implies  it  to  he,  when  he 
says  that  tiiey  never  understood  any- 
thing about  the  Freebyteriane,  but  that 
they  did  understand  that  no  compensa- 
tion was  to  be  made  to  Maynooth  ont  of 
ttie  Ohorch  Fund. 

CoLOirzL  BABTTELOT:  I  riae  to 
Order,  Sir.    I  did  not  mentioii  the  Pres- 
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byterians  at  all.    We  have  passed  that 
branch  of  the  subject. 

Mb.  GLADSTONE ;  I  know  the  hon. 
and  pliant  Gentleman  did  not  mention 
the  PreebyterianB,  but  I  will  mention 
the  Presbyterians.  What  is  the  pre- 
dicament in  which  we  stand,  and  what 
is  the  sacredness  of  this  Church  Fund  ? 
You  have  already  relieved  the  Consoli- 
dated Fund  to  the  extent  of  between 
£700,000and  £800,000,  every  shilhng  of 
which  is  to  be  paid  to  the  Presbyte- 
rians- Tou  have  voted  that  without  a 
word,  and  you  have  voted  it  out  of  the 
Church  Fund.  In  opposition  to  that 
proposal  we  have  not  nad  a  division,  a 
speech,  or  even  an  objection,  except 
from  one  or  two  Gentlemen  who  thought 
we  did  not  give  enough — that  is  to  say 
that  we  did  not  cut  enough  off  the 
Church  Fund.  Well,  then,  on  what 
principle  are  we  to  stand?  Are  we 
come  to  this  point,  that  even  now,  in  the 
last  act  of  the  unhappy  history  of  the 
Irish  Church,  we  cannot  proceed  upon 
principles  of  equality  ana  justice,  but 
must  moke  a  search  in  the  countay  to 
see  if  we  can  find  the  embers  of  a  slum- 
bering religions  prejudice?  After  we 
have  sat  silent,  as  the  hon.  and  gallant 
Gentleman  sat  silent,  while  we  were 
voting  money  fiom  the  Church  Fund 
for  the  Presbyterians,  he  now  rises  and 
proposes  as  a  patriotic  and  constitutional 
principle — ^urging  in  support  of  it  a 
pledge  which  has  not  a  diadow  of  ex- 
istence— that  Maynooth  is  to  be  excluded 
from  this  mode  of  compensation.  What 
I  wish  particularly  to  direct  the  atten- 
tion of  the  Conunittoe  to  is  that,  what- 
ever argument  the  case  is  susceptible  of, 
that  argument  is  not  between  Maynooth 
and  the  Church  Fimd,  but  that  it  is  one 
between  the  Consolidated  Fund  and  the 
Church  Fund.  That  certainly  is  a  very 
fair  argument,  but  it  embraces  the  Pres- 
byterians just  as  much  as  it  does  May- 
nooth, and  I  never  will  believe  till  I  see 
it — and  see  it  I  am  certain  I  shall  not— 
that  this  Committee,  after  having  silently 
voted  £750,000  out  of  the  Church  Fund, 
for  compensating  the  Presbyterians,  will 
turn  round,  under  drcumstances  which 
are  analogous  and  substantially  identical, 
and  endeavour  to  exclude  Maynooth 
&om  the  same  benefits,  trusting  that, 
when  we  come  to  propose  a  grant  to 
Maynooth  afterwai^  as  an  isolated 
grant  out  of  the  taxes,  it  would  be  ^ns- 
sible  to  raise  a  popular  prejudice  agamet 
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it.  As  between  the  Churcli  Fund  and 
the  Consolidated  Fund  the  question  is  a 
fair  one  to  raise — whether  the  Govern- 
ment will  do  lightlr  in  proposing  that 
these  oompensabons  in  respect  to  the 
Presbyterians  and  M^nooth  should  be 
laid  upon  the  GoneoUdated  Fund  and 
not  upon  the  Church  Fund.  But  I 
would  first  say  a  word  to  those  who 
thinli  it  unjust  to  Ireland  to  place  these 
compensations  upon  the  Church  Fund, 
because  the  payments  in  respect  to  which 
they  are  made  are  now  charged  upon 
the  Consolidated  Fund.  If  an  account 
be  taken  between  the  Consolidated  Fund 
and  Ireland  imder  the  Bill,  as  it  has  been 
presented  by  the  GoTemment,  and  as  it 
has  been  thus  far  passed  by  the  Com- 
mittee, I  will  venture  to  say  that  Ireland 
is  a  debtor  and  not  a  creditor.  If  ve 
are  going — and  it  is  true  that  we  do  so 
— to  relieve  the  Consolidated  Fund  of 
something  like  £66,000,  which  might 
represent  a  capital  of  £1,000,000  or 
£1,500,000 — you  may  take  it  at  alarger 
sum  if  you  like — I  say  that  not  even 
that  is  as  much  as  the  Consolidated  Fund 

fives  to  Ireland  in  the  arrangements  to 
e  adopted.  The  public  credit  of  the 
Consolidated  Fund  is  to  be  used  on  be- 
half of  the  Church  property  to  a  con- 
siderable extent.  The  tithe  has  been 
sold  at  sixteen  or  seventeen  years'  pur- 
chase ;  for  that  we  ore  to  realize  twenty- 
two  and  a-half  years,  and  that  is  a  dif- 
ference approaching  £2,000,000.  The 
Church  estates  will  be  sold  in  the  same 
manner  under  a  system  of  advances, 
which  only  the  use  of  the  credit  of  this 
country  will  enable  us  to  make,  and  I  be- 
lieve another  £1,000,000  or  £1,S00,000 
will  be  realized  for  the  Church  Fund  of 
Ireland  by  the  use  of  that  machinery. 
Therefore,  as  between  the  Consolidated 
Fund  and  Ireland,  a  great  deal  more  is 
distinctly  given  to  Ire^d  by  the  use  of 
the  generS  creniit  of  the  country,  under 
the  machinery  of  the  provisions  of  this 
Bill,  than  the  amount  of  relief  which,  I 
admit,  the  Consolidated  Fimd  will  re- 
ceive from  the  operation  of  the  Bill.  I 
do  not  look  upon  this  as  a  question  be- 
tween England  and  Ireland,  and  if  the 
representativeB  of  Ireland  at  any  time 
think  fit  to  appeal  for  relief  out  of  the 
Consolidated  Fund  in  respect  of  the 
charge,  I  have  no  doubt  that,  provided 
the  occasion  was  one  when  Ireland  had 
a  just  and  equitable  claim,  the  House 
woidd  be  very  willing  and  ready  to  lend 
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an  ear  to  it.  What  we  have  to  do  is  to 
look  to  the  right  and  the  reason  of  the 
case,  as  for  aa  we  can  perceive  them; 
and,  as  far  as  we  can  perceive  them, 
they  are  these — The  grant  to  the  Fres- 
bytorians  and  the  grant  in  respect  of 
Uaynooth  are  really  Irish  charges ;  and 
it  is  much  more  easy,  in  my  opinion,  to 
show  that  the  imposition  of  those  choices 
has  been  a  great  hardship  to  the  people  of 
Qreat  Britain  than  it  is  ea^  to  ^ow  that 
to  relieve  the  people  of  Great  Britain 
in  respect  of  them  is  imjust  to  Ireland. 
They  have  been  Irish  charges,  imposed 
for  Irish  purposes — imposM,  I  venture 
to  say,  ^ain,  for  the  purpose  of  maintain- 
ing and  shoring  up  this  decrepit  fabric, 
which  never  was  able  to  stand  upon  its 
own  feet.  The  people  of  England  have 
been  sconced  In  one  form  and  another 
in  order  to  maintain  it,  and  it  is  there- 
fore a  fair  and  a  just  claim  th^t  charges 
never  incurred  for  their  benefit,  but  for 
the  benefit  of  the  Irish  Establishment — 
["No,  no!"} — should  be  paid  out  of  the 
nmds  of  the  Irish  Church  Establi^mient. 
On  the  first  night  of  the  discussion, 
in  reply  to  the  right  hou.  Gentleman 
the  Member  for  North  Northampton- 
shire (Mr.  Hunt)  I  stated  tjmt  it  was  a 
matter  which  the  Government  never  re- 
garded as  a  foundation  principle  of  this 
great  measure,  but  it  was  one  on  which 
mey  had  a  strong  and  clear  conviction ; 
and  I  must  say  I  believe  that  that  con- 
viction is  sustained,  as  far  as  I  can 
learn,  hy  the  general  sense  and  feeling 
of  the  country.  There  is  really  a  very 
valid  connection  between  the  two  ques- 
tions— whence  compensation  is  to  oome, 
and  whether  compensation  shall  be 
given,  and  the  objection  I  have  taken  to 
the  Motion  of  tiie  hon.  Baronet  the 
Member  for  North  Wiltshire  (Sir  George 
Jenkinson)  is  not  a  mere  objection  to 
the  form.  Ifhewanted  to  raise  the  ques- 
tion whether  these  compensations  were 
justly  put  upon  the  Church  funds  he 
should  have  raised  itbefore.  Heshould 
have  raised  it  at  the  moment  when  we 
proposed  to  place  the  charge  for  the  an- 
nuity in  lieu  of  the  Jimium  Donvm  upon 
the  Church  Fund.  Perhaps  we  shall 
hear  on  appeal  to  religious  principles  in 
support  of  tluB  Motion,  and  shall  be 
told  we  owht  not  to  support  the  placing 
upon  the  <^ureh  Fund  of  the  charge  for 
compensating  those  who  differ  from  us 
as  the  Boman  Catholics  do.  Well,  you 
have  not  berai  at  all  aqaeamiah  up  to  the 
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pre6ent  moment;  you  h&ve  not  only 
Gompeneated  flie  IVesbyteriaitB  of  tlie 
Synod  of  UlBter,  who  agree  with  you  in 
what  are  commonly  conaidered  the  car- 
dinal Articlea  of  the  ChriBtian  faith  ;  but 
you  have  quietly  and  oalmly,  and  with- 
out a  word  of  objection,  compenaatod  out 
of  the  Church  Fund  those  who  do  not 
aeree  with  you  in  such  matters — those 
T^o  are  called  non-Subscribtsgor  Arian 
Freabyteriaus  and  Unitarian  Preaby- 
terisns,  the  nature  of  whose  differences 
with  you  are  sufBciently  indicated  by 
that  ve^  brief  redtal.  God  forbid  that 
I  ^ould  endeavour  to  draw  attention  to 
their  nature ;  with  that  we  have  nothing 
to  do  ;  but  it  is  not  without  some  emo- 
tion I  Bee  an  endeavour  made  to  take 
advantage  of  religious  prtijudice  to  raise 
this  question,  not  in  its  right  ])lace,  aa 
you  would  have  done  if  your  object  n  " 
to  save  Uie  Consolidated  Fund,  and 
maintain  what  you  call  consistency  with 
the  professions  of  last  year.  At  the 
time  when  the  Presbyterian  compensa- 
tions are  secured,  and  you  are  a^id  of 
dUBcully  with  your  Presbyterian  consti- 
tuents, you  now  turn  round  upon  the 
Boman  Catholics;  you  thiak  you  have 
Government  in  a  comer,  and  that  you 
will,  first  of  all,  be  able  to  keep  them 
from  participating  in  the  general  grant 
of  compensation,  on  the  ground  of  the 
impropriety  of  charging  theirs  on  the 
Churcn  Fimd,  and  that  you  will  then  ne- 
ceasitate  the  proposal  of  a  grant  for 
them,  and  for  them  alone,  out  of  the 
Consolidated  Fund.  The  proposal  of 
the  Government  is  in  perfect  consistency 
with  the  literal  meanmg  and  the  spirit 
of  all  their  declarations  upon  this  anb- 
ject.  At  all  times  we  have  declared 
that  the  same  equitable  and  liberal  spirit 
of  dealing  which  was  to  be  applied  to 
the  Estabudied  Church — and  wmch  we 
have  applied  to  it — must  be  applied  to 
the  Boman  Cathohc  and  to  the  Presby- 
terian bodies  in  Ireland;  that  in  that 
spirit  all  the  arrangements  must  be 
aidiusted  which  were  connected  with 
bringing  to  a  close  the  present  relations 
between  the  State  and  the  Church  in 
Ireland  as  respects  the  pecuniary  sup- 
port of  reliKion,  and;  that  when  that 
was  done,  what  remained  of  the  Church 
property  of  Ireland  should  not  be  applied 
to  ttie  maintenance  of  any  Church,  or  of 
any  clergy,  or  the  teaching  of  religion  ' 
any  fbnn.  These  were  ttte  '  ' 
gave  to  the  country,  these 


have  satisfied  by  bringing  this  BUI  be- 
fore the  Committee,  and  ve  aak  the 
Committee  to  assist   ua  in  redeeming 

8m  JAMES  ELPHIN8T0NE  agreed 
with  all  that  had  been  said  by  his  hon. 
and  gallant  Friend  the  Member  for  West 
Sussex  (Colonel  Barttelot).  He  paid  close 
attention  to  what  was  said  by  Mem- 
bers of  the  present  Qovemment,  and 
their  friends  and  myrmidons  in  difi'erent 
parts  of  the  counlry ;  and  he  declared 
that  had  it  not  been  that  it  was  believed, 
especially  by  the  Scoteh  Members,  from 
the  whole  tenour  of  these  speeches,  that 
not  a  single  farthing  was  going  to  Popish 
purposes,  the  Government  would  never 
have  obtained  the  majority  they  had 
obtained.  If  the  designs  of  the  Govern- 
ment had  been  known,  the  Government 
would  never  have  existed.  In  1829 
Lord  Palmerston  said,  that  none  but  a 
profligate  Government  could  bring  for- 
ward such  a  measure  as  this.  The  Bo- 
man Catholics  in  that  year  entered  into 
a  most  solemn  engagement  to  abstain  at 
all  times  from  any  interference  with  the 
Proteetant  Church  in  Ireland.  There- 
fore the  representatives  of  the  Boman 
Catholic  party  who  voted  for  this  Bill 
were  covenant  breakers.  His  Friends 
on  the  liberal  side  of  the  House,  who 
were  Members  for  Scotland,  in  sup- 
porting this  Bill  acted  contrary  to  every 
tradition  of  their  forefathers.  He  was  a 
Presbyterian,  and  he  considered  that 
whatever  grant  was  made  from  a  Pro- 
testant fund  of  that  description  to  a  Pro- 
testant sect,  whether  a  I^abyterian  or 
not,  was  a  legitimate  conveyance  of  the 
money.  But  he  objected  to  an  appro- 
priation of  the  money  to  purposes  which, 
m  hia  belief,  would  amount  to  groas 
spoliation  and  robbery,  and  the  endow- 
ment of  Popery  from  the  funds  of  the 
Kt)testant  church. 

Mr.  M'LABEN  said,  he  had  listened 
with  great  surprise  to  the  hon.  Baronet's 
denunciation  of  the  Scoteh  Members. 
The  hon.  Baronet  seemed  to  misappre- 
hend the  etete  of  pnblic  opinion  in  Scot- 
land on  this  BUliject.  He  thought  the 
hon.  Baronet  could  not  have  been  in 
Scotland  during  the  period  of  the  elec- 
tions, and  could  not  have  read  the 
speeches  that  vero  then  delivered.  If 
he  had,  he  would  never  have  iallen  into 
such  a  great  error  as  he  had  done  re- 
specting the  state  of  pnblic  feeling  in 
that  country.  Hia  ai^^ument  assumed 
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that,  by  ffranting  compensation  to  May- 
noolii  C^ege  out  of  the  funds  of  the 
^sh  Ohurcb,  they  aggravated  the  feel- 
ing which  existed  in  Scotland  againet 
the  Uaynooth  Grant,  and  that  to  take 
the  £360,000  or  £370,000  that  was  re- 
quired out  of  the  Consolidated  Fund 
would  be  a  concession  to  the  feelingt 
of  the  Protestants  of  Scotland.  [8ii 
James  Elfhotstonk  :  I  never  said  any- 
thing of  the  sort.]  He  believed  that  if 
it  had  been  proposed  in  this  Bill  that 
the  capital  sum  to  compensate  May- 
nooth  should  be  given  out  of  the  Con- 
solidated Fund,  instead  of  the  surplus 
funds  of  the  Irish  Church,  there  would 
have  arisen  an  a^tation  in  Scotland, 
&om  North  to  South,  which  the  Go- 
vernment would  have  found  it  very 
troublesome  indeed  to  encounter.  And 
why  ?  Because  there  were  thousands  in 
Scotland  who,  having  a  strong  opinion 
against  the  Btmian  Catholic  religion, 
thought  it  was  alntost  ainfiTl  to  pay 
taxes  in  the  usual  way  for  that  religion. 
And  when  there  were  eocleeiastical  mnds 
in  Ireland  so  large  that  th^  Oovemment 
did  not  know  what  to  do  with  them, 
and  amply  sufficient  to  compensate  the 
claimants  on  the  Maynooth  Grant,  the 
Protestants  of  Scotland  thought  they 
were  entitled  to  say — "Out  of  your  su- 
per-abundance you  may  settle  the  Haj- 
nooth  question  without  asking  us  as 
tax-payers  to  contribute  £300,000  or 
£400,000."  He  thought  that  if  strict 
justice  were  done,  all  the  money  that  had 
ever  been  paid  in  the  shape  of  Regium 
Donum,  and  the  money  that  had  been 
^id  to  Uaynooth  out  of  the  Consolidated 
Fund  ought  to  be  paid  back,  out  of  the 
first  of  ttie  moneys  derived  ftova  the 
proper^  of  the  Irish  Chureh. 

Mb.  OBEEKF  said,  he  was  surprised 
to  hear  the  hon.  U ember  for  Edinburgh 
speak  as  he  had  done,  considering  wlut 
had  happened  last  Session.  In  Com- 
mittee on  the  Established  Church  (Ire- 
land), last  year,  he  moved — 

"  And,  that  do  part  of  the  EndowmanU  of  the 
Anslicui  Char«b  be  ippliad  to  tbs  Endowment 
of  iDe  institution!  of  otbar  rtligiooa  oommnnioni." 
Among  those  who  voted  with  him  in 
support  of  tbat  Motion  he  found  the 
names  of  the  hon.  Member  for  Edin- 
bur^  (Mr,  M'Laren),  the  hon.  Member 
for  Perth  (Mr.  Kinnaird).  for  Linlith- 
gow (Mr.  M'Lagan),  for  Leicester  (Mr. 
P.  A.  TaylorV  for  Newcastle  (Mr. 
Candlish),  for  Kirkcaldy  (Mr.  Sinclair 
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Aytoun),  for  Glasgow  (Mr.  Dalgliah), 
for  Finsbury  (Mr.  Alderman  Lui^),  fbr 


Peterborough  (Mr.  Wballey),  and  for 
Plymouth  (Mr.  Morrison).  He  might 
mention  the  names  of  others  not  now 
in  Pariiament,  among  whom  was  Mr. 
Mill.  He  should  be  tiie  more  surprised 
but  that  it  was  no  uncommon  thing  fbr 
hon.  Members  to  change  their  opinions. 
But  the  country  felt  strongly  on  Hub 
question ;  and  he  firmly  believed  that  if 
it  had  been  thought  the  money  of  the 
Irish  Church  would  be  used  for  the  pur- 
poses of  Maynooth  the  movement  would 
not  have  been  supported.  Hon.  Mem- 
bers would  remember  how  atnmg  the 
feeling  had  been  each  year  against  any 
grant  whatever  being  made  to  May- 
nooth ;  how  much  more  strong,  then, 
should  be  the  feelingagainst  a  grant 
of  Protestant  iiinds  ?  He  did  not  &sire 
to  say  one  word  against  Koman  Catho- 
lics. They  had  as  much  right  to  their 
opinions  as  be  had  to  his  own ;  but  there 
was  a  strong  opinion  in  this  country, 
which  he  shared,  that  Komanism  was  a 
great  error,  that  it  was  opposed  to  re- 
QgiouB  and  civil  freedom.  Hon.  Mem- 
bers on  the  Oovemment  side  felt  them- 
selves bound  on  thisparticular  question 
rather  more  tightly  than  some  of  them 
liked,  and  he  had  no  doubt  tbey  would 
^dlybelet  looseto  vote  as  they  pleased. 
He  called  upon  them  to  be  consistent, 
and  go  with  him  into  the  Lobby  as  they 
did  last  year~-in  spite  of  the  strong  ap- 
peals of  the  hon.  Member  for  OltfiiajQ 
(Mr.  Hibbert)  and  the  present  Prime 
Minister — like  good  and  conscientious 
men. 

Mb.  M'LAHEN  said,  he  believed  Uie 
memory  of  the  hon.  Gentleman  was  even 
more  diefeotive  than  that  of  the  hon.  Ba- 
ronet the  Member  for  Portsmouth.  Ths 
Besolution  to  which  the  hon.  Gentleman 
referred  was  not  one  about  the  Maynoolli 
Grant.  The  Besolution  which  the  House 
had  previously  adopted  was  to  the  effect 
that  the  Maynooth  Grant  and  the  BMgivm 
Bonvm  should  be  abolished,  along  with 
the  Irish  Church,  and  that  all  oi  them 
should  be  compensated  b^  due  regard 
being  had  to  ad  personal  mtffl«stB.  Of 
course,  he  quoted  from  memory,  but,  be 
believed,  that  was  the  effect  of  the  Beso- 
lution. The  additional  Besolution  there 
after  proposed  by  the  hon.  Gentleman  op- 
posit*  should  be  interpreted  by  the  pro- 
posal of  the  then  Government  in  favourof 
"  levelling  up  "^4nd  which  had  fc^merly 
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been  &TOured  by  many  distinguished 
Membore  of  th.B  liberal  pa^ — for  en- 
dowing  a  Boman  CathoHo  CSiuicb  Es- 
tabliqbinent,  in  addition  to  tbe  Protest- 
ant Church.  The  Eesolution  of  the  hon. 
Member  was  directed  againat  these  pro- 
posals, and  not  against  compensating 
the  personal  claims  connected  with  May- 
nootb  out  of  the  property  of  the  Irish 
Church.  In  this  sense  the  B«BoIution 
was  discussed,  and  in  this  aense  he  voted 
for  it.  If  the  hon.  Member  would  read 
his  own  speech  on  the  occasion  he  would 
find  that  the  I!«solution  was  directed 
against  this  "levelling  up"  Bystem — the 
proposal  that  part  of  the  surplus  revenues 
of  the  Established  Church  in  Ireland 
should  go  to  endow  the  Boman  Catho- 
lic Church.  He  (Mr.  M'Laxen)  intended 
voting  on  this  occasion  consistently  with 
his  vote  on  the  hon.  Member's  Motion, 
because  his  opiaionB  had  not  in  the  least 
changed. 

Mb.  OBEENE  said,  the  words  of  his 
Amendment  were — 

"  And,  Ibal  DO  psrt  of  the  Gndowmenli  of  the 
ADgtioBD  ChaToh  be  applied  to  tbe  EndowmeDt 
of  the  inatitutioni  of  other  retiglom  comniDiiioDs." 

The  lord  ADVOCATE  rose  as  one 
of  those  representatives  of  Scotland  who, 
according  to  his  hon.  and  gallant  Friend 
(Sir  James  Elphinstone),  had  deserted 
the  traditions  oitheir  country,  and  wished 
to  defend  himself  and  the  very  large  and 
unportant  body  of  his  fellow-countrymen 
— tha  constituencies  of  Scotland— upon 
whom  the  imputation  had  been  cast.  It 
was  true  Scotland  had  been  always  strong 
as  a  Pioteatant  country,  and  true  also 
that  she  was  now  as  distinctly  Protes- 
tant as  she  had  been  in  1560,  and  as 
Freabyterian  as  she  had  been  in  1640. 
But  there  was  one  tradition  which  the  hon. 
Baronet — who,  by  the  way,  did  not  re- 
present a  Scotch  constituency — ^had  for> 
gotten.  The  Scotch  had  always  objected, 
as  contrary  to  justice  and  right,  to  im- 
pose upon  a  reluctant  majority  the  Es- 
tablished Church  of  a  minori^.  They 
had  remembered  that  tradition  during 
the  recent  election  ;  and  it  was  not  ne- 
ceeaarythat  Scotch  representatives  should 
express  their  opinions  upon  the  points 
contained  in  this  Bill,  because  the  views 
of  the  country  were  bo  plainly  stated  as 
to  leave  no  manner  of  doubt  about  them. 
They  supported  the  proposition  to  dis- 
endow and  disestablidi  the  Irish  Church, 
not  because  they  were  not  Protestants, 
but  because  Ihey  were ;   because  they 


knew,  from  their  own  experienoe,  what 
it  was  to  be  o^^essed  by  the  Church  of 
tbe  minority.  But  the  hon.  Member  had 
raised  a  question  of  &ct,  and  he  rose  to 
deny  the  statement  made.  The  hon. 
Bafonet  had  said  that  it  was  well  un- 
derstood intheScotdi  constitnencieethat 
no  compeneation  was  to  be  paid  out  of 
the  fonds  of  the  Iridi  Chuicii  to  May- 
nooth ;  he,  on  the  contrary,  could  state 
as  a  fact,  from  his  own  experience,  that 
the  general  impreBsion  throughout  the 
constituencies,  as  far  as  he  knew  it,  was 
that  compensation  was  to  be  paid  both 
to  the  Freabyterians  and  the  Boman  Ca- 
tholics. The  questions — how  much  that 
compensation  should  be,  or  whether  the 
money  that  was  to  be  paid  was  to  go 
beyond  compensation,  were  entirely  dif- 
ferent queationB.  But  it  was  undoubt- 
edly the  fact  not  merely  that  no  pledge 
was  given  that  the  money  ahotud  not 
be  Bo  applied,  but  it  was  tbe  general 
understanding  that  it  was  to  be  so 
applied.  The  charge  of  inconeistentn' 
against  the  hon.  Member  for  E)dinbui%h 
(Mr.  M'Laren)  could  be  dispoBed  of  by 
a  reference  to  the  Journals  of  the  House, 
from  which  it  would  be  seen  the  course 
of  business  in  Committee  on  the  Irish 
Church  was  as  follows.  The  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  Kirkcaldy  (Mr.  Aytoim)  moved 
the  following  Eesolution : — 

"  That  wheo  the  AngliiUD  Charah  in  Ireland 
ii  diieitabliahed  aad  diiendoired,  it  is  right  uid 
neoeuarf  that  the  grant  to  Majnooth  and  tha 
RegioDi  Doaam  be  dlnjontinued  ;  aod  that  no 
part  of  the  >eout«riied  fundi  of  the  Angliaan 
Choreh,  or  any  State  fundi  whatever,  be  applied 
in  aoj  wajr,  or  nnder  an;  Ibrm,  to  the  eadoninent 
or  fbrtherance  of  tbe  IlamaD  Catholic  religion  in 
Ireland,  oc  to  the  eetabliahiaent  or  muntananoe 
of   Roman   Catholio  denominational  lohooU  or 

To  Uiat  an  Amendment  was  moved  to 
leave  out  all  the  words  after  "that," for 


ing  the  Eatabliihed  Chnroh  of  Ireland,  it  it  right 
and  naoenarj  that  thegrantto  HarnDotii  and  the 
Regiom  Doanm  he  dlMMntlnnad." 
The  Committee  divided  upon  that  ques- 
tion, and  the  original  Motion  was  hist. 
The  present  Prime  Minister  then  moved 
as  an  addition  to  the  Amendment,  whitih 
had  now  become  the  subatantiTe  Motion, 
the  words  "  due  regard  being  had  to  all 
personal  interests.  Upon  these  words 
being  added  the  hon.  Member  (Mr. 
Qreene)  proposed  as  an  Amendment — 
ICommitUt—Clmut  89. 
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n  finally 


"  And,  tfaat  no  pari  of  the  Endowmenli  of  the 
Anglinn  Gfauroh  be  applied  fo  the  EhdowmeDt 
oftbeinslitntioDS  of  other  religioas  oomrnDDiona." 
This  vas  lost,  and  the  Beeolutic 
come  to  was  as  follows ; — 

"  That  when  le^alslira  e^et  iball  have  been 
ginn  (o  Iha  Firtt  Keaolation  of  this  Committee, 
reapPDling  the  Eitabliahed  Church  of  Ireland,  it 
ia  right  and  neeeiinrj  that  (ha  grant  to  Majoooth 
and  the  Ragiuni  Donum  be  diecontinued,  due 
regard  being  bad  to  all  penonal  iutereqta." 
The  question,  therefore,  was  whether  it 
was  compensation  or  endowment  pro- 
posed by  the  BiD.  The  Committee  nad 
given  compensation  to  the  Presbyterians; 
and  now  that  had  been  done  it  was  sougfat 
to  deprive  the  Colle^  of  Maynooth  of 
the  same  measure  of  justice. 

8m  JAMES  ELPHIN9T0NE  said, 
he  had  made  no  allusion  to  the  Conso- 
lidated Fund.  What  he  maintained  was 
that  the  countiy  understood  at  tlte  last 
election  that  no  portion  of  the  funds  of 
the  plunder  of  ue  Irish  Church  should 
be  devoted  to  Popish  purpoees.  It  was 
upon  that  understanding  that  they  had 
canvassed  their  constituentB,  and  it  was 
certainly  upon  that  tmderetauding  that 
he  himself  had  been  returned  to  Par- 
liament. He  did  not  thin>  the  repre- 
sentatives of  Scotland  would  thank  the 
Lord  Advocate  for  the  explanation  be 
had  given  of  their  views  upon  the 
matter.  He  believed,  when  it  was 
known  in  Scotland  to-morrow  that  it  was 
the  deliberate  intention  of  the  Scotch 
Members  to  endow  Popery  out  of  Pro- 
testant funds— ['* No,  no!"] — it  would 
be  as  a  fiery  cross  to  rouse  Scotland 
against  the  Government  of  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman.  At  that  very  moment  the 
Scotch  Members,  by  their  own  mouth- 
piece, admitted  that  they  were  in  league 
with  Cardinal  Oullen.  [LaughUrA  Hon. 
Clontlemen  might  laugh ;  but  that  was 
the  position  of  the  question.  They  were 
in  league  with  Cardinal  Cullen  to  plun- 
der the  Established  Church  of  Ireland ; 
and  they  were,  to  a  great  extent,  about 
to  endow  the  Popish  religion  by  paying 
compensation  money  to  Maynooth. 

Mr.  H.  a.  HEEBEBT  said,  that  as 
he  entertained  strong  feelings  on  the 
subject,  he  desired  to  say  a  very  few 
words.  He  ^reedwith  hon.  Oenuemen 
on  the  Opposition  side  of  the  House  that 
the  people  of  this  countty  did  not,  at  the 
time  of  the  Gteneral  Election,  understand 
that  the  compensation  money  which  was 
to  be  paid  to  Maynooth  was  to  come  oul 
of  the  funds  of  the  Protestant  Estab- 
ITit  Lord  Advetate 


lished  Church.  Hewould  say  this,  how- 
ever, that  it  certainly  was  understood 
that  Maynooth  was  to  be  compensated 
out  of  some  funds.  For  himself  he  was 
perfectly  willing,  if  hon.  Gtentlemen  on 
the  Opposition  side  would  support  a  pro- 
posal to  endow  that  College  out  of  the 
Consolidated  Fund,  to  walk  into  the 
same  Lobby  with  them.  He  believed 
however  that,  if  once  the  present  oppor- 
tunity waa  allowed  to  aBp,  Mayuoo^ 
would  be  left  without  compensation, 
whether  out  of  the  funds  of  the  Church 
the  Oonsohdated  Fund. 

Me.  J.  LOWTHEE  said,  whatever 
might  be  the  merits  of  the  question  in 
dispute  between  his  hon.  Friend  the 
Member  for  Bury  St.  Edmunds  (Mr. 
Greene)  and  the  hon.  Member  for  Edin- 
burgh (Mr.  M'Laren),  the  Committee 
woidd  probably  be  of  opinion  that  the 
hon.  Member  for  Edinbui^h  had  main- 
tained that  character  for  shrewdness 
which  waa  eiy'oyed  by  his  countrymen. 
For  a  very  long  period  the  people  of 
England  had  been  under  the  impression 
that  a  very  strong  feeling  existed  in 
Scotland  against  any  contribution  being 
made  from  any  funds  whatever  towards 
the  support  of  the  Boman  Catholic  reli- 

'on.     But,  from  the  remarks  of  the  hon. 

Member  for  Edinburgh,  it  would  seem 
that  the  English  people  had  been  labour- 
ing under  a  very  great  delusion.  It 
would  appear  that  the  opinion  of  the 
people  of  Scotland  was  not  against  the 
endowment  of  the  Boman  Camolic  reli- 
gion, but  was  merely  gainst  being  com- 
pelled to  put  their  hands  into  their 
pockets  for  the  purpose  of  paying  for 
that  endowment.  It  would  seem  that 
when  the  contributions  for  the  endow* 
ment  of  Maj^nooth  were  derived  from 
any  other  source  than  these  same  pockets 
it  was  called  an  act  of  justice.  Hon. 
Members  on  the  Opposition  side  had 
been  twitted  by  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man at  the  head  of  the  Government  with 
having  allowed  the  clause  relative  to  the 
compensation  of  the  Presbyterians  to 
pass  without  comment,  and  then  violently 
opposing  the  clause  for  the  compensa- 
tion of  Maynooth.  He  begged,  how- 
ever, to  direct  the  attention  of  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  to  a  fact  which  he 
had  evidently  forgotten — namely,  that 
they  were,  in  the  instance  under  dis- 
cussion, creating  a  permanent  endow- 
ment, not  for  an  ordinaiy  religious  body, 
but   for  a   College.     The   right   hon. 
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Qentlemaa  said  that  Gentlemea  on 
the  opposite  side  did  not  object  to 
prinl^es  being  granted  to  tlte  Pres- 
byteriana,  but  £at  they  objected  to  their 
being  granted  to  the  Soman  GatboIicB. 
Not,  he  begged  to  remind  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  that,  when  the  hon. 
Member  fiw  Kirkcaldy  (Mr.  Aytoun), 
some  night«  ago,  rose  to  more  Mb 
Amendment,  objecting  to  oompensation 
in  a  lumpsum  being  given  to  Uaynootb, 
be  was  prevented  from  proceeding  upon 
a  point  of  Order;  ana  tbe  right  hon. 
Gentleman  himself,  in  objecting  to  the 
Amendment  vhich  he  (Mr.  Lowther) 
yentured  to  propose,  anticipated  the  dis- 
GOBsion  by  moving  to  strike  out  the 
dauae,  stating  aa  his  reason  that  he 
wished  the  diacuasion  on  the  endowment 
of  the  Colleges  to  be  taken  on  the  qaes- 
tion  of  the  endowment  of  Maynooth. 
[Mr.  Glasbtomb  :  No,  no  !J  He  be|^ed 
pardon  if  he  had  misrepresented  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman ;  but  he  un- 
derstood the  right  hon.  Qentlemao  to 
say  that  it  would  be  oonyenient  if  Clause 
37  were  struck  out,  for  a  similar  ques- 
tion might  be  raised  on  the  clause  now 
under  (uscussion.  What  he  wanted  to 
ooDvey  to  the  Committee  was  that  the 
object  of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman,  in 
moving  to  strike  out  Clause  37,  was  that 
the  endowment  of  the  Fresbyterian  Col- 
lege might  be  considered  at  the  same 
time  as  uiat  of  the  College  of  Maynooth. 
Now,  he  (Mr.  Lowther)  objected  quite 
as  mndi  to  the  payment  of  a  lump  sum 
to  the  Presbyterian  College,  as  a  corpo- 
rate body,  as  to  Maynooth.  He  objected 
as  a  matter  of  principle,  and  not  as  a 
question  of  "No  Popery,"  or  anything 
of  that  kind ;  and,  as  the  question  was 
now  under  discussion,  he  trusted  hia  hon. 
Friend  the  Member  for  North  Wiltshire 
(Sir  George  Jenkinson)  would  not  be  de- 
terred from  dividing.  The  question  was 
one  of  importance,  and  for  Ma  own  pEirt 
he  would  sooner  see  every  shilling  of  the 
proceeds  of  the  Irish  Qiurch  property 
shovelled  into  St.  George's  Channel  than 
that  one  shilling  of  it  should  be  given 
to  the  permanent  endowment  of  Popeiy. 
Mr.  SINCLAm  AYTOUN  said,  that 
as  the  hon.  Member  for  Bury  8t.  Ed- 
munds (Ur,  Greene)  had  mentionedliim 
as  having  voted  with  hini  last  year,  he 
desired  to  make  one  or  two  observations 
by  way  of  explanation  of  the  course 
which  he  then  adopted.  He  supported 
the  Motion  of  the  hon.  Member  because 


he  understood  it  declared  that  none  of 
the  funds  of  the  Angllctui  Churdi  were 
to  be  given  to  endow  any  religious 
denomination  whatever,  including,  of 
eourae,  the  Boman  CaUiolic.  He  put 
it  to  hon.  Gentlemen  candidly  to  declare 
whether,  as  the  clause  under  discussion 
at  present  stood,  it  was  or  was  not  an 
endowment  of  Popery.  There  was  where 
they  differed.  Gentlemen  on  Ma  aide  of 
the  House  tried  to  make  out  that  it  was 
simply  compensation;  but  he  had  no 
hesitation  in  saying  that  it  was  more ; 
and,  if  he  should  have  an  opportumty 
that  mght,  he  should  prove  uiat  it  was 
a  permanent  endowment  of  Maynooth, 
to  the  extent  of  £200,000.  Holding  tMs 
opinion,  he  found  hunself  placed  in  a 
somewhat  difficult  position.  If  he  voted 
for  retaining  the  dause  as  it  stood,  he 
would  appear  to  give  his  vote  in  favour 
of  the  p^manent  endowment  of  May- 
nooth, and  if,  on  the  other  hand,  he 
vot«d  with  the  hon.  Saronet  opposite 
(Sir  George  Jenkinson),  for  taking  the 
money  for  the  compensation  out  of  tbe 
Consolidated  Fund,  instead  of  out  of  the 
secularized  funds  of  the  Established 
Church,  he  would  appear  to  be  equally 
in  favour  of  endowing  Popery.  He  did 
not  wish  to  do  either  the  one  or  the 
other.  He  did  not  wish  to  give  a  shilling 
in  the  shape  of  permanent  endowment. 
Mb.  hunt  said,  in  reply  to  the  chal- 
lenge of  the  hon.  Member  for  Kerry 
(Mr.  H.  A.  Herbert),  he  wished  to  stato 
that,  as  f^  as  he  was  concerned,  he  was 
willing  to  vote  for  compensation  to  the 
College  of  Maynooth  out  of  tiie  Consoli- 
dated Fund.  He  agreed  with  the  hon. 
Gentleman  that  the  country  fully  under- 
stood that  no  compensation  was  to  be 
paid  to  Maynooth,  or  to  any  religious 
body,  out  of  the  property  of  the  Irish 
Church.  He  considered  it  would  be 
perfectly  fair  that  the  Consolidated  Fund 
should  he  at  the  expense  of  providing 
compensation  ;  because,  aa  aoon  as  the 
Maynooth  Grant  was  repealed  by  the 
passing  of  that  Bill,  the  Consolidated 
Fund  would  be  reheved  of  a  very  heavy 
burden  that  was  at  present  placed  upon 
it.  He  begged,  however,  to  be  under- 
stood as  linnitiig  himself  to  tMa  extent, 
that  he  would  not  agree  to  compensa- 
tion being  granted  out  of  the  Consoli- 
dated Fund  to  Maynooth  to  the  extent 
of  fourteen  times  the  income  of  that  in- 
stitution. What  he  should  be  willing 
to  consent  to  was,  that  compensation 
ICemmitifi — Ckuie  3d. 
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should  be  paid  in  respect  of  life  intereatB 
to  dioBO  who  had  life  interests  in  the 
grant,  and  Buitable  compensation  in 
respect  of  the  arerage  attendance  of 
studentsattheCdl^e,  but  that  it  should 
not  be  ^uited  to  t£e  extent  he  had  in- 
dicated. The  ri^ht  hon.  Gentleman  at 
ttie  head  of  the  Goremment  had  stated 
rery  fairly  that  the  interests  of  the  Pres- 
bytoriana  and  thoee  of  the  Boman  Ca- 
tholics ought  to  stand  on  the  same  Cx>t- 
ing.  When  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
made  the  declaration  that  none  of  the 
prooeeda  of  the  Church  proper^  should 
go  to  the  support  of  any  refegious  body, 
he  (Itr.  Hunt)  supposed  that  the  remark 
applied  equally  to^e  Freefoyterians  and 
the  Boman  Catholics.  Be  that  as  it 
ni^ht,  there  oould  be  no  doubt  that  the 
point  the  country  looked  at  was  with 
gard  to  tilie  Roinan  Catholics.  When 
file  declaration  of  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man was  made,  there  could  be  no  doubt 
that  the  eyes  of  the  country  were  fiurten- 
ed  on  Maynoeth,  and  not  on  the  Regiwn 
Doman.  But,  whatever  views  their  con- 
stituents took  of  it,  they,  in  that  House, 
ought  not  to  confine  uieir  attention  tfl 
the  question  of  Uaynooth.     He  was  not 

E resent  when  Clause  36  was  passed ;  but 
e  was  prepared  to  make  up  for  his  de- 
reliction of  duty  by  voting  to  strike  out 
Clause  89,  and  Clause  36  also  when  the 
Beport  was  brought  up.  He  fiilly  ad- 
mitted tiiat  the  two  things  ought  to  go 
tt^iether.  He  had  intended  to  vote 
against  any  of  these  chains  being 
thrown  on  the  fiinds  of  the  i^tablished 
Chnrch,  and  he  was  prepared  to  main- 
tain that  view. 

Mb.  G-  H.  MOOEE  observed,  that,  in 
the  old  debates  which  took  place  on  the 
endowment  of  Maynooth,  the  o 
conscientious  objection  always  started 
was  that  it  was  wrong  to  tax  British  Pro- 
testante  for  the  maintenance  of  a  religion 
which  they  disapproved;  but  the  most 
having  been  made  of  that  scmple,  a  new 
one  was  invoked,  and  the  objection  now 
was  that  Uaynooth  should  be  endowed 
or  oompeoBated  out  of  the  Estoblished 
Church.  Thoeewhourgedthatobjeotion, 
however,  forgot  that  it  was  only  in  case 
of  thoee  f^ds  ceasing  to  be  the  proper^ 
of  the  Established  Church  that  there 
should  be  applied  to  the  compensation 
of  Uaynooth  a  portion  of  a  surplus  which 
was  so  large  that  nobody  knew  what  to 
do  with  it^ 

Mb.    NEWDEGATE    admitted    the 

Mr.  Hmt 


the  observation  that  if  they 
to  assume  that  the  property  of  the 
Protestant  Church  had  been  confiscated, 
it  had  ceased  to  be  that  of  the  denomi- 
nation to  which  it  had  belonged.  But 
Gentlemen  on  his  ^de  of  the  House  had 
always  objected  to  confiscation ;  and 
they  did  not  fihinlr  it  was  any  additional 
recommendation  in  favour  of  oonfisoation 
that  the  confiscated  property  of  the  Pro- 
testant CbuTcfa  was  to  be  wphed  to  the 
purposes  of  the  Boman  Catholic  reli- 
gion. That  was  the  reason  why  last 
Sesaon  the  hon.  Member  for  Bury  was 
not  able  to  accept  the  assurance  of  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Fresidrat  of 
the  Board  of  Trade  that  the  Prime 
Minister  had  given  the  House  an  assur- 
ance quite  sufficient  to  convince  any 
reasonable  man  that  no  part  of  these 
funds  would  be  applied  to  purposes  of 
any  other  religious  denomination.  The 
Pnme  Minister  had  treated  this  matter 
and  the  opposition  to  this  clause  as  the 
result  of  mere  religious  prejudice,  and  a 
prejudice,  moreover,  displayed  only  upon 
the  part  of  Protostants.  The  truth, 
however,  was  that  the  objection  to  the 
endowment  of  Maynooth  had  ite  root  in 
a  disapproval  of  tbe  dominant  spirit  of 
Ultramontanism  now  supreme  at  Btnne 
— a  spirit  which  was  perfectly  well  un- 
derstood at  Paris,  in  Italy,  and  in  Spain ; 
but  which,  he  was  sorry  to  say,  was  not 
not  BO  clear^  understood  as  it  ought  to 
be  in  the  House  of  Commons.  There 
was  a  difference  between  the  Boman 
Catholic  religion  and  the  temporal  am- 
bition of  the  Papacy  whidi  was  perfectly 
understood  throiu;h  eveiy  court  and 
every  country  of  Europe  among  Boman 
CatholicB.  A  Boman  Cathuio,  Mr. 
Whittle,  had,  in  a  pamphlet  and  in  other 
works,  exphuned  this  difference  as  the 
why  many  Boman  Cathohcs  ob- 
ject to  sending  their  children  to  Colleges 
which  are  under  exclusively  priestly  di- 
rection. This  objection  was  founded 
upon  the  difference  known  to  exist  be- 
tween the  Boman  Catholic  religion  and 
what  was  recognized  all  over  the  worid 
as  Popery.  Yet  the  Prime  Minister 
stigmatized  this  knowledge  as  prejudice. 
Those  who  sat  on  the  Opposition  Benches 
were  taunted  because  they  had  not  ob- 
jected to  the  granting  of  compensatioa 
to  the  Presbyterians,  and  because  having 
BO  acted  they  were  now  objecting  to  the 
endowment  of  the  Boman  Catholics. 
But  there  was  a  great  and  mateiiikl  dis- 
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I  two  oasea.  The 
KresbyteriaiiB  acknowled^  the  aupre- 
macT  of  the  Cravn,  bat  Cardinal  Cimeit, 
Dr.  Manning,  and  their  followers  repu- 
diate that  supremacy.  That  was  Buffi~ 
cient  to  juatiftr  the  hon.  Uember  for 
Btiry  in  moving,  as  he  had  done  last 
year,  that  no  part  of  the  Choroh  funds 
should  be  ^ven  towards  the  endowment 
of  Ifaynooth.  He  (Mr.  Newd^;ate) 
had  no  wish  to  detain  the  Committee. 
He  had  risen  principaUy  to  protest 
against  the  doctrine  of  the  Prime  Minia- 
ter  that  the  opposition  to  this  clause 
had  bad  its  origin  in  prejudice. 

Ms.  "F.TTjnt',  must  say,  with  refer- 
ence to  the  willingness  of  the  right 
hon.  Qentleman  (Mr.  Hunt)  to  give 
compensation  or  endowment,  or  what- 
erer  else  they  might  term  it,  out  of  the 
Consolidated  Fund,  but  not  out  of  the 
surplus  rsTenuea  of  the  DiseBtablished 
ChuTob  in  Ireland,  that  be,  for  one, 
oould  see  no  difTerence  between  the  two 
fonda.  If  the  Consolidated  Fund  was 
the  property  of  the  public,  so  also  were 
the  surplus  rerenues  of  the  Church  in 
Ireland.  Therefore,  as  regarded  that 
argument,  he,  for  one,  could  lay  but 
very  little  stress  upon  it.  He  did  not 
want  to  go  into  tbo  present  argument 
as  to  the  endowntent  of  Maynootn ;  they 
had  to  deal  with  a  particular  Amend- 
ment, and  to  that  he  would  confine  him- 
self. Ho  was  reiy  strongly  opposed  to 
that  part  of  the  dause  whiob  would  set 
up,  under  Parliamentary  sanction,  an  ec- 
desiastioal  Boman  Catholic  corporation 
in  Ireland,  and  he  should  be  prepared, 
when  the  proper  time  came,  to  vote 
agunst  any  additional  endowment  to 
Maynooth.  On  the  other  hand,  he  felt 
bound  by  the  Besolution  passed  last 
year  to  give  proper  and  full  compensa- 
tion to  aU  existing  interests.  How  were 
tliey  to  give  that  compensation?  Ho 
thought  they  gave  a  boon  to  Ireland 
last  year  when  they  consented  that,  in- 
stead of  applying  any  of  the  property 
of  the  Disestablished  Church  to  gene- 
ral public  purposes,  it  should  be  entirely 
applied  to  the  benefit  of  Ireland;  and 
one  of  the  very  first  purposes  to  which 
it  oould  be  legitimately  applied  was  to 
compensate  the  interests  that  existed  in 
Ireland.  He  certainly  thought  that  the 
surplus  fimds  of  me  Disestablished 
Church,  after  providing  for  all  just 
daims  in  connection  witn  existing  into- 
reate,  should  be  appropriated  to  compen- 


sate existing  interests  in  connection  witli 
Maynooth  as  now  existing  under  the 
Consolidated  Fund.  It  was  therefore 
impossible  that  he  could  do  otherwise 
than  Toto  against  the  Amendment  of  his 
hon.  Friend  opposite  (Sir  Q«orge  Jen- 
Idnson).  He  should  vote  unwillingly,  for 
he  was  opposed  to  the  clause  as  it  stood, 
and  if  not  altered  he  should  be  prepared 
to  say  "  No  "  to  it.  But  if  compensation 
were  to  be  given  at  all — and  after  the  pro- 
mises of  last  year  they  could  not  avoid  that 
— then  it  ought  to  come  out  of  the  sur- 
plus funds  of  the  DiseBtablished  Church. 
8m  FEEDEBICK  W.  HETGATE 
felt  thit  the  right  hon.  0«ntleman  the 
Prime  Minister  had  placed  them  in  a 
very  psinful  position  by  contriving  that 
compensation  to  the  Freebytorian  body 
should  be  mixed  up  vith  compensation 
to  Maynooth.  He  had  always  felt  that 
the  two  questions  of  religious  endow- 
ment and  academical  «idowment  had  no 
connection  with  each  other.  In  relatioa 
to  the  question  of  Trinity  College,  he 
maintained  that  no  substantial  injustice 
was  done  in  Ireland  by  the  excluave 
character  of  its  endowments,  because 
there  existed  an  endowment  for  the  Col- 
lege of  Maynooth,  and  also  for  the  Pres- 
byterian body ;  and  when  the  time  came 
for  considering  the  case  of  Trinity  Col- 
l^;e,  he  hoped  the  generous  sentimenta 
expressed  by  the  hon.  Membef  for  Bos- 
common  (The  O'Oonor  Don)  would  not 
be  forgotten.  If  it  were  possible  in  a 
matter  of  so  mudi  difficulty,  he  should 
have  preferred  to  adopt  tlte  course 
pointed  out  by  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
the  Member  for  Nor§iamptonshire  (Mr. 
Hunt).  But  no  one  knew  better  than 
that  right  hon.  Gentleman  himself  that 
the  question  could  not  be  put  to  the 
Committee  in  the  way  he  had  indicated. 
It  was  impossible  for  them  to  vote  upon 
the  question  of  whether  this  compensa- 
tion was  to  be  taken  out  of  the  Church 
Fund  or  the  Consolidated  Fund.  For 
himself  he  was  in  favour  of  endowmenta. 
He  could  not  help  giving  his  vote  in 
favour  of  the  proposition  of  the  Govern- 
ment. Hon.  Members  should  remember 
what  was  the  state  of  things  at  the  time 
of  the  Union,  when  there  was  an  express 
understanding  that  all  those  rights 
should  be  respected,  and  it  was  impos- 
sible for  the  House  to  turn  round  aad 
utterly  ignore  this.  He  felt  placed  in  a 
position  of  difficulty;  but  he  thought 
that  if  compensation  was  given  to  the 
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FreebTterianB  it  could  not  be  refused  toi    "iDrtwdofdeflnmjeiMtljwhstiitho 
the  Homan  CathoUcB.      At  the    same    '"  *-  "'''  "■  '"*'  p-*^—'-  -"  "™"« 
time,  he  thought  that  the  two  quMtionB 
should  not  have  been    mixed  up    to- 


Mb.  M'AETHTIR  Baid,  he  had  not 
yet  spoken  on  tiiia  queation — firat,  be- 
cause he  had  no  wish  to  travel  over  old 
CTound,  and,  secondly,  beoause  he 
Uiought  that  votes  were  better  than 
epeediee ;  but  he  could  not  sit  silent  and 
hear  the  statements  made  by  hon.  Gen- 
tlemen on  the  other  aide  of  the  House. 
He  moBt  distinctlT  repudiated  what  some 
of  those  hon.  Gentlemen  had  said — 
nunely,  that  Protestant  Member^  on  the 
Ministerial  aide  were  betraying  the  in- 
terests of  the  Protestant  cause  and  lend- 
ing themselves  to  the  designs  of  Cardinal 
CuUen.  He  had  listened  to  the  ^eech 
of  the  right  hon.  and  learned  O^ntfeman 
the  Member  for  the  University  of  Dublin 
(Dr.  Ball),  and  he  found  that  the  rieht 
hon.  and  learned  GentlemEin  was  actually 
advocating  the  principle  of  "levelling 
up,"  and  suf^esting  to  the  House  that 
a  certain  income  should  be  g^ven  to  the 
Boman  Catholic  clergy,  and  also  an  in- 
creased endowment  to  Maynooth.  And 
the  right  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman 
went  even  fiuther  than  that,  for  he  said 
the  standard  of  education  at  Maynooth 
would  be  improved  if  the  grant  were 
increased.  TTia  hon.  Friend  the  Member 
for  Coleraine  {Sir  Hervey  Bruce),  the 
other  night,  advocated  the  payment  of 
the  Boman  Catholic  clergy,  and  there- 
fore it  came  with  very  bad  grace  from 
Gentlemen  opposite  to  say  those  on  the 
Muiisterial  side  were  in  alliance  with 
Cardinal  Cullen.  He  did  not  regard 
this  as  a  question  of  principle.  The 
principle  was  surrendered  when  the 
grant  to  Maynooth  was  made ;  and  if 
fliey  were  dealing  with  the  question  for 
the  first  time,  he  should  oppose  it ;  but 
he  agreed  with  the  hon.  Baronet 
Frederick  Heygate)  that  as  a  nation 
they  were  bound  in  honour  to  give  a  fair 
and  equitable  compensation  to  Maynooth 
College.  He  advocated  this  measure  in 
the  interest  of  the  Established  Church 
in  Ireland,  which  he  believed  would  be 
in  a  better  position  than  it  had  ever 
been  before.  With  regard  to  the  ques- 
tion of  amount,  he  considered  they  were 
bound  to  give  the  compensation  on  the 
principle  upon  which  the  grant  was  ori- 
ginally given.  When  Sir  Eobert  Pee! 
introduced  the  Maynooth  Bill  he  said — 
Sir  Frtieriek  W.  StggtOe 


to  be  piid  to  euh  PraG-isor,  ws  propou  to  mllut 
to  the  TraitMi  of  Hajnootli  ft  oerliin  aam  to  b« 
pUoed  at  their  diBoretion  for  tbe  ohjirgei  of  ths 
aiCabllihmsnt'  in    retpeot  of  offioen   uid  Pro- 

On  that  principle  Maynooth  was  entitled 
to  a  fiur  compensation.  They  were  giv- 
ing the  Church  in  Ireland,  with  a  popu- 
lation under  700,000,  its  churches — a 
life  interest  to  its  clergy,  and  its  glebes 
on  most  &voarable  terms.  The  Presby- 
terians, numbering  about  S20,000  were 
to  have  £700,000 — fourteen  years'  pur- 
chase of  the  grants  to  their  College, 
besides  some  other  small  amounts.  He 
thought  therefore,  when  they  considered 
that  the  Boman  Catholics  numbered 
more  than  4,500,000,  they  were  giving 
no  unfair  or  unreasonable  sum  by  giving 
fourteen  years'  purchase  of  the  grant  to 
Maynooth.  He  had  from  the  Krst  sup- 
ported; this  great  measure,  not  merdy 
m  the  interest  of  Ireland,  but  in  the 
interest  of  the  Irish  Church.  Hitherto 
it  had  been  placed  in  direct  antagonism 
to  the  great  majority  of  the  Irish  people. 
They  were  now  about  to  take  it  out  of 
that  false  position — to  strike  off  the  fet- 
ters which  had  so  long  impeded  its  pro- 
gress and  repressed  its  ensues — to  give 
it  the  power  of  self-government  and  the 
exercise  of  «  salutary  discipline.     He 

g(r.  M'Arthur)  bad  no  fear  of  the  result, 
e  confidently  believed  that,  under  its 
new  circumstances,  the  Irish  Church 
would  be  more  prosperous  than  ever, 
and  would  more  effectually  promote  the 
interests  of  FrotestantiBm  in  Ireland. 

Mb.  HENLEY :  I  wish  to  say  a  few 
words  to  explain  why  I  shall  vote  as  I 
am  about  to  do.  I  will  not  say  a  word 
on  the  speech  of  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man who  tells  us  he  ie  not  going  to  vote 
upon  principle. 

Mb.  M'AETHUR  explained  that  there 
was  no  question  of  principle  as  to  the 
Maynooth  Grant  involved  in  the  matter, 
but  that  it  was  a  question  of  compensa- 
tion alone,  dealing  with  existing  inte- 

Mb.  HENLET:  The  question  we 
have  now  to  consider  is,  whether  the 
compensation,  or  whatever  it  may  be 
called,  ought  to  be  paid  to  Maynooth 
out  of  Chm«h  property,  or  if  not  from 
Church  property,  from  other  sources? 
Now  I  certainly  understood  at  the  time 
this  measure  was  introduced,  and  the 
Eesolutions  were  passed  on  this  subject 
last  year,  that  the  Church  of  Ireuind 
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waa  to  be  disestablished  and  disen- 
dowed, respect  being  had  to  vested  per- 
Bonal  interests.  I  oIbo  understood  that 
tlie  grant  to  Afajnooth  and  the  Regium 
Jhnum  were  to  cease,  respect  being  also 
bad  to  vested  personal  interests.  I  un- 
derstood that  to  be  the  general  proposi- 
tion. I  also  understood  most  djetinctly 
that  the  Buiplua  funds  of  the  Church 
were  to  be  applied  to  Irish  purposes. 
That  was  most  distinctly  stated ;  and  I 
cannot  for  one  moment  understand  how 
it  can  be  an  Irish  purpose  to  relieve  the 
tax-payers  of  the  United  Kingdom  from 
paying  their  share  of  compensation  for 
the  vested  interests  of  the  lUgium  Donum 
and  Maynooth.  That  is  the  simple  view 
that  I  take  of  the  question  raised  by  my 
hou.  Friend  tlie  Member  for  Wiltshire 
(Sir  Geoi^  Jenkinson).  One  word 
now  as  to  what  fell  from  the  Prime 
Minister.  He  used  a  most  ingenious 
argument  to  diow  that  the  quesbon  was 
concluded,  because  nothing  had  been 
said  as  to  the  early  part  of  the  clause 
with  reference  to  the  Regivm  Donum. 
But  I  think  we  should  have  been  justly 
exposed  to  a  chai^  of,  what  some  might 
tenn,  factious  opposition  if  we  had 
raised  this  question  upon  the  double 
issue.  It  is  reasonable  and  fair  tiiat 
what  goes  to  the  Begium  Donitm  should 
go  to  Maynooth.  The  amount  ia  an- 
ther matter;  but  I  thinl  it  would  not 
have  been  fair,  in  carrying  on  the  oppo- 
sition to  this  Bill,  if  the  question  ^ad 
been  raised  first  upon  the  Stgiwn  Donttm, 
and  then  afterwards  upon  Maynooth. 
It  is  more  usual  upon  a  question  of 
principle  to  raise  it  at  the  end  of  the 
clause,  when  it  comprises  all  the  points 
at  issue ;  and  I  think  the  hou.  Barouet 
has  raised  the  question  fairly,  because 
this  one  clause  comprises  both  the 
Rtgium  Jhtmm  and  the  Maynooth  Grant. 
Of  course,  if  the  Committee  adopt  the 
words  of  the  hon.  Barouet,  when  the 
clause  comes  to  stand  part  of  the  Bill, 
the  whole  of  it  will  go  toother.  That 
is  my  answer  to  the  Prune  Minister 
when  he  argues  that  it  ia  unfair  to  draw 
a  distinction  in  this  matter.  The  argu- 
ment was  an  ingenious  one;  but  the 
Committee  would  remark  that  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  did  not  say  a  single 
word  why  this  money  should  come  out 
of  the  property  of  the  Church  instead  of 
out  of  the  Consolidated  Fund.  He 
evades  that  question  altogether,  aud 
that  is  the  question  before  the  House. 


yOL.  OXCVI.    [ti 
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Mb.  BRIGHT:  Sir,  the  Motion,  or 
rather  the  Amendment,  of  the  hon. 
Baronet  the  Member  for  Wiltshire  (Sir 
George  Jenkinson)  is  rather  different,  I 
think,  from  what  many  Members  of  Uie 
House  suppose.  The  proposition,  if  it 
were  carried,  would  say  that  the  compen- 
sation for  Maynooth  should  not  be  taken 
out  of  the  Church  Fund.  It  does  not  say 
from  what  source  it  shaU  be  taken.  I 
leave  to  the  House  to  consider  what 
would  be  said  if  such  a  Besolution  could 
be  carried.  You  would  have,  I  believe, 
from  a  large  portion  of  Ireland,  and 
you  would  nave  from  one  end  of  Great 
Britain  to  the  other,  a  protest  against 
taking  the  compensation  out  of  the  Con- 
solidated Fund,  and  then  the  result 
would  be  either  that  the  House  might 
be  forced  back  to  resdud  the  Amend- 
ment— at  least  to  restore  the  clause — or 
else  to  come  to  the  conclusion,  which  I 
think  few  men  in  this  House  would  wish 
to  see  us  arrive  at,  that  for  the  insti- 
tution of  Maynooth  College  there  should 
be  no  compensation  at  all.  Therefore, 
the  House  should  be  a  little  cautious  as 
to  the  course  which  it  ia  invited  to  pur- 
sue by  the  hon.  Member  for  Wiltshire  and 
some  other  hon.  Members  who  have 
spoken  on  that  side  of  the  House.  Let 
us  suppose  for  a  moment  that  the  Amend- 
ment to  the  question  was  whether  the 
compensation  should  come  out  of  the 
Church  Fund  or  out  of  the  taxee.  If  it 
came  out  of  the  taxes  it  would  make  the 
surplus  so  much  larger ;  the  House  has 
already  determined  what  sums  shall  be 
granted  to  the  Disendowed  Church.  If 
hon.  Gentleman  were  to  adopt  the  same 
principle  with  regard  to  the  Presby- 
terians, we  shouldhave  to  pay  £800,000 
out  of  the  Consolidated  Fund,  and  nearly 
£400,000  for  the  Maynooth  compensa- 
tion, and  if  these  two  sums  were  paid 
out  of  the  Consolidated  Fund  it  would 
give  the  increase  to  the  surplus  in  the 
hands  of  the  Church  Commission.  But 
what  was  to  be  done  with  the  surplus  in 
the  hands  of  the  Church  Commission? 
Itwosoneof  the  complaints  of  hou.  Gen- 
tlemen opposite  that  it  would  give,  some 
of  them  said,  too  much  to  the  landlords 
oflreland.  Others,  and  those  who  are  the 
strongest  against  compensation  are  the 
strongest  in  saying  that  it  woidd  give 
support  to  on  institution  in  Ireland  which 
would  come  entirely  into  the  hands  of 
Soman  Catholic  ecclesiastics,  and  there- 
fore,   hou.    Gentlemen    themselves,  by 
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using  euch  BtatemeDts,  appeared  to  him 
to  be  iiiconeiBtent  with  the  course  they 
vete  taking  to-day  You  have  done  thiB 
for  the  Presbyterians  —  you  hare  al- 
ready voted  for  their  CoUege  compen- 
sation out  of  the  Church  Funds  upon  the 
same  principle.  The  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man the  Member  for  Oxfordshire  (Mr. 
Henley)  is  quite  wrong  in  some  of  the 
obeerrations  which  he  has  made  in 
reference  to  this  clauae.  We  are,  at 
htis  moment  on  Clause  40 — ["Clause 
89"];  and  on  Glauses  36  and  37,  two 
pages  back,  we  Bettled  the  question  as 
regards  the  compensation  to  be  given  to 
nesbyterians.  Surely  there  is  no  Mem- 
ber of  the  House  wiLL  say  at  this  moment 
that  he  was  taken  in  on  the  question  of 
the  Presbyterian  vote.  I  know  perfectly 
well  the  Members  for  Wiltshire  and 
Warwickshire  will  not  deny  it.  They 
are  on  that  side  just  now  the  specifd 
champions  of  Protestantism.  They  will 
not  deny  that  they  understood  perfectly 
well  what  the  House  was  doing  when 
the  House  decided  the  Presbyterian 
compensation.  And,  therefore,  the  ob- 
ject of  this  Amendment  is  to  signify  the 
continued  hostility  of  certain  Ctentlemen 
in  the  House — that  hostility  which  has 
existed  for  300  years — with  regard  to  the 
Catholic   religion  in  Ireland.     If   this 
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centuries  has  prevailed  in  Ireland.  Wo 
know  what  has  been  the  &uit  of  that 
policy,  and  we  see,  now  that  it  has  come 
to  an  end  and  when  we  are  about  to 
turn  over  a  new  leaf,  that  every  man  in 
Ireland  will  be  conscious  hereafter  that 
the  Imperial  Parliament  will  judge 
fairly,  and  equally,  and  justly  between 
all  the  people  of  the  realm,  whether  they 
are  attached  to  the  Protestant  or  to  the 
Catholic  Church. 

Mb.  DISBAEU  :  I  will  endeavoor 
to  recall  the  attention  of  the  Committee 
to  the  real  point  before  them,  though 
I  must  notice  the  fallacy  of  the  state- 
ment of  the  right  ban.  Gteutleman  (Mr. 
Bright)  with  respect  to  Maynooth.  He 
seems  quite  to  forget  that  it  was  an 
Irish  Protestant  Parliament  that  founded 
Maynooth,  and  that  it  was  a  Protestant 
and  Conservative  Minister  who  re-estab- 
lished  it  on  a  more  extensive  basis 
than  that  upon  which  it  originally  stood. 
If  he  does  remember  these  &cte,  how 
is  he  justified  in  saying  that  the  vote 
he  contemplates  we  shiul  g^ve  is  only 
animated  by  hostility  to  this  institution, 
which  was  estabhshed  by  a  Protestant 
Parhament,  and  enlarged  by  the  Con- 
servative party  in  this  country  ?  I  am 
in  &vour  of  compensation  to  the  College 
of  Maynooth.  Last  year  the  great  ma- 
,  jority  of  the  House  were  agreed  that  if 


knows  Ihat  there  would  not  be  a  whisper 
of  dissent.  Yon  are  acting  consistently, 
I  admit,  upon  the  principTe  upon  which 
the  Established  Church  was  founded, 
which  was  one  of  political  and  religious 
hostilify'  to  the  Boman  Catholic  religion. 
There  are  few  hon.Members  on  this  side 


_  n  this  matter  would  be  made 
I  believe  there  are  but  two 
such  Gentleman.  I  do  not  say  one  word 
with  regard  to  the  inconsistency  of  those 
Gentlemen.  I  believe  they  are  as  honest 
in  the  course  they  are  tiding  as  I  am. 
But  I  am  sure  every  Member  of  the 
House  will  feel  that  the  principle  on 
which  the  Government  is  acting  in  this 
clause  is  consistent  wiHi  the  principle  of 
the  Bill,  which  is  that  of  religious 
equality  in  Ireland  for  the  future.  If 
the  House  were  to  throw  out  this  clause, 
on  the  ground  that  the  persons  to  whom 
it  apphes  are  of  the  Catholic  Church, 
they  would  set  their  seal  on  this  May- 
nooth question  to  the  same  grievous  and 
hateful  policy  which  for  the  last  three 
Mr.  Bright  ' 


sition  of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  at 
the  head  of  the  Government,  it  should 
be  entitled  to  compensation.  I  desire 
that  that  compensation  should  not  only 
be  just,  but  liberal ;  because  in  measures 
of  thia  kind,  involving  such  extensive 
change,  we  should  not  only  consider  ma- 
terial interests,  but  the  feelings  and 
sentiments  of  those  concerned,  and  which 
no  mere  pounds,  shillings,  and  pence 
scale  of  compensation  can  adequately 
meet.  Whether  the  question  refers  to  the 
Protestant  Episcopal  Church,  to  those 
who  have  enjoyed  the  Segium  Bonum,  or 
to  those  interested  in  the  CoUege  of 
Maynooth,  we  ought  to  be  influenced  in 
making  any  provision  for  compensation, 
not  omy  by  foehngs  of  justice,  but  of 
liborali^.  But  having  said  that,  I  must, 
at  the  same  time,  say  that  it  was  under- 
stood last  year,  certainly  by  the  countiy, 
that  theoompeneation  to  Maynooth  should 
not  bederived  out  of  the  confiscated  funds 
of  the  Protestant  Episcopal  Church. 
When  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  tells  us 
that  if  we  adopted  tfais  proposition  there 
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Tonld  b«  genexal  disooiitont,  not  onl; 
throughoutSngland,  but  even  in  Ireland, 
I  say  that  the  feeling  of  the  oountty  has 
been  one  of  aAtoniahment,  that  the  iund 
from  which  this  compenBation  ie  proposed 
to  be  given,  should  oe  part  of  the  confis- 
cated property  of  the  dmrch ;  because  it 
waa  thoroughly  understood  on  both  sides 
of  the  House  that,  whatever  might  be 
tlie  consequences,  the  surplus  revenue 
of  the  Disestablished  and  Disendowed 
Church  should  be  applied  to  Inah  pur- 
poses, not  hitherto  provided  for.  And 
nere  I  must  notice  a  feature  in  the  ad- 
dresses of  the  Prime  Uioister  upon  this 
subject,  as  to  the  mutual  financial  rela- 
tions between  England  and  Ireland. 
Whenever  there  is  any  question  as  to  the 
financial  relations  between  the  two  coun- 
tries, the  right  hon.  Gentleman  falls  into 
the  habit  of  going  back  into  the  national 
accounts  Car  a  number  of  years,  and 
then  conjuring  up  a  claim  against  Ire- 
land. ["No,  no!"3  Yes,  most  deci- 
dedly. The  light  hon.  Gentleman  has 
gone  out  of  his  way  to  estimate  the  sums 
JTolaad  has  received  &om  the  Consoli- 
dated Fund,  and  concludes  by  saying 
that  the  pln.ima  mads  on  the  Esehequer 
of  the  United  Kingdom  is  one  that 
ought  not  to  be  admitted.  But  that  is  a 
most  dangerous  mode  of  dealing  with 
the  subject.  We  cannot,  in  matters  of 
this  kind,  be  too  dear  and  straightfor- 
ward, and  if  there  was  an  understanding 
on  the  part  of  Ireland,  whether  Protest- 
ant or  Soman  Catholic,  that  all  the  sur- 
plus fauds  should  be  ^plied  to  Irish 
purposes  that  ought  to  be  observed.  I 
am  in  favour  of  ample  compensation 
being  given  to  Maynooth,  and  I  wish  it 
to  be  supplied  from  the  sources  from 
which  we  understood  last  year  that  the 
flyiatjng  Government  contemplated  de- 
riving it.  Taking  that  view  of  the  case, 
I  do  not  see  how  we  can  be  open  to  the 
charges  of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  who 
has  just  addressed  the  Committee,  be- 
cause we  acknowledge  the  first  claim  of 
Uaynooth  to  compensation,  and  indicate 
the  source  whence  it  ought  to  be  derived 
by  observing  the  engagement  Parlia- 
ment entered  into  with  ma  country.  It 
does  therefore  appear  to  me  extraordi- 
naiT  that,  imder  such  circumstances 
and  on  such  grounds,  such  accusations 
^ould  be  made  against  us  as  have  been 
made  Ui  the  expressions  of  the  right  hon. 
Gendeman  the  President  of  the  Board  of 
Trade.    The  right  htm.  Gentleman  the 


Prime  Jiinifiter,  in  reference  to  this  votof 
made  one  observation  which  I  admit  has 
considerable  point.  But  its  efiect  is  really 
of  a  very  liinited  character  when  fairly 
considered,  and,  so  &r  as  I  am  con- 
cerned, it  has  little  application.  I 
acknowledge,  Sir,  there  is  an  apparent 
inoonsistency  in  the  fact  of  having  passed 
the  36th  clause,  providing  compensation 
for  the  recipients  of  the  JUgitim  Donvm, 
and  now  offering  opposition  to  the  clause 
proposing  compensation  to  the  College 
of  Maynooth.  ["  Hear,  hear ! "]  But 
the  hon.  Gentleman  who  cheers  me  evi- 
dently forgets  that  I  had  put  an  Amend- 
ment on  uie  Paper  to  omit  Clause  36 
alt(^ether;  and,  consequently,  I  feel  I 
am  not  open  to  any  accusation  of  sinister 
or  inconsistent  conduct  in  this  matter. 
The  reason  why  I  did  not  press  my 
Amendment  to  a  division  was  this — I 
told  the  Committee  that  the  Amendment 
which  I  had  placed  on  the  Paper  had 
one  main  object — that  object  being  to 
obtain,  not  an  adequate,  out  some  en- 
dowment for  the  notestant  Episcopal 
Church — such  a  sum  as  would  animate 
the  friends  of  the  Church  in  Ireland  to 
contribute  an  amount  that  would  pre- 
serve that  Church.  But  after  the  deci- 
sions come  to  by  the  Committee  on  seve- 
ral occasions,  and  after  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  at  the  head  of  the  Govern- 
ment had  announced  in  a  distinct  manner 
that  it  was  a  part  of  his  policy,  from 
which  he  could  not  deviate,  that  no  por- 
tion of  the  property  of  the  Church  should 
be  left  to  it  as  an  endowment,  I  felt  that 
it  was  useless  to  trouble  the  Committee 
with  endless  Amendments  on  the  subject. 
But  my  Motion,  nevertheless,  appeared 
on  the  Paper.  There  was  an  additional 
reason  why  I  did  not  press  it.  It  was 
intimated  to  me  that  there  were  many 
hon.  Gentlemen  who,  though  advocating 
the  principle  whichlwascontendingfor, 
thought  that  the  division  upon  the  point 
ought  to  be  taken  upon  a  subsequent 
stage,  in  which  the  interests  both  of 
the  Presbyterian  and  Boman  Catholic 
Churches  would  be  at  issue.  So  lar, 
then,  as  I  and  those  hon.  and  right  hon. 
Gendemen  who  concur  with  me  are  con- 
cerned, I  do  not  think  that  the  reproaches 
of  the  right  hem.  Gentleman  opposite 
have  any  force.  If  I  were  to  follow  my 
own  incunation,  I  should  say,  after  the 
expression  of  the  Committee  on  my 
Amendment,  I  should  not  desire  to  ask 
for  the  further  expression  of  its  opinion 
L  2  [CofflintKw— C/dwe  99. 
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on  the  Bubject.  But  as  my  opinion  is 
cliallenged  on  tlie  policy  of  the  questioB 
nov  tinder  consideration,  I  do  not  thJnlr 
it  ie  consistent  mth  my  duty  to  be  silent. 
I  say,  then,  that  my  opinion  is  un- 
changed— namely,  that  die  compeoEa- 
tion  for  those  who  have  hitherto  enjoyed 
the  Seffiutn  Donuta  and  the  grant  for  the 
CoUeee  of  Maynooth  should  be  of  a 
liber^  character,  and  that  such  com- 
pensation should  be  derived  &om  the 
Imperial  Exchequer.  Being  asked  to 
give  my  opinion  as  to  hov  the  principle 
of  compensation  to  the  Presbyterian 
body  of  Ireland  and  to  the  Boman 
Catholic  College  of  Maynooth  should 
be  settled,  and  the  source  from  'which 
the  compensation  should  be  derived,  I 
take  this  opportunity  of  re-aaaerting 
that  opinion  which  I  have  always  enter- 
tained. 

Me.  CHICHESTER  FOETESCTJE 
said,  that,  as  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
(Mr.  Disraeli)  had  reminded  the  Com- 
mittee that  the  increased  aud  permanent 
endowment  of  Maynooth,  enacted  by 
Farliament  some  twenly  years  ago,  was 
the  work  of  a  Conservative  statesman 
and  Prime  Minister,  Sir  Bobert  Peel,  he 
wished  to  supplement  that  statement  by 
another,  which  was  that  the  endowment 
of  Maynooth  was  carried  in  the  teeth  of 
the  Conservative  party,  and  in  the  teeth 
of  the  strenuous  opposition  of  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  who  had  just  sat  down. 
But  his  main  object  in  rising  was  to 
challenge  the  assertion  of  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  that,  in  the  last  year,  his  right  < 
hon.  Friend  at  the  head  of  the  Govern- 
ment had  given  the  House  reason  to  un- 
derstand tiiat  the  compensation  to  be 
given  to  the  College  of  Maynooth  was 
not  to  come  from  the  property  of  the 
Irish  Church.  He  (Mr.  C;  Fortescue) 
denied  that  there  was  the  shadow  of  a 
foundation  for  this  assertion.  He  had 
not  heard  one,  though  hon.  Gentlemen 
opposite  bad  no  doubt  ransacked  the . 
pages  of  SantarA  in  order  to  prmare 
themBelves  for  that  discussion.  Not  a 
ungle  expression  of  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman the  First  Lord  of  the  Treasury 
bad  been  discovered  which  justified  that , 
statement,  and  be  (Mr.  C.  Foi-tescue) 
ventured  to  say  that  nothing  of  the  kind 
had  &llen  from  either  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  or  any  of  his  Colleagues. 
He  held  in  his  hand  a  report  of  the  ex- 
pressions used  last  year  by  his  right  hon. 
Friend  at  the  head  of  the  Government 
Mr,  2>itraeli 


on  this  very  point.  On  tbe  2nd  of  April 
in  last  year,  the  hon.  Member  for  Peter- 
borough {Mr,  "Whalley)  inquired  whe- 
ther, in  the  event  of  the  Beeolutions 
moved  by  him  being  carried,  he  would 
include  in  any  Bill  which  *might  be  in- 
troduced by  himself,  in  pursuance  of 
those  Besolutions,  provisions  for  the  re- 
peal of  the  Maynooth  Grant  ?  And  his 
right  bon.  Friend  rephed  that  any  plan, 
such  as  he  had  been  endeavouring  to  lay 
the  basis  and  foundation  of,  must  in- 
clude provisions,  whether  immediate  or 
not,  for  the  entire  relief  of  the  Consoli- 
dated Fund  from  all  chains,  either  for 
the  Maynooth  Grant  or  any  other  pur- 
poses of  religion  in  Ireland.  Again,  on 
the  following  day,  the  3rd  of  April,  in 
reply  to  the  hon.  Member  for  Armagh 
(Mr.  Vance)  his  right  hon.  Friend  said 
that,  by  arrangements  of  some  kind  in- 
troduced into  such  plan,  provisions 
should  be  made  for  relieving  the  Con- 
solidated Fund  from  payment  for  the 
purposes  of  religion  in  Ireland.  In  the 
absence  of  any  evidence  on  the  other 
side,  he  asked  the  Committee  whether 
that  was  the  language  of  a  person  who 
had  any  idea  in  his  mind  of  providing 
for  these  compensationB  out  oithe  Con- 
solidated Fund  ?  The  opinion  expressed 
last  year  by  Oie  Prime  Minister  was  re- 
peated in  the  Preamble  of  the  present 
Bill,  where  it  was  stated  that  the  pro- 
per^ of  the  Irish  Church  should  be  ap- 
plied for  the  advantage  of  the  Irish 
people,  after  satisfying  upon  principles 
of  equality,  as  between  ue  several  re- 
hgious  denominations  in  Ireland,  all 
just  and  equitable  claims. 

Sra  GEOKGE  JENKINSON  said, 
be  did  not  think  he  owed  any  apology 
for  the  Amendment  which  be  offered  to 
the  Committee.  The  speeches  that  had 
been  made  on  the  subject  and  the  dis- 
cussion which  they  had  heard  showed 
the  vital  importance  of  the  question  it 
raised,  and  the  vital  issue  that  awaited 
it.  He  asked,  why  did  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  at  the  head  of  the  Govern- 
ment on  Tuesday  last  seek  to  entrap  him 
(Sir  George  Jenkinson)  when  be  asked 
himtogive  way  to  the  Motion  of  the  hon. 
Member  for  Kirkcaldy  (Mr.  Aytoun)  ? 
The  President  of  the  Board  of  Trade 
challenged  him  as  the  champion  of  the 
Protestant  Church,  and  seemed  to  treat 
that  title  as  a  term  of  obloquy.  He  (Sir 
George  Jenkinson)  accepted  the  chal- 
lenge, but  he  repudiated  the  sneer  it 
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was  intended  fai  convey.  He  did  so 
without  any  feeling  of  diBreepect  to  the 
Boman  Ca&olic  Church.  Lideed  he 
WBs  not  sensible  of  having  used  a  single 
word  of  disrespect  towards  the  Bomau 
Catholics  in  Ireland  during  the  whole  of 
the  debate.  He  differed,  however,  &om 
them  upon  &  vital  and  tiindamental 
point.  If  they  looked  to  France,  Italy, 
or  Spain,  they  would  Bee  the  results  of 
Boman  Catholic  predominance.  Thiq 
Gouutry  had  thrown  off  the  supremacy 
of  that  Church  at  the  cost  of  some  of 
the  best  blood  of  the  sons  of  England, 
and  it  was  in  an  evil  moment  now  that 
they  were  asked  by  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman opposite  and  his  Government  to 
re-establish  the  supremacy  of  the  Pope. 
A  great  deal  had  been  said  as  to  what 
fund  this  compensation  should  come 
from.  He  had  never  said  that  it  should 
come  out  of  the  Consolidated  Fund.  It 
was  no  business  of  his  to  su^iest  the 
source  from  which  this  money  was  to 
come.  Previous  to  the  last  election,  a 
correspondence  had  taken  place  between 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman(Mr.Glad8toite) 
and  Mr.  W.  W.  Jnbb,  a  dissenting  mi- 
nister at  Birmingham,  on  this  subject. 
Mr.  Tuhb  thus  wrote  to  the  Premier — 

"  Th*re  an  mrtaiD  el«cton  in  IhU  town  irbo 
■re  andeT  tha  impreaaioD  tbit  you  do  not  intend 
to  t>ke  vnj  the  Hajnooth  Grant  >t  the  same 
time  thet  jou  diiMtabliib  (be  Iiiali'  Cbnrah.  Tbii 
\aa  led  tbem  to  inpport  tbe  Tory  oandidate, 
thoa|b  tber  *re  XJbenl  in  prinoipie  on  every  otber 


"  Not  only  my  own  dralanttioni,  on  every  ooc»- 
•ion,  but  tbe  Renlntion  ananiniQiiily  patsed  by 
the  Hoaie  of  Cammoni,  bind  me  in  honour,  u  I 
am  bound  in  pnrpoM  and  ooaiinlion,  to  propoM 
that  tha  Maynooth  Grant  ihoald  be  wound  np, 
and  ihoold  oeaw  with  the  Cburcb  Eatabliatunetit. 
Can  words  go  further  t " 

He  (Sir  George  Jenkinson)  considered 
that  statement  of  the  Premier  to  be  very 
evasive — at  all  events,  in  the  application 
of  it  now — inasmuch  as  though  he  left  it 
to  be  supposed  that  he  desired  the  ex- 
tinction of  the  Maynooth  Grant  alto- 
gether, nevertheless,  according  to  his 
principle  of  compensation,  Maynooth 
would  ultimately  be  better  endowed  than 
ever, 

Mb.  COLLINS,  who  spoke  amid  in- 
terruption, which  made  him  almost  in- 
audible, was  understood  to  say  that  he 
would  support  no  jnopoeition  wuch  made 


the  compensation  to  Maynooth  payable 
by  the  tax-payers  of  England 

Question  put,  "That  tbe  words  'in 
respect  of  stand  part  of  the  Clause." 

The  Committee  divided: — Ayes  318; 
Noes  192  :  Majority  126. 


Aoland,  T.  D.  CaTcndUh,  Lord  G. 

Adair,  II.  E.  Chadwick,  D. 

Agar-Etlii,  hn.  L.  G.  F.  Childera,  rt.hn.H.C.K 

Akroyd,  E.  Cholmeley,  Capt." 

Allen,  W.  S.  Cholmelsy,  Sir  M. 

Amootta,  Col.  W.  C.  Clay,  J. 

Andsison,  G,  Clifton,  Sir  R.  3. 

Anaon,  hon.  A.  H.  A,  Clive,  Col.  E. 

Analrather,  Sir  R.  Cognn.rt.hn.W.  H.  F. 

Antrobua,  £.  Colebrooke,  Sir  T.  E. 

Armilatead,  G.  Coleridfs,  Sir  J,  D. 

Ayrton,  A.  S.  Cawen,  J. 

BackhouBo,  E.  Oowper,  hon.  H.  F. 

Bagweli,  J.  Cowper,  rt.  bon.  W.  F. 

Baines,  E.  Craufurd,  E.  □.  J. 

Baker,  R.  B.  W.  Crotaley,  Sir  F. 

Barolay,  A.  C.  Balgliab,  R. 

Baia,  M.  A.  Dalrymple,  D. 

Baxter,  ff.  E.  D'Aroey,  M.  P. 

Bailey,  T.  Davie,  Sir  H.  R.  F. 

Beaumont,  Capt.  F.  Daxiea,  R. 

Beanmont,  11.  F.  Daviaon,  J.  R. 

Beanmont,  W.  B.  Dawson,  R.  P. 

BentaU,  E.  H.  DeUhunty,  J. 

Biddnlph,  M.  De  La  Poer,  E. 

Blake,  J.  A.  Deniaon,  E. 

Blennerhosaett,  Sir  R.  Dsnman,  boa.  0. 

Bolokow,  II.  W.  F.  Dent,  J.  D. 

Bonham-Carter,  J.  Devereui,  R.  J. 

Boairrie,  rt.  hon.  E.  P.  Dickinaon,  5.  S. 

Bowring,  E.  A.  Digby,  K.  T. 

Brady,  J.  UUke,  C.  W, 

Brand,  right  hon.H.  Dillwyn,  L.  L. 

Brand,  H.  R.  Dixon,  G. 

Braasey,  T.  Dodda,  J. 

Brewer,  Dr.  Downinft,  M'O. 

Bright,  rt.  hoa.  J.  Dowae,  R. 

Bnght,J.(ManBhe*ter)  Duff.  M.  E.  G. 

Brinokman,.  Capt.  Duff,  R.  W. 

Brocklehunt,  W.  G.  Edwardes,  hon.Ool.  V, 

Brogden,  A.  Edwards,  H. 

Brown,  A.  H.  Egerlon,  Capt.  hon,  F, 

Bmoe,  Lord  C.  EUica,  E. 

Bmoe,  rt.  hon.  H.  A.  Enfield,  Viacount 

Bryan,  G.  L.  Erakiue,  Vioe-Ad.  J.  E. 

Boiler,  Sir  E.  M.  Eemoade,  Sir  J. 

Butwer.rt.hn.  SirH.  L.  Ewing,  H.  E.  0. 

Burke,  Viaeoont  Eykyn,  R. 

Bury,  Viaoonnt  Fagan,  Captain 

Bolton,  G.  FitiGerald,  right   bOD. 
Cadogan,  hon.  F.  W.  Lord  0.  A. 

Callan,  P.  Fitimauriee,  Lord  E. 

CanpheU,  H.  Fit(-Fatrick,rLhD.J.W. 

Candliab,  J.  Fletcher,  I. 

CaHweU,  rt.  hoD.  E,  Fordyee,  W.  ». 

Camegle,  hon.  C.  Forater,  0. 

Carter,  Mr.  Alderman  Forater,  rt.  bon.  W.  E. 

Cartwright,  W.  C.  Forteaoue,  rt.  hon.  C.  P, 

Caatleroaie,  Viacount  Fotbergill,  R. 

Care,  T.  Fowler,  W. 

Cavendiab,  Lord  F.  C.  Frenob,  rt.  hon.  Col. 
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Irith  Church 


{COMMONS) 


BiU —  Comm  iilee. 


GiTin,  Mtjor 
Oilpin,  C. 

Olftditone,  rt.hn.W.E. 
Gltdstone,  V.  H. 
Cower,  hon.  E.  F.  L. 
Gower,  Lord  R. 
Gonhsn,  rt.  hon.  G.  J. 
Gonrle^,  E.  T. 
Gnhom.  W. 
Grar.  Sir  J. 
Grefory,  W.  H, 
GraTil1«,  CapUin 
Gr«TJIIe-Nugent,  Cal. 
Gre7,  Tt.  hon.  Sir  G. 
GrieiB,  J.  J. 
Groiionor,  C«pt.  R,W. 
GroiTenor,  Ewl 
GroTB,  T.  F. 
Gursej,  rt.  hon.  B. 
HftdBeld,  G. 
BomiltoD,  E.  V.  T. 
HnmiltoD,  J.  G.  C. 
Huimer,  Sir  J.  Moore,  C. 

H»roonrt,W.G.G.V.V,    Moore,  G.  H. 
Hardoiiatle,  J.  A.  Morgan,  G.  0. 

Marrii,  J.  D.  Morlef,  S. 

Bartington,Marqi]eu  of    HoiriMia,  W. 
BavilaDd-Burke,  E.         Hnndella,  A.  J. 
Hay,  Lord  J.  HddU.  P.  H. 

HeidUiD.  H.  bon.  T.  E.    Mnrphy,  N.  D. 
Nioholaon,  *" 


M'Combia,  V. 
MaoEroy,  E. 
Maoflo,  n.  A. 
Magnira,  J.  F. 
Mackintoili,  E.  W. 
U' Lagan.  F. 
M'I.areD,  D. 
M'Mnhon,  P. 
MaiUBDd,SirA,  C.  B.G. 
MagDiao,  C. 
Marling,  S.  S. 
Martin,  P.  W. 
Uatheaon,  A- 
Hattbeva,  H. 
Hiall,  E. 
Milbanli,  F.  A. 
Mliier,  J. 
Milton,  ViMOunt 
Mitchell,  T.  A. 
HoDoreiff,  rt.hon.  J. 
HoDk,  C.  J. 
HoaieU,  rt.  hoD.  V. 


Benley,  Lord 
Hejgate,  Sir  F.  W. 
Hibbert.  J.  T. 
Hoare,  Sir  H.  A. 
Hodgkinaon,  G. 
Holmi,  J. 


Hiool,  J.  D. 
Norwood,  V.  M. 
O'Brien,  Sir  P. 
O'Cooor,  D,  M. 
0' Conor  Don,  Tbs 
O'Donogbua,  The 


Howard,  bon.  C.  W.  G.    Ogitrjr,  Sir  J. 


Howard,  J. 
Hugbes,  V.  B. 
Bunt,  R.  H. 
HntI,  rt.  bon.  Sir  V. 
Jardlne.  R. 
Jewl.  G. 
Jobnaton,  A. 
Jobnilone,  Sir  H. 
Eavknagh,  A.  MaoM. 
King,  bon.  P.  J.  L, 
Kinglaka,  J.  A. 
KirtgiGOIe,  Colonel 
Kinnaird,  bon.  A.  F. 
Kirk,  W. 
Knatohbull  -  Hugeaien, 

E.  D. 
Layard,  rt.  bon.  A.  H. 
Lambert,  N.  G. 
Lanouter,  J. 
Lawrence,  J.  C. 
Lawrence,  W, 
Uwioo,  Sir  W. 
Lea,  T. 

Leatham,  E.  A. 
Loe,  W, 

I^fefre.  G.  J.  S. 
Uwia,  J.  D. 
Lloyd,  Sir  T.  P. 
Looke,  J. 
Lowe,  rt.  hon.  EL 
Luak,  A. 

Lyttelton,  ban.  C.  6. 
H'Arthnr,  W. 
M'CIean,  J.  R. 
M'Clnre,  T. 


O'Logblen,  rt.  bon.  Sir 

Onalow,  G. 
O'Roillr,  M.  W. 
O'Reiltj-Deaae,  M. 
Otway.  A.  J. 
Palmer,  J.  H. 
Parker,  C.  S. 
Parry,  L.  Jones- 
Peaae,  J.  V. 
Peel,  A.  W. 
Pel  bam.  Lord 
Pbilipi,  B.  N. 
Pim.  J. 
PlaU,  J. 
Playbir,  L. 
Plimaoll,  S. 
PotUrd-Urqnbart,  V. 
Fortman,  hon.  W.  H.  B. 
tPotter,  E. 
Potter,  T.B. 
Power,  J.  T. 
Ramadan,  Sir  J.  W. 
lUtbbone,  W. 
Rood,  C. 
Richard,  H. 
Bobertaon,  D. 
Boden,  W.  S. 
Rothaebild,Brn.L.N.d« 
Rotbachild^ni.M.A.da 
RotbHbild,  N.  M.  da 
Riuaell,  A. 
Rnaiell.  B. 
Rylanda,  P. 
St.  Anbyn,  J. 


.Colonel 
Vemey,  Sir  H. 
Villien,rt.hon.C.P. 
ViTiao.A.  P. 
Virian,  C»pt.hii.J.O.W. 
VWian.  H.  H. 
Walter,  J. 
WedderboTD,  Sir  D. 
Wegnelin,  T.  M. 
Weill,  W. 
Weat,  H.  W. 
Weatbead,  J.  P.  B. 


St.  LawroDDO,  Vlieonnt    Trsrelyao,  G.  0.  ' 

Salomona,  Mr.  Aid.  "     '  '        ^  • 

Satnada.  J.  FA. 

Samnelaon,  B, 

Sartoria,  E.  J, 

Scott,  Sir  W. 

Sbaw,  B. 

Sbaw,  W. 

Sbaridaa.  H.  B. 

Sherlock,  D. 

Sberrift  A.  C. 

Simeon,  Sir  J. 

Simon.  Mr,  Serjeant 

Smith,  T.  El 

SUcpoole,  W. 

Stanley,  boo.  W.  O. 

SCanafeld,  rt.  hon.  J. 

Stapiaton,  J. 

St^oey,  Colonel 

StoTcnion,  J.  C. 

Stone,  W.  H. 

Sullivan,  rt.  bon.  E. 

Sykeg,  Colo  Del  W.  H 

Synan, E.  J. 

Talbot,  C.  R.  M. 

Taylor,  P.  A.  ntuu. 

ToUemaobe,  ban.  F.  J.      Glyn.  G.  G. 

Torreni,  B.  R,  Adam,  W.  P. 

Traoy,  hon.  C.  B.  D.  H. 

NOES. 
Adderley.rt.bn.  C.B-       Conrtenay,  Viacoont 


Williami,  W. 
Williamaon,  Sir  E. 
Wlllyoma,  E.  W.  B. 
Wingflcld,  Sir  C. 
Winterbotbam.H.S.  P. 
Wooda,  H. 
Wyndham,  hon.  P. 
Tonng,  A.  ff. 


Amphlett,  B.  P. 
Annealey,  bon.  Col.  H. 
Arohdall,  Capt.M. 
'Arkwrigbt,  A.  P. 
Arkwright,  R. 
Aaabeton.  R. 
Bam,  Sir  W. 
Bailey,  Sir  J.  R, 
Ball,  J.  T. 
Baring,  T. 
Barrington,  Viaooant 
Barrow,  V.  H. 
Barttelot,  Colonel 
Baleson,  Sir  T. 
Bathorat,  A.  A. 
Beaob,  Sir  M.  H. 
Beach,  W.  W.  B. 
Bective,  Earl  of 
Bentinok.  G.  C. 
Benyon,  R. 
Booth,  Sir  R.  G. 
Bonrke,  ban.  B. 
Bright,  R. 
Briae,  Colonel  EL 
Broadley.  W.  H.  H. 
Brodriok,  hon.  W. 
Brace,  Sir  H.  H. 
Buckley,  Sir  E. 
Barren.  Sir  P. 
Cameron,  D. 
Cartwright,  F. 
Care,  right  bon.  5. 
Charley.  W.  T. 
ChUd,  Sir  S. 
cure.  Col.  bon.  G.W. 
Clowei,  S.  W. 
Cole,  CoL hon.  H.  A. 
ConoUjr,  T. 
Corhett,  Colonel 
Corranee,  F.  S. 


CrichtOD,  Viacoont 
Croft,  Sir  H.  G.  D. 
CroM,  B.  A. 
Cobitt,  G. 
Dalrymple,  C. 
Damer,  Capt.  Dawfon- 
De  Grey,  hon.  T. 
Deniaon,  C.  B. 
Dick,  F. 
Dimadale,  EL 
Diaraeli,  rt.  hen.  B. 
Dnnoombe,  hon.  Col. 
Do  Pre,  C.  G. 
Dyke,  V.  H. 
Enetwich,  E.  B. 
Eaton,  H.  W. 
Egerton.  E.  C. 
Egerton.  Sir  P.  G. 
Eeerton,  hon.  W. 
Elliot,  G. 

Feildm.  H.  H. 
Fellowea,  E. 
Fieldan,  J. 
Floyer,  J. 
Foljambe,  F.J.  8. 
Forde,  Colonel 
Foieater,  rt.  boa.  Geo. 
Fowler.  R.  N. 
Gatway,  Vieooant 
Gallwey,  Sir  W.  P. 
Garliea,  Lord 
Gilpin,  Colonel 
Goldncy,  G. 
Gooch,  Sir  D. 
Gore,  J.  R.  0, 
Gore,  W,  B.  O. 
Grarel,  S.  R. 
Grearea,  E. 
GrMne,  E. 

I,  Google 


{May  6,  1869) 


Bill —  Comm  iUm. 


t.  hoL.  G.  PaU,  1 


HotUi,  CoIom! 
Northoote,   right   bon. 

Sir  S,  H, 
Pagat,  E.  H. 
Piiinglon.rt.hD.SirJ. 
Firker,  M«jor  W. 
Peek, 


Bamiltoit,  Lord  C. 
HuniltoD,  I.ord  G, 
Buiilton,  I.  T. 
Hamilton,  Marqnau  of 
BanlT,  rr   "^  -   " 
Hard;,  J. 
Hardr.  <■-  S. 
Hay.  Sir  J.  C.  D. 
Hanle;,  r(.  hon.  J.  W. 
HsiiDUier*  Major,  hem. 

J.M. 
Herbert,  rt.bn.  Gen.  P. 
Harmon,  E. 
Harrer,  Lord  A.  B.  C. 
Heiketh,  Sir  T.  G. 
Hick,  J. 
Hoars,  P.  H. 
Holrord,  R.  S. 
Holmeadale,  Vitoooat 
Holt,  J.  M. 
Hood,  Captain  bon.  A. 

W.  A. N. 
Horobr,  E.  K. 
Hunt,  right  bs.  O.  W. 
Ingram,!!.  F.  H. 
JoclMOti,  a.  W. 

Kekeiriai).  S.  T. 
Km*d,  W. 
Knoi,  hon.  Colonel  S. 
Laird,  J. 

LangtOD,  W.  H.  P.  G. 
Legh,  W.  J. 
Lennox,  Lord  H.  G. 
UddeU,  bon.  H.  Q. 
Undaaf,  ban.  Col.  C. 
IJndaaj,  Col.  R.  L. 
Lopo),  H.  C. 
Lopea,  Sir  H. 
Lowther,  J. 
Lowtber,  W. 
Maloolm,  J.  W. 
Mannera,  Lord  G.  J. 
Hannara,  rt.  bon.  Ld.J. 
March,  Earl  of 
Uellor,  T.  W. 
Mejriok,  T. 
Millea,  bon.  G.  W. 
MilU,  C.  H. 
Uitfbrd,  W.  T. 
Morgan,  C.  O. 
Uowbraj,  rtbn.  J.  El. 
NoTille-GreofilU,  B. 
Newdegate,  C.  N. 
Newport,  Tiaooont 
Noel,  Hon.  G.  J. 


Ur.  GLADSTONE  then  mored  in 
lin^  16,  after  "paid, "insert  "daring the 
financial  year  eading  on  the  thirty-first 
day  of  Uarch,  one  thousand  eight  hnO' 
dred  and  aixty-nine." 

Agreed  to. 

Mb.  amCLAIE  AYTOUN  rose  to 
explain  hia  reasons  for  moving  the 
Amendment  of  which  ho  had  given  no- 


PoweU,  W. 
Raikee,  B.  C. 
Bead.  C.  S. 
Ridley,  M.  W. 
Round,  J. 
Royiton,  Viaoonnt 
Rnwell,  Sir  W. 
Sandon,  Viioonnt 
Saonderaon,  E. 
Shirley,  S.  E. 
Sidebocton,  J. 
SimoDdi,  W.  B. 
Smith,  A. 
Smith,  F.  C. 
Smith,  R. 
Smith,  S.  a. 
Smith,  W.  H. 
Stanley,  Xoti 
Starkie,  J.  P.  C. 
Stronge,  Sir  J.  M. 
Stan,  H.  G. 
Sykee,  0. 
Talbot,  J.  O. 
Taylor,  rt.  hon.  Col. 
Tippiog,  W. 
Tolfemaohe,  J. 
Turner,  C. 
Tumor,  E. 
Vanoe,  J. 
Vomer,  E.  W. 
Vemer,  W. 
Walker,  Hajor  G.  0. 
Walpole,  bon.  F. 
Walpole,  rt.  hon.  B.  H. 
Walab,  bon.  A. 
WalerhouM,  S. 
Welby,  W.  E. 
Wetbered,  T.  0. 
Whalley,  G.  H. 
Wheelhonae,  W.  S.  J. 
Wbitmore,  H. 
Williima,  C.  H. 
Williams,  F.  M. 
Wilnot,  B. 
Winn,  R. 
Wi*^  U.  C. 


There  were  two  qtiestionB  which 
the  Committee  ought  to  carefully  con- 
sider before  consenting  to  grant  the 
capital  sum  proposed  to  be  given  to 
the  Trustees  of  the  College  of  Maynooth 
under  this  clause  as  it  at  present  stood. 
The  first  was  whether  the  Liberal  party 
bad  not  pledged  themselvea  at  the  last 
election  not  to  bestow  anything  in  the 
Bh«)e  of  an  endowment  on  Maynooth  ; 
and  the  second  was  whether  the  arrange- 
ment proposed  by  the  GoTemment  would 
have  the  effect  of  giving  a  permanent 
endowment  to  that  institution.  Li  his 
opinion  everybody  who  had  watched  the 
course  of  events  during  last  Session  and 
the  Gteneral  Election  in  the  autumn 
must  admit  that  the  Liberal  partj  were 
pledged  not  to  bestow  anything  on  May- 
nooth College  in  the  shape  of  an  en- 
dowment. The  4th  Besolution  moved 
last  year  was  perfectly  explicit  on  this 
point,  and  eo  were  the  dedarations  made 
by  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  now  at  the 
head  of  the  Government,  during  his  can- 
vass in  Lancashire,  while  the  speeches 
delivered  at  the  elections  proved  tiiat  the 
great  bulk  of  the  Liberal  Members  were 
pledged  not  to  grant  an  endowment  to 
any  religious  community  in  Ireland.  As 
to  the  second  point  he  would  ask  what 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  scud  in  support 
of  the  arrangement  proposed  by  the  Bill 
respecting  Maynooth.  As  yet  the  right 
bon.  Gentleman  had  not  fully  explained 
himself  on  this  point ;  but  had  told  the 
House  on  former  occasions  that  he  wotild 
defer  his  explanation  till  the  proper  time 
— namely,  when  this  clause  came  on  for 
discoBsion.  He  might,  however,  gather, 
from  certain  words  pronounced  by  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  on  two  occasions 
daring  the  progress  of  the  measure,  some 
idea  as  to  the  manner  in  which  he  in- 
tended to  defend  the  proposal  of  the  Go- 
vernment respecting  the  College  of  May- 
nooth. On  the  second  reading  of  the 
Bill,  the  rieht  hon.  Gentleman,  in  answer 
to. a  remark  from  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man the  Member  for  the  University  of 
Oxford  (Mr.  Q.  Hardy),  that  under  the 
new  arrangements  ^ynooth  would  be 
unduly  favoured,  said  that,  looking  tothe 
large  sums  of  money  that  were  to  be 
nven  to  the  Bishops  and  others  of  the 
Eetabhshed  Church,  and  looting  to  the 
fact  that  the  great  majority  of  the  people 
of  Ireland  belonged  to  tne  Boman  Ca- 
tholic faith,  that  he  did  not  thinh  it  would 
he  easy  to  persuade  the  Committee  when 
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the;  came  to  this  clause  to  believe  that 
Ma^nooth  was  imdiily  fevoured  in  re- 
ceiving between  £300,000  and  £400,000. 
This  would  have  been  a  very  suitable 
ai^^umentif  theGoremmenthad  adopted 
tie  policy  of  lerelling  up ;  but  nothing 
could  be  more  clear  and  indisputable 
than  that,  at  the  laet  election,  a  levelling- 
up  policy  was  repudiated  by  the  Liberal 
party.  The  policy  adopted  by  that  party 
was  to  discontiaue  State  assistance  to  all 
the  religioua  persuasions  of  Ireland  and 
to  respect  life  interests  only.  When  the 
Motion  for  going  into  Committee  on  this 
Bill  that  day  six  months  was  moved  by 
the  hon.  Glentleinan  the  Member  for 
North  Warwickshire  (Mr.  Newdegate) 
he  (Mr.  Aytoun)  made  some  remarks 
upon  the  Bill,  when  the  Prime  Minister 
said  that  his  (Mr.  Aytoun's)  figures  could 
not  in  his  opmion  be  sustained  by  ail- 
ment. He  would  now  admit  that  those 
figures  were  not  perfectly  correct;  but  he 
had  rather  under-stated  his  case  than 
otherwise.  The  grant  to  Maynooth,  he 
then  said,  might  be  divided  into  two  por- 
tions. The  first  was  a  sum  of  £6,000 
per  annum  for  the  salaries,  commons, 
allowance,  and  maintenance  of  the  Pro- 
fessors, and  if  they  took  fourteen  years' 
purchase  for  the  commutation  of  life 
pensions  there  was  a  sum  bv  way  of 
compensation  for  these  Professors  of 
£84,000.  The  Bill,  however,  proposed 
that  the  sum  granted  for  the  students  as 
well  as  the  Professors  should  be  multi- 
plied by  fourteen  years'  purchase,  and 
that  the  sum  of  £364,000  should  be 
handed  over  to  the  Trustees  of  the  Col- 
lie. The  students,  however,  had  no 
lift  interests.  All  that  they  were  en- 
titled to  ask  was  that  they  should  not 
suffer  by  the  Bill,  and  that  no  one  should 
be  worse  oS  after  it  passed  than  before. 
All  that  the  Legislature  was  bound  to  do 
for  these  students  was  to  provide  that 
their  education  should  be  completed. 
When  he  laid  these  figures  before  the 
House  he  said  that  the  sum  devoted  to 
the  students  was  £20,000.  He  supp 
eight  years  to  be  the  period  of  their  re- 
maining at  the  College,  and,  taking  the 
mean  time  of  those  now  at  the  Coflege, 
and  multiplying  this  sum  by  four,  ne 
estimated  the  sum  of  £80,000  ae  suffi- 
cient to  complete  the  education  of  tht 
students  now  at  the  Collie.  He  believed 
that  the  students  only  remained  seven 
years  at  the  College,  so  that  he  had  in 
this  respect  rather  under-stated  his  case, 
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and  less  than  £80,000  would  provide  for 
"  1.  A  sum  of  upward  of  £26,000 
paid  out  of  the  Consolidated  Fund 
to  die  Trustees  of  Maynooth,  but  they 
had  been  empowered  to  borrow  a  sum  of 
£18,700  on  flie  security  of  the  revenues 
they  received  from  the  Consolidated 
Fund,  and  the  trustees  were  now  paying 
£1,200  ayear  as  a  debt,  being  the  in- 
terest of  this  borrowed  money.  This 
sum  was  to  be  deducted  &om  the  sum 
paid  for  the  maintenance  of  the  profes- 
sors and  students,  which  reduced  the 
sum  to  £25,000  a  year.  Consectuently 
the  figures  he  stated  on  a  previous  oc- 
casion were  not  sufficiently  fiivourable 
to  the  position  which  he  endeavoured  to 
support.  Another  point  was  that  the 
money  was  to  be  handed  over  to  the 
Trustees  of  the  College  of  Maynooth 
unconditionally.  This  was  a  most  ob- 
jectionable feature  of  the  clause.  The 
clause  relative  to  the  Professors  of  the 
Presb3'terian  College  had  been  deferred 
with  a  view  to  placing  tliem  on  die 
footing  of  compensation  as  the 
^e  of  Maynooth,  but  in  all  other 
cases  the  Bill  commuted  the  compen- 
sation to  life  payments.  The  right 
hon.  Gentleman  moved  at  the  end  of 
the  39th  claiise  to  add  the  words — "save 
as  respects  the  personal  interests."  He 
inquired  the  meaning  of  this  Amend- 
ment, and  was  told  by  the  Attorney 
General  for  Ireland  that  it  reserved  to 
the  Professors  the  rights  they  had  under 
the  Maynooth  Act,  but  he  afterwards 
added  xhat  they  had  no  rights  under 
that  Maynooth  Act-  The  re^y  brought 
out  the  fact  that  the  rights  of  these  per- 
sons were  not  secured  under  the  BlU.  as 
it  at  present  stood.  Wheu  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  the  Member  ftn-  Buck- 
inghamshire introduced  an  Amendment 
of  a  similar  character  relative  to  the  Es- 
tablished Church,  and  proposed  that 
fourteen  years'  piuchase  of  the  incomes 
of  the  Bishops,  mcumbents,  &.C.,  should 
be  handed  over  to  the  Church  Body,  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  at  the  head  of  the 
Government  showed  most  clearly  and 
conclusively  that  there  were  overwhelm- 
ing reasons  against  that  system  of  com- 
pensation; because,be  said,  that  hyhand' 
ing  over  Uie  money  to  the  Churdi  Body 
for  the  purpose  (rf  paying  annuities  to 
the  incumbents  of  the  present  Church 
Establishment  a  pressure  would  be  put 
upon  them  to  commute  the  life  intereste, 
and  they  would  not  be  in  Budi  a  secure 
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and  independent  position  aa  if  their  life 
interest  Ead  been  provided  for  in  the 
Bill ;  and  Either,  that  to  ^ve  them  the 
same  eecuri^  as  they  had  at  present 
would  amount  to  a  permanent  Parlia- 
mentaiy  ^rant.  The  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man went  on  to  say,  in  the  first  place, 
that  he  objected  that  the  interests  of  in- 
dividuals might  not  be  sufficiently  se- 
oiired ;  but  he  added  that  it  might  not 
be  fair  to  Uie  pubhc  that  some  persons 
might  got  too  much.  Some  ol  them 
were  old  men,  and  fourteen  years'  pur- 
chase was  too  much.  The  right,  hon. 
Gentleman's  conclusion  was  that  the 
fair  way  of  compensation  for  revenues 
for  life  was  to  give  revenues  for  life.  But 
if  that  argument  were  good  in  one  case, 
— and  it  certainly  appeared  to  be  most 
clear  and  convincing — its  force  was  over- 
whelming in  the  other  case  also.  Thej 
ought,  therefore,  to  compeuBate  persona 
in  the  Boman  Gathohc  College  of  May- 
nooth  in  exactly  the  same  way  in  which 
compensation  was  ^ren  to  incumbenta 
in  the  Established  Church  and  to  minis- 
ters in  the  Presbyterian  Church,  and  in 
the  same  way,  also,  in  which  it  was 
orinnally  proposed  to  give  compensation 
to  Professors  of  the  Presbyterian  Col- 
lege of  Bel£ut.  He  had  little  more  to 
say.  The  hon.  Member  for  Boscommon 
Cliie  O'Conor  Don)  who,  if  he  mistook 
not,  was  one  of  the  Tmstees'of  the  Col- 
lege of  Maynooth,  had  endeavoured  to 
justi^  the  course,  which  the  Government 
proposed  to  adopt,  by  referring  to  the 
inoonvenience  which  would  be  entailed 
upon  the  students  of  the  College.  There 
was  an  hon.  Member  ratting  near  him, 
ike  hon.  Member  for  Brighton  (Mr. 
Fawcett),  who  had  more  than  once  en- 
deavoured to  do  away  with  distinctions 
existing  between  Protostants  and  Boman 
Cathohcs  in  Trinily  College,  Dublin, 
and  he  had  no  doubt  that  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber would  again  bring  forward  his  Mo- 
tion, and  that  it  would  be  carried.  But 
those  distinctions,  he  believed,  related 
simply  to  Fellowships,  and  Trini^  Col- 
lege could  not  be  called  a  theological 
College,  for  young  men  of  all  creeds  were 
brought  up  in  it  together.  Maynooth, 
on  the  other  hand,  according  to  ttie  hon. 
Member  for  Bosconunon,  was  to  be  put 
an  end  to,  and  the  education  of  the 
students,  he  contended,  would  have  to 
be  completed  at  an  expense  three  times 
as  great  as  that  for  which  it  might  have 
been  concluded.    The  College,  however. 


was  not  about  to  come  to  an  end ;  even 
if  the  Motion  proposed  by  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  Peterborough  (Mr.  Whalley), 
repealing  the  incorporatiiig  clauses,  Imd 
been  adopted,  the  institution  would  have 
remained  in  t^e  hands  of  the  Trustees  by 
whom  it  might  be  carried  on.  But,  as 
that  Motion  had  been  defeated,  May- 
nooth still  remained  a  corporation  as 
secure  in  its  position  as  any  other  Uni- 
versity in  the  coimtry.  And,  therefore, 
the  Bif^ument  about  these  students  hav- 
ing to  receive  their  education  elsewhere, 
ai^  to  seek  it  at  great  expense,  scattm^d 
far  and  wide  over  the  country,  and  un- 
able to  obtain  it  from  the  same  Profes- 
sors, fell  to  the  ground.  From  what  he 
had  stated  it  wasplain,  he  thought,  that 
the  College  of  Maynooth  was  unduly 
favoured.  It  was  said  that  this  was  a 
mere  question  of  detail,  a  mere  matter 
of  figures;  but  it  was  possible  so  to 
handle  the  details  of  a  BiU  as  to  change 
its  principle,  and  his  contention  was  that 
compensation  was  here  given  to  such  an 
extent  as  to  constitute  an  annual  endow- 
ment. Figures  had  been  placed  before 
him  showing  that  out  of  the  compensa- 
tion proposed  to  be  given  it  would  be 
possible  to  compensate  the  Profeasore,  to 
complete  the  education  of  the  students, 
and  still  to  retain  a  sum  exceeding 
£200,000  as  a  permanent  endowment: 
£26,000  was  the  amount  now  paid  bom 
the  Consolidated  Fund,  and,  taking  the 
amount  of  compensation  proposed  in  re- 
lation to  that  at  £364,000,  at  the  rate  of 
interest  at  which  it  had  been  stated  that 
money  was  to  be  borrowed,  this  would 
yield  au  annual  amount  of  £18,000,  or 
in  other  words,  a  sum  which,  with  very 
shght  exertion,  would  enable  the  College 
to  be  maintained  in  almost  undiminished 
efficiency.  The  way  in  which  persons 
holding  the  views  he  ventured  to  ad- 
vocate with  regard  to  Maynooth  were 
spoken  of  was  really  cunous.  Thev 
were  always  sumrosed  to  be  exceed* 
ingly  bigoted.  The  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man Uie  President  of  the  Board  of  Trade 
was  good  enough  to  say  (hat  certain 
Members  on.  his  own  side  of  the  House 
who  differed  horn  him  were  "honest 
men,"  but,  of  course,  they  were  very 
bigoted,  ptfr.  Bhight:  I  did  not  say 
bigoted.]  No,  but  that  was  the  fair  pre- 
sumption from  the  argument.  Persons 
who  entertained  the  view  which  he  waa 
endeavouring  to  put  forward  were  spoken 
of  as  if  they  were  doing  something  ex- 
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tremely  wrong  ;  as  if  they  were  well- 
meaning,  but  very  prejudiced  people, 
whom  one  oould  only  feel  sony  for,  and 
endeavour  to  look  upon  in  a  charitable 
manner.  He  entirely  repudiated  many 
of  the  sentiments  wluch  were  attributed 
to  him.  The  right  hon.  Member  for 
North  Northamptonshire  (Mr.  Hunt), 
eaid  he  did  not  like  to  hear  aUuBious  to 
what  was  done  in  Italy,  Spain,  and  other 
countries.  But  there  was  a  wide  inter- 
val, he  maintained,  between  discussing 
or  imitating  what  was  done  in  those  na- 
tions, and  bestowing,  in  this  country,  an 
exceptional  favour  upon  one  religious 
body.  In  one  place  men  were  compelled 
to  walk  out  of  the  limits  of  the  town  be- 
fore reaching  the  chapel  of  their  own 
persuamon  :  that  he  did  not  complain 
of;  hut  in  Portugal  a  man  was  banished 
for  he  knew  not  how  many  years,  and 
that  he  did  complain  of.  It  was  not 
banishment,  it  was  not  imitation  of  any 
objectionable  practices  abroad,  if  we 
simply  refused  to  give  to  Boman  Catholics 
a  particular  sum  of  money  which  they 
had  no  right  to  ask  for.  A  favoiirite  argu- 
ment wiuk  some  hon.  Members  was  to 
this  effect — "The  thing  is  very  small; 
better  pass  it  over  and  give  it,  and  we 
shall  near  no  more  about  it."  He 
thonght,  on  the  contrary,  the  time  was 
arriving  when  they  would  hear  a  great 
deal  more  of  these  demands.  What  had 
been  the  conduct  of  the  Boman  Catholic 
clergy  in  Ireland  with  regard  to  educa- 
tion? Everybody  knew  that  they  had 
used  their  endeavours,  and  with  very 
considerable  success,  to  put  an  end  to 
that  measure  of  Sir  Hohert  Peel  for  the 
establishment  of  the  Queen's  Colleges  in 
Ireland,  which  we  regarded  as  one  of 
the  most  beneficial  that  had  been  passed 
for  Ireland  during  a  quarter  of  a  century. 
He  admitted  that  the  Boman  CathoUc 
clergy  had  a  perfect  right  to  take  ar 
terest  in  politics;  but  they  united  and 
banded  themselves  together  in  such  a 
way  as  to  exerdse  formidable  political 
influence,  and  were  constantly  making 
demands  upon  the  Government,  not  only 
upon  Irish,  but  upon  English  qftestions, 
such  as  the  Government  found  it  veiy 
difficult  to  resist.  Therefore  he  urged 
the  Committee  to  make  a  stand  at  once, 
and  to  refiise  to  listen  to  the  argument 
— the  worst  and  weakest  that  had  ever 
been  made  in  support  of  the  Government 
proposal  —  that  oy  present  concession 
we  diould  be  freeing  ourselves  &om 
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future  demands.  He  trusted  that  tiie 
Lmittee  would  not  be  induced,  by  any 
consideration  of  present  convenience,  to 
pass  the  clause  in  its  present  shape,  but 
that  after  due  consideration  Ihey  would 
adopt  the  Amendment  which  he  had 
placed  on  the  Paper. 

Amendment  proposed. 

In  line  IS,  tRar  ths  word  "belutlF,"  to  le&fa 
out  the  word!  ''  bj  pnjment  of  the  cipitkl  lum 
bereinafler  maDlioaed  lo  the  truiteea  of  the  uid 
College,"  in  order  to  iniart  the  wordi  "the  Oom- 
miuianerg  ■hall,  as  goon  u  may  be  ifter  the  pul- 
ing of  this  Act,  ucertsin  asd  declare  by  order 
the  unonct  of  yearlj  iaooine  of  the  persona  «ho 
ihall,  Bt  the  date  of  the  pueing  of  this  Act,  ba 
the  president,  Tice  president,  offloers,  and  proles- 
sots  of  the  College  of  Maynooth  in  rsipeat  of 
salaries  and  other  like  payments,  and  alio  the 
areragB  yearly  Tslue  of  all  advantageB  and  profits 
enjoyed  by  Ihem  respeotitely  hy  rirtne  of  their 
appointiaentB ;  and  from  ad  after  the  disoon- 
tinuance  of  the  payment  of  the  annoal  aums 
heretofore  paid  to  the  trustees  of  the  College  of 
Maynooth,  in  paranance  of  the  fourth  aeotion  of 
the  said  Act  of  the  eighth  and  ninth  years  of  tbt 
reign  of  Her  present  Majesty,  the  CinDniiasiaiiera 
■hall  pay  to  each  of  such  persona  ai  aforesaid 
yearly,  so  long  as  he  Uvei  and  coutinnes  to  pei^ 
form  ths  dnties  of  his  otBce,  a  sum  equal  to  the 
amount  of  saoh  yearly  inoome,  and  to  the  aTeraga 
yearly  Talne  of  luoh  adrantafie*  and  ptaBU  ao 
reoai<red  and  enjoyed  by  him  as  aforesaid ;  and 
forthennore,  the  Commiationon  shall,  aa  aoon  u 
may  be  after  the  passing  of  this  Act,  asoertaja 
and  declare  by  Order  the  names  and  number  of 
the  penons  who  abalt,  at  the  date  of  the  pasaing 
of  this  Act,  be  atudenM  in  the  College  of  Hay- 
nootb,  and  the  yearly  som  payable  to  the  trustees 
of  the  College  of  Maynooth  in  reipeot  of  each 
such  student,  in  punuance  of  the  fifth,  sixth,  and 
aerenth  aeotions  of  the  said  Aot  of  the  eighth  and 
ninth  years  of  the  reign  of  liar  preaent  Majesty  ; 
and  from  and  after  the  diMoutinoaaoe  of  the  pay- 
niaut  of  the  annual  sums  heretofore  paid  to  the 
said  trustees,  in  purtuanoe  of  the  lait  mentioned 
atcttona  of  the  aaid  Act,  the  Commissioners  shall 
pay  to  the  said  trustees  yearly  so  long  as  each 
such  student  shall  continue,  in  aocordanee  with 
the  regulation*  vhieh  (hall  be  in  force  at  the  data 
of  (ha  passing  of  thi*  Act,  to  b«  a  student  in  tha 
(aid  College,  a  sum  equal  to  the  yearly  aum  which 
would  have  been  payable  to  them  in  respeet  of 
(och  Btadent,  if  the  last-msntioned  Act  had  not 
been  repealed." — [Mr.  Sinclair  Ayloun.) 

Question  proposed,  "That  the  words 
proposed  to  oe  loft  out  stand  part  of  the 

Clause." 

The  chairman  said,  the  hon.  Gen- 
tleman was  in  Order  in  moving  his 
Amendment ;  but  he  ought  to  explain 
the  difference  between  the  Amendment 
on  the  Paper  and  that  which  he  had 
really  moved. 

Mr.  SINOIxAIE  AYTOUN  said,  he 
had  added  to  the  Amendment  printed  in 
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the  Votes,  "  A  snm  equal  to  the  Tearly 
Bom  wbidi  would  have  been  payaole  to 
them  in  respect  of  such  student,  if  the 
last-mentioned  Act  had  not  been  re- 
pealed."   

Mb.  PERCY  WYNDHAM  said,  he 
had  been  unable  to  vote  for  the  last 
Amendment,  because  it  vould  have 
tended  to  increase  the  ill-sotten  ^ains  of 
the  tithe-Dwners ;  but  tne  Committee 
had  nor  reached  a  point  where  the  prin- 
ciples  on  which  the  BiU  had  hitherto 
been  supported  appeared  to  have  been 
quite  abandoned,  and  we  were  called 
upon  to  proceed  on  different  grounds 
and  with,  apparently,  different  objects 
in  view.  As  far  as  the  Protestant 
Church  was  concerned,  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  appeared  to  have  imported 
the  Radical  principle  into  ecclesias- 
tical arrangements,  a  principle  with 
which  the  Irish  people,  who  were  the 
most  religious  people  in  Europe,  had  not 
the  Bhght«8t  sympathy.  Accordingly, 
directly  the  Koman  Catholic  Church 
came  to  be  dealt  with,  to  which  Church 
the  majority  of  the  Irish  people  be- 
longed, that  principle  was  ahandoned, 
ana  a  new  principle  was  introduced. 
As  far  as  concerned  the  Frot«staiit 
Church,  the  Bill  was  a  BiU  which 
took  away  all  Church  endowmentB,  which 
cut  away  all  existing  aid,  which  rendered 
the  Church  entirely  dependent  upon 
Toluntary  contributions,  which  ignored 
all  right  of  the  Church  to  compensation, 
but  i^ch  was  carefiil  of  individual  in- 
terests. But  when  the  Boman  Catholic 
Chtirch  came  to  be  dealt  with  a  totally 
opposite  principle  was  adopted,  and  the 
Bill  became  one  which,  instead  of  cutting 
off  existing  aid,  made  a  precarious  aid 
pennanent,  and  which  thrust  aside  indi- 
vidual interests  in  fovour  of  those  of  the 
Soman  Catholic  Church  as  a  body.  It 
was  only  a  day  or  two  since  the  Com- 
mittee refused  to  grant  any  funds  for 
the  repair  of  twelve  monumental  churches 
belonging  to  the  Irish  Church,  and 
yet  it  was  now  proposed  to  grant 
funds  for  the  repair  of  Haynooth  Col- 
lege. The  Attorney  General  for  Ireland 
h^  assured  the  Committee  the  other 
night  that  if  any  hitch  occurred  respect- 
ing the  property  to  be  enjoyed  by  the 
Disestabhshed  Church,  it  would  be  re- 
moved hy  subsequent  legislation.  That 
was  not  an  agreeable  prospect  certainly ; 
but  it  would  not  sorprise  anybody  if 
some  conAision  were  to  arise  in  respect 


of  property  the  tiUo  to  which  aroae  oat 
of  the  recent  confiscation.  The  smsll 
scruple  that  that  House  had  shown  in 
deahng  with  ecclesiastical  property  did 
not  teU  much  in  favour  of  the  mtore 
seonrity  of  the  property  of  the  Disestab- 
lished Church  if  Farhament  was  to  have 
any  control  over  it.  The  utmost  caution 
had,  however,  been  observed  in  placing 
the  property  of  Maynooth  safely  out  of 
harm's  way,  and  it  would  be  impossible 
for  Parhament  to  touch  it  at  any  subse- 
quent period.  In  arguing  against  Uie 
proposal  of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
the  Member  for  Buckinghamshire  to  treat 
the  Protestant  Church  on  the  same  foot- 
ing as  the  Boman  Catholic  Church,  tiia 
right  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  the 
Attorney  General  for  Ireland  expressed 
a  fear  ttiat  such  a  course  might  mvolve 
the  sacrifice  of  individual  interests.  In 
considering  this  point,  he  had  looked 
into  the  Maynootn  Act,  and  he  found 
that  there  was  nothing  in  that  Act  that 
preventedjthe  Trustees  of  that  College  ^ 
applying  a  portion  of  &6  funds  entrusted  * 
to  them  in  behalf  of  the  Boman  Catho- 
lic Church  instead  of  for  the  support  of 
the  College.  It  might  be  said  that  even 
if  such  a  result  were  possible  it  was  not 
probable  that  it  would  occur.  But  if 
that  were  the  case,  why  could  not  the 
Protestant  Church  be  treated  with  equal 
confidence  f  They  had  been  told  over 
and  over  again  that  Uaynooth  was  an 
educational,  and  not  a  religious  estab- 
lishment ;  but,  in  truth,  both  the  Church 
of  Ireland  and  Maynooth  College  were 
purely  ecdeaiastical  establishments,  the 
real  and  only  distinction  between  the 
Irish  Protestant  Church  and  that  College 
was  that  while  the  former  was  an  insti- 
tution for  the  benefit  and  instruction  of 
the  laity,  the  latter  was  an  institution 
for  the  training  of  priests.  The  right 
hon.  Gentleman  (Mr.  Gladstone)  niged 
Bs  a  reason  for  the  course  he  took  with 
regard  to  Maynooth  College,  that  when 
he  came  to  deal  with  Trimty  College  he 
would  have  to  treat  it  In  the  same  spirit 
of  liberahty,  but  there  was  no  analogy  be- 
tween the  case  of  Trinity  College  and  that 
of  Maynooth.  Trinity  College  was  open 
to  every  layman  ;  and  before  the  prieete 
took  up  the  unfortunate  attitude  they 
had  assumed  of  late  years,  a  great  num- 
ber of  the  Cathohc  laity  did  receive  their 
education  in  that  College,  where  there 
was  not  the  eli^test  uiteiferonce  with 
their  rehgion .   When  in  legislating  they 
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refused  to  grant  to  one  commimity  what, 
under  the  same  conditions  they  granted 
to  another,  a.  proposal  euch  as  the  one 
the  GoTemment  now  roade  in  the  case  of 
Haynooth  became  ip»o  facto  an  act  of 
injoetice.  He  should,  therefore,  vote 
with  the  hon.  Member  for  Kirkcaldy 
(Mr.  Aytoun).  With  many  other  Mem- 
bete  on  the  exposition  side  of  the  House, 
he  believed  uiat  this  Bill  vould  become 
law ;  but,  if  it  did  not  treat  the  Protes- 
tants with  the  same  liberality  as  it  treated 
the  Eoman  Catholics,  or,  if  it  did  not 
treat  the  Roman  Catholics  with  the  s 
rigour  as  it  treated  the  Protestants,  he 
bdieved  it  would  fail  to  give  ultimate 
satisfaction  to  any  indiridual  in  the  Bri- 
tish Empire  capable  of  forming  an  un- 
biassed opinion. 

Mb.  DOWNING;*  Sir,  smce  this  Bill 
was  introduced,  I  have  not  addressed  a 
single  word  to  the  House ;  as  a  Catholic 
Member  I  considered  it,  if  not  a  neces- 
sary, at  least  a  prudent,  course  to  re- 
main silent  and  leave  the  discussion  of 
the  great  principles  of  the  Bill — disen- 
dowment  and  disestablishment — to  the 
Episcopalian  and  Nonconformist  Mem- 
bers of  the  House ;  but  those  principles 
having  been  affirmed,  I  feel  not  only  at 
liberty  but  bound  to  take  part  in  the 
discussion  raised  by  the  Amendment  of 
the  hoD.  Member  for  Kirkcaldy  (Mr. 
Sinclair  Aytoim).  8ir,  the  Amendment 
is  one  that  is  difficult  to  comprehend, 
but  so  far  as  it  is  intelligible  tbe  Com- 
mittee will  see  that  it  is  entirely  incon- 
sistent with  the  vote  of  last  evening, 
taken  on  the  Motion  of  my  hon.  Friend 
the  Member  for  Peterborough  (Mr. 
Whalley),  the  ill-requited  champion  of 
Proteatantism.  That  significant  majority 
of  126  decided  that  the  State  should  re- 
cognize Maynooth  College  as  a  distinct 
corporate  body — the  Motion  of  die  hon. 
Member  being  that  it  should  be  dis- 
solved. In  that  division  it  was  some- 
what remarkable  that  the  Leader  of  tlie 
Opposition  (Mr.  Disraeli)  went  into  the 
same  Lobby  with  that  hon.  Member, 
while  the  hon.  and  learned  Member  for 
the  University  of  Dublin  walked  out  of 
the  House  when  the  division  hell  rang, 
and  did  not  vote,  much  to  his  credit,  and 
not  inconsistent  with  that  sense  of  jus- 
tice and  honour  which  has  marked  his 
career  through  life.  I  cannot  avoid  the 
expression  of  surprise  at  the  course 
taken  by  the  right  non.  Gentleman  (Mr. 
Disraeli)  when  I  remember  that  bui 
Mr.  Percy  Wyndham 


recently  that  right  hon.  Gentleman  led 
the  country  to  believe  that  he  was  pre- 
j«red  to  give  a  charter  to  the  Catholic 
University.  A  very  considerable  num- 
ber of  the  Boman  Catholics  of  this  king- 
dom have  for  many  years  been  deceived 
in  believing  that  tiie  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man and  his  followers  were  more  likely 
to  act  justly  towards  the  general  body 
than  the  Leaders  of  the  liberal  party. 
I  was  not  one  of  the  deceived;  and  I 
apprehend  that,  after  the  discussions  that 
bave  taken  place  on  the  clause  now  be- 
fore the  Committee,  and  the  offensive 
and  insulting  language  which  has  come 
&om  so  many  hon.  Members  on  the 
other  side  of  the  Houee,  few,  if  any, 
will  long  remain  under  the  deception. 
The  Amendment  goes  to  deprive  May- 
nooth of  a  capitel  sum,  and  instead 
thereof  that  the  Church  Commissionera 
should  pay  to  the  president  and  officers 
of  the  CoUege  durmg  their  lives,  and  so 
long  as  they  should  continue  to  perform 
the  duties  of  their  offices  sums  ei^ual  to 
the  amount  of  their  present  yearly  in- 
comes, and  a  yearly  simi  in  respect  of 
each  student  so  long  as  he  shall  con- 
tinue in  accordance  with  Uie  regulations 
of  the  College.  My  hon.  Pnend  the 
Member  for  Boscommon  (The  O'Conor 
Don)  has  already  shown  that  the  Church 
Commissioners  could  have  no  control  or 
power  over  the  officers,  and  that  the 
machinery  contemplated  could  net  work, 
I  assume  that  the  hon.  Mover  of  the 
Amendment  only  sought  a  fiirther  op- 
portunity of  showing  his  intolerant  feel- 
ings towards  the  Bcmian  Catholic  body. 
I  deny  that  there  is  any  exceptional 
legislation  in  the  Bill  with  reference  to 
Maynooth.  Identity  of  procedure  was 
impossible,  the  nature  of  the  several 
coses  rendered  diversity  of  arrangement 
inevitable  i  and  this  is  an  answer  to 
those  who  have  asked  why  we  should 
not  compensate  each  individual  Profes- 
sor ana  student  instead  of  placing  a 
capital  sum  in  the  hands  of  the  Trustees 
of  the  College,  and  it  la  also  an  answer 
to  the  Amendment.  I  was  utterlv 
amazed  at  the  observation  which  fell 
from  the  last  speaker  in  stating  that  on 
the  death  of  the  incumbents  nothing 
would  be  left  to  the  Protestant  Church. 
For  what  is  the  fact  ? — this,  that  if  those 
who  ate  supposed  to  take  so  deep  and 
sincere  on  interest  in  the  future  welfare 
of  their  Church  desire  it,  thev  may,  by 
capitalizing  their  incomes,  realize  a  gross 
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Bum  of  about  £5,000,000,  vhich,  if  in- 
vested, would  realize  au  annual  income 
of  £225,000  a  year,  to  which  add  a  sum 
of  £3,500,000  to  compensate  for  other 
rested  intorests ;  and  this  is  the  Church 
which  we  hare  been  told  is  about  being 
cut  &om  her  ancient  and  sacred  moor- 
ings and  floated  on  a  tempestuous  ocean, 
without  rudder  or  provisions.  The  Com- 
mittee have  seen  with  what  anxiety  and 
care  all  those  connected  with  the  Protest- 
ant Church  have  put  forward  their 
daima  for  an  increase  to  Uie  compensa- 
tion which  the  BiU  contemplated— and 
I  here  express  my  satisfaction  that  the 
appeal  of  a  deserving  class,  the  curates, 
has  been  favourably  considered,  and  that 
while,  as  the  Bill  originally  stood,  strict 
justice  was  accorded,  as  it  now  stands 
generosity  has  been  conferred.  I  can 
appeal  to  hon.  Members  on  the  other 
side  and  to  Members  of  the  Government 
whether  I  did  not,  before  a  single 
Amendment  was  put  on  the  Paper,  state 
my  conviction  as  a  Boman  Catholic 
Member  that  the  line  of  generosity 
adopted  by  the  Government  in  reference 
to  the  curates  would  have  my  cordial 
support.  And  now  let  me  ask  what  are 
the  feelicgs  with  reference  to  Maynooth  f 
As  expr^Bod  by  hon.  Members  on  the 
other  side,  they  are  those  of  intolerance, 
of  bigotry,  and  ingratitude.  The  hon. 
Baronet  ^e  Member  for  North  Wiltshire 
(Sir  George  Jenkinson)  and  the  hon.  and 
learned  Member  for  Salford  (Mr.  Charley) 
• — distinguished  by  tlie  fact  of  his  being 
the  only  Member  of  this  House  who  at- 
tended the  Orange  demonstration  at 
Exeter  Hall— couU,  not  conscientiously 
grant  any  aid  for  the  education  of  priests 
to  teach  a  false  doctrine — that  of  Popery ; 
language  that  may  have  been  received 
wis  apjdause  some  centuries  ago — nay, 
some  half-century,  when  no  Roman  Ca- 
tholic could  sit  in  this  House  to  repel 
unjust  accusationB.  Those  hon.  Mem- 
bers appear  not  to  have  read  Irish  his- 
tory, or  if  they  have,  with  little  profit. 
Are  they  not  aware  that  for  seventy-four 
years  the  State  has  contributed  to  the 
education  of,  not  the  entire  of  the  Ca- 
tholic priestliiood  of  Ireland,  but  above 
two-thirds  of  them,  the  other  one-third 
receiving  their  education  outside  the 
walls  ofMaynooth.  Are  they  not  aware 
that  in  1795  an  exclusively  Insh  Protest- 
ant Parliament  voted  a  sum  of  £8,000 
a  year  for  that  purpose ;  that  in  that 
Parliament  the  Insh  Protestant  Prelates 
sat,  and  that  there  was  not  a  dissentient 


voice  in  either  House?  That  Vote  is 
adopted  by  the  United  Parliament  by 
increasing  the  grant  to  £9,200  in  the 
year  1608,  and  again,  in  1613,  the  same 
Parliament  made  a  grant  of  £700  a  year 
in  aid  of  what  is  known  as  the  Dun- 
boyne  Establishment.  In  1645,  Sir 
fiobort  Peel,  whose  conduct  and  opinions 
we  may  reasonably  hope  would  influ- 
ence the  opinions  of  Members  of  this 
House  on  either  side,  introduced  the 
Bill  by  which  the  present  grant  of 
£26,360  a  year  was  secured  to  May- 
nooth. In  introducing  that  Bill,  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  said  there  were 
three  courses  open  for  adoption.  Firstly, 
to  continue  uie  then  present  system 
without  alteration;  secondly,  to  discon- 
tinue the  grant  altogether,  and  after 
providing  for  existing  interests  to  have 
no  connection  between  Government  end 
Maynooth ;  and  thirdly,  to  adopt,  in  a 
friendly  and  generous  spirit,  the  mstitu- 
tion  provided  for  the  education  of  the 
Boman  Catholic  priesthood.  Well,  that 
Parliament  adopted  the  third  course  by 
the  large  majority  of  147  ;  and  yet  the 
intolerance  of  the  Opposition,  who  value 
so  highly  the  right  of  private  judgment, 
consider  it  in  tie  nineteenth  century  a 
violation  of  principle  to  provide  instruc- 
tion for  the  priesthood  of  the  millions  of 
the  Irish  people.  Those  pious  and  sin- 
gidarly  gifted  individuals  are  influenced 
by  scruples  not  felt  by  George  HI.,  by 
Camden,  Pitt,  Perelval,  and  Feel.  1ji 
discussing  that  Bill,  Sir  Robert  Peel  used 
language  so  applicable  to  the  very  point 
we  are  now  discussing,  &at  I  ask  the 
particular  attention  of  the  Committee 
for  a  moment.  He  said — in  reference 
to  the  second  course  which  he  had  sug- 
gested— 

"  If  thia  vera  k  mere  ptouaiarr  engagsment. 
rrom  vbioh  joa  could  Dot,  vithoat  kbaolnts  fn- 
jaitJM,  aUnd  ralrawd,  jov  might  poaaibi;  aroid 
Ibe  ■nnnat  pcrTormaDce  of  it.  bf  caloulatiag  the 
valne  of  the  aannitr,  MDvertiag  it  into  capital, 
paring  tbs  ainouiit  to  the  Truataei  of  the  Co]- 
lage,  and  notifjing  to  them  that  en  religioua 
groQDit*  ;ou  ahaolved  jooraclm  from  all  farther 
ooDDeotion  vith  this  inatitatioD." — [3  Hantari, 
liiii,  2fi.] 

Those  words  were  almost  prophetic — 
the  time  has  arrived  when  you  are  about 
to  absolve  yourselves  from  all  connec- 
tion with  Maynooth ;  and  that  great 
man  laid  down  for  you  the  mode  of  com- 
pensation— namely,  to  capitalize  the  an- 
nuity of  £26,360,  and  hand  it  over.  To 
whom  ?  Not  to  individuals,  not  to  Com- 
missioners, but  to  the  Trustees  of  the 
lC<mmitte^~Claute  39. 
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C!oUege.  Nov  let  me  ask  tlie  Commit- 
tee to  consider  with  what  funds  we  are 
dealiiiz ;  tiuids  over  which  it  is  admitted 
by  all  sides  that  the  Stete  has  con- 
trol, and  is  placed  at  their  disposal. 
They  are  funds  and  only  a  portion  of 
fonds  which  originally  belong;ed  to  £o- 
man  Catholics,  when  no  other  creed  was 
known  in  this  kingdom.  These  funds 
were  contributed  by  the  Catholic  people, 
tracts  of  land  were  consecrated  by  their 
proprietors  to  religious  institntiouB,  cen- 
tones  before  the  system  of  tithes  was 
introduced  into  Ireland.  Of  those  funds 
they  were  plundered,  their  altars  over- 
turned,  their  Bishope  and  their  priests 
tortured,  incarcerated,  banished,  or  put 
to  death  because  they  would  not  aban- 
don that  faith  in  which  they  believed, 
and  in  which  the;  were  consecrated  and 
ordained  to  toadi  and  propagate.  By 
inhuman  laws  instruction  was  forbidden 
to  the  Catholic  laity,  and  yet,  in  that 
daik  page  of  Ireland's  history,  that  faith 
was  preserved  pure  and  im.tauited  by 
the  heroic  fortitude  of  ite  Prelates  and 
its  priests.  And  what  are  you  now  dis- 
cussing for  the  last  two  nights  f  This, 
whether  of  £16,000,000  of  which  the 
people  of  Ireland  were  thus  robbed,  ^ou 
will  give  in  aid  of  the  future  instruction 
of  their  priesthood  the  paltry  sum  of 
£360,000,  which,  if  invested  at  5  per 
cent,  would  give  an  annual  income  of 
£8,360  less  than  they  are  at  present 
receiving  &om  Uie  Consolidated  Fund. 
Then  how  does  the  case  stand?  The 
Catholics,  78  per  cent  of  the  population, 
will  receive  £18,000  a  year;  the  Presby- 
terians, who  are  9  per  cent  of  the  popu- 
lation, will  receive,  besides  their  College 
and  Widows' Fmid,£38,500ayear;  whSe 
the  Epiecopaliana,  11  per  cent  of  the 
population,  will  receive — if  they  do  wish 
— an  annual  sum  of  £223,000,  irrespect^ 
ive  of  a  sum  of  £3,500,000  :— and  thit 
what  hon.  Members  on  the  other  side 
call  exceptional  legislation  in  favour  of 
CathoHca.  I  wiU  not  weary  the  House 
in  refuting  the  figures  of  my  hon.  Friend 
the  Member  for  Peterborough,  who 
would  give  the  magnificent  sum  of 
£120,000,  but  I  should  feel  no  diffi- 
culty in  proving  that,  according  to  tht 
tables  and  strict  actuarial  calculation, 
Haynooth  should  receive  the  sum  of 
£426,000.  But  Conservative  Members 
are  fond  of  precedents — especia^  when 
they  are  hoary  and  venerable.  The  his- 
torian, Hallam,  has  been  Crequently 
quoted  during  these  debates,  and  he 
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a.  historian  favourable  to  the  Ca- 
tholics.  He  says,  the  King  (Henry Tin.) 
was  reported  to  have  taflted  of  cutting 
off ,  the  heads  of  refractory  Conmioners. 
A  single  suspicion,  a  single  doud  of 
wayward  humour,  was  sufficient  to  send 
the  proudest  Peer  to  the  block.  Firstly, 
he  seized  the  revenues  of  the  monasteries 
(in  England)  under  £200  a  year,  to  the 
number  of  376,  the  moveables  of  which 
alone  were  reckoned  worth  £100,000. 
In  1540,  he  seized  upon  die  revenues  of 
the  larger  monasteries,  which  poured  in 
instant  such  a  torrent  of  wealtli  on 
the  Crown  as  has  not  been  equalled  in 
any  country. 

Tfaii,"  the  Mitorian  nfB,  "  wu  in  SMt  not 
merely  U  voand  tbe  people'*  strongeit  impm- 
■ioDi  of  nligioD,  but  to  deprifo  the  indigent  in 
nuny  pluwi  of  luccour,  sod  the  better  rank  of 
'    ipitable  reeeptioD." 

This  indeed  was  a  revolution ;  and  how 
did  your  early  Protestant  Eeformers 
treat  the  rightM  owners  of  all  this  pro- 
perty F  Hallam  says  historians  assert 
that  the  monks  were  turned  adrift  with 
a  small  sum  of  money,  but  he  states  that 
the  superiors  received  pensions  vatjdng 
from  £266  to  £6,  and  in  a  note  he  gives 
the  amount  thus  —  The  priors  of  cells 
generally  received  £13;  a  few  whose 
services  merited  distinction  received  £20 ; 
others  £6,  £4,  or  £2.  The  peosions^to 
nuns  averE^ed  £4.     He  adds — 

"  Thom  were,  howcTer,  Toluntnry  gifts  on  ths 
part  of  tbe  Cronn,  for  the  Parliament,  whiohdi*- 
(Olied  the  nionaatio  foundations,  while  it  took 
abundant  care  to  preserTe  anj  rights  of  property 
which  private  perBOna  might  enjoj  OTertbeestaUa 
thos  escheated  to  the  Crown,  TOochssled  not  a 
word  towards  seearing  tha  slightest  oompensation 
tD  the  diipoaaesaed  owners."  —  [CentUtutiimal 
Biltory,  o.  2.] 

This  is,  no  doubt,  a  precedent  that  yon 
on  the  Opposition  Benches  would  wish 
to  follow ;  and  if  you  could  and  did  not 
give  a  shilling  to  Maynooth,  the  Catholics 
of  Ireland  would  now,  as  in  the  days 
of  persecution,  animated  by  the  same 
spirit  and  the  same  faith,  raise  ample 
mnds  to  educate  their  ^sters,  who,  in 
the  words  of  Sir  Eobert  Peel — 

"  Do  what  JOD  will — pass  tbis  measuro  or  ■*■ 
fnseit,  tha  Catholle  priests  will  oonllnne  to  be  tlM 
■l^ritnat  guides  and  religious  Instmotors  of 
■nitlions  of  jour  countrfmen." 
But  the  same  imbroken  majority  which 
has  hitherto  so  triumphantly  advanced 
this  Bill  through  Committee  will  reject 
the  Amendment  now  before  the  House. 
I  rejoice  to  eee  the  hberal  and  generoua 
epint  which  animates  thia  f  oniament. 
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I  congratulate  the  country  at  large  on 
the  cordial  union  between  English, 
Scotch,  and  Iriah  liberal  representa- 
tives ;  and,  as  an  Iriah  Koman  Catholic 
Uember,  I  &auHy  tender  to  the  English 
and  Scotch  Members  the  thanks  of  the 
Irish  Boman  Catholics  for  tho  sense  of 
justice  and  liberality  which  they  have 
throughout  the  discufision  on  this  Bill 
mani^sted.  We  are  told,  that*let  this 
Bill  be  carried,  and  not  only  will  the 
Constitution  be  sapped,  but  tne  Throne 
OTertnmed.  The  esme  has  been  pre- 
dicted time  after  time,  and  yet  the  Con- 
stitution is  safe  and  unimpaired ;  pass 
this  Bill,  and  the  Throne  inll  be  safer, 
for  you  wilt  hare  done  much  to  con- 
ciliate the  Irish  people,  to  reconcile 
them  to  British  rule,  and  to  unite  with 
the  people  of  the  United  Kingdom  in 
feelings  of  friendship  and  brotherhood. 

Majok  WALKEE  said,  he  felt  hound 
to  support  the  Amendment.  In  common 
with  a  numerauB  and  intelligent  portion 
of  his  countrymen,  he  believed  that  the 
erant  to  Maynooth  was  an  error  in 
theory,  and  had  been  a  failure  in  prac- 
tice ;  and  while  he  would  not  have  in- 
terrupted the  existing  truce,  now  that  it 
was  interrupted  and  the  compact  broken, 
he  did  not  feel  bound  to  support  the  per- 
petuation of  an  arrrangement  reluctantly 
tolerated,  and  made  under  very  excep- 
tional circumstances,  which  had  now 
ceased  to  exist.  He  looked  upon  the 
proposals  of  the  Government  for  giving 
large  compensation  for  life  interests  as 
constituting  a  practical  endowment  of 
the  Boman  Catholic  College  of  Maynooth, 
and  he  therefore  felt  bound  t«  vote  for 
the  Amendment, 

Me.  WHALLEY  said,  nothing  could 
be  clearer  than  that  the  Amendment 
carried  out  the  views  the  Prime  Minister 
entertained  when  he  spoke  of  "  due  re- 
gard beii^  paid  to  personal  interests." 
The  question  of  Maynooth  or  no  May- 
nooth having  been  decided,  the  questioQ 
that  remained  was  what  was  to  be  done 
with  the  money.  The  Trustees  might 
dismiss  the  Professors  and  the  students ; 
and  he  was  told  that  it  was  their  inten- 
tion to  divest  their  operations  of  the 
obnoxious  name  of  Maynooth,  and  to 
establish  diocesan  Colleges  in  different 

{larts  of  the  countiy.  Despite  the  Beso- 
ation  of  last  Session,  personal  interests 
were  ignored,  and  a  grant  was  to  be 
made  to  the  Trustees  of  Maynooth  Col- 
lege— Bishops  of  the  Church  of  Borne, 
who  from  the  time  they  got  poeseBsion  of 
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this  £360,000  would  have  no  check  upon 
them  whatever,  and  would  be  perfectly 
at  liberty  to  carry  out  the  policy  of 
Bome.  He  was  animated  by  a  most 
sincere  desire  to  be  reconciled  to  his 
Friends  on  that  side  of  the  House,  for 
he  had  seen  nothing  diu-ing  the  debate 
which  would  encourage  h'T"  to  change 
his  party  or  his  side.  Gentlemen  oppo- 
site had  received  every  encouragement 
at  his  hands  to  take  up  the  Protestant 
question,  but  they  had  shown  no  disposi- 
tion to  do  SO-  He  had  bome  with  per- 
fect equanimity  vituperation  of  all  kinds, 
and  had  submitted  to  an  assumed  supe- 
riority on  the  part  of  some ;  but  he  had 
lived  long  enough  to  see  his  declarations 
realized.  Six  or  seven  years  e^  he  rose 
to  move  for  a  Select  Committee  to  in- 
quire into  the  nature  and  extent  of  the 
Fenian  organization,  and  for  one  hour 
was  not  alK>wed  to  speak. 

LoKD  CLAUD  HAMILTON  asked 
the  Chairman  whether  the  hon.  Member 
was  discusrang  the  question  before  the 
Committee? 

The  CHAIBMAN  said,  he  did  not 
see  that  the  hon.  Member  was  out  of 
Order. 

Mk.  WHALLET  said,  that  what  had 
happened  in  the  past  might  happen  in  the 
future,  and  renunded  the  Committee  of 
a  memorable  manifestation  which  gave 
rise  to  the  creation  of  the  word  "  Sing." 
The  visit  of  the  Prince  of  Wales  had 
caused  some  persons  in  Ireland  to  invent 
or  rather  perpetrate,  a  song  expressing 
in  words  precisely  those  sentiments  which 
had  been  universally  condemned  in  the 
Mayorof  Cork.  Everyone  remembered 
the  contempt,  ridicule,  obloquy,  and  dis- 
paragement which  he  had  brought  upon 
himself  by  his  pertinacity  upon  &at  occa- 
sion ;  but  it  was  a  consolation  ta  him,  in 
the  midst  of  many  trials,  to  know  that  if 
the  evidence  in  support  of  hie  warning 
had  been  attended  to  at  that  time,  many 
lives  since  sacrificed  would  have  been 
saved.  He  therefore  rose  on  this  occa- 
sion to  urge  the  Prime  Minister  to  accept 
the  Amendment  of  the  hon.  Member  for 
Kirkcaldy  (Mr.  Aytoun),  even  though  it 
might  be  to  him  as  a  lociu  patniUniia — to 
respect  personal  iutereste,  but  not  to  en- 
dow Maynooth  in  the  abstract — Maynooth 
in  its  most  offensive  and  perilous  form. 
The  President  of  the  Board  of  Trade, 
who,  by  his  extraordinary  power  and  in- 
fluence, was  to  a  certain  extent  like  an 
inflated  balloon,  had  carried  some  of  the 
people  away  wiUi  him,  and  although  they 
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could  not  agree  vith  him,  in  hia  conclu' 
sions,  still  tney  were  buoyed  up  with  the 
hope  that  the  right  hou.  Qeutlemau  knew 
better  than  th^j-ond  that  it  would  all  come 
right  in  the  end.  Buthewamed  them  that 
the  erentB  now  daily  occurring  in  Ireland, 
of  which  the  proceedings  of  me  Mayor  of 
Cork  were  a  sample,  were  but  the  out- 
ward and  visible  sign  of  the  inward 
spirit  which  animated  the  Papacy.  That 
spirit  was  intensified  in  Irel^d  and 
inland,  and  the  common  sense  of  the 
people  of  England  had  found  in  it  a 
justification  for  eveiy  measure,  penal  or 
precautionary,  taken  by  our  ancestors 
against  Borne.  The  Prime  Minister, 
irtien  he  charged  England  with  injustice 
towards  the  Koman  Catholics,  forgot 
the  provocation  Home  had  given,  and, 
now  that  he  spoke  of  compensation,  he 
charged  him  to  remember  tliat  to  do 
other  than  compensate  personal  interests 
would  be  in  dii«ct  violation  of  the  prin- 
ciple of  "  levelling  down." 

Mb.  GLADSTONE  :  I  am  very  sorry 
if  I  have  offended  my  hon.  Friend  by 
references  to  former  history  in  connec- 
tion  with  this  Bill ;  but  the  reason  it  it 
absolutely  necessary  to  make  these  re- 
ferences from  time  to  time  wOl  at  orux 
le  observed  by  my  hon.  Friend  when  I 
point  out  to  him  that,  'though  a  veiy 
large  portion  of  the  Members  of  thia 
House  have  admitted  in  terms  more  oi 
less  general,  and  some  of  them  in  terms, 
quite  sattsfbctory,  that  we  are  to  proceed 
upon  principles  of  religious  equaUty,  yet 
there  are  certain  others — and  we  have 
had  q>ecimenB  to-night,  especially  one 
from  a  Gentleman  not  now  in  his  place 
— who  declared  downright  that  we  art 
not  to  proceed  upon  principles  of  equality, 
and  that,  under  no  circumstances,  is  any- 
thing to  be  done  on  behalf  of  what  if 
called  "  the  Popish  religion."  Invidious 
names  even  have  been  used  for  the  pur- 
pose of  inflaming  ancient  prejudices,  and 
when  this  is  the  case  it  is  absolutely 
necessary  from  time  to  time  to  go  back 
upon  previous  history  and  tfl  entreat 
that  at  length  these  evil  traditions  may 
be  cast  aside,  and  that  we  may  deal 
irith  the  country  on  principles  which 
become  a  Legislature  which  professes 
justice  and  freedom,  and  which,  if  it 
boasts  of  its  prey^Hng  Protestantism, 
boasts  of  it  most  of  all  for  this,  that  the 
Protestant  Members  of  thia  House  are 
accustomed  especially  to  assodate  Pro- 
testantism with  freedom  and  justice.  I 
will  now  endeavoor  to  point  out  to  the 


Committee  the  poUcy  which  we  have 
formally  pursued  and  the  measures  we 
have  t^en,  in  order  that  we  may  well 
comprehend  the  nature  of  the  step  we 
are  invited  to  take  by  my  hon.  Friend 
the  Member  for  Kirkcaldy.  And  I  can- 
not too  soon  announce  that  I  will  meet 
face  to  face,  and  foot  to  foot,  the  propo- 
sition of  my  hon.  Friend,  and  wiU  en- 
tirely deny  on  our  part— and,  I  think, 
will  make  good  my  denial — that  this  is 
to  be  called  an  endowment  or  a  re- 
endowment  of  Maynooth  in  any  sense, 
except  in  that  sense  in  which  the  condi- 
tions we  have  given  to  the  Presbyterians 
and  the  Established  Church  are  a  re- 
endowment  on  an  infinitely  larger  scale 
than  is  proposed  for  Maynooth.  Now, 
our  system  of  dealing  with  regard  to 
Ireland  down  to  this  mcMnent  has  been 
this — We  have  not  stood  in  a  manner 
too  straitlaced  upon  a  principle.  Every 
religion  has  had  a  share  of  what  we 
consider  to  be  public  or  national  money. 
But  we  have  been  very  notable  in  the 
proportions  in  which  we  have  dealt  it 
out.  The  Protestantism  of  the  Estab- 
lished Church  of  Ireland  has  been  sup- 
ported at  the  rate  of  £1  per  head  ;  the 
Protostantism  of  the  Presbyterians  has 
been  supported  at  the  rate  of  1*.  lOd. 
per  head ;  and  the  Boman  Catholic  reli- 
gion has  been  supported  by  the  special 
favour  and  bountr  of  the  State — for  I 
find  it  BO  described  by  the  opponents  of 
the  Maynooth  Grant,  as  if  it  were  a 
grant  of  unexampled  munificence— at 
the  rate  of  about  l^d.  per  head.  That 
is  a  fair  exhibition  of  that  sort  of  admix- 
ture of  high  spirit  with  pecuniary  libe- 
rality which  has  thus  far  characterized 
the  policy  of  this  House.  Well,  Sir, 
intending  to  put  an  end  by  this  Bill  to 
this  state  of  things,  we  have  proceeded 
thus  far.  We  have  voted  to  ttie  Estab- 
lished Church  and  to  its  members,  i 


the  shape  partly  of  life  intoresta,  partly 
of  private  endowments,  partly  of  pro- 
perty in  kind — and  I  spe^  solely  of  the 


Established  Church  as  a  body — to  that 
Church  we  have  voted  in  money  and 
money's  worth  propertj' which  one  would 
probably  not  be  far  wrong  in  estimating 
at  £9,000,000.  We  have  voted  to  the 
Presbyterians  eveiything  that  the  Go- 
vernment were  asked  for  on  their  be- 
half. We  may  be  said  to  have  voted  for 
them  about  £790,000,  or  between  700,000 
and  £800,000 ;  and  we  now  come  to  vote 
a  sum  for  Maynooth  of  £365,000,  toge- 
ther with  the  remission  of  a  debt  of 
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£20,000— a  debt  Oiat  was  inooned  for 
the  purpose  of  majntaiiuiig  buildiiigB 
Qpon  a  scale  that  will,  I  apprehend,  be 
totally  needlesB  after  the  oiseHtabliBh- 
ment.  Thus,  if  you  come  to  divide  the 
■nm  of  betveen  £300,000  or  £400,000, 
and  the  sums  voted  for  the  FreebyterianB 
and  the  Eetabliahed  Church  rateably 
per  head  among  the  different  religious 
oommunions,  you  will  arrive  at  propor- 
tions not  very  different  from  those  rather 
notable  proportions  which  I  have  stated 
in  the  shape  of  figures.  However,  these 
Yotea  for  the  Presbyterians  and  for  the 
£etablished  Church  have  been  given, 
and  given  without  iavidious  opposition ; 
liut  now  that  we  come  to  the  case  of  the 
Bomaa  Catholics  a  vehement  opposition 
is  ofibred.  The  privilege  of  incorpo- 
ration given  to  the  Church  under  the 
Bill  was  denied  to  the  Boman  Catholics 
by  a  large  minority.  The  appropriation 
of  the  fonds  for  compeasation  &om  the 
Church  property  of  Ireland,  which  had 
been  voted  to  ike  FreBbyterians  of  alL 
communions  and  all  creeds  without  a 
single  word  of  objection  from  any  hon. 
Gentleman — whatever  his  profession  of 
opinions  in  this  House — is  also  refused  by  a 
considerable  minority,  if  they  could  sway 
the  judgment  of  the  House,  in  the  case 
of  the  Koman  Catholics ;  and  though  it 
was  refused  by  some  with  the  declara- 
tion that  they  were  prerured  to  support 
a  grant  from  the  CtMsolidated  Fund,  it 
was  revised  by  others  with  the  plain  and 
open  avowal  that  they  declined  to  be 
bound  to  vote  anything  from  the  Con- 
Bolidated  Fund.  And  now,  after  having 
got  rid  of  these  two  great  questions, 
when  we  oome  to  the  case  of  uie  May- 
nootb  Grant  we  are  challen^d  by  my 
bon.  Friend  the  Member  for  Kirkcaldy, 
first,  upon  the  question  of  Jfbrm,  and, 
secondly,  upon  the  question  of  amount. 
I  myself  own  it  is  very  painfiil  tJ3  me, 
reviewing  the  circumstances  that  I  have 
stated,  that  we  should  be  oompelled  thus 
to  "chaffer"  abont  pounds,  shillings, 
uid  pence  in  the  case  of  a  sum  of  tbia 
character.  I  cannot  enter  upon  the  dis- 
cussion widiout  &  protest.  It  seems  to  me 
that  it  would  be  far  more  creditable  to 
the  dignity  and  character  of  this  As- 
sembly, and  would  be  more  likely  to 
promote  conciliation  in  Ireland,  if  the 
people  of  Ireland  saw  that  there  was  a 
disposition  on  our  parts  generally,  in- 
stead of  taking  every  opportunity  to  in- 
trodooe  causes  for  vexatious  controversy, 
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to  extend  to  them  tiie  same  large-handed 
liberality  with  which  I  have  shown  we 
have  dealt  with  the  other  cases  in  this 
Bill.  ["Oh,  oh!"]  I  am  not  surprised 
at  the  gestures  of  the  hon.  Member  for 
Wbitehaven  (Mr.  Bentinck).  The  House 
knows,  and  the  world  knows,  that  the 
Established  Church  has  bad  in  this 
matter  almost  a  monopoly  of  complaint.  . 
The  Presbyterians,  satii£ed  or  dissatis- 
fied, have  stated  their  case  with  remark- 
able temper  and  moderation.  On  the 
part  of  me  Established  Church  there 
has  been  one  continued  strain  of  de- 
plorable lamentation,  and  nothing  but 
charges  and  accusations  against  the  ma- 
jority of  this  House  for  the  unequal 
measure  that  has  been  dealt  to  them. 
Well,  we  shall  endeavour  to  see  what 

rund  there  is  for  these  imputations, 
the  meantime  I  must  try  to  lay  par- 
ticularly before  the  Committee  those 
grounds  which  I  am  quite  satisfied  will 
prove  the  justice  and  moderation  of  the 
proposal  that  we  make,  and  will  induce 
the  Committee  to  give  to  that  proposal 
its  support.  It  is  said  that  we  nave 
dealt  exceptionally  with  the  Boman  Ca> 
tholio  body.  I  venture  respectfully  to 
deny  that  propodtion.  We  have  dealt 
with  the  Boman  Catholic  body  in  this 
[voposal  precieely  upon  the  same  prin- 
ciple as  we  have  dealt  with  eveiy  in- 
ter^t  of  an  analogous  character.  When 
we  approached  this  question  we  found 
that  we  had  to  meet  two  classes  of  d&~ 
mands ;  the  one  by  far  the  most  exten- 
sive in  its  character  was  that  class  of 
demands  which  related  to  life  interests 
alone.  In  the  case  of  these  life  interests 
our  course  was  clear.  We  were  com- 
pelled to  deal  in  the  first  instance  with 
the  individuals.  The  hon.  Member  for 
Cumberland  (Mr.  J.  Lowther)  says — 
' '  Why  did  not  you  deal  with  the  Church 
Body  in  respect  of  the  incumbents  as  you 
deal  with  the  trustees  of  Maynooth  in 
respect  of  the  Professors  and  students  ?' ' 
I  have  seen  so  much  of  the  intelligence 
of  the  hon.  U^nber  in  the  course  of  the 
various  discussions  in  this  House  that  X 
profess  myself  surprised  at  the  question, 
and  I  am  quito  sure  be  will  admit  that 
he  has  overlooked  the  cardinal  and  vital 
fiict  which  it  was  our  duty  at  once  to 
keep  in  view  all  along.  I  am  not  speak- 
ing now  of  the  Presbyterians,  but  of 
that  great  class  with  which  we  had  to 
do  —  namely,  the  Bishops,  dignitaries, 
and  incumbents  of  the  Established 
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Clttuch.  Ererr  one  of  them  posseBsed 
a  freehold,  and  had  an  absolute  right 
to  demand  of  ub  to  be  treated  as  a  free- 
holder. And  that  was  the  reason 
were  compelled  to  defd  with  them  aa 
indindualfl,  and  not  to  look,  in  the  first 
instance,  at  any  representatire  bodj  of 
the  Chnroh.  In  the  same  manner,  vith 
reepect  to  the  Preebyterian  dergy, 
Bsmuoh  aa  each  of  these  vaa  a  State 
annuitant,  die  natural  course  for  us  to 
take  was  to  deal  with  them  as  State  an- 
nnitaiits  in  the  first  instance ;  but  when 
m  came  to  the  Colle^  of  Maynoodk, 
tad  Tarioufi  other  classes  of  minor  in- 
terests, wo  not  only  were  not  under  the 
same  obligation  to  deal  with  individnalB, 
but  we  found  it  impossible  to  do  so. 
How  were  we  to  deal  with  individuals 
in  flie  case  of  the  Widows'  Fund  ?  Why, 
in  the  case  of  the  Widows'  Fund  under 
the  arrangements  of  the  BiU— arrange- 
ments which  yourselves  have  voted  with- 
out  one  word  of  objection — ^matty  widows 
will  oome  in  and  reap  the  advantage  of 
our  measorea  who  are  not  now  upon  the 
Fund,  and  have  no  interest  in  the  Fund 
whatever.  My  hon.  Friend  endeavours 
to  persuade  himself  that  ha  is  dealing 
equally  with  all  parties.  Now,  I  do  not 
for  a  moment  doubt  his  onceri^;  but 
I  greatly  demur  to  the  correctness  of  hi 
assumption.  Why  did  he  not  providi 
that  no  widows  should  derive  any  benefit 
from  a  grant  out  of  the  Widows'  Fund, 
esoept  those  who  are  now  upon  it  ?  Why 
did  Ike  not  provide  tliat  no  Synod  clerk 
■hoold  receive  any  benefit  except  those 
who  now  enjoy  that  office?  Why  did 
he  not  provide  with  r^ard  to  the  Pres- 
byterian College  that  nobody  should 
take  any  bene^t  in  the  general  ex- 
penses except  those  who  are  now  in 
the  College?  I  know  what  my  hon. 
Friend  has  said.  He  has  taken  a  veiy 
singular  course,  and  has  shown  how 
deeply  versed  he  is  in  the  poUtics  of  the 
wond.  The  hon.  Member  for  Mid-Iiu- 
oolnshire  (Mr.  Chaplin)  made  a  remark 
tile  other  night  as  to  a  long  pohtical 
career  rendering  men  astute,  and  he 
supposed  such  men  possessed  the  faculty 
of  adapting  means  to  an  end  in  a  re- 
markable manner.  Well,  my  hon. 
Friend  the  Member  for  Kirkcaldy  has 
proposed  to  put  certain  provisions  about 
the  Fresbyteriane  out  of  the  BiU,  but  he 
■ays — "I  will  take  a  division  on  May- 
nooth,  and  if  I  gain  it,  I  wiU  thim  move 
the  rejection  of  the  provisious  relating 
Mr.  Oladtton* 


to  the  Fresbytsrians."  But  when  a  prin- 
ciple was  at  issue,  why  did  he  not  take 
the  sense  of  the  Committee  ?  The  hon. 
Gentleman  knows  perfectly  well  that  h« 
will  never  aet  these  provisions  out  of 
the  Bill,  I  submit  that,  in  every  in- 
stance where  it  was  impossible  for  ns  to 
get  at  the  life  interests,  we  have  invari- 
ably proceeded  in  the  same  maimer,  and 
we  have  applied  the  same  rule  to  th» 
two  instanoee  before  ns  of  educational 
establishments.  It  has  been  said  that 
the  sum  we  propose  to  give  to  Haynootli 
is  an  endowment.  I  maintain,  on  the 
contrary,  t^at  it  is  no  endowment  to 
Uaynooth.  It  is  a  transition  payme&t 
given  to  Maynooth,  like  the  pa3^nenta 
we  give  to  others,  to  enable  it  to  meet 
the  circumstances  of  a  great  transition ; 
but  it  is  no  endowment  in  any  other 
sense  than  the  other  payments  prcnwised 
to  be  made  are  endowments,  if  you  utooeo 
to  apply  that  term  to  them.  There  are 
two  questions  to  be  considered — one  as 
to  the  amount  of  the  payment,  and  the 
other  as  to  its  form.  As  regards  the 
form  of  payment,  I  have  already  said 
that  Parliament  has  no  relations  what- 
everwith  the  Professors,  students,  officers, 
or  any  other  individuals  connected  with 
Maynooth,  When  Sir  Bobsrt  Peel  con- 
templated the  alternative  of  winding  up 
the  Maynooth  Grant,  he  supposed  the 
only  possible  form  of  doing  so  wonld  be 
by  making  a  payment  to  the  Trustees. 
My  hon.  !mend  the  Member  for  Peter- 
borough (Mr,  Wballey)  says  the  Trustees 
will  be  wholly  uncontrolled  in  this  mat- 
ter ;  but  can  he  find  a  single  lawyer  in 
the  country  who  will  support  him  in  this 
opinion?  I  venture  to  say  he  cannot. 
Every  trust  which  now  atbaohes  to  the 
Trustees  of  Maynooth,  and  is  capable  of 
being  enforced  ip.  a  court  of  equit^',  wiH 
attadi  to  them  in  the  disposal  of  this 
money.  It  will  be  impc«eiole  for  them 
to  realize  any  of  the  visions  which  pos- 
sess the  mind  of  my  hon.  Friend,  and 
they  will  be  still  bound  to  carry  out  the 
purposes  fbr  which  the  original  grant 
was  made.  If  we  hare  not  inserted  in 
the  Bill  a  set  of  preoiie  words  stating 
this  cironmstanoe,  it  is  because  they  have 
got  their  Charter  and  their  instructions 
and  limiting  laws,  and  rules  are  in  the 
Act  of  Parliament  under  which  they  now 
exist.  So  muoh  for  the  form;  and  I 
think  I  have  made  it  dear  that  ihs  trus- 
tees are  the  parsons  with  whom  it  is 
natoral  and  regular  for  us  to  deal.    I 
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now  wish  to  ootl  attention  briefly  to  the 
cue  of  the  educational  eetabli^unentB, 
and,  undoubtedly,  there  are  reasons 
which,  it  appears  to  me,  ought  to  lead 
na  to  deal,  m  the  case  of  a  central  es- 
tablishment for  education,  with  eren 
aomewhat  greater  liberality  than  we  do 
in  the  case  of  mere  and  bare  life  interests. 
This  establishment  has  been,  you  may 
say,  created  by  State  support.  It  is  ex- 
tremely difficult  to  oany  over  sudi  an 
institntiOD  to  the  voluntary  system,  and 
the  oonditions  onght  to  be  made  easy. 
TUm  difficulty  of  makine  the  transition  is 
maski  greater  than  in  the  case  of  local 
congregational  establishmentB.  In  the 
case  Of  the  local  congregation,  the  mo- 
ment a  pastor  dies  the  con^^ation  feel 
their  want,  and  have  a  motive  for  its 
immediate  supply.  But  the  failure,  de- 
cay, weakness,  and  disorganization  do 
not  make  themselTCB  felt  for  a  consider- 
able time  in  an  establishment  which 
rears  the  pastors.  This  is  not  a  reason 
why  you  ehonld  undertake  the  perma- 
nent maintenance  of  sudi  an  establish- 
ment ;  but  it  is  a  reason  why  you  should 
deal  somewhat  liberally  in  the  oi^aniza- 
tion  of  volunteer  resources.  T(£e  the 
case  of  the  Free  Church  in  Scotland — 
that  mi^fnlficent  example  to  which  we 
all  look  when  we  want  to  learn  what 
homan  energy  and  conscientious  con- 
victions can  do.  The  Free  Ohurch  first 
organized  its  congr^^tione  and  local 
Bcnools,  and  afterwards  it«  CoU^ies. 
Then,  what  has  our  experience  in  ^g- 
land  been  with  regard  to  State  aid  for 
primary  education  r  Tou  will  find  you 
can  maintain  the  primary  schools  of  the 
country  by  undertakjne  three-tenths  of 
the  expense.  The  total  charge  for  these 
schools  is  £1,314,000,  and  you  can  keep 
these  going  in  an  efficient  state  under 
public  inspection,  by  public  grsnta,  of 
£414,000,  or  about  30  per  cent  of  the 
whole.  But  now  let  us  look  at  those 
essential  and  vitally  necessary  institu- 
tions in  which  the  teachers  required  for 
these  primary  schools  are  reared.  Do 
we  get  off,  in  the  case  of  a  training  Col- 
1^,  with  30  per  cent  7  No ;  instead 
ofSO  we  have  to  pay  65  per  cent  of  the  ex- ' 
pense  of  maintaining  these  training  Col- 
leges. The  total  charge  ia  £83,  OOO;  of 
which  £24,000  is  supplied  &om  voluntary 
sources,  and  the  remainder  contributed 
by  the  State.  The  House  will  observe 
the  limits  within  which  I  use  this  argu- 
ment.   I  say,  we  should  have  some  con- 
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sideration  with  respect  to  the  precise 
measures  of  time  and  circumstance  in 
effecting  the  great  changes  which  all 
these  institutions  will  have  to  make. 
But  there  is  another  reason  which  has, 
I  think,  been  entirely  overlooked  by  my 
hon.  Friend  the  Member  for  Kirkcaldy. 
Until  to-night,  aa  he  is  aware,  lus 
Motion  was  maimed  in  a  vital  member. 
It  ended  with  half  a  sentence  instead  of 
a  whole  one  ;  but  on  the  portion  which 
was  omitted,  and  which  was  not  supplied 
in  my  hon.  Friend's  speech,  really  de- 
ponded  the  wholecharacter  of  the  Uotiou. 
My  hon.  Friend  deals  in  the  Motion 
witli  the  teachers  and  the  pupils,  and  I 
wish  to  point  out  the  pecubar  difficulties 
we  have  to  encounter  in  deaUng  with  an 
educational  institution.  My  hon.  Friend 
says  that  the  Commissioners  should  pay 
each  Professor  a  certain  amount  as  long 
as  he  lives  or  continuee  to  perform  the 
duties  of  his  office.  But  my  hon.  Friend 
has  completely  overlooked  the  vital  dis- 
tinction between  the  duties  of  a  teacher 
in  a  College  and  thoee  of  an  incumbent 
of  a  paridi.  Each  incumbent  in  his 
parish,  with  his  church  and  his  congre- 
gation, forms  an  organic  whole  ;  and  if 
mere  are  100  incumbents  in  a  diocese, 
and  ninety-nine  of  them  die,  still  the  one 
snrviving  incumbent  can  continue  to  per- 
form the  duties  of  his  office.  But  how 
does  this  apply  to  the  case  of  a  College  ? 
In  the  case  of  a  College  you  are  contem- 
plating a  complicated  machinery  of  many 
springs  and  many  wheels,  which  so  de- 
pend on  one  another  that  the  failure  of 
one  will  result  in  the  confusion  and 
anarchy  of  the  whole.  These  young  men 
are  carried  through  a  course  of  dasses 
presided  over  by  teachers  who  are  no 
doubt  competent  to  instruct  them  in  the 
special  branches  they  undertake,  but  not 
competent  to  instruct  them  in  other 
branches.  Death,  which  strikes  with 
equal  hand  the  huts  of  tjie  poor  and  the 
proud  palaces  of  the  great,  will  strike 
with  unequal  hand  the  Professors  of 
Maynooth,  and  will  pick  out  of  their 
ranks  here  and  there  a  Profeseor  of  this 
or  that  science,  and  Death  will  do  this 
without  the  smallest  regard  to  the  effect 
of  his  operations  on  the  order  and  dis- 
cipline of  the  College.  The  students 
who  had  attended  the  College  the  first 
year  when  they  came  back  for  the  second 
would  find  that  the  Professor  who  was 
to  have  taken  charge  of  them  in  the 
second  year  had  died.  But  the  Professor 
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of  the  third  year  -wax  alive,  ready  to  go 
on  vith  a  aew  Bet  of  subjects,  and,  ac- 
cording to  the  benevolent  intentions  of 
my  hon.  Friend,  this  Profeasor  will  be 
absolutely  stranded  and  unable,  in  the 
words  of  this  Amendment,  to  continue  to 
perform  the  duties  of  his  office  for  want 
of  students.  My  hon.  Friend  has  brought 
forward  the  Motion  under  a  complete 
misappreliension  of  the  case  of  educa- 
tion^ establishmente.  "When  the  sub- 
ject is  closely  inspected,  it  will  be  found 
that  there  is  no  equitable  or  rational  way 
of  dealing  with  an  educational  institu- 
tion, except  by  a  lump  sum  fairly  calcu- 
lated— the  managers  and  superintendents 
of  the  institution  being  left  &ee  to  apply 
the  money  as  they  best  can,  subject  to 
the  obligations  of  the  law  in  respect  to 
the  purposes  for  which  the  institution 
was  founded.  No  doubt  the  case  of 
Maynooth  was  the  same  as  all  other  Col- 
leges which  are  sufficient  for  their  work, 
and  within  these  Colleges  there  is  a  list 
of  youths  in  order  of  seniority  waiting 
for  admission.  These  youths  are  per- 
sons of  a  class  that  it  woidd  be  cruel  to 
trifle  with.  The  parents  have  made 
their  applications  to  the  authorities  of 
the  College,  and  they  have  an  approxi- 
mate title  to  enter,  founded  upon  an  Act 
of  Parliament  of  which  they  had  no 
reason  to  anticipato  a  repeal.  They  are 
the  sons  of  small  farmers  and  tradesmen 
in  Ireland.  WOl  you  undertake  to  say 
that  they  have  not  the  same  title  to  the 
consideration  of  this  House  as  Professors 
and  assistant  Professors,  every  one  of 
vhose  titles  we  have  recognized  and 
without  a  word  of  objection  P  So  much 
for  the  general  conaiderationa  applicable 
to  this  case-  Now,  for  the  question  of 
amount.  I  confess  that  I  do  not  clearly 
understand  the  total  of  figures  at  which 
my  hon.  Friend  has  arrived.  I  do  not 
refer  to  that  point  with  the  view  of  cast- 
ing any  blame  upon  my  hon.  Friend, 
because,  if  his  figures  were  not  clear,  it 
was  possibly  because  he  was  unable  to 
malce  them  so.  He  mentioned  two  sums 
of  £80,000  each,  but  afterwards  said 
that  was  too  much.  My  hon.  Friend 
the  Member  for  Peterborough  said  that 
£140,000  would  satisfy  these  personal 
interests.  I  have  stated  feirly  to  the 
Committee  that,  in  our  opinion,  educa- 
tional establishments  ought  to  be  dealt 
with  on  the  same  general  principles,  as 
nearly  as  the  nature  of  the  case  admits, 
but  wiUi  a  leaning  to  tenderness  in  the 
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application  of  those  principles,  on  ac- 
count of  the  difELculties  inherent  in  the 
nature  of  the  case.  Now,  as  to  the 
amount,  I  will  undertake  to  show  that 
my  hon.  Friends  are  entirely  wrong ;  that 
they  wholly  misconceive  the  nature  of 
the  figures  with  which  they  are  dealing ; 
and  that,  if  they  were  to  procure  the 
adoption  of  their  principle,  ttie  sum  they 
would  save  would  be  a  paltry  and  miser- 
able sum  of  which  they  had  no  concep- 
tion. My  hon.  Friend  the  Member  for 
Kirkcaldy  has  proposed  a  Motion  by 
which  I  have  not  the  least  doubt  he  in- 
tends to  provide  for  personal  interests. 
I  beg  to  tell  him  that  his  Motion  does 
not  provide  for  personal  interests — giving 
the  narrowest  construction  he  likes  to 


part,  he  does  not  provide  for  them  at 
all.  The  first  part  refers  to  teachers  and 
officers,  and  he  says  that  £84,000  would 
satisfy  their  claims.  Now,  I  am  sure 
that  my  hon.  Friend  is  perfectly  sincere 
and  ingenuous  in  deahng  with  the 
details  of  the  case,  and  I  am  sony 
to  press  these  deta^  upon  the  Com- 
mittee ;  but,  unfortunately,  this  is  a  ques- 
tion which  can  only  be  discussed  in  de- 
tail. My  hon.  Friend  recognizes  the  prin- 
ciple that  teachers  and  officers  are  to  re- 
ceive— first  of  all  their  salaries,  and  se- 
condly the  value  of  their  profits  and  ad- 
vantf^es.  That  is  the  right  principle ; 
and  how  does  he  apply  it  ?  By  giving 
them  fourteen  years  purchase  of  £6,000 
a  year.  Now,  £6,000  a  year  does  not 
even  equal  the  amount  of  their  salaries. 
£6,000  b  allotted  by  the  Act  of  Parlia- 
ment as  a  minimwm  for  their  aalaries,  but 
does  not  equal  their  salaries ;  and  of 
their  advantages  and  profits  this  valuo- 
tion  takes  no  account  at  all.  There  is 
no  difficulty  in  explaining  how  the  mat- 
ter stands.  The  salaries  paid  to  May- 
noodi  amount  to  £6,540,  and  fourteen 
years'  purchase  will  bring  them  in  round 
numbers,  to  £92,000.  That  ie  the  case 
of  the  salaries.  But  the  profits  and 
emoluments  and  advantages  are  not  far 
short  of  as  much  again.  And  here  I 
wish  to  state  in  the  most  distinct  and 
explicit  manner  to  the  Committee,  that 
which  has  been  entirely  overlooked  by 
my  hon.  Friend  and  by  the  critics  of  this 
Bill,  but  which  it  is  quite  vital  to  take  in 
view  and  keep  in  view  if  you  mean  to 
arrive  at  a  just  conclusion.    It  is  this — 
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the  inmieiiBe  ecoaomy  of  College  life.  I 
speak  of  th&t  which  ia  knovn  to  eveiy- 
one  -who  has  ever  lived  in  any  College  of 
om  own  UniTeraitieB.  ["Oh !"]  I  am 
not  now  speaking  of  thoBO  who  hare 
lived  there  as  tutdergraduatea,  bat  of 
those  who  have  lived  there  ae  members 
of  the  corporation.  They  knew  per- 
fectly well  that  if  you  go  down  to  a  Col- 
lege dinner  at  Oxford  now,  you  will  get 
as  good  a  dinner  in  the  College  hall 
there,  costing  the  College,  perhaps,  3*. 
or  5(.,  as  you  will  get  in  a  London  hotel 
for  20a. ;  or  as  you  would  be  able  to  pro- 
vide in  your  own  rooms — I  will  not  say 
for  20«.,  but  for  a  very  much  larger  sum 
than  it  will  cost  the  College  to  provide. 
There  ia  an  immense  economy  m  com- 
bination as  to  food,  lodging,  lighting, 
attendance,  and  everything  which  makes 
up  the  cost  of  life ;  and  me  sum  which 
either  the  teacher  or  the  student  costs  ia 
Maynootii  College  is  not  the  sum  at 
which  you  must  compensate  him  if  you 
proceed  on  the  assumption,  and  con- 
template as  the  end  of  your  operation, 
that  the  College  machinery  is  no  longer 
to  be  kept  at  work.  For  these  reasons 
it  is  impossible  to  adopt  the  proposition 
of  my  hon.  Friend.  I  have  nere,  from 
the  highest  authority,  iiQja  a  gentlemen 
respet^ed  alike  by  persons  of  all  reli- 

fiouspersuasions — Dr.  Bussell,  the  Fresi- 
entof  Maynooth — his  computation,  sent 
to  me  on  Ms  responsibility,  of  the  value 
of  these  profits  and  advantages  enjoyed 
by  the  Professors.  The  value  of  these  is 
£4,500,  showing  at  fourteen  years'  pur- 
ehaseatotal of £63,000.  Adding£63,000 
to  £92,000,  instead  of  paying,  as  my  hon. 
Friend  too  sanguiuely  expect«d,  the  sum 
of  £84,000  to  compensate  for  the  per- 
sonal interests  of  Professors,  the  demand 
made  in  respect  of  I^esident,  Professors, 
and  officers  of  the  College  will  not  be 
less  than  £iaa,000.  That  is  the  begin- 
ning. Now  I  come  to  the  second  part 
of  ^e  Motion,  Mid  there  my  hon.  Pnend 
enfjrely  forgets  the  eqi  ' " 
with  which  ne  sets  out : 
says  is  that  the  annual  sums  provided  by 
the  Act  shall  be  paid  to  the  trustees  in 
respect  of  each  of  the  students  in  the 
College.  But  these  annual  sums  are  not 
the  only  benefits  enjoyed.  For  example, 
the  sum  paid  for  uie  maintenance  of  s 
pupil  does  not  include  all  the  chaise 
for  lodging,  lighting,  attendance,  and  so 
forth,  which  he  shares  in  the  establish- 


to  give  my  hon.  Friend  this  part  of  the 
case.  What  I  find  is  that  there  are,  first 
of  all,  the  payments  stipulated  to  be 
made  in  the  Sdiedule  of  the  Act  on  ac- 
count of  certain  classes  of  students ;  on 
account  of  Dunboyne  students,  £9,000 ; 
and  on  account  of  190  students  now  re- 
ceiving £20  a  year,  £19,000.  There  are 
several  other  payments  of  the  same  de- 
acriptiou,  amounting  together,  as  nearly 
as  possible,  to  £60,000.  That  sum, 
added  to  the  sum  I  mentioned  before, 
makes  £204,000 ;  but  it  is  entirely  irre- 
^ective  of  ihs  maintenance  of  the  stu- 
dents, for  which  there  is  a  separate  pro- 
vision in  the  Act  of  Parliament.  Now, 
I  have  got  the  view  placed  by  the  autho- 
rities of  Maynooth  upon  the  provision  for 
maintenance  under  the  Act  of  Parliament, 
and  their  estimate  of  the  sum  at  which 
the  studenta  might  gain  similar  advan- 
tages— other  than  those  of  teaching — if 
they  had  to  pay  for  them  individually. 
This  estimate  is  placed  by  the  authorities 
of  Maynooth  as  high  as  £75  a  year  for 
each  student.  ["Oh!"]  That  is  their 
estimate,  and  perhaps  the  hon.  and  gal- 
lant Colonel  who  cnes  "Oh!"  may  be  a 
better  judge  than  they  axe.  I  do  not 
wish  to  m^e  any  claim  for  them  which 
anyone  may  think  extravagant,  even 
though  I  think  that  considerEible  weight 
is  due  to  the  representations  of  such 
persons.  The  total  would  amount  to 
£187,000 ;  and  personal  intoreata  so  esti- 
mated would  come  to  £25,000  more  than 
the  grant  now  proposed  by  the  Qovem- 
ment.  But  suppose  that,  instead  of  £75 
per  head,  we  take  £40.  I  do  not  think 
that  that  would  be  an  extravagant  al- 
lowance, especially  when  the  hon.  and 
gallant  Colonel  and  others,  recollect 
tiiat  we  must  all  put  off  the  ideas  which 
we  derive  irom  our  public  schools,  where 
we  used  to  spend  only  seven  or  eight 
months  in  the  year,  whereas  the  vacation 
at  Maynooth  is  only  two  months,  and  in 
the  case  of  those  students,  therefore,  resi- 
dence and  maintonance  for  ton  months 
must  be  provided  for.  Now,  taking  £40 
as  the  expense  ot  each  student,  and  giv 
ing  the  torm  of  five  years'  purchase  for 
the  average — includmg  the  students  of 
eleven  years  as  well  as  the  students  of 
eight  years — that  will  give  you  a  simi  of 
£100,000;  and  m  this  way,  deaUng  with 
personal  interests  alone,  in  the  terms, 
not  of  the  Motion,  but  of  the  speech  of 
I  my  hon.  Friend,  and  upon  the  strictest 
ment  of  the  College.  I  will  endeavour  definition  of  those  interests,  you  would 
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not  get  off  under  a  sum  exceeding 
£300,000.  The  whole  question  B.t  issue, 
therefore,  is  aa  to  a  sum  of  £40,000  or 
£90,000,  for  the  sake  of  vhich  it  ia 
that  the  Coinroitt«e  is  doomed  &om  day 
to  day,  it  appears,  to  spend  its  time  in 
this  discussion.  So  much  for  the  ques- 
tion of  amount,  and  I  give  that  opmion 
as  a  respottsihle  opinion.  I  have  shovn 
m;  hon.  Friend  that  hie  computationB 
are  erroneous  and  that  his  arithmetic  is 
bad.  If  he  telle  me  he  ondcipates  the 
continuance  of  the  College  of  Majnooth, 
I  answer  him  by  saying  that  he  has  no 
right  to  do  so,  for  his  proposition  is 
&amed  on  a  principle  which  tends  to 
discourage  its  continuance.  The  next 
point  to  which  I  would  refer  is  the  cha^e 
of  inequality  which  has  been  brou^pt 
against  us  as  to  our  mode  of  dealing  with 
this  question.  It  is  said  that,  after  hav- 
ing dealt  stingily  with  the  Presbyterians 
and  cruelly  with  the  Church,  we  are  dis- 
ilajing  an  exceptional  and  exorbitant 
iberality  so  far  as  the  Boman  Catholic 
body  is  concerned.  Is  it  not,  let  me  ask, 
the  fact  that  the  Freshyterians  have  got 
a  sum  of  £15,000  over  and  above  that  to 
which  they  are  entitled  in  the  shape  of 
compensation  ?  And  what  is  the  mean- 
ing of  that  vote  which  my  hon.  Friend 
the  Member  for  Kirkoaldy  has  given  us 
notice  of  his  intention  to  omit  r  Now, 
setting  aside  altt^ther  the  £700,000,  or 
whatever  sum  it  may  be  thought  the 
Presbyterian  body  will  receive  in  respect 
of  the  Begium  Donum,  we  are  going  to 
give  the  Presbyterian  body,  rateably  per 
head,  just  as  much  as  we  are  giving  to 
the  Boman  Catholic  body,  althoi^h  the 
claim  with  respect  to  the  educational  in- 
stitution is  the  only  claim  which  the 
Soman  Catholics  are  in  a  condition  to 
make,  or  are  die^sed  to  make.  The 
annual  sum  voted  to  the  Presbyterians  is 
£2,050,  which,  at  fourteen  years'  piuv 
chase,  is  £26,700,  and  £15,000  in  hard 
cash  added  gives  £43,700.  The  Pres- 
byterians are  to  the  Boman  Catholics  in 
Ireland  as  one  to  nine,  so  that  £384,430 
ia  the  multiple  by  nine  of  the  sum  we 
are  going  to  give  to  the  PreBbyterians. 
I  a^  what  ground  is  there  for  the  charge 
of  exceptional  liberality  to  the  Boman 
Catholics,  when  it  is  clear  that  to  that 
body,  which  has  no  other  claim  except 
in  respect  of  its  educational  institutionB, 
we  are  going  to  give  no  more,  man  for 
man,  than  we  are  going  to  give  to  the 
Presbyterians,  who  receive  £700,000  ft>r 
Mr.  eiadatoM 


their  mimsters.  I  hope,  therefore,  the 
Committee  will  be  of  opinion  that  no 
good  reasons  have  been  adduced  why 
ttiey  should  revise  us  their  support  on 
the  ground  that  we  propose  to  deal  with 
the  Boman  Catholics  with  exceptional 
liberality.  I  now  oome  to  the  (^urch, 
and  when  speaking  of  it  we  have  one 
uniform  sustained  ^an  and  lamentation 
&om  those  who  think  they  represent  the 
interests  of  the  Church,  and  who  imagine 
that  they  can  find  nothing  but  harshness 
and  I'nhmnan  cruelty  in  the  mode  in 
which  the  provisions  relating  to  it  are 
devised.  We  are  told  that  we  are  going 
to  re-endow  Maynooth,  while  in  the  case 
of  the  Church  we  propose  to  do  nothing 
of  the  kind.  My  hon.  Friend  the  Mem- 
ber for  Kirkcaldy  says  that  in  the  case  of 
the  Church  the  clergymen  will  enjoy 
their  annuities  during  their  lives,  and 
that  when  th^  die  there  will  be  nothing 
remaining.  But  is  this  soP  Uj  hon. 
Friend  can  not  be  aware  that  the  Bill 
contains  elausefl,  not  only  providing,  but 
facilitating  commutations  DT  clerOTmen 
with  the  Church  Body.  The  tJhurch 
Body  will  have  put  into  its  hands  the 
power  of  bargaining  with  every  clergy- 
man and  eveiy  Bishop  in  Ireland,  and 
tying  every  cler^Tuan,  Bishop,  andcurate 
in  that  country  down  in  a  state  almost  of 
eccledaetical  serfage — bond  slaves  almost 
to  the  ground.  What  does  this  mean  F 
That  uie  Church  Body  will  have  the 
power  of  securing  for  its  own  purposes 
a  condderablo  share  of  the  compensation 
money  awarded  to  the  Bishops ;  and  sup- 
pose, instead  of  putting  Uufi  power  of 
arrangement  into  ttie  hands  of  the  Church 
Body  we  had  reserved  it  in  the  hands  of 
the  State,  and  left  the  State  to  negotiate 
the  oommntation  and  keep  the  surplus, 
£1,000,000  or  perhaps  £2,000,000  would 
be  made  by  the  State  out  of  these 
commutationB.  If  some  of  those  who 
strongly  opposed  Church  establishments 
had  viewed  this  arrangement  in  the  rigid 
and  narrow  spirit  applied  to  it  firam 
quarters  where  they  had  least  reason  to 
expect  it,  and  had  said — "  Why  not  re- 
serve to  the  State  the  difference  between 
the  oompeneation  money  and  the  price 
which  the  clergyman  will  take  in  order 
to  escape  ?"  we  might  have  been  rather 
pressed  for  an  answer.  The  only  answer 
we  could  hare  given  would  have  been  to 
appeal  to  the  liberal  feeling  of  the  House, 
and  to  exhort  and  entreat  the  majority, 
which  is  sometimes  called  a  tynuit  ma- 
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jority,  to  Adjust  tlio  proriaions  so  4b  to 
spare  all  lumecesaaiy  shock  and  coqtuI- 
sioii  to  thfi  ObuToh  Bodr.  Bnt  tbie 
money,  which  might  hare  been  reserved 
for  public  purposes,  has  been  wisely  and 
equitably  left  to  be  harvested  and  stored 
by  the  Church  Body,  regardless  of  the 
imputatioiis,  which  have  never  been  made 
£^  this  side  of  the  House,  that  we 
were  endowing  or  re-endowing  the  Bo- 
man  Catholics,  and  doing  nothing  for 
the  Irish  Church.  I  hod  hardly  expect- 
ed that  all  those  representatives  con- 
nected espedally  with  the  interests  of 
the  Chuivh,  who  have  received  these 
equitable  provisions  in  silence  and  with- 
out acknowledgment,  would  have  been 
so  ready  to  turn  round  on  the  recipients 
of  the  moderate  sum  proposed  for  Mav- 
nooth,  and  to  propose  thnt  we  should 
.construct  our  clauses  in  regard  to  the 
Boman  Catholics  on  prindplee  totally 
different  and  more  harsh  thui  those  ap- 
plied to  other  religious  bodies.  I  wul 
only  say  one  word  more.  The  right  hon. 
Gentleman  eeema  to  forget  that  we  stand 
in  the  face  of  the  nation,  and  that  I  am 
anxious  to  prove  to  that  nation  that  we 
are  disposed  to  deal  justly  with  it.  The 
many  hours  that  have  been  spent  in  this 
discussion  cannot  all  go  without  impos- 
ing a  duty  on  us  of  stating  fully  and 
clearly  the  reasons  and  conditions  of  the 
measure  we  propose.  I  have  only  one 
word  more,  and  that  is  with  reference  to 
Trinity  College.  What  I  have  said  is 
DO  revelation,  but  a  mattor  of  course, 
liveryone  must  see  that  if  this  Bill 
passes  a  great  change  in  Trinity  Collie 
neceasari^  depends  on  it ;  and  all  who 
are  specisJly  connected  with  the  interests 
of  the  Church  of  Ireland  will  do,  as  the 
nght  hon.  and  learned  Member  for  the 
University  of  DubHu  (Br.  Ball)  has  al- 
ready done,  plead  for  the  retontion  of 
some  portion  of  the  wealth  of  Trinity 
Collie,  however  moderato,  as  a  boon  to 
enable  that  body  still  to  maintain  some 
iimds  applicable  for  the  special  purpose 
of  training  the  members,  and  especially 
the  ministers  of  what  is  at  present  the 
Established  Church.  No  one  doubts 
that  such  a  claim  will  be  made,  and  I 
cannot  help  uaing  a  voice  of  waming — 
warning  seems  an  authoritative  word — 
I  will  say,  of  respectiul  admonition,  that 
we  should  take  care  what  principles  we 
lay  down  applicable  to  the  cose  of  Trini^ 
Collie,  when  possibly,  some  twelve 
awntua  hence,  we  will  iiaTe  to  de^  with 


it.  When  we  do  come  to  deal  with  that 
case  ve  will  be  compelled  to  take  into 
view  the  veiy  same  class  and  order  of 
circumstances  and  conditions  which  we 
now  deal  with.  It  is  in  vain  to  say  that 
Trinity  Collie  admits  laymen,  while 
Maynooth  does  not.  That  is  a  point  of 
differenea  ;  but  the  essential  question  is 
that  the  Church  requires  some  institution 
adapted,  according  to  its  own  laws  and 
ideas,  to  the  training  and  rearing  of  its 
miniatry.  Trinity  College  will  say  what 
Maynooth  is  entitled  to  say — "Give  us 
something — whether  a  permanent  en- 
dowment or  not  is  another  matter — but 
give  ua  some  equitable  sum  to  enable  us 
to  oarry  on  this  special  work  which  we 
have  hitherto  had  in  hand.  Do  not 
compd  us  to  abandon  it,  and  thereby 
to  leave  our  Church  maimed  in  one  of 
its  moet  essential  and  vital  members." 
Well,  Sir,  I  do  not  like  to  put  myself  in 
the  way  of  turning  a  deaf  ear  to  such  an 
appeal;  but  if  we  are  to  deal  on  the 
pnnciple  of  how  muiy  years  you  have 
held  your  FeUowshipB  and  refuse  any- 
thing but  that  bare  hard  measure,  I  am 
a&aid  the  tone  of  complaint  arises  with 
little  reason  from  the  opposite  side  of  the 
House.  All  this  will  arise  with  more 
reason  when  the  educational  part  of  this 
measure,  as  tax  as  the  Estabhshment  is 
concerned,  comes  to  be  discussed.  I  will 
sit  down,  thanking  the  Committee  for 
having  heard  me  with  such  patience.  It 
is  a  matter  not  less  for  the  honour  of  the 
Ctovemment  than  for  the  country,  that 
we  should  prove  we  have  adopted  no 
exceptional  principle  in  this  case.  We 
have  not  extended  any  more  liberality  to 
the  Boman  Catholics  than  we  have  to 
the  Protestant  Presbyterians.  We  would 
therefore  ask  the  Committee  to  afSrm 
this  clause,  add  another  stone  to  the 
fabric,  and  sustun  by  a  majority  the 
judgment  the  Government  has  come  to- 

SirSTAPFOED  NOETHCOTE:  It 
is  not  my  intention  to  enter  in  detail 
upon  the  question  raised  by  the  hon. 
Member  for  Kirkcaldy  as  to  me  compen- 
sation to  be  made  to  the  College  of  May- 
nooth. That  is  not  a  matter  with  which 
I  am  desirous  of  dealing  in  anything 
like  an  ungenerous  spirit.  I  have  always 
felt  that  the  grant  made  by  the  State  for 
the  support  of  Maynooth  College  was  a 
wise  grant  under  the  circumstances  in 
which  it  waa  originally  proposed  in  the 
Irish  Parliament,  and  subsequently  in- 
creased by  Sir  Robert  Peel ;  but  I  was 
[_Committee—C1<iutt  39. 
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never  able  to  look  at  it  in  the  light 
which  the  Prime  Minister  bo  much  likes 
to  put  it — as  a  buttresB  to  the  Estalilislied 
Church.  I  have  always  thought  the 
UajQooth  Grant  was  made  on  its  owr 
merits,  and  tltat  it  was  defensible  on  itt 
own  merits  for  the  legitimate  and  states- 
manlike purpose  of  enabUng  the  clei^ 
of  the  great  mtyorily  of  the  Irish  peopli 
to  obtain  an  education  for  their  priest- 
hood  in  Hieir  own  country,  and  on  that 
ground  it  is  quite  justifiable.  That 
rangement  having  been  made,  I  should 
be  the  last  to  dispute  that  there  should 
be  fairness  and  liberality  in  the  mode 
in  which  it  is  worked  out.  I  rise  now 
chiefly  to  take  notice  of  the  tone  in  which 
the  I^ime  Minister  epeaks  of  the  com- 
plaints, the  groans,  and  deplorable  lamen- 
tations which,  as  he  says,  have  proceeded 
bora,  the  members  and  representatiTes  of 
the  Established  Church  ;  and  also  to  di- 
rect attention  to  the  mode  in  which  he 
contrasts  those  complaints  with  the  Ian- 

gaage  used  by  Presbyterians  and  Boman 
atholice.  "Wnat  is  the  position  in  which 
we  stand  ?  The  Established  Church  for 
centuries  has  been  in  possession  of  pro- 
perty to  which  it  has  a  good  legal  title, 
and  you  propose  to  strip  it  of  tSe  whole 
of  that  property,  and  ^^e  back  to  it  a 
very  small  fraction.  You  talk  of  the 
groans  and  lamentations  of  the  Estab- 
lished Church,  as  if  it  is  in  the  same 
position  as  the  Presbyterian  body,  whose 
annual  grant,  always  precarious,  is  now 
to  be  put  an  end  to ;  or  as  the  Boman 
CathoBcs,  who  for  only  a  few  years, 
comparatively,  have  received  a  grant  out 
of  tfte  Consolidated  Fund.  I  say  that 
we  do  not  stand  in  the  same  position, 
and  when  you  talk  of  the  terms  we  are 
to  receive  and  of  the  lai^-handed  libe- 
ralily  the  Church  is  to  be  dealt  with,  I 
say  I  cannot  recognize  that  liberality  in 
your  leaving  us  a  small  portion  of  our 
own  property.  In  the  last  Session, when 
the  Resolutions  for  disestablishing  and 
disendowing  the  Irish  Church  were 
adopted,  it  was  suggested  by  some 
Members,  and  the  suggestion  was  ac- 
cepted by  the  proposers  of  the  Besolu- 
tions,  that  at  the  same  time  the  grants 
made  by  the  State  to  other  rebgious 
bodies  in  Ireland  should  be  put  an  end 
to ;  and  the  4th  Besolution,  which  is 
one  of  the  foundations  of  this  Bill,  de- 
clared that  those  grants  should  be  with- 
drawn, "  due  regard  being  had  to  all 
personal  interests."  We  never  beard 
Sir  SUgvrd  NortheeU. 


then,  as  we  have  heard  now,  for  the  first 
time,  that  as  respects  Maynooth,  not 
only  regard  is  to  be  had  to  ttie  personal 
interests  of  those  who  receive  the  money, 
but  to  the  circumstances  connected  with 
the  great  transition  which  the  clergy 
have  to  meet.  1  do  not  mean  to  say  that 
th(Me  circumstances  of  transition  ought 
not  to  be  considered  in  dealing  with  a 
great  institution  in  this  way,  but  that 
IS  not  in  the  bai^ain  which  was  made 
last  year.  The  Clovemment  were  going 
beyond  that  bargain,  which  was  the  con- 
dition and  understanding  on  which  this 
Parliament  was  elected.  The  constitu- 
encies had  never  been  appealed  to  on 
this  question  of  granting  money  to  May- 
nooth to  facilitate  the  transition  to  which 
the  College  of  Maynooth  was  abont  to 

fass.  The  appeal  to  the  country  had 
een  made  on  grounds  of  individual  jus- 
tice, which  Englishmen  were  never  in 
the  habit  of  refiising.  Now,  the  hon. 
Member  for  Kirkcaldy  says — "Let  us  do 
in  the  Bill  that  which  you  told  the  coun- 
try you  would  do ;"  and  the  words  pro- 
posed by  the  hon.  Member  will  effect 
that  object,  while  the  words  in  the  BiU 
of  the  Qovemment  will  efiEect  something 
more.  The  amount  is  of  no  importance, 
but  the  question  is  whether,  as  a  matter 
of  principle,  we  ought  to  go  bm>pnd  the 
understanding  of  ust  year.  The  hon. 
Member  has  &irly  maJde  out  his  case, 
that  if  we  are  to  fiilfil  our  pledges  to 
our  constituents  this  is  the  point  at  which 
we'  ought  to  stop.  When  you  come  to 
deal  with  the  Established  Church  you 
bind  it  down  to  the  strict  terms  of  the 
bargain  of  last  year,  and  you  offer  the 
Church  nothing  but  compensation  for 
vested  interests  and  the  churches  whioli 
included  in  that  bargain.  In  one  re- 
spect you  even  offer  the  Church  less 
than  the  bargain,  for  you  are  not  giving 
to  it  the  glebes.  But,  on  the  other  LaniC 
you  give  more  to  the  Roman  Catholics 
than  the  bargain  implies.  The  right 
hon.  Gentleman  at  me  head  of  the 
Government  says  that  we  forgot  all 
about  the  commutation,  and  this  is  a 
most  remarkable  part  of  his  speech; 
for  he  states  that,  by  the  terms  of 
the  commutation,  the  Church  will  get 
£1,000,000,  or  £1,500,000,  or  £2,000,000 
more  than  by  the  strict  letter  of  the  bar- 
gain it  is  entitled  to.  How  is  that  made 
out  ?  Take  the  case  of  a  man  who  is 
Bceipt  of  £300  or  £400  a  year  for 
his  life.    Ton   propose  to  abolish  tha 
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Ohuich  and  to  oompensate  die  liolder 
of  tliat  income  for  his  life  interest.  Now, 
the  ordinaiT  mode  of  compensating  a 
man  vlien  Us  office  is  abolished  is  to 
give  hitp  the  whole  amount  of  his  ij 
come,  and  to  allow  him  to  do  with  his  time 
whatever  he  pleases.  In  the  case  of  the 
Irish  Chiarch  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
does  not  act  in  the  same  way.  He  tells 
the  clei^jman  that  he  may  have  his 
£300,  or  £400  a  year,  but  coupled  with 
the  condition  that  he  ie  to  continue  to 
perform  the  duties  of  his  office.  That, 
however,  is  a  little  less  than  the  tenns 
of  the  ^p^ement  of  last  year.  However, 
I  do  not  complain  of  the  arrangement; 
but  I  complain  of  the  ai^ument  which 
the  Prime  Minister  attempts  to  draw 
from  it.  I  complain  that  the  right  hon. 
Oentleman  suggests  that  it  might  be 
possible  for  the  State  to  have  taken  all 
that  property  into  its  own  hands,  and 
after  having,  in  the  first  instance,  pro- 
mised the  clei^yman  the  amount  of  his 
vested  interest,  then  to  attach  to  it  that 
condition. 

Mk.  GLADSTONE :  I  never  said  that 
if  we  had  taken  into  our  own  hands  the 
business  of  commutation  we  should  have 
attached  that  condition  of  the  perform- 
ance of  the  duties.  But  if  we  had  ^ven 
annuities  we  should  have  kept  in  our 
own  hands  the  subject  of  commutation. 

8m  8TAIT0ED  NOETHCOTE  : 
Then  I  confess  I  am  utterly  bewildered 
as  to  the  mode  in  which  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  could  get  £1,000,000,  or 
£1,500,000,  or  £2,000,000  out  of  the 
commutation.  Because  what  is  the  case  ? 
Tou  would  have  to  pay  these  annuities 
of  £300,000  a  year ;  you  are  to  make  no 
conditions  whatever;  there  is  to  be  a 
power  of  commutation  and  of  commu- 
tation in  the  hands  of  the  State,  and 
that  is  to  be  so  manipulated  that 
£1,000,000,  or  £1,500,000,  or  £2,000,000 
may  be  got  oat  of  the  commutation. 
How  is  tiiat  conceivable  ?  certainly  we 
do  not  dispute  the  financial  skill  of  the 
present  Government,  but  I  cannot  for 
the  life  of  me  see  how  any  just  bargain 
can  be  made  by  which  sums  of  this  kind 
can  be  commuted  for  £1,000,000  or 
£2,000,000  less  than  they  are  worth.  I 
think  it  would  be  scarcely  worthy  of  the 
State  first  of  all  to  give  the  annuity  as  a 
free  gift  and  then  to  go  and  commute  it 
on  terms  on  which  the  State  might  be 
a  great  gainer.  That  would  hardly  be 
on  operation  to  the  credit  of  the  State ; 


and  if  not  to  the  credit  of  the  State,  the 
Prime  Minister  hardly  ought  to  take 
credit  for  not  performing  it.  Such  is 
the  tone  in  which  we  have  been  ad- 
dressed upon  the  whole  of  this  subject. 
We  are  told  that  it  is  entirely  owing  to 
the  liberality  of  the  Government  that 
they  give  us  anything  at  all;  and  we 
know  very  well  it  ie  in  their  power  to 
strip  the  Church  entirely ;  and  because 
they  do  not  perform  that  operation  with 
the  very  eitremity  of  severity  they  turn 
18  and  say — "We  have  dealt  with 
you  in  a  spirit  of  large  liberality."  I 
really  must   protest   against  such  as- 

imption.        

M3.  FAWCETT  wished,  in  conse- 
quence of  the  frequent  reference  which 
had  been  made  in  this  debate  to  the  case 
of  Trinity  College,  Dublin,  to  make  a 
very  few  remarks.  No  one  could  accuse 
him  of  religious  bigotry,  for,  on  eveiy 
subject,  whether  religious  or  educational, 
he  had  always  been  anxious  that  Ca- 
tholics, as  such,  should  have  the  same 
privileges  as  were  enjoyed  by  members 
of  the  Church  of  England.  As  an  illus- 
tration of  this,  he  might  say  that  for  the 
last  twelve  years  he  had  strenuously  ex- 
erted himself  for  the  admission  of  Ca- 
tholics to  his  own  Univerai'ly,  and  he 
only  wished  that  the  Bill  of  the  Solicitor 
General  had  carried  out  the  principle  of 
religious  equality  in  its  enbrety.  But 
he  was  placed  in  great  difficulty  fay  the 
remarks  of  the  Prime  Minister  in  regard 
to  Trinity  College,  Dublin.  He  did  not 
object  to  compensation  being  given  to 
Boman  Catholic  students  and  professors. 
He  would  be  the  last  to  chi^er  about 
pounds,  shillings,  and  pence ;  but  this 
was  not  a  question  of  pounds,  shillings, 
and  pence.  It  involved  a  great  and  most 
important  princrole.  If  compensation 
were  given  m  a  different  form,  if  it  were 
thou^^t  that  the  life  interests  of  Pro- 
fessors and  students  were  not  properly 
compensated,  he  would  double  the 
amount ;  but  what  he  said  was  that  this 
lump  sum  was  not  a  compensation,  but 
an  endowment.  He  based  that  state- 
ment chiefly  on  the  qieech  of  the  Secre- 
tary for  Ireland  when  this  subject  was 
lately  before  the  House.  What  did  he 
say  y  He  said  they  ought  not  to  object 
to  give  this  lump  sum  to  Maynooth  Col- 
lege, because  it  would  then  only  be  in 
the  position  of  a  balance  or  set-off  to 
Trinity  College,  Dublin.  The  argument 
was  repeated  by  the  hon.  Uember  for 
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Boecommon  (The  O'Conor  Don)  and  it 
was  unanswerable  onlT  on  one  Buppora- 
tion — diat  Trinity  CoUege,  Dublin,  was 
to  remain  in  its  present  position.  But 
tbe  House  bad  decided,  or  all  but  de- 
dded,  that  all  religioue  disabilitiea  of 
every  kind  should  be  removed  &om  the 
honours  and  emoluments  of  Trinity  Col- 
lege ;  and  he  oould  not  sanction  the  ea- 
tablishment  of  any  College  which  oould 
be  Togarded,  in  a  denominatioual  point 
of  view,  afl  a  set-off  to  Trinity  College. 
If  diey  agreed  to  this,  they  would  be 
told  by  tJie  Prime  Minister  that  they 
should  reserre  aome  portion  of  the  re- 
venues of  Trinity  CoUege  for  the  educa- 
tion of  the  AngQcan  clergy.  And  what 
would  that  lead  to?  To  the  carrying 
out  of  a  favourite  scheme  to  out  up 
Trinity  College  into  a  set  of  sectarian 
and  denominational  Colleges.  Anxious 
as  he  was  to  throw  open  Trinity  College, 
he  would  rather  it  ehould  remain  in  its 
present  position  than  have  it  cut  up  into 
denominational  Colleges.  But  for  the 
watchfulness  and  pertinacity  of  the  right 
hon.  Oenfleman  who  was  now  Chan- 
cellor of  the  Exchequer  a  supplemental 
charter  would  have  been  given  by  the 
late  Government,  which  would  have  de- 
stroyed the  Queen's  College  so  far  aa  the 
intwestA  of  mixed  education  were  con- 
cerned. Last  year  another  attempt  was 
made,  which,  u  succesa^,  would  have 
been  still  more  disaatrous  to  the  interests 
of  education  in  Ireland;  he  alluded  to 
the  proposal  to  endow  and  ^ant  a 
oharter  to  a  EUiman  Catholic  University. 
There  was,  therefore,  a  powerful  party 
in  the  State  anxious  to  do  sometiiing  to 
weaken  the  cause  of  mixed  education  in 
Ireland;  and  he  could  not  give  a  vote 
which  would  bo  drawn  into  a  precedent 
for  splitting  up  Trini^  College  into  a 
set  of  denominational  Colleges.  He 
looked  to  mixed  education  as  the  best 
hope  for  Ireland,  for  until  religious 
faction  ceased  Irdand  would  not  be 
happy  or  prosperous. 

ttai  SOUCITOfi  GENERAL  said, 
he  should  not  have  troubled  the  Com- 
mittee with  any  romarks  upon  the  sub- 
ject of  debate  had  it  not  oeen  for  the 
obseiratuMis  of  the  hon.  Uember  &jt 
Brighton  (Hr.  Fawoett).  That  hon. 
Gentleman  had  referred  to  a  measure 
which  they  both  were  equally  ei^aged 
in  pnnnotiag — ^namely,  the  enlargement 
of  the  present  area  of  eomprehension  of 
^e  Umversities  of  this  country.  Now 
Xr.  Fmettt 


he  (the  Solicitor  General)  beg( 
sure  his  hon.  Friend  that,  if  h 
that  by  supporting  the  clause  he  would 
be  doing  injury  to  that  measure,  or  that 
he  would  in  any  way  be  encouraging  a 
narrow  or  sectarian  system  of  education 
in  these  Universities,  he  should  hesitate 
before  recording  his  vote  in  favour  of 
tho  Government.  The  analogy,  how- 
ever, vhich  his  hon.  Friend  had  at- 
tempted to  draw  had  really  nothing  to 
do  with  the  question  now  before  the 
House.  There  were  in  England  great 
and  ancient  institutions  vmose  scope 
they  were  endeavouring  to  enlarge. 
But  in  Ireland  they  had  a  very  different 
state  of  matters.  There  they  had  two 
large  and  exclusively  denonunational 
homes.  These  religious  bodies  had  the 
right  to  have  a  ministiy,  and  a  ministiy 
belonging  to  each,  and  fbr  tbis  purpose 
institutionB  were  necessary  where  these 
ministers  oould  be  educated  andr  brought 
up.  It  was  essential,  and  was  only  just 
and  fair,  that  a  hu^e,  wealthy,  and 
important  body,  as  t£e  DiBestablisbed 
Church  of  Ireland  was  likely  to  be  fbr  a 
considerable  length  of  time — he  hoped 
for  ever — should  have  some  place  for 
the  education  of  their  ministry.  It  was 
equally  true  that  the  great  ajid  powerful 
body  which  was  arrayed  gainst  the 
Protestant  Church  should  likewise  have 
some  place  tot  the  education  of  their 
miniatty.  He  thought,  for  bis  own  p^t, 
that  it  was  impossible  to  deny  the  olaim 
of  the  Diaestabliahed  Church  of  Ireland 
to  some  amount  of  reasonable  provi- 
sion for  the  education  of  that  important 
portion  of  its  members  who  were  to 
minisier  to  its  rehgious  wants.  Per- 
haps at  some  far  distant  date  religious 
differences  might  be  altogether  allayed, 
and  persons  holding  different  opinions 
might  be  educated  together  at  the  sam* 
e^ninary.  But  as  yet  there  was  no 
prospect  of  such  a  consummation,  and  it 
was  the  du^  of  the  practical  statesmaa 
to  deal  wim  things  as  he  found  them. 
That  being  so,  it  at^ared  to  Imn  im- 
portant  that  the  CSmrdi  of  Ireland 
should  by-and-by  have  some  reasonable 
provision  for  the  education  of  her  minis- 
ters, and  that  the  Catholic  Church  should 
also  have  the  means  of  effecting  tJie 
same  object ;  and  it  was  upon  that 
ground  tiiat  he  thought  reasonable  and 
generous  compensation  diould  be  made 
to  the  Soman  Cathohcs.  They  might 
call  Uiis  compensation  endowment,  or 
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what  diey  pleased ;  but  Uiey  were  about 
to  vithdraw  from  the  Eomftn  CathoHee 
a  la^e  stmi  wMch  had  been  paid  yeaf 
by  year  to  tbem  out  of  the  Consolidated 
Fund,  and  it  vaa  right  that  they  should 
get  an  equivalent.  Hon.  Oentlemen  on 
the  other  aide  oomplained  that  the  Bo- 
man  Catholics  were  being  more  liberally 
dealtwith  than  the  ProteatantChurch;  but 
in  answer  to  that  he  might  aay  that  when 
thia  Bill  was  passed,  and  when  the  three 
religious  bodisa  of  Ireland  stood  equal  in 
the  eyee  of  the  law,  the  result  would  be 
that  a  part  of  the  money — between 
£8,000,000,  and  £9,000,000~would  he 
at  the  dispoflal  of  between  700,000  and 
BOO,  000  members  of  the  present  Es- 
tablished Church ;  a  sum  of  between 
£700,000  and  £800,000  would  be  at  the 
disposal  of  between  400,000  and  500,000 
Presbyterians;  and  between  £350,000 
and  £400,000  would  be  at  the  disposal 
of  between  4,000,000  and  5,000,000 
Catholics.  That  surely  was  not  showing 
any  want  of  generosity  or  open-handed- 
neas  on  the  part  of  the  Ooveniment 
towards  the  Protestant  Church. 

Mr.  NEWDEQATE  thanied  the  hon. 
Member  for  Brighton  for  bis  speech,  be- 
cause it  had  elicited  from  the  Solicitor 
General  a  virtual  confession  of  the  fact 
that  what  was  to  be  given  to  Maynooth 
oonstituted  an  endowment.  The  hon. 
and  learned  Gentleman  based  his  apoli^y 
upon  this — that  endowments  still  existed 
in  connection  with  Trinity  College,  which 
was  open  to  persons  of  all  denomina- 
tions,  and  argued  henee,  that,  therefore, 
an  endowment  should  be  given  to  this 
exclusively  Boman  Catholic  College  of 
Maynooth.  But  they  had  nothing  to  do 
with  Trinity  College.  It  was  not  in- 
cluded in  tlus  Bill.  And  why  were  May- 
nooth and  the  College  of  Belfast  import^ 
into  the  Bill  if  ^ey  were  not  to  be 
treated  upon  the  same  principle  as  the 
Establiahed  Church?  It  was  perfectly 
clear  that  Maynooth,  although  imported 
into  this  Bill,  was  to  be  dealt  with  upon 
terms  different  to  those  that  were  con- 
templated with  respect  to  Trini^  Col- 
lege. The  hon.  Member  for  Kirkcaldy 
had  based  his  Amendment  upon  certain 
caloulationa  clearly  dedudble  bom  the 
terms  of  the  Bill.  He  (Mr.  Newdegate) 
held  in  his  hand  the  calculations  ^  an 
actuary  based  upon  those  tenns,  and 
those  calculations  were  as  follows : — 

"  Tha  onlr  lib  iotCTMU 
U>rDDOlb  sra  (ha  ProteMon  and 


ulariM  •moant  to  £0,000  per  uiMiin,  lod  tba 

iludcDti,  wbiua  intereits  amooDt  to  £20,360. 
Taking  the  ■vaniga  term  of  ■bout  aix  fun,  their 
eomnmted  Tilue,  alloiring  intereit  at  3}  per  cent, 
■nd  taking  the  mean  age  of  tha  FrohHOrs  at  from 
flttj-fiTe  to  Sftr-aU,  and  that  of  the  iladsiiM  at 
from  twaotf  to  twantj-one,  tha  amount  to  b« 
giiea  to  tbe  Profeuor*  would  be  £70,000,  and 
to  the  itndeot*  £T3,!0S,  makiog  a  total  of 
£H3,789." 

So  that  the  Prime  Minister  was  pro- 
posing to  pay  Maynooth  £245,244  beyond 
the  commutation.  Thus  it  was  perfectly 
plain  that  as  the  Bill  would  terminate 
only  the  grant  paid  annually  under  the 
statute  of  1845,  to  the  Trustees  of  May- 
nooth ;  after  that  had  been  compensated 
by  fourteen  years'  ^owance,  a  surplus  of 
£240,000  would  remain  as  an  endow- 
ment to  the  oorpOTation  of  Maynooth,  if 
the  total  sum  oi  £385,000,  proposed  1^ 
tbe  Government,  were  granted.  But, 
besides  this,  while  the  whole  property 
of  the  Chun&  was  confiscated,  the  pro- 
perly of  Ma^ooth  was  te  be  retain^  to 
the  corporanon  for  ever,  and  untouched. 
He  (Mr.  Kewd^;ate]  knew  that  the  in- 
come from  this  property  amounted  to 
about  £2,500  a  year,  but  he  believed 
that  it  came  to  more.  But  how  did  the 
Prime  Mimstermake  use  of  this  in  argu- 
ment ?  He  produced  accounts  from  the 
Principal  and  other  authorities  at  May- 
nooth, showing  the  whole  expenditure 
ct  the  Collie  —  an  expenditure  met 
partly  by  the  grant,  and  partly  by  the 
income  of  the  property  of  tite  dollege— 
and  he  calculated  the  compensation  to 
be  granted  according  to  the  whole  in- 
come, which  met  the  whole  expenditure, 
making  no  account  of  the  fact  uiat  it  waa 
the  grant  only  which  was  to  cease,  while 
the  property  was  to  be  continued  to  the 
College,  and  thus  attempted  to  account 
for  the  excess  of  grant  above  the  com- 
pensation, which  would  be  justly  due  if 
the  lose  of  the  grant  only  was  to  be 
compeasat«d.  This  was  the  ingenious 
dence  which  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
adopted  to  conceal  &e  fact  that  he  wu 
about  to  gire  Majrnooth  an  endowment. 
At  the  commencement  of  his  speech  the 

ight  hon.  Gentleman  dwelt  largely  upon 
the  principle  of  equality,  yet  there  was 
no  equality  in  the  terms  upon  which  he 
proposed  to  deal  with  Maynooth,  as 
compared  with  the  terms  to  be  dealt  to 
the  Church.  Beally  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  lectured  upon  equalitv  and 
liberty  until  he  (Mr.  Newdegat«)  eWoet 
imagined  that  he  was  listening  to  the 
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Count  Montalembert,  who,  twenty  years 
ago,  recommended  the  £oman  CatholicB 
in  tide  country  to  claim  fiill  liberty,  and 
in  evetrthinr  perfect  religious  equality. 
And  why?  Because,  wrote  the  Count 
Montalembert,  in  his  work  entitled  7R< 
Political  Future  of  Englani — 

"  irjoa,  th«  RoDuii  Catholie*  in  EogUnd,  ob- 
tuo  perfect  religiona  equalitf,  and  perTTCt  reli- 

gioiu  libertj,  thera  u  nalbiog  in  tha  ConaCitation 
of  EngUnd  that  enn  vlthitand  jonr  power. " 

When  that  was  written  there  waa  little 
idea  that  Parliament  would  now  be  dis- 
establishing and  diaendowin?  the  Church 
of  Ireland  at  the  instance  of  the  Boman 
Catholic  hierarchy.  Let  them  regard 
this  principle  of  equality.  Why  had 
they  confiscated  the  property  of  the  Pro- 
testant Episcopal  Church  ?  And  why  ? 
Because  it  was  guil^  of  the  sin  of  being 
connected  with  the  State.  According  to 
the  principles  of  hon.  Qentlemen,  why 
should  they  not  deal  with  the  property  of 
the  fioman  Catholics  In  the  same  way, 
confiscated  as  they  were  confiscating  that 
of  the  Protestant  Church,  and  throw  the 
whole  into  ' '  hotch-potch  V '  The  Prime 
Minister's  plan  of  allotting  so  much  per 
head  of  this  property  to  each  of  the 
population  might  then  come  in ;  and  in 
that  case  he  believed  the  Church  of  Ire- 
laud  would  not  suffer,  for  the  Archbishop 
of  Armagh  was  right  when  he  said  that 
the  Boman  Cathohc  Church  in  Ireland 
was  the  wealthiest  community  in  the 
world  in  proportion  to  its  extent.  The 
statements  by  which  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman at  the  head  of  the  Govemmen- 
had  sought  to  defeat  the  Motion  of  the 
hon.  Member  (Mr.  Aytoun)  were  based 
on  grounds  entirely  apart  from  the  Par- 
liamentary grant  to  Majmooth.  Having 
thought  through  this  subject,  he  was 
prepared  to  say  that  the  statement  of 
the  hon.  Gentleman  (Mr.  Aytoun)  re- 
mained undisputed,  and  he  prayed  the 
Committee  not  to  take  this  opportunity 
of  granting  an  exceptional  favour  to 
Maynooth  in  the  same  Bill  by  which 
they  were  confiscating  the  proper^  of 
the  Protestant  Establishment. 

Mh.  SrNCLAIR  AYTOUN  begged  to 
offer  a  few  words  of  enilanation.  The 
right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Prime  Minis- 
ter had  spoken  of  him  as  an  astute  per- 
son, and  declared  that  he  had  made  the 
best  of  his  opportunities  of  studying  po- 
htical  life,  inasmuch  as  he  had  passed 
over  all  the  clauses  relating  to  the  Pres- 
JG*.  yimde^ate 


byterians,  and  only  attacked  the  prin- 
aple  in  the  case  of  Maynooth.  But  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  must  be  aware 
that  he  had  aimounced  his  intention  of 
dividing  in  favour  of  retaining  Clause  37 
— the  dause  regulating  the  payments  to 
the  Professors  of  the  Presbyterian  Col- 
lege—  which  was  afterwaids  omitted 
,upon  the  su^estion  of  the  r^ht  hon. 
Gentleman  himself,  hie  reason  for  giv- 
ing the  Notice  being  that,  unless  he  di- 
vided against  that  eCause,  he  could  not 
honestly  oppose  the  proposed  settlement 
in  the  case  of  Maynooth.  But  upon  that 
occasion  the  hon.  Member  for  Shaftes- 
bury (Mr.  Glyn)  came  to  him  and  asked 
whether  it  was  his  intention  to  divide  ? 
— and  he,  and  other  Members  Mendly 
to  the  Government  certainly  gave  him  to 
understand  that  it  would  be  more  agree- 
able to  the  House  that  he  should  not 
divide  upon  that  particular  clause,  as 
there  would  be  opportunities  of  raising 
the  question  furttter  on.  Not  desiring 
to  annoy  the  House,  or  to  delay  the  pro- 
gress of  the  Bill,  he  abandoned  his  in- 
tention of  dividing  upon  that  question. 
And  now  he  was  called  "  an  astute  per- 
son "  by  the  right  hon.  Gentleman. 
These  were  the  thanks  he  got.  Again, 
npon  the  last  day  that  the  Committee 
met,  some  verbal  Amendments  were 
standing  in  hip  name ;  and,  to  save  time, 
at  the  instance  of  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man, he  waived  his  right  to  propose 
these,  and  also  consented  to  postpone  his 
objections  to  the  third  head,  to  allow  the 
division  to  be  taken  upon  the  Main  Q,iies- 
tion.  This  he  did  simply  to  save  time; 
but  now  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  com- 
plained of  these  very  postponements, 
and  asked,  if  he  was  anxious  to  main- 
tain a  |muciple,  why  he  did  not  apply  it 
to  the  Widow's  and  Clerk's  Funds,  as 
well  as  to  Maynooth,  and  actually  talked 
about  "chaffering,"  and  the  smallness 
of  these  amonnts.  He  had  looked  into 
the  returns  of  amounts  formerly  paid 
under  these  different  heads,  and  found 
that  the  widows  received  only  £166, 
and  the  clerks  £152.  The  incidental  ex- 
penses came  to  £250 ;  and  he  had  given 
notice  of  his  intention  to  attack  that 
sum,  but  consented  to  wait  till  the  Main 
Question  was  disposed  of.  After  this 
explanation,  the  Committee,  he  hoped, 
would  acquit  him  from  the  charge  which 
the  right  hon.  Gentlemen  had  brought 
against  him. 
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Me.  BENTmCK,  who  rose  amid  loud 
criea  of  "  Divide,"  moved  tliat  the 
Cthaiiman  report  Frogrees. 

Whereupon  Motion  made,  and  Ques- 
tion put,  "  That  the  Chairman  do  repor' 
Progress,  and  aak  leave  to  dt  again.  — 
(Jfr.  Smtinei.) 

The  Committee  divided: — Ayea  173 
Noea  343:  Majority  170. 

Ma.  GLADSTONE :  I  wish  to  say  a 
tew  vorda  with  respect  to  the  course  of 
basinesB,  because  I  tlunk  It  ia  material 
to  the  general  convenienoe  of  the  House. 
With  regard  to  the  hon.  Member  (Ur. 
Bentinoh),  I  am  qtute  sure  that  any  re- 
marks he  may  have  to  address  to  the 
Committee  wlU  be  heard  -with  readiness 
by  the  House,  and  I  believe  the  unto- 
irard  aooidont  of  the  last  division  arose 
from  a  belief  by  mairjr  hon.  Members 
that  he  was  shut  oat  &om  hia  seat.  I 
wish  t*  knowwhatwould  be  the  general 
wish  with  regard  to  the  propesa  of  what 
now  remaiuB  of  this  Bill.  We  are  near 
our  last  division  with  respect  to  May' 
nooth.  I  think  it  would  be  well  for  the 
Committee — for  there  is  no  point  re- 
quiring prolonged  discussion — to  go  on 
sitting  this  evening  to  a  somewhat  later 
hour  than  usual.  I  believe  it  ia  for  the 
convenience  of  the  House,  and  for  the 
oonvenience  of  those  in  "another  place,' 
as  I  understand,  that  we  should  be  ready 
to  take  the  third  readii^  of  this  Bill 
shortly  after  Whitauntide.  For  that 
purpose,  it  would  be  necessary  to  take 
the  Beport  before  Whitauntide.  What 
I  wiah  particularly  to  observe  ie— that  I 
do  not  think  the  Beport  ought  to  be 
taken  without  an  interval  of  four  or  five 
da^.  The  Bill,  no  doubt,  will  be  re- 
prmted  immediately  a^r  we  are  out  of 
Committee ;  but  it  would  not  do,  for  in- 
stance, that  the  Committee  should  be 
postponed  to  Monday,  and  then  the  Be- 
port taken  on  Thursday.  That,  I  think, 
would  not  be  fair  to  parties  in  Ireland, 
who  would  naturally,  and  very  properly, 
wish  to  have  a  day  or  two  to  survey  it 
there,  in  order  to  inform  Gentlemen  in 
the  House  on  any  point  on  which  they 
might  not  hare  gathered  acourately  and 
precisely  the  purport  of  what  has  been 
done  here.  As  far  as  I  can  judge,  the 
questions  that  still  remain  wiUbe  finally 
disposed  of  to-morrow  between  the  Morn- 
ing Sitting  and  the  Evening  Sitting.  If 
necessary,  we  should  make  arrangements 
with  Gentlemen  to  take  an  ear^  consi- 
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deration  of  the  qneetions  they  ra&y  have 
upon  the  books.  But  it  would  be  a  great 
advantage,  and  greatly  increase  our 
hopes  of  concluding  the  matter — for  both 
sides  of  the  House  have  entirely  a  com- 
mon puipose,  so  far  as  I  am  aware — if 
we  Bhould  continue  the  sitting  to-night 
Bomewhat  beyond  the  uaual  hour. 

8m  JAMES  ELPHIN6T0NE  hoped 
it  would  bo  understood  that  hon.  Gen- 
tlemen having  Motions  on  the  Paper 
to-morrow  would  postpone  them. 

Mn.  BENTINCK  said,  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  at  the  head  of  the  Qovem- 
ment  had  rooken  of  the  last  division  as 
an  untoward  one ;  but  he  hoped  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  would  admit  that  it  was 
not  entirely  his  &iult  that  a  division  had 
been  taken.  ["  Oh,  oh ! "]  He  did  not 
address  himself  to  the  new  Members 
who  were  in  the  House  in  such  large 
numbers.  AU  those  with  whom  he  had 
sat  for  some  ten  years  were  aware  that 
he  was  not  in  the  habit  of  addreaong 
the  House  at  any  length,  nor  very  fre- 
quently. ["Oh,  oh!  ]  He  repeated 
&at  he  did"  not  address  himself  to  new 


&at  he  did"  not  address  himself  to  new 
Members  who  were  ignorant  on  the 
point.  When  he  first  arose  to  address 
the  Committee  he  was  about  to  state 
that,  not  having  had  the  advantage  of 
attending  to  this  debate,  it  was  not  his 
intention  to  trouble  the  Committee  at 
any  leng&  ;  bat  the  Prime  Minister 
having  referred  to  a  gesture  of  hia  (Mr. 
Bentinck's),  he  was  about  shortly  to  state 
his  reasons,  when  he  was  interrupted. 
The  Prime  Minister  was  claiming  for 
himself  the  great  advantage  he  had 
given  the  Iriah  Church  under  this  Bill, 
and  he  said  that  as  he  had  given  the 
Iriah  Church  £9,000,000,  and  Maynooth 
only  £400,000,  it  was  a  monatrous  thing 
for  anyone  to  complain.  The  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  Brighton  (Mr.  Fawcett)  had 
raiaed  a  question,  which  was  participated 
in  by  many,  whether  this  Bill  did  not 
create  a  rich  endowment  for  Maynooth. 
But  having  regard  for  the  hour,  he 
would  not  then  pursue  it  The  right 
hon.  Clentleman  the  Prime  Minister  had 
thrown  all  the  coat  of  keeping  up  the 
ecclesiastical  buildings  and  glebe  houses 
upon  the  clergy,  and  he  had  stated  the 
private  endowments  at  £500,000;  but 
when  he  was  pressed  upon  that  point, 
some  few  days  since,  he  said  he  had  no 
reliable  authority  for  stating  it  at  that 
sum — it  was  mere  matter  of  conjecture, 
the  Irish  Church  Oonunission  having 
lCmmittt^-~€latu$  39. 
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plaood  it  at  £272,000.  He  vss  not  a 
great  financier  like  the  right  hon.  Oen- 
tieman,  bat  be  had  mastered  four  rules 
of  arithmetic,  and  therefore  he  vanted 
to  know  how  the  new  Church  Body  was 
to  pay  the  charges  on  the  eccleeiastiGal 
builduig^s  and  glebe  houeea  out  of  theee 
private  endowmenta,  and  yet  be  on  an 
eqiiali'^  with  Uaynooth,  that  was  to 
hare  £400,000  ?  Of  course,  if  the  en- 
domnentB  did  not  exceed  £272,000,  why, 
of  course,  bo  much  the  worse  for  the 
Irish  Ohuroh.  Could  that  he  said  to  be 
treating  them  on  an  equality.  ["  Oh, 
oh !  "J  No  doubt,  tbose  facts  were  dis- 
tasteful to  the  hon.  Gentlemen  below  the 
Gangway,  why  were  masters  for  the  time 
being.  He  should  Hke  to  hear  some 
faots  come  out  of  their  mouths,  and  for 
one  of  them  to  rise  and  attempt  to  con- 
fute the  figures  he  had  giren.  lie  defied 
them  to  do  it.  That  was  the  reason  why 
ho  Tentured  to  make  use  of  the  gesture 
referred  to  by  the  right  hon.  Gentleman. 
He  had  made  hie  statement  disregard- 
lees  of  the  cries  of  the  miserable  ma- 
joritj — ["  Oh,  oh  !  "] — and  he  used  the 
term  "miserable"  not  in  the  English 
sense,  as  it  had  been  used  by  an  hon. 
Baronet  (Sir  Henry  Hoare)  who  repre- 
sented a  metropolitan  borough,  when 
speaking  of  the  minority,  but  in  its 
French  sense,  because  they  were  in  that 
condition  is  that  House  that  on  ereiy 
occasion  they  attempted  to  stifle  &ee 
discussion. 

LoKD  CLAUD  HAMILTON  regret* 
ted  that  his  right  hon.  Friend  at  the 
head  of  the  Qoremroent  should  have 
said  that  those  who  objected  to  the  ar- 
rangements for  MaTUooth  had  reserved 
their  objections  till  after  the  arrange- 
mente  connected  with  the  lUgittm  Jhttttm 
had  been  agreed  to.  He  had  been  asked 
by  those  among  his  constituents  who 
were  Presbyterians  to  complain  that  the 
principle  of  equality  upon  which  this 
measure  was  asserted  to  be  framed  had 
not  been  followed  in  the  case  of  the  Col- 
lege of  Belfast.  They  urged,  that  while 
the  grant  to  Maynooth  embraced  pro- 
vision for  the  salaries  of  the  Frofessore, 
the  support  of  the  students,  and  the  re- 
pairs of  the  buildings,  the  grant  on  ac- 
count of  the  Belfast  College  dealt  only 
with  the  Professors'  income,  limited  to 
their  life  interest,  and  made  no  provision 
for  the  maintenance  of  the  students  or 
aged  ministers,  or  for  the  repairs  of  the 
building.  He  could  not  be  accused  of 
Jtfr.  Bmttinei 


evincing  any  hostility  towards  Maynooth, 
because  he  had  hitiierto  supported  the 
grant  to  that  College,  against  the  wish 
of  many  of  his  constituents.  He  there- 
fore felt  that  he  could,  with  the  ^ater 
reason,  Mig»  that  the  College  of  Belfast 
should  be  treated  on  the  same  footing 
as  Maynooth,  and  if  that  were  dons  he 
felt  convinced  that  perfect  satisfaction 
would  be  given.  The  Solicitor  General 
had  accused  those  who  sat  on  his  side  of 
the  House  with  organizing  an  attack 
upon  Maynooth;  but  the  hou.  and  leom- 
ea  Gentleman  ^ould  remember  that  it 
was  not  they  who  sought  to  disturb  the 
existing  arrangement,  but  that  that  dis- 
turbance was  a  part  of  tlie  scheme 
bro^ht  forward  by  the  Government. 
SiK  HENRY  HOAEB,  having  been 

r'  itedly  alluded  to  by  the  hon.  Member 
Whitehaven  (Mr.  Bentinck)  begged 
to  remark  that  he  had,  on  a  former  oc- 
casion, disclaimed  any  intention  of  say- 
ing  an3iihing  ofiFensive  to  hon.  Members 
opposite  when  he  had  made  use  of  the 
word  "miserable."  The  term  might 
have  been  unfortunate ;  but  it  was  not 
inexpressive  when  intending  to  convey 
the  idea  that  their  minority  was  infini- 
tesimal. Kefereuce  had  been  made  by 
the  hon.  Gentleman  to  young  Members, 
amongst  whom  must  be  included  the 
hon.  Member  for  North  Wiltshire  (Sir 
Geoive  Jenkinson).  He  assnred  the 
hon.  Member  for  Whitehaven  that  the 
young  Members  entered  into  a  debate 
with  &eeh  feelings  and  warm  sympathies, 
and  they  were,  therefore,  the  Members 
that  were  most  impatient  of  Mvolity  and 
bombast. 

Question  put,  "That  the  words  pro- 
posed to  be  left  out  stand  part  of^the 
Clause." 

The  Committee  divided : — Ayes  306  ; 
Noes  198:  Majority  107. 

Sir  GEORGE  JENKINSON  said, 
that  having  resisted  the  progress  of  the 
Bill  at  every  stage  up  to  this  point,  and 
thus  satisfied  his  own  conscience,  and 
done  his  duty  by  those  who  had  returned 
him  to  the  House,  expressed  his  deter- 
mination to  fight  no  more  against  the 
measure,  beheving  Uiat,  as  the  Bill  bad 
progressed  so  far,  the  sooner  it  was  sent 
to  "  another  place "  the  better.  He 
hoped  that,  in  its  progress  through  the 
other  Honse,  it  would  receive  more  of 
even-handed  justice  and  generosity  than 
had  been  the  case  in  this  Honse,  where 
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Olaiues  50  and  51  agrttdto. 
Claase  52  fBalee  of  lands,  Ac,  maj  be 
made  in  Landed  Estates  Court.) 

Me.  M'MAHON  moved,   at  end  of 
clause,  to  add — 

Prodded  alwafi,  Ttut  In  *11  uIm  bf  the  Cem- 


ire  h&Ts  heard  so  much  but  eoen  lo 
tittleof  those  two  qualitieB.  To  give  four- 
teen ;«arB'  income  to  Majiiootii  out  of 
tb«  SaaAa  of  the  Church,  while  the  cler^- 
man  of  the  Church  iteelf  had  only  a  hfe 
mtereat  in  its  funds,  was  anythmg  but 
jnatioe  and  eqiiBlit7 ;  but  ha  was  reeolred 
to  fight  the  question  no  more,  and  irould 
ttierefore  viuidrav  the  farther  Amend- 
ment he  had  upon  the  Paper. 

Amendment,  by  leave,  withdraum. 

Clause,  as  amended,  agrttd  te. 

ClauMB  40  to  42  agreed  to. 

Olanm  43  (Compensation  to  Ecclesias- 
Ijcal  Commiseioners  and  their  officers). 
The  sahiriea  of  the  Commiseioners  were 
fixed  by  inserting  the  words  "  the  sum 
of  £1,000  each  during  their  natural  lives 
respectively."  Compenaatrions  werealso 
awarded  to  the  solicitors  and  dlerks  of 
the  Commissioners,  and  other  officers. 

Ha.  PEU  having  withdrawn  an 
Amendment  standing  in  his  name, 

Clause  agreed  to. 

dausa  44  (Compensation  to  vioan 
general  and  other  officers  by  annuitieB 
equal  to  their  average  income  for  the 
three  years  ending  1st  January,  1B70). 

TmiMAsauxsaop HAMILTON  moved, 
in  page  21,  line  3,  after 


"  Proridsd  klmjii  Tti*t  fn  tnj  nua  wbara  & 
deputy  ngiitrar  ihall  for  fln  jaara  tufore  tb« 
puungof  tbi*  Aot  hkTa  diMbkrgwl  tha  datj  <^ 
tha  aOoa  of  ngiitrar,  inoh  depatj  ragutnr  ihall 
rMelie  tiwn  the  ComniluloDcri  meh  lam  b;  waj 
of  oomiwiiwtion  for  the  leu  of  h\i  offlee  at  tbs 
Commlulonara  iboll  think  ri|ht,  and  iinh  mm 
■ball  ba  dadooted  from  tha  uuoaDt  pajabla  tinder 
Ihia  Act  to  tba  pripoipal  reiUtrnr." 

Th»  ATTORNET  general  w)» 
IRELAND  (Mr.  8DiirvA»)  said,  the 
Amendment  of  the  noble  Lord  solved 
the  difficulty  which  was  felt  in  the  case. 

Amendment  agreed  to. 

OlauBe,  as  amended,  agreed  to. 

Clauses  45  to  48,  agreed  to. 

dauBo  49  (Regulations  as  to  payment 
of  annui^.) 

Mb.  GLADSTONE  moved  to  add  at 
the  end  of  the  clause,  ' '  All  commutation 
moneys  paid  under  this  Act  in  heu  of 
annuities  shall  he  calculated  at  the  rate 
of  three  pounds  ton  shillings  per  centum 
p6r  annum," 

Motion  agreed  to. 

daufle,  as  amended,  agreed  to. 


miialonen,  whethsr  in  the  Landed  EitntM  Court 
or  othenriu,  enob  brm  or  holding  >hall  be  oftred 
for  aale  aaparatel7,  and  the  tsrre-Wnant  In  aatiul 
tw«apMion  thereof  ihall  be  preferred  in  the  par. 
ohiae  of  it  before  an;  other  perwjti  ;  and  nnlil  he 
■hall  hare  daollned  to  accept  tbe  Comminioner^ 
olhr,  or  In  «**«  of  a  aale  ij  anellon  in  the  talil 
Oonrl  tome  one  alM  bida  more  than  he,  after  notice 
of  Buoh  bidding,  *ilL  offer,  hia  benefit  orpreferanee 
t  to  b«  loat." 


Thb  ATTORNET  GENERAL  poa 
IRELAND  (Mr.  STTLLiviif)  thought  the 
Amendment  too  wide  and  unnecessary, 
because  the  right  of  pre-emption  was 
already  secured  by  the  33rd  dause. 

Amendment  mthdraum. 

Then  on  Motion  of  the  ArroaSBT  Ge- 
NZSAi.  for  IsELAKD,  words — "  Any  right 
of  pre-^nption  hereinbefore  secured 
shall  be  as  far  as  possihle  preserved  by 
Qie  said  court,"  inserted. 

Clause,  as  amended,  agreed  to. 

Clauses  53  to  57  agreed  to. 

Clause  58  (Regulation  aa  to  yacaneies.) 

SiE  HERVET  BRUCE  su^ested  that 
it  would  be  well  to  postpone  the  consi- 
deration of  this  clause,  as  several  Amend- 
ments were  to  be  proposed. 

Ma.  GLADSTONE,  after  hoping  that 
hon.  Gentlemen  would  be  in  attendance 
at  the  resumption  of  the  Committee  at 
two  o'clock  to-morrow,  explained,  that 
the  Amendment  which  stood  in  his  name 
merely  sujqplied  an  omission  .la  the  Bill. 

House  returned. 

Committee  report  Progress;  to  sit 
again  To-morrow,  at  Two  of  the  dock. 

o'sdllitait'b  disashjtt  bill, 
(wmrEssES.) 
Ordered,  That  the  followinf  VUnenea.  nanelr, 
Jamea  Sheridan  H'Leod,  It.M. ;  WIIKam  R, 
Btarkle,  R.M.;  Nisbolaj  DanHomba,  D.L.; 
ffilliam  Johnaon,  D.L. ;  William  L,  Perrler, 
J.P,;  Henrj  Unhlei,  J.P. ;  Jahn  O'Sulliran, 
J.P. ;  Philip  Sanfleld,  J.P. ;  Benr;  L.  Tounff, 
J.P.;  WlHiim  [I.  Ljona,  J.P. ;  Jamea  S.  Baker. 
J.P,  :  Edward  Oaaey,  J.P. ;  Richard  B.  Tooher, 
J.F. ;  Jamea  Wheeler  Polloek,  J.P.  ;  Benrr 
Hmnpbre]>a,  Clerk  (o  the  MafUtntaa,  Cork ; 
Sab-InipMtor  Michael  Egan  ;  Sub-Inipeotor 
Wiiliiim  Gan;  Conttable  Patrick  CantiUoni 
ConitaU*  Patrick  StanatM;  Thonu  Craabie; 
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Willltm  Oninaa ;  Oeorgs  Lkwrsnee ;  Divid  A,  ' 
Vute  ;  ani  Miohul  Dalton  do  Attend  tbia  House 
OD  Tu«d>7  the  11th  dar  of  thia  iiuMnC  Maj,  it 
Two  of  tbe  clook,  and  giTS  STidenoe  on  the  BUI 
to  diubis  Daniel  O'Sullifiin,  etqeire,  from  hold- 
ing, enjofinf ,  or  taking  tbe  olGoa  of  Migror,  or 
Jnatioe  of  tbs  Feaoa,  or  any  office  or  place  or 
magiitraor  in  the  oity  of  Cork  or  elMwheni  in 
Ireland,  and  prodaoe  all  Docamenti  rslating  to 
ihoMDie. 

Ordered,  That  Mr.  Attorney  General  for  Ire- 
land do  appoint  CouDwl  to  produos  and  manage 
tbe  eiidence,  at  tbe  Bar  of  this  Houie,  npon 
Tue>di7  tbe  11th.  da/  of  this  inaUnC  Maj,  in 
■npport  of  the  allegationa  of  O'SulliTan'a  Dii- 
itbilit;  Bill.— (Jfr.  Jtforney  Oeneraijvr  IrtUmd.) 


HOUSE    OF    LORDS, 


MINnTES.]~Sa(  FirH  in  PariiajMBt- The 

Earl  of  Qaheater,  after  tbe  death  of  bis  ITnole, 
Pdbuo  Bills — Second  Reading — Keligioua,  Edg- 

oational,  ibo.  Sooietiea  Incorporation  (81). 
ComniiUM— GoTeramcnt  of  India  Act  Amend- 

msnt*  (63-94). 
WitMraton — Rafonnatorr  Schools  Amsndmant* 

(63) :  Indnatrial  Schoola  (Great  BHUln)  (61); 

Contagions  Diaeaaea  Act  (ISflfl)  Amendment* 

(39). 

REFORHATORT  SCHOOLS   AMENDMENT 

BILL— {No.  63.) 

(Tht  Marqueu   Touinthetid.) 

flZOONS  OEASniO. 

Order  of  the  Day  for  the  Second  Bead- 
ing, read. 

The  Mabqubbs  TOWNSHEND,  in 
moring  that  the  Bill  be  uot  read  the 
seconatiine  eaid,  that  the  object  va 
amend  the  provisions  of  the  Hieformatory 
Schools  Act,  1866,  bo  far  as  to  give 
power  to  send  girls  under  the  age  of 
sixteen  belonging  to  the  class  of  "un- 
fortunates" to  reformatoiy  schools-  The 
measure  was  the  same  as  that  which  he 
had  brought  into  the  House  last  year, 
and  which  was  opposed  by  the  then  Ch>- 
vemment.  He  felt  now  that  he  could 
not  withdraw  it  unless  strong  reasons 
were  shown  for  throwing  it  aside,  for  it 
was  a  measure  of  utili^  and  common 
humanity,  not  to  say  of  necessity.  In- 
stitutionB  already  existed  for  the  refor- 
mation of  these  wretched  creatures,  but 
if  under  a  certain  age  they  were  revised 
admisaioo,     ITow  surely  they  ought  to 


be  protected  from  persons  who  traded 
upon  their  wretchedness,  and  dettuned 
until  they  were  of  an  age  to  know  what 
was  the  character  of  the  life  they  bad 
been  leading.  Objection  had  been  of- 
fered to  the  Bill  on  the  ground  that  the 
inmates  of  the  reformatories  would  be 

.taminated  by  the  admissiou  of  these 
girls ;  but  that  could  hardly  be,  because 
80  per  cent  of  these  inmates  themselves 
belonged  to  the  same  class,  and  no  barm 
that  he  could  see  would  arise  firom  ex- 
tending the  benefit  of  these  institutious. 
He  understood  the  Government  were 
opposed  to  the  Bill — for  what  reasons  he 
was  at  a  loss  to  comprehend — but  he 
hoped  their  Lordships  would  agree  to 
the  Uotion  for  the  second  reading,  and 
then,  if  necessary,  it  could  be  amended 
in  Conunitteo. 

Moved,  "That  the  Bill  be  now  read 
2*-" — {Tke  Morgue*!  T^mhmd.) 

The  Eaxl  of  MORLET  said,  that, 
while  sympathizing  with  the  noble  Mar- 
quess's endeavours  to  protect  the  bodies 
and  improve  the  minds  of  the  poorer 
classes  of  the  pOTiulation  by  introducing 
Bills  of  thiskind,lke  regretted  that  theOo- 
vemment  could  not  support  the  measure. 
It  appeared  to  him  to  be  both  useless  and 


;tanceB,  the  managers  of 
reformatory  schools  refused  to  admit 
persons  of  this  class,  and  it  was  not  pro- 
bable that  if  the  Bill  passed  they  would 
depart  &om  that  resolution;  mischieTOUS, 
because  those  institutiona  were  designed 
for  young  persons  who  had  committed 
small  crimes ;  and  the  introduction  of  this 
class  of  unfortunates  among  them  would 
certainly  not  tend  to  their  moral  im- 
provement. Moreover  to  make  that  pro- 
posed law  effectual,  it  would  be  absolutdy 
necessary  ta  alter  the  clause  in  the  Re- 
formatory Act  of  1866  as  to  the  certifi- 
cation of  those  institutions,  so  as  to 
enable  the  Oovemment  to  certify  sepa- 
rate establishments  and  penitentiaries  or 
Magdalen  asylums,  which  could  only  be 
done  at  an  immense  expense.  At  the 
present  time  tbe  expense  of  those  refor- 
matories and  indiistrial  schools  was 
veiy  much  increasing,  the  estimate  this 
yearbeing£l63,000  as  against  £123,000 


a  few  words  of  reply,  said  he  would  with- 
draw the  Bill. 
BiU  (by  Leave  of  the  Honae)  w'/A^im. 
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INDT;STRIA1SCH00LS(GREATBE11TA1N) 

BILL^No.  8*.) 

(TA«  Margnti$  Tewiuhwd.) 

SEOOCIS  BKjU)lKa. 

Order  of  the  Da;  for  the  Second  Bead- 
ing, read. 

The  Mabqutss  TOWNSHEND,  in 
moving  that  his  next  Bill  be  now  read 
the  eecond  time,  said,  he  must  con- 
fess, that  after  the  tone  in  which  his 
former  measure  had  been  received  bv 
the  Oovemmeut,  he  did  not  feel  much 
encouragement  to  hope  better  in  regard 
to  this  one,  there  being  coneiderable 
analog;  between  the  two  Bills.  The 
Bill  was  directed  towards  vBrious  points 
in  which  the  Act  of  1666  had  proved  de- 
fective— for  instance,  some  magiatratee 
deemed  themselves  precluded  from  send- 
ing children  to  these  establishments  if 
they  were  found  in  the  company  of  adults, 
begging  or  singing  in  the  streets.  The 
Ist  clause  of  the  Bill  would  remove  the 
doubt  entertained  on  this  point,  and  pro- 
vided that  children  found  under  such 
dranmstances  should  be  brought  within 
the  operation  of  the  Industrial  Schools 
Act,  unless  itwasj)rDTed  that  they  were 
receiving  instruction  for  at  least  twelve 
hours  a  week.  The  principle  of  coi 
pulsory  education  had  been  adopted 
the  case  of  young  persons  employed  ___ 
foctories  and  workshops ;  surely,  then  it 
ought  to  be  extended  to  children  less 
favourably  situated.  Otherwise,  what 
possible  prospect,  except  one  of  vice  and 
degradation,  was  open  to  those  poor  httle 
outcasts,  who,  almost  before  tiiej  could 
speak  or  walk,  were  driven  into  the 
streets  of  London  to  contract,  while  yet 
infants,  all  the  contamination  and  vice 
that  could  nowhere  be  so  surely  learnt 
as  in  our  great  Loudon  thoroughferes  ? 
Thousands  of  children,  shoeless,  ragged, 
and  miserable,  were  sent  about  the  streets 
nominally,  to  sell  small  articles,  but 
really  to  beg,  and  the  persons  who  so 
sent  them  would  not,  unless  compelled, 
give  them  the  opportunity  of  receiving 
any  instruction,  the  consequence  being 
that  they  remained  utterly  ignorant 
until,  as  too  often  happened,  they  be- 
came inmates  of  reformatories  or  prisons. 
No  person  of  ordinary  humanity  could 
pass  through  the  streets  without  deeply 
commiserating  the  &te  of  hundreds  of 
those  infants  and  children  who,  in  die 
midst  of  hnngra  and  dirt  and  vice  were 
TOL.  OXOTL    [thisd  bxbies.] 
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growing  up  under  aU  the  worst  influences 
mat  could  olighthiunan  nature.  One  of 
the  causes  pf  this  was  that  the  Govern- 
ment did  not  sufficiently  enforce  the  taw 
^lainst  unlicensed  hawhing.  What 
must  be  the  future  of  girls  exposed  all 
day  and  part  of  the  night  to  the  contami- 
nation and  vice  of  our  great  cities? 
With  boys  he  did  not  propose  to  inter- 
fere, since  the  evil  in  their  case  was  a 
mudi  snialler  one.  He  proposed  to  make 
it  illegal  for  any  girl  under  fourteen 
years  of  age,  on  week  days,  or  children 
of  either  sex  on  Sundays,  to  offer  for 
sale  any  articles;  and  to  save  children 
apprehended  under  such  circumstances, 
from  the  contamination  of  a  poUce  cell 
or  a  prison,  the  Bill  provided  that  they 
should  be  detained  at  the  jikrish  work- 
house until  brought  before  a  magistrate, 
and  if  committed  to  an  induetriu  school 
to  be  detained  in  the  workhouse  until 
received  into  a  school.  The  existing  ac- 
commodation in  these  establishments  was 
very  insufficient,  there  being  in  London 
accommodation  for  only  100  Protestant 
children  and  a  not  mudi  larger  number 
of  Boman  Catholics,  so  that  the  decision 
of  a  magistrate  to  send  a  child  to  such  an 
institution  was  often  nugatory.  This 
clearly  ought  to  be  remedied,  for  what 
would  be  tbought  if  a  criminal  was  dis- 
charged on  account  of  the  nearest  prison 
being  foil  7  He  regretted  to  find  that  the 
BUI  was  opposed  by  those  who  had  the 
i^^ement  of  the  Act  of  1 B66,  but  that 
Act  pmnly  required  amendment,  and  he 
hoped,  therefore,  that  no  objection  would 
'  )  offered  to  the  second  reading. 

Moved,  "That  the  Bill  be  now  read 
2K"—(Th«  Marqueit  Tovmihend.) 

The  Eabl  of  MOHLRT  said,  that 
the  Government  were  of  opinion  that 
legislation  of  this  kind  was  not  at 
the  present  moment  required,  and  he 
trusted  that  the  noble  Marquess  would 
not  press  this  measure.  The  Act  of  1866 
was  framed  with  the  utmost  care,  the 
categories  of  children  to  whom  it  was 
to  apply  being  made  as  wide  as  Beem.ed 
desirable ;  but  the  Billproposed  to  add 
three  new  categories.  CThildren  sent  into 
the  streets  were  to  be  taken  to  an  indus- 
trial school  unless  it  could  be  shown  that 
they  had  been  at  school  at  least  twelve 
hours  during  the  preceding  week.  Now, 
this  was  an  extension  of  Uie  principle  of 
the  Factory  Acts,  and  was  too  large  a  sub- 
j  ect  to  be  dealt  with  in  a  Bill  of  tms  kind, 
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Then  any  girl  under  fourteen  was  to  be 
forbidden  to  expose  any  artide  for  sale, 
the  dause  being  so  worded  as  to  include 
ereu  ^Is  em^oyed  in  shops,  and  any 
child  was  to  be  forbidden  to  trade  or 
hawk  any  article  on  Sundays,  He  hoped 
the  noble  Marquess  would  excuse  his  not 
djecussing  in  detail  the  provisions  of  the 
Bill,  the  House  being  anxious  to  proceed 
to  matters  of  interest  which  were  on  the 
Paper.  He  would  only  say,  therefore, 
that  the  terms  of  the  Act  of  1866,  as 
to  children  beting  in  the  streets,  were 
guffidendy  wide  for  all  practical  pur- 

Kses,  and  that  when  the  subject  of  the 
ictor^  Acts  and  of  Sunday  trading 
came  before  the  House  it  would  be  the 
proper  time  to  discuss  the  education  and 
the  Sunday' employment  of  children. 

Bill  (by  Leave  of  the  House)  with- 


BELIGIODS.  EDUCATIONAL,  *o„ 
SOCIETIES     INCORPORATION   BILL. 
(TU  Lord  SomiUn.) 
(ITO.   116.)     SEOOHS  SEAsma. 
Order  of  the  Day  for  the  Second  Bead- 
ing, read. 

LoBD  KOMIUjT  said,  that  in  asking 
the  House  to  give  a  second  reading  to 
this  Bill  he  would  only  delay  for  a  few 
moments  a  more  interesting  discussion. 
The  measure  waa  a  very  small,  but, 
he  believed,  would  be  a  very  useful  one. 
Great  inconvenience  and  expense,  were 
caused  by  the  necessity  of  having  the 
property  of  a  charity  vested  in  tSl  the 
trufiteea,  and  when  any  of  the  trustees 
died  conveying  to  new  trustees,  as  also 
by  the  execution  of  leases  by  absent 
trustees.  The  Bill,  therefore,  would  en- 
able charities  to  become  corporations  by 
application  to  and  with  the  sanction  of 
the  Chari^  Commissioners.  They  would 
then  be  able  to  grant  leases  under  their 
common  seal,  their  affairs  being  other- 
wise carried  on  exactly  as  at  present. 
He  had  submitted  tho  Bill  to  his  noble 
and  learned  Friend  on  the  Woolsack, 
and  had  withdrawn  a  clause  to  which 
objections  might  have  been  offered. 

Moved,  "That  the  Bill  be  now  read  2' 
—{7^  Lord  RomiUy.) 

The  LOED  CHANCELLOR  concurred 
in  the  object  of  the  Bill — namely,  the 
relieving  charities  &om  the  necessity, 
upon  every  new  appointment  of  trustees, 
of  having  new  conveyances  and  deeds, 
nt  Earl  of  Uvri*!/ 


there  bdng  a  difG.cult7  sometimes  in  as- 
certaining who  the  proper  trustees  were. 
He  thought,  however,  that  the  clause 
referring  to  land  did  not  suffidently 
guard  the  Law  of  Mortmain,  the  provi- 
sions of  which  ought  not  to  be  infringed, 
and  he  believed  it  would  be  more  expe* 
dient  to  adopt  only  that  part  of  the  Bill 
which  enabled  trustees  to  be  incorpo- 
rated. This  be  preferred  to  the  incor- 
poration of  the  charities  themselves, 
mffiay  of  them  being  veiy  ephemeral, 
thou|:h  not  so  notoriously  so  that  the 
Chanty  Commiaaioners  would  ezerdse 
their  veto  on  the  incorporation ;  and  the 
granting  of  a  charier  of  incorporation 
being  a  l^«rogative  of  the  Crown,  ha 
doubted  the  [iropriety  of  transferring  it 
to  the  Commissioners.  The  feet  of  its 
incorporation  might  mislead  persons,  by 
giving  it  greater  apparent  importance 
than  it  reiuly  possessed,  and  the  inoot^ 
poration  of  trustees  would  meet  all  the 
exigencies  of  the  case. 

Lo£D  CAIBNS  said,  that,  so  far  &om 
regarding  the  Bill  in  its  present  shape 
as  a  small  one,  it  seemed  to  biiri  one  of 
the  most  gigantic  ever  brought  before 
the  House.  It  would  sweep  away  the 
whole  Law  of  Mortmain,  interfere  with 
die  Sovereign's  Prerc^ative  of  granting 
charters,  and  would  enable  eveiy  read- 
ing society,  book  or  blanket  club,  or 
coDection  of  persons  assembled  for  any 
purpose  which  could  be  described  as 
pertaining  to  literature,  science,  art,  or 
religion,  to  obtain  a  certificato  of  incor- 
poration and  use  a  common  seal  There 
were  no  provisions  enabling  these  bodies 
to  be  sued  or  giving  execution  against 
their  property  or  any  of  their  members. 
The  power  of  incorporation  waa  a  high 
Prerogative,  which  ought  not  to  be 
lightly  transferred  or  exercised ;  and  he 
hoped  the  noble  and  learned  Ixird  be- 
fore the  Bill  was  committed  would  frame 
Amendments  entirely  altering  its  dio- 
racter — for  he  was  sure  that  in  its  pre- 
sent shape  their  Lordships  would  not 
pass  it. 

LoBD  EOMUJLY  said,  he  would  en- 
deavour to  &ame  Amendments  before 
the  Bill  went  into  Committee,  and  would 
submit  them  to  the  bodies  interested, 
with  the  view  of  ascertaining  how  the 
object  in  view  oould  be  best  carried 


Motion  agretd  to:  Bill  read  2*  accord- 
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IBISH  FOIICT  OF  THE  QOTERNHENT. 

OBSEKVATIONS.      QCBSTIOIT. 

The  U&BtiiTZss  of  SAXiISBTTBT  who 
had  given  notice  to  call  attention  to  the 
TiBTB  of  Ldah  policy  which  are  reputed 
to  have  been  emreaBed  by  the  President 
.  of  the  Board  of  Trade :  and  to  aek  how 
far  they  are  to  be  taken  as  the  views  of 
the  Cabinet — said,  My  LordB,  I  have  to 
offer  an  a^logy  to  the  House,  and  to  my 
noble  Fnend  (Earl  OranTille)  who  leads 
the  House,  on  two  grounds.  The  first  is 
for  having  brought  forward  a  matter  in 
your  Loraships'  House,  which  has  un- 
doubtedly arisen  in  connection  with  the 
debates  of  the  other  House  of  Parliament 
— in  respect  to  which  I  can  only  say  that, 
while  I  think  that  such  a  course  is  impro- 
per in  ordinary  cases,  in  cases  of  declara- 
tions on  the  p^^;  of  principal  Members  of 
the  Oovemment,  it  is  essential  we  should 
have  the  power  of  questioning  Members 
of  the  GFovernment  in  one  House  as  to 
declarations  made  by  their  Colleagries  in 
another.  As  to  any  objection  that  may 
be  raised  to  my  conduct  in  this  respect, 
I  would  reroind  noble  Lords  opposite, 
moreover,  that  this  power  was  freely  used 
by  those  who  are  now  in  power  with  re- 
spect to  a  noble  Priend  <u  mine  during 
last  Session.  The  other  ground  on  which 
I  owe  an  apology  is  for  the  length  of 
time  which  has  mpsed  since  the  speech 
was  made — it  being  a  week  ago.  Had 
I  been  in  town  on  Monday  I  would  have 
g^ven  an  earlier  Notice ;  but  it  must  be 
remembered  that  this  is  only  the  third 
day  on  which  the  House  has  sat  since 
the  speech  was  delivered.  Now  I  desire 
to  put  a  question  to  the  noble  Earl  on  this 
subject,  because  it  seems  to  me  thatthe  at- 
titude of  his  Colleague  in  the  other  House 
of  FarHament  has  differed,  and  differed 
disadvantageously,  from  his  own  con- 
duct in  tms  House.  We  ventured  to 
question  him,  and  to  question  him  closely, 
as  to  the  policy  of  the  Oovemment  in  re- 
spect of  the  Irish  land  question.  The 
noble  Earl  distinctly  decuned — and  he 
was  supported  in  that  refusal  by  the 
Lord  Privy  Seal — to  lay  down  the  policy 
of  the  Government  on  the  question,  and 
he  gave  reasons  which  appeared  to  his 
own  mind  sufficient,  and  were  undoubt- 
edly within  his  competence,  in  order  to 
defend  himself  from  being  tiirther  pressed 
as  to  the  intontions  of  Uie  Oovemment 
upon  that  subject.  Now  I  did  not  con- 
ceal at  the  timemyownimpieaedonofthie 


silence ;  this  reticence  on  the  part  of  the 
Government  was  not  an  act  oi  prudence, 

I  thought  it  was  giving  encouragement 
to  those  who  were  entertaining  extrava- 
gant hopes  in  Ireland  and  who  were 
rousing  tiie  population  to  unfounded  ex- 
pectations ;  but  I  never  doubted  that  it 
was  within  the  competence  of  the  Go- 
vernment to  m^tam  that  reticence  if 
they  thought  fit.  They  have  a  right — 
however  much  I  may  question  the  wis- 
dom of  their  decision — to  keep  back  from 
the  House,  if  they  please,  their  intentionB 
on  this  subject.  We  never  know  the 
value  of  a  thing  till  we  lose  it,  and  I 
only  wish  we  had  the  diplomatic  reticence 
of  ue  noble  Earl.  I  only  wish  the  noble 
Earl  could  invest  his  Colleagues  in  the 
other  House  of  Parliament  with  the 
exquisite  sense  of  discretion  which  he 
has  always  exhibited  in  this  House.  But 
I  do  venture  to  say  that  it  compromises 
the  position  of  the  noble  Earl  with  re- 
ject to  those  whom  he  addresses  in  this 
House,  and  is  hardly  respectful  to  your 
Lordships'  House,  that  -vhsa  a  declara 
tion  of  the  policy  of  the  Oovemment  is 
for  high  reasons  of  State  desired  here, 
their  intentions  should  be  blurted  out  by 
a  Member  of  the  other  House  of  Parlia- 
t.  Therefore  I  have  to  askthe  noble 
Earl  whether  the  speech  to  which  I  re- 
fer be  a  real  representotion  of  the  inten- 
tions of  the  Oovemment.  I  do  not  ques- 
tion his  right  to  reticence — his  right  to 
assume  the  attitude  of  discretion  if  he 
itains  it ;  but  I  do  question  his  right 
to  conceal  the  intentions  of  the  Oovem- 
ment in  this  House,  and  then  allow  a 
Colleague  in  the  other  House  of  Parha- 
ment  just  to  lift  up  the  veil  slightly  so 
that  the  discontented  in  Ireland  may  have 
the  benefit  of  it.  Now,  my  Lords,  I  will 
state  the  passages  to  which  I  wish  to 
call  the  attention  of  the  noble  Earl,  as 
they  are  attributed  to  the  President  of 
the  Board  of  Trade — passages  whidi 
appear  to  me  most  inconsistent  with  the 
position  which  the  noble  Earl  took  up 
the  other  night — passages  which  appear 
to  me,  if  they  are  interpreted  according 
to  ih.6a  natuTEd  meaning,  dangerous  to 
the  rights  of  property  in  Ireland ;  and, 
if  they  are  not  interpreted  according  to 
their  natural  meaning,  are  most  danger- 
as  raising  unfounded  espectations  in 
people  of  Ireland.  What  the  Pre- 
int  of  the  Board  of  Trade  is  reputed 
to  have  said  in  the  other  House  was  this — 
'  I  uid  bafare,  and  I  uj  noir,  tbut  there  on  bs 
peaoe  in  that  couitR?  till  (he  popuUtion,  b; 
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jnilioa  to  uj  hud — ara  pot  in  poswuioD  In 
groBler  namben  thin  thsj  ue  ooir  of  the  toil  of 
their  en  ooantrjr." 

In  tli&t  statement  the  policy  of  the  Go- 
Tenunent  is  laid  down  as  "  putting  the 
popnlatioa  in  greater  numbers  than  ihoy 
are  now  in  poaseBsion  of  the  soil."  But 
the  President  of  the  Board  of  Trade  not 
only  states  tlie  policy  of  the  Government, 
but  he  states  that  he  has  the  machinery 
at  hand  for  carrying  it  into  effect.  What 
that  machinery  is  ne  does  not  tell  us, 
but  he  states  with  the  utmost  distinct- 
ness the  object  the  Oorermnent  has  . 
view ;  and  uiat  he  has  weU  thought  over 
and  fliUy  resolTod  on  the  means  by  which 
that  object  is  to  be  attained.  Now,  this 
is  not  the  only  point  in  the  speech  which 
seems  to  me  to  call  for  e^lanation.  The 
President  of  the  Board  of  Trade  does 
sot  only  state  the  object,  but  he  goes  on 
to  point  out  to  some  extent  the  means  by 
which  it  is  to  be  carried  into  effect — or 
rather,  I  should  say,  he  does  not  point 
out,  but  he  lets  drop  pregnant  hints — 
transparent  insinuationa — Sirough  which 
those  in  Ireland  who  are  looMng  to  the 
poEff^  of  the  Oovermnent,  or  the  pro- 
mises of  the  Qoremment,  to  find  some 
support  foe  their  own  discontented  and 
didoyal  schemes,  may  find  at  least  a 
ground  of  hope  if  not  confident  expecta- 
tion.   In  the  first  place  he  says — 

"  But  I  uf  that  the  tine  h«t  mum  vhen  ■oti 
of  Miut>nt  r«]n«MioQ  in  Irelud  an  aigait  ud 
■ril,  and  that  no  mora  Aati  of  npreMioa  tbonld 
•Tor  pan  thii  Uoaie  nnUu  attendsd  nith  AoU  of 


An  Act  of  represaion  is  at  this  moment 
passing  through  the  other  House  of 
Parliament;  tnerefbre,  I  suppose,  the 
pledge  so  distinctly  g^ren  by  the  Presi- 
dent of  the  Board  of  Trade  most  be  ful- 
filled— it  must  be  attended  by  measures 
of  a  remedial  and  consoling  nature.  But 
now  I  come  to  the  most  remarkable  part 
of  the  speech.  The  speech  lays  down 
olearly  the  policy  that  the  population  are 
to  be  pat  in  poseeesion  of  the  soil  of  the 
country ;  and  it  lays  down  distinctly  the 
time — that  "  no  more  Acts  of  repression 
are  to  pass  unless  attended  by  measures 
of  a  remedial  and  consoling  nature ; " 
and  then  it  ends  with  a  most  pregnant 
sentence,  which  cannot  be  overlooked  in 
Ireland — 

"I  ban  lUted  b«bre  lo  thU  Houeand  •iHwhare 
that  then  li  no  propoaal  whatioe*ar  with  ngard 


mm  miHlf  ftn  Iriih  landowDH''  that  iball  have 
nj  uaetion  from  ma.  I  believe  the  poliojr  of  our 
lair  vith  regard  to  land  in  Ireland  bai  been  d» 
itmotiTe  and  fatal  to  the  tne  Interaeti  of  the  land- 
lord*. Tonr  ^vnnt  oondition  iliain  lb  It  woold 
have  been  better  fbr  700  Attj  fean  ago  to  have 
loit  lialf  of  joor  eitata,  if  hj  that  ueani  jon  oonld 
have  given  oontent  to  the  people  and  leearitj  Ut 
the  temainJQg  half." 

The  object,  therefore,  of  the  measure 
which  the  President  of  ttte  Board  of 
Trade  knows  of,  but  wouTd  not  lay  on 
the  table,  is  to  give  oontent  to  the  people 
of  Ireland ;  it  is  an  easential  condition  of 
that  measure  that  it  should  be  such  as 
that  a  landlord  eould  not  prudently  dis- 
approve it ;  and  he  concludes  by  saying 
that  no  Wdlord  in  his  judgment  could 
disapprove  of  a  measure  which,  in  order 
to  give  content  to  the  people  of  Ireland, 
should  deprive  him  of  half  his  property, 
I  put  these  sentences  together.  I  can- 
didly admit  that  I  do  not  in  the  slightest 
degree  believe  that  the  President  of  the 
Board  of  Trade  desires  to  deprive  land- 
lords of  half  their  property — on  the  con- 
trary, he  says — and  there  is  no  man  whose 
statements,  fiom  the  courage  and  consis- 
tency of  his  past  life,  are  entitled  to  more 
absolute  eredenoe — that  he  would  do  no- 
thing which,  in  his  judgment,  would  in- 
terfere with  the  rights  of  Irish  landlords. 
What  I  complain  of  in  the  speech  of  the 
right  hon.  Cfendeman  is  that  his  views 
have  too  much  vagueness  on  the  one  side 
and  too  much  distinctness  on  the  other. 
Their  distinctness  consiBta  in  holding  out 
to  the  people  of  Ireland  an  object  which 
the;  desired  to  attain  by  lawless  means 
— their  vaguenoss  with  respect  to  the 
lawful  and  legitimate  means  which,  in 
his  belief,  are  necessary  to  attain  it. 
Something  of  the  same  complaint  must 
be  made  of  the  speech  of  the  Prime 
l£inist«r  who  followed.  I  do  not  mean 
to  say  that  he  expressed  his  approval  of 
the  measure  indicated  by  his  Colleague, 
but  he  did  not  disclaim  it.  He  said  it 
was  a  measure  which  several  on  that 
side  did  not  approve.  He  prononnced 
no  disapproval  ot  it  on  the  part  of  the 
Qovemment.  He  said  that,  on  his  part, 
fixity  of  tenure  should  not  be  adopted 
till  other  measures  had  been  tried.  He 
opinion  against  the  fizi^  of 
tenure.  He  did  not  disavow — aa  we 
might  have  expected  he  would  disavow 
an  unabashed  assault  upon  the  laws 
property.  What  we  want  of  Minis- 
ters in  this  country  is  not  that  they 


tb«  land  of  Ireland  that  I  oonld  not  npport  if  I    should  say  they  will  not  attack  the  IaW9 
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of  property  till  some  otiier  conditioiLB 
are  fulfilled — what  we  want  ie  that  they 
ahoold  aet  up  these  laws  as  conditions 
which  under  all  drcnmfitanceB  cannot  be 
transgressed,  and  to  warn  those  who 
attempt  to  break  them  that  they  do  it  at 
their  own  peril.  This  vacillation,  this 
invitation  or  pressure,  these  intimations 
that  they  will  be  prepared  to  yield  to 
increased  agitation,  are  not  the  way  to 
repress  unlawful  desires,  or  to  cahn  a^- 
tation,  but  rather  the  means  of  Inciting 
men  of  violence  to  continue  their  in- 
trigues against  property.  My  Lords,  I 
have  vfflitnred  to  bring  this  matter  be- 
Syie  the  noble  Elarl  because  I  wish  to 
press  upon  him  especially  this  point — 
that  if  \&  and  his  Colleagues  hold  up 
before  the  population  of  Ireland  an  ob- 
ject they  have  been  accustomed  to  con- 
template as  to  be  acquired  in  a  violent 
and  illegal  way — if  they  say  here  is  the 
possessiDn  of  land  to  the  population  of 
the  country ;  you  have  been  accustomed 
to  look  to  this  by  violence  and  insurrec- 
tion, we  will  attain  it  ibr  yon  by  some 
idrcuitoQS  method  we  do  not  explain — if 
you  do  this  yon  are  encouraging  them, 
whatever  you  may  think,  in  their  law- 
leesness  and  violence.  The  project  of 
the  President  of  the  Board  of  TCiade,  a« 
stated  some  years  ago,  is  one,  as  I  un- 
derstand it,  to  buy  the  properties  of 
landlords  in  Ireland  and  seU  t£em  again 
on  ea^  terms  to  small  tenan1«.  Whe- 
ther he  still  entertains  the  same  project 
I  do  not  know ;  but  suiely  he  could  not 
have  alluded  to  it  in  Us  speech  the 
other  night ;  because  it  is  obvious  that 
to  produce  any  pennanent  impression 
on  Ireland,  and  to  be  a  measure  worthy 
<^  the  name  of  a  statesman,  it  would 
have  to  be  carried  out — whether  wise  or 
foolish — on  a  laige  scale.  You  must  be 
able  to  offer  for  sale  lat^e  properties  in 
every  part  of  Ireland ;  it  would  not  do 
to  ocmnne  it  to  one  particular  part  of  Ire- 
land— you  would  have  to  furnish  land  to 
all  who  would  buy  it.  And  how  is  the 
land  to  be  procured  ?  It  is  obvious  that 
the  land  must  first  be  obtained  from  the 
landowners.  Has  the  Fte^dent  of  the 
Board  of  Trade  received  any  assurance 
from  the  landlords  of  Ireland  that  they 
are  prepared  to  sell  ?  or  is  he  prepared 
to  make  them  part  with  their  land  by 
compulsory  legislation?  and  is  he  pre- 
pared to  offer  the  land  at  so  low  a  price 
that  it  mustbemade  up  by  the  tax-payers? 
,  has  he 


And  if  that  be  bo, 


that  tJie  British  tax-payers  will  approve 
the  bargain  ?  If  he  did  not  refer  to  that, 
what  did  he  refer  to  ?  The  proposition  of 
the  President  of  the  Board  of  Trade  is  to 
put  the  population  of  Ireland  in  posses- 
sion of  uie  land  of  Ireland.  Now,  I  ask 
the  noble  Earl  to  enter  the  oonfessi(mal 
which  he  declined  to  enter  some  weeks 
ago.  He  has  now  no  alternative  but 
either  to  accept  or  reject  the  proposition, 
which  has  been  most  distinct^  laid  down 
by  a  leading  Member  of  the  Govern- 
ment. What  I  desire  to  know  is — whe- 
ther the  Glovemment  adopt  the  view  of 
Mr.  Bright  that  there  can  be  no  peace 
in  Ireland  until  the  population  by  some 
means  or  other  are  put  in  possession,  in 
greater  numbers  than  thej^  now  are,  of 
Sie  soil  of  the  country  ?  ]f  so,  has  Mr. 
Bright  laid  before  them  the  measure 
which  he  says  he  has  prepared  to  at- 
tain that  object?  and,  if  so,  have  they 
approved  that  measure  ?  I  am  not  seek- 
ing to  dictate  to  the  Cabinet.  I  ask 
these  questions  for  the  sake  of  the  land- 
lords, whose  rights  are  assailed,  and  of 
the  population,  whose  enthusiasm  may 
be  abused.  I  say  you  are  now  bound 
to  give  us  the  benefit  of  an  explanation 
of  your  policy.  If  you  cannot  prevent 
individuu  members  of  the  Cabinet  from 
betraying  the  intentions  of  the  Oovem* 
ment,  you  are  bound  to  avow  those  in- 
tentions— for  the  greatest  injuij  you  ■ 
can  do  to  Ireland  is  now  to  maintain 
vague  expectations  which  you  have  not 
the  means  of  realiidng.  The  greatest 
benefit  you  can  do  is  to  explain  to  Far- 
hament  the  policy  which  is  to  satisfy  all 
classes  in  Ireland.  State  dietinctiy  what 
you  think  ought  to  be  conceded,  as  being 
juBt  and  fair ;  at  the  same  time  dedaring 
that  your  convictions  do  not  allow  you 
to  go  beyond  that  point,  and  that  no 
agitation  in  the  country  and  no  pressure 
employed  in  Parliament  will  induce  you 
to  stir  one  inch  beyond  that  which  you 
consider  just  and  right. 

Eabl  GHANTIELE  :  My  Lords,  in 
the  first  place  I  acknowledge  the  cour- 
tesy of  the  noble  Marquess  in  making 
two  apologies.  The  second  apology,  I 
can  assure  him,  I  do  not  require  in  the 
shghteet  degree.  I  own  my  feeling  is 
that  although  the  noble  Marquees  is 
quite  right  to  act  upon  his  own  sense  of 
reeponsibilily,  it  is  an  advantage  and  not 
a  disadvantage  that  some  time  should 
occur  between  the  notice  and  the  attack 
on  a  subject  of  the  greatest  delicacy  and 
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importance,  and  vMch  all  parties  are 
a^ed  caa  lead  to  no  practical  result. 
With  regard  to  tlie  other  apology,  so  far 
as  I  am  concerned  I  shall  say  nothing. 
But  with  regard,  to  the  excuse  which  the 
noble  Marquess  has  made,  I  think  he  is 
taking  the  most  irregular  course  I  ever 
remember  to  have  been  taken  in  the 
House  in  referring  to  the  debates  in  the 
other  House.  I  remember  that  a  noble 
Lord  opposite  (Lord  Caimsl  gave  a  cae- 
tigation  to  a  noble  Duke  behind  me  be- 
cause he  had  criticized  a  letter  written  to 
Mr.  Disraeli,  having  nothing  to  do  with 
the  other  House  of  Parliament.  On  this 
point  I  will  read  to  your  Lordships  the 
statement  of  a  great  authority  on  Fariia- 
mentary  practice.  In  his  work  On  tke 
Law  and  Practice  of  Parliament,  Sir 
Ersldne  May  says — 

"  Tbe  rale  that  allaiioni  to  dobites  in  the 
other  HouM  are  oat  of  Order  is  coDTenieDt  for 
praTenting  fruitleas  irgnmeDti  betwesa  memben 
or  two  dtBtinot  bodies  vbo  are  unable  to  replf  to 


partf  auailed  \  bat  it  is  miinlf  founded  upon  tbe 
ondentaadiDg  that  Iba  deb&tto  of  tb«  otbBr 
Hooie  are  not  known,  and  that  tbe  Hoan  onn 
take  DO  notice  of  them.  Thai  when,  ia  1011, 
Lord  Peterboroagh  complained  of  words  spoken 
ooDoerning  him  bj  Mr.  Tate,  a  Member  of  the 
Gommoni,  '  their  Lordahipa  were  of  opinion  that 
this  House  oould  not  take  an^  oogniianoe  of  what 
is  spoken  or  done  in  the  House  of  Commons,  un- 
less it  be  bjr  tliemaelies,  in  a  Parliamentarj  waj, 
made  known  to  this  Honte.*  The  dail;  pnblica< 
tion  of  debates  in  Parliament  offers  a  strong 
temptation  to  disregard  this  rule.      The  «>- 

SaeitiOD«  are  discussed  bj  panons  belonging 
le  same  parties  in  both  Houses,  and  speeches 
are   constanllj   referred    to  by  Members,  i"  ' 

this  rule  would  exclude  from  their  notice.     

mle  has  been  so  frequently  enforced  that  most 
Members  in  both  Houses  hnTO  learnt  a  d«lt«- 
roui  Diode  of  erading  it,  bjr  transparent  ambigui 
ties  of  tpeech;  and  although  there  are  km 
orders  more  important  than  this  for  the  conduct 
of  debate,  and  for  observing  oourtesj  between 
the  two  Houses,  none,  perhaps,  are  more  gene- 
rail;  transgressed.  An  iogenioui  orator  maj 
break  through  anj  rules  in  spirit,  and  jet  oh- 
■erro  them  to  the  letter." 
No  one  will  doubt  that  the  noble  Mar- 
quess ia  au  orator  and  a  most  ingenious 
one;  but  he  appears  to  me  to  have  taken 
an  irregular  and  inconvenient  course.  It 
is  most  irregular  to  read  reports  from  the 
newspapers  of  what  has  been  said  in  the 
otlier  Hoose,  because  it  places  this  House 
in  danger  of  being  in  a  disagreeable  po- 
sition with  regard  to  the  oUict  House, 
and  it  is  a  course  singularly  inconvenient 
to  Her  Majesty^a  Government.  The 
noble  Marquess  is  aware  that  our  Rro- 
Sarl  Granville 


ceedings  for  mutual  convenience  are  ex- 
changed between  the  two  Houses.  The 
Notice  which  the  noble  Marquess  gave 
of  putting  this  Qaestion  did  not  contain 
the  particular  passages  in  Mr.  Bright'a 
speech  which  have  been  commented  on. 
Ido  not,  however,  assume  that  there 
was  anything  unfair  in  that  proceeding 
— on  the  contrary,  if  the  passages  had 
been  quoted  in  the  Notice,  I  should  have 
objected  to  such  a  Notice  being  recorded 
■  the  (hrder  Book — it  was,  therefore, 
possible  for  me  to  know  whether  the 
ble  Marquess  meant  to  allude  to  a 
speech  in  Parliament  or  to  any  of  the 
numerous  speeches  which  Mr.  Bright 
has  made  in  different  parts  of  tbe  oomi- 
try.  If,  however,  the  noble  Marquess 
had  exercised  his  ii^enuity,  and,  with- 
out referring  to  any  person,  had  asked 
whether  su3i  and  such  constituted  the 
ilicy  of  Government  with  reqtect  to 
__eland,  he  would  then  have  avoided 
irregularity,  and  would  have  given  me 
the  advantage  of  knowing  the  nature  of 
the  language  to  which  he  referred.  Nei- 
ther did  the  noble  Marquess  give  me  any 
intimation  that  he  was  going  to  allude  to 
any  opinion  e^iressed  by  5&.  Gladstone. 
However,  I  will  endeavour  to  make  some 
answer  to  the  noble  Marquess's  observa- 
tions. The  noble  Marquess  has  referred 
to  whatlhave  said  previously,  andlmay 
remind  your  Lordships  that  on  more 
than  one  occasion  I  have  been  told  that 
we  are  responsible  for  ell  that  has  hap- 
pened in  the  diape  of  outrage  in  Ireland, 
on  two  grounds— one  of  which  was  Uiat 
we  did  not  legislate  on  important  ques- 
tions ;  and  the  other  was  that  we  nave 
observed  too  much  reticence  with  regard 
to  our  policy.  The  former  point  appears 
now  to  have  entirely  disappeared  from 
our  discussions,  and  the  noble  Marquess 
has  told  the  House  that  he  does  not 
complain  of  the  Gtovemment  for  not 
legislating  during  the  present  Session 
as  tbe  noble  and  learned  Lord  (Lord 
Gaims)  had  previously  done.  That  par- 
ticular point,  then,  which  laid  me  open 
to  censure,  is,  for  all  practical  purposes, 
disposed  of.  Tbe  noble  Marquess  said 
that  what  baa  happened  has  made  him 
change  his  opinion  with  regard  to  my 
reticence.  Cin  that  point  Iventure  to 
say  that  some  years  of  offldal  hfe  im- 
press on  us  the  importance  of  observing 
certmn  official  rules  as  necessary  for  the 
furtherance  of  Public  Business.  I  admit 
that  the  rule  of  muntaining  a  certain 
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amount  of  reticence,  on  the  part  of  Mem- 
bers of  tlie  Goremment,  ^aa  disregarded 
by  Mr.  Bright  the  other  evening.  I 
hardly  like  to'say — and  I  should  not  have 
done  80  if  Mr.  Bright  had  not  told  me — 
that  he  had  made  the  mifltake  of  not  pre- 
facing what  he  had  to  say,  by  observing 
— "If  I  were  speaking  for  myself,  I  should 
sajBO-and-so;"  andlaakyour Lordships 
to  consider  whether  there  is  anything 
unnatural  or  extraordinary  in  what  took 
place.  "Whatever  you  may  think  of  Mr. 
Bright's  political  opiniona,  no  one  will 
deny  that  during  upwards  of  a  quarter 
of  a  century  he  has  exercised  an  im- 
mense influence  on  the  pubhc  opinion  of 
this  country  by  the  power  of  his  ai^- 
menta  and  the  extraordinary  force  and 
eloquence  of  his  language.  During  all 
that  time  he  has  been  in  the  habit  of 
speaking  what  was  uppermost  in  bis 
mind  without  any  official  restramt;  if 
during  the  two  or  three  nionths  which 
he  has  been  in  Office — which  he  reluc- 
tantly accepted — he  may  have  forgotten 
some  of  ttiose  official  rules  which  we 
find  convenient  for  the  conduct  of  busi- 
ness— is  he  to  be  reproached  for  that? 
I  beg  to  remind  your  Lordships  of  the 
circumstances  under  which  this  language 
was  used.  A  speech  had  been  made  fiill 
of  charges  of  a  very  grave  character, 
which,  in  my  opinion,  Mr.  Bright,  in  his 
reply,  showed  were  utterly  groundless. 
That  speech  was  made  by  a  noble 
Lord  (Lord  Claud  Hamilton),  in  a 
tone  and  spirit  which  were  condemned 
in  "another  place,"  and  which  I  will 
only  venture  to  characterize  as  quite 
opposed  to  the  tone  and  smrit  with 
wMch  the  speaker's  elder  brother  some- 
times, though  not  so  frequently  as  we 
might  wish,  addresses  your  Lordships. 
In  reply,  then,  to  these  unfounded  ac- 
cusationB  Mr.  Bright  rose.  After  what 
I  have  said,  the  noble  Marquess  can 
hardly  expect  that  I  should  say  whether 
the  opinions  expressed  by  Mr.  Bright 
are  entirely  a^eed  to,  or  are  not  a^ed 
to,  by  the  various  Members  of  the  Cabi- 
net, But  the  noble  Marquess  reproached 
Mr.  Bright  by  saying  that  he  had  a 
measure  to  carry  out.  I  have  not  the 
slightest  doubt  that  the  measure  so 
alluded  to  was  that  which  Mr.  Bright 
suggested  two  years  ago,  and  it  is,  I 
lieve  to  this  effect — Mr.  Bright  thinks 
it  would  be  desirable  that  money  should 
be  advanced  by  the  State  to  enable 
tenantsj  if  their  landlords  are  willing  to 


sell,  to  purchase  tiie  fee  simple  of  the 
farms  they  are  cultivating,  Now,  con- 
trast this  plan  with  the  plan  of  the  noble 
Marquess  and  of  his  dolleagues  in  the 
late  Government.  The  one  is  a  plan  for 
advancing  mone^  wherewith  tenants 
may  buy  land  which  landlords  are  wil- 
ling to  sell :  the  other  is  a  plan  for  ad- 
vancing money  to  these  same  tenants  to 
make  improvements — in  some  cases  con- 
trary to  the  consent  of  the  landlord — to 
be  repaid  to  the  Government  by  a  rent- 
chEirge  upon  these  landlords'  estates. 
Now,  I  am  quite  free  to  admit  that  with 
r^ard  to  eitaer  of  these  plans  the  noble 
Marquess  and  noble  Lords  opposite  have 
a  right  to  ai^e  on  financial,  on  poli- 
tical, and  on  economical  grounds  as  to 
their  practical  results,  or  how  far  the 
limit  of  Government  interference  should 
extend :  but  while  I  state  positively  that 
Lord  Mayo's  plan — sanctioned  by  the 
noble  Marquess  and  the  other  Members 
of  Lord  Derby's  Government — is  open  to 
discussion  as  to  whether  it  does  or  does 
not  interfere  with  what  we  understand 
to  be  the  rights  of  property,  it  b  just  aa 
impossible  to  argue  that  Mr.  Bright's 
plan,  whether  good  or  bad,  interferes  in 
the  lightest  degree  with  the  rights  of 
propertj'  as  understood  by  any  one  of  your 
Lordships  on  the  opposite  side  of  the 
House.  The  noble  Marquess  asks  whe- 
ther this  measure  has  been  submitted  to 
the  Cabinet,  whether  they  approve  it, 
and  whether  it  is  substantially  the  plan 
which  we  shall  introduce  next  yeei?  I 
have  no  doubt  that  Mr.  Bright  is  warmly 
attached  to  his  plan,  and  prefers  it  to 
any  other  yet  proposed.  I  havo  no 
doubt  that  he  will  tiy  to  induce  us  to 
approve  any  plan  for  the  good  of  Ireland 
which  he  may  think  the  best.  But  I  also 
believe~for  I  never  sat  with  a  fairer  man 
— that  if  his  Colleagues  can  show  that  the 
plan  is  fiaulty  and  can  suggest  a  better,  he 
will  be  ready  to  consider  it.  I  think, 
then,  I  have  answered  the  question  of 
the  noble  Marquess,  whether  the  decla- 
rations of  Mr.  Bright  axe  to  be  accepted 
as  the  final  proposals  of  the  Government 
on  this  question.  It  is  not  for  me,  in 
the  slightest  degree,  to  explain  or  defend 
any  arguments  or  expressions  which  he 
may  have  used — I  might  do  injustice 
were  I  to  attempt  to  do  so — but  when 
the  noble  Marquess  complains  so  bitterly 
that  Mr.  Bright  has  said  that  he  thougl^ 
it  would  be  for  the  advantage  of  Ireland 
that  more  of  the  popnlatios  should  be- 
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come  ovners  of  the  land,  and  tiiat  he 
hoped  to  be  able  to  carry  out  the  plan, 
no  one  has  a  right  to  esy  he  ^nahes 
to  do  BO  in  a  manner  that  would  be  an 
injustice  to  anyone.  No  one  will  say 
that  Kr.  Bright  was  the  inventor  of  the 
theory  which  has  gained  such  currency  in 
England  and  France,  as  to  the  great  ad- 
vantage of  the  population  being  pos- 
seBsea  of  small  properties ;  we  have 
small  holders  of  lajid  ah^ady  in  France, 
in  Belgium,  and  in  Germany.  Nor  can 
we  wonder  if  Mr.  Brieht  referred  in 
1865,  as  Mr.  Burke  did"  years  ago,  to 
the  action  of  the  Penal  Laws  as  one 
cause  of  the  difficulties  of  the  land 
question,  and  said  tliat  those  abominable 
and  outrageous  Penal  Laws  had  ex- 
cluded three-fotirths  of  the  Irish  people 
from  all  property  in  the  soU.  My  Lords, 
I  do  not  wish  to  allude  to  any  particular 
scheme  for  the  settlement  of  the  land 
question — because  I  adhere  entirely  to 
^e  course  which  I  have  adopted,  and 
which,  to  a  certain  degree,  is  approved 
by  the  noble  Lord,  when  my  noble 
Friend  (the  Marquess  of  Glanricarde) — 
the  only  Peer  who  has  made  definite 
proposals  on  this  sulqeet — recently  in- 
troduced his  Bill,  I  was  asked  to  bring 
Amendments  b  ef ore  y  our  Ixirdships  which 
would  show  the  scheme  of  the  Govern- 
ment measure.  I  declined  to  comply 
with  that  request,  because  it  was  abso- 
lutely without  precedent  that  a  Govern- 
ment should  produce  in  one  Session  the 
scheme  of  a  Bill  which  they  mean  to 
introduce  only  in  the  next  Session.  Such 
a  course  would  be  disadvantageous  to 
them,  would  be  discreditable  to  them, 
and  would  also  be  highly  disadvantar 
geous  to  the  final  settlement  of  a  delicate 
question.  At  die  same  time  I  am  quite 
ready  to  repeat  the  answers  which  I  gave 
when  this  subject  was  laat  before  your 
Lordships.  On  that  occasion  the  noble 
Marc^uess  (the  Marquess  of  Clanricarde) 
deacnbed  certain  visionary  schemes  io 
which  he  hoped  the  Government  would 
never  assent.  I  gave  h''"  that  assur- 
ance in  the  most  direct  and  dearest 
manner.  Another  noble  Lord  asked 
whether  Her  Majesty's  Ghivemment 
would  do  anything  to  subvert  the 
rights  of  property,  I  gave  a  distinct 
answer  also  to  that  question.  The  noble 
and  learned  Iiord  opposite  (Lord  Cairns) 
asked  me  to  declare  whether,  in  the  opi- 
nion of  the  Ckivemment,  the  rights  of  me 
landlord  to  his  property  were,  or  were  not, 
£arl  OrtmuOe 


identical  with  those  of  the  Irish  Church 
to  its  property?  [LordCiiENs:  I  did  not 
ask  a  question.]  I  understood  the  noble 
and  learned  Lord  to  express  a  hope  that 
the  Government  would  state  their  views 
on  that  point.  At  all  events,  I  am  ready 
to  repeat  that  I  believe  there  is  not  one 
Member  of  the  Government  who  does 
not  consider  those  rights  to  be  of  a  per- 
fectly different  character.  Well,  then, 
as  we  appear  to  be  in  the  habit  of  re- 
ferring to  what  passes  in  "  another 
place,  I  saw  a  Question  which  was 
asked  there  with  singular  iaimess  by  a 
prominent  Member  of  the  Conservativo 
party.  He  admitted  that  legislation  this 
year  was  perfectly  impossible,  and  he 
did  not  ask  the  Government  to  enter 
into  any  details  of  their  scheme,  but  to 
say  that,  while  on  the  one  hand  Uie  claim 
of  the  tenant  to  compensation  should  be 
admitted  and  respected,  so  on  the  other 
hand  the  proprietary  rights  of  the  land- 
lord should  be  firmly  maintained.  I  am 
not  clear  that  that  is  not  a  better  balanced 
sentence  than  any  to  which  the  noble 
Marquess  refers ;  and  I  have  not  the 
slightest  hesitation  in  saying  "  Yes !  " 
to  that  declaration,  which  appears  to  me 
not  to  go  one  inch  further  thtm  my  noble 
Friend  the  Lord  Privy  Seal,  and  other 
Members  of  the  Government  near  me, 
have  gone  in  stating  their  views  on 
former  occasions.  I  have  now  endea- 
voured to  give  to  the  House  all  the  in- 
formation ^ddh  I  think  I  am  entitled  to 
give.  But  I  decline  to  give  any  infor- 
mation as  to  the  particular  character  of 
the  plan  which  we  may  hope  to  embody 
the  Bill  next  year — and  that  is  the 
only  answer  I  can  give  to  the  speech  of 
the  noble  Marquess. 

The  Eakl  of  CARNARVON :  With 
every  wish  to  make  aUowances  for  the 
difficulties  under  which  the  Colonial  Se- 
cretary has  spoken,  I  am  at  a  loss  to 
understand  how  he  can  flatter  himself 
that  the  speech  which  he  has  just  made 
is  an  answer  to  the  question  of  my  noble 
Friend.  Your  Lordships  will  allow  me  to 
say  that  I  think  the  drcumstances  of  the 
case  were  such  as  amply  justified  my 
noble  Friend  in  bringing  this  question 
to  the  notice  of  the  ^vemment.  It  is 
beside  the  question  for  the  Colonial  Se- 
cretary to  quote  works  oa  Parliamentary 
jwactice;  for  the  practice  of  both  Houses 
IS  really  undeniable.  Since  I  have  had 
the  honour  of  a  seat  here  I  have  re- 
peatedly heard  discussions  roiaed  in  tliis 
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House  as  to  speeches  in  the  other  House  : 
and  only  last  yoax  I  remember  the  pre- 
sent Prune  Minister  in  the  House  of 
Oommons,  speaking  in  very  strong  lan- 
guage, indeed,  of  a  speech  made  07  e 
noble  Earl  not  now  present  (the  Earl  o\ 
Derby)  with  regard  to  the  Suspensory 
Bill.  May  I  state  how  this  question  now 
stands,  and  what  are  the  difficulties  in 
which  we  are  placed  1  I  am  not  one  of 
those  who  have  complained  that  the  Go- 
Temment  declined  to  introduce  a  Bill  this 
Session  on  the  subject  of  the  tenure  of 
land  in  Ireland.  I  readily  recognize  that, 
&om  their  point  of  view,  they  would 
have  had  insurmountable  diiB.cultios  to 
contend  with  in  any  legislation  of  that 
kind,  and,  though  I  may  add  that  I  doubt 
very  much  the  wisdom  of  the  reticence  on 
their  part  in  connection  with  the  ques- 
tion to  which  alluBiou  has  been  made,  I 
do  not  personally  complain  of  that  re- 
ticence, oecause,  if  there  was  a  risk  that 
misapprehension  would  be  caused  by  it 
on  the  one  hand,  I  am  bound  ^so,  in 
fairness,  to  admit  that  there  might  be 
a  risk  of  misapprehension  arising  out  of 
any  general  statement  which  tfaey  might 
make  on  the  subject.  More  than  that — 
though  I  regretted  the  course  taken — I 
abstained  frmn  expressing  any  censure 
on  Uie  Oorermnent  when  they  declined 
to  take  up  the  Bill  of  the  noble  Marquess 
oppo«te  {the  Marquess  of  Olanricarde) 
— a  Bill  which  was  admitted  on  all  sides 
to  be  a  good  Bill,  and  to  embody  many 
of  those  principles  which  it  would  be 
necessaiy  to  adopt  in  seeking  to  effect  a 
settlement  of  the  land  question  in  Ire- 
land.  The  Qovermnent  refused  to  take 
up  that  measure,  because,  as  one  of  my 
noble  Friends  on  the  Treasuiy  Bench 
said,  it  did  not  go  far  enough ;  and  the 
noble  and  learned  Lord  on  the  Wool- 
sack implied  at  the  time  that,  although 
the  Govermnent  were  not  prepared  to 
bring  forward  a  Bill  themsdves,  they 
still  had  one  under  their  consideration 
which  they  would  be  ready  to  produce 
when  the  proper  time  to  do  so  had  ar- 
rived. The  difficulty  I  feel  we  are  in 
after  those  statements  —  as  my  noble 
Friend  near  me  put  it  just  now — is  that 
that  which  was  refiised  in  your  Lord- 
ships' House  has  been  promised  in  the 
other  House  of  Farliament.  What  the 
measure  is  which  has  been  promised 
there  I  will  not  undertake  to  say.  The 
noble  Earl  the  Secretaiy  for  the  Colonies 
has  given  us  Ms  interpretation  in  very 


T^ue  and  general  language  of  what  may 
be  the  meaning  of  the  words  used  by 
Mr.  Bright.  My  noble  Friend  near  me 
(the  Man^uess  of  Salishury)  has  indicated 
another  mterpretation  which  may  be 
put  on  those  words.  But  what  the 
real  interpretation  is  does  not  much 
signify.  What  I  complain  of,  and  where 
it  appears  to  me  real  mischief  has  been 
done,  is  that  these  vague  and  crude 
statements  thrown  out  by  a  most  emi- 
nent Member  of  the  Government  are 
calculated  to  confiise  men's  minds  with 
respect  to  a  matter  in  which  there  ought 
to  be  no  shade  of  uncertainty — Uie  rights 
of  property — and  the  rights  of  property 
in  a  countiy  which  is,  at  this  moment, 
agitated  by  the  wildest  and  vagnest  illu- 
sions on  the  subject.  I  am  not  one  ever 
to  argue  in  favour  of  straining  Uie  rights 
of  property.  I  know  very  weU  that  all 
rights  must  be  tempered  by  good  sense 
and  good  feeling,  and  bounded  by  moral 
considerations.  I  know  that  any  rights, 
no  matter  to  whom  they  belong,  ^pushed 
to  their  logical  and  extreme  cont^usion, 
will  end  in  fiiilure  and  disappoinlment. 
I  admit,  further,  that  the  condition  of 
English  and  Iridi  tenants  is  not  in  all 
respects  analogous.  It  is  quite  possible 
that  many  of  the  evils  in  the  condition 
of  Ireland  arise  out  of  the  unhappy  re- 
lations which  subsist  in  some  cases  be- 
tween landlord  and  tenant  in  that  coun- 
try, partly  &om  the  want  of  capital, 
partly  &om  absenteeism,  and  partly  &om 
other  causes  to  which  it  is  tmnecesaary 
particularly  to  allude.  I,  for  one 
— and  I  may,  I  think,  say  the  same  for 
the  vast  majority  of  your  Lordships — 
would  be  glad  to  accept  any  measure 
dealing  wim  this  question  which  was 
framed  in  a  reasonable  and  liberal  spirit, 
and  which,  at  the  same  time,  sept 
strictlywithjn  the  bounds  of  what  is  just. 
I  should  be  perfectly  willing  to  argue 
fairly  and  openly  the  question  of  compen- 
sation ;  but  there  is  a  wide  difference  be- 
tween compensation  laid  down  and  de- 
fined by  an  Act  of  Parliament,  and  any- 
thing that  would  approximate  to  a  for- 
cible setting  aside  of  the  estabhahed 
rules  of  law.  I  do  not  say  that  princi- 
ples which  may  he  applied  in  ]j«land 
are  of  necessity  applicable  in  England, 
because  I  might  be  supposed  to  be  ad- 
dressing to  Ste  House  a  selfish  argu- 
ment ;  but  I  will  venture  to  say  that  die 
princi^es  which  any  Government  appliea 
to  the  large  landowners  in  Ireland  are 
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equally  applicable  to  eveiy  small  owner 
and  occupier  in  this  country ;  and, 
moreover,  that  any  principles  which  yon 
may  apply  to  the  case  of  the  land  in  Ire- 
land will  be  found  to  be  applicable  to 
every  other  class  of  property  in  the 
United  kingdom.  When  men's  pas- 
sions are  heated,  and  such  questions  as 
these  are  brought  into  debate — when, 
above  all,  vague  illusions  pervade  the 
public  mind — ^then  the  subtle  distinctions 
drawn  by  lawyers  between  one  class  of 
property  and  another  are  swept  away 
out  of  the  domain  of  practical  politicB, 
and  you  are  brought  face  to  face  with  a 
very  awkward  stat©  of  things.  Depend 
upon  it,  eveiy  class  of  people  is  equally 
concerned  in  seeing  that  the  laws  of 
property  —  as  generally  accepted — are 
rigidly  adhered  to.  It  is  a  matter  in 
which  every  depositor  in  a  savings  bank, 
every  holder  of  Government  stock,  every 
one  posseesed  of  proper^  in  any  form 
or  degree  is  concerned.  Why  do  I 
make  these  observations?  In  many  cases 
I  frankly  admit  these  observations  would 
he  out  of  place ;  but,  unfortunately, 
the  case  of  Ireland  la  Ka  exception  to 
that  rale.  There  I  admit  there  are 
great  difficulties  to  contend  with.  You 
have,  unfortunately,  something  like  a 
Iteign  of  Terror  established  in  that  coun- 
try. At  the  present  moment  men  are 
shot  down  there,  not  only  because  they 
happen  to  possess  property,  but,  per- 
haps, because  of  the  use  of  a  hard  word 
or  an  unkind  expression,  or,  it  may  be, 
for  taming  a  labourer  out  of  his  em- 
ployment. How  all  this  has  come  to 
pass  I  do  not  think  it  necessary  to  in- 
quire. Those  public  men,  in  my  opinion, 
have  to  answer  for  a  great  deal  who 
have  made  speeches  inciting  almost  di- 
rectly to  outrt^,  who  have  extenuated 
the  outrage  when  committed,  or  who 
have  insinuated  that  the  whole  cause  of 
the  offence  rests  with  the  landlords  in 
Ireland.  I  do  not,  I  may  add,  wish 
«}  out  of  the  way  to  find  jault  with  the 
Oovemment  because  they  released  a 
short  time  ago  the  Fenian  convicta.  ] 
think  they  must  now  feel  that  the  cle- 
mency which  they  advised  the  Crown  to 
exercise  has  not  been  understood  in  its 
proper  hght  by  a  large  portion  of  the 
population  in  £-eland,  and  that  it  is  cer- 
tainly not  understood  by  a  class  of  mon 
who  are  just  now  the  piUars  of  our  ex- 
istence in  that  countiy — I  mean  the  Iridi 
constabulary.  The  position  in  which 
The  Earl  of  Carnarvon 


they  have  been  placed  by  the  act  of  the 
Qovenunent  is,  I  think,  singularly  un- 
fortunate, because  they  must  feel  that 
those  criminals  whom  it  cost  them  so 
much  labour  and  so  much  risk  to  bring 
to  justice  are  once  more  let  loose  upon 
the  country,  to  the  danger  of  their  lives. 
Hence  the  opinion,  I  am  afraid,  pre- 
vails that  the  Government  are  not  pre- 
pared to  punish  effectively  and  severely 
the  commission  of  offences  against  the 
law,  and — althotigh  I  give  them  credit 
for  being  actuated  by  the  best  intentions 
— they  sympathize  with  the  wild  and 
vague  notions  which  exist  in  Ireland  as 
to  the  possession  of  the  land.  This  I 
look  upon  as  being  a  most  dangerous 
state  of  things  to  exist,  and  I  own  it  was 
with  regret  that  I  did  not  hear  from 
my  noble  Friend  opposite  (Earl  Gran- 
ville)  a  fuller  and  ampler  statement 
of  the  policy  of  the  Government,  which 
would  have  the  effect  of  crushing  such 
views  as  those  to  which  I  refer.  1 
quite  admit  the  necessity  of  having  re- 
medial measures  applied  to  Iremud, 
provided  always  that  the  law  is  first  en- 
forced and  the  open  defiance  of  it 
suppressed.  I  readily  admit  all  the  diffi- 
culties under  whi(^  any  Government 
must  labour  in  dealing  with  this  sub- 
ject, and  I  can  assure  Her  Majesty's 
present  Advisers  that  they  wiU  find  in 
me,  at  leaat,  a  hearty  supporter  if  they 
will  grapple  with  this  question  and  en- 
deavour to  meet  a  dimculty  which  day 
by  day  grows  more  serious,  and  which, 
I  am  sorry  to  say,  the  speech  of  my  no- 
ble Friend  opposite  has  certainly  not 
tended  to  lessen. 

LobdCAIBNS:  I  cannot  let  this  dis- 
cussion close  without  calling  your  Lord- 
ships' attention  for  a  few  moments  to  a 
question  which  has  been  raised  by  the 
noble  Earl  the  Secretary  for  the  Colo- 
nies, and  which  is  of  considerable  im- 
portance both  as  regards  the  subject  un- 
der discussion  and  the  general  position 
of  your  Lordships'  House.  I  am  per- 
fectly prepared  to  admit  that  I  beheve 
no  rule  to  be  more  wholesome,  so  f ar  aa 
the  relative  positiou  of  the  two  Housee 
of  Parliament  is  concerned,  than  that  to 
which  the  noble  Earl  has  ^uded.  That 
rule  I  understand  to  bo  simply  this, — 
that  we  are  not  in  this  House  to  refer  to 
E^eeches  which  may  have  been  made  in 
the  other  House  merely  as  speeches,  for 
the  purpose  of  answering  toem,  (a  of 
replying  to  an  attack  whi^  any  of  your 
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LordBhips  in^  conceive  has  been  ntade 
on  Mmself.  xbat  rule,  I  beliere,  obtainB 
in  this  HauBe,  and  I  believe  in  the  otlier 
House  also ;  and  it  ie,  iu  my  opinion,  a 
moBt  excellent  and  salutary  nue.  But 
there  ia  another  rule  which,  bo  long  as  I 
have  known  anything  of  the  proceedings 
of  Farliament,  has,  I  beHeve,  obtained 
with  equal  certainty;  aJid  that  is,  that 
the  MembeTB  of  the  Qovemment  being 
devided  between  the  two  Housee — some 
of  its  Members  sitting  in  one  House  aa.&. 
some  in  the  other — there  exists  that  de- 
gree of  reeponsibilitj  and  partnership 
among  them  as  a  whole,  that  if,  either  in 
the  one  House  or  tiie  other,  a  declaration 
ia  made  which  is  intended  to  be  or  sa- 
vours of  being  a  declaration  of  the  po- 
lity of  the  Government,  to  any  question 
regarding  that  policy  all  its  UemberB 
are  bound  to  answer,  whether  called 
upon  to  do  so  in  the  House  in  which  the 
declaration  is  made,  or  in  the  other 
House  of  Parliament.  I  believe  your 
Lordships  will  find  that  not  a  year  has 
elapsed  within  living  memory  in  which 
that  rule  baa  not  been  acted  upon.  I 
have  myself  known  it  to  be  acted  upon 
during  the  whole  time  that  I  have  had 
the  honour  to  have  a  seat  in  Parliament, 
and  I  believe  it  to  be  a  rule  which  is 
vital  to  the  existence  and  good  conduct 
of  the  Government  of  this  country.  My 
Lords,  I  am  &ee  to  admit  that  It  is  a 
dis^T^eable  rule.  I  am  quite  &ee  to 
admit  that  if  you  happen  to  have  in  the 
Government  a  Colleague  who,  however 
able  he  may  be,  is,  as  the  noble  Earl 
very  frankly  said,  a  statesman  who  has 
only  been  in  Office  for  two  or  three 
months,  and  who  is  prone  to  be  some- 
what &ank  and  indiscreet,  it  is  a  rule  — 

Eael  QRANVILLE:  I  beg  your 
pardon.    I  did  not  say  that. 

Lord  CAIENS  ;  Then  I  am  to  under- 
stand that  the  noble  Earl  considers  his 
CoUeague  to  be  not  frank  and  indis- 
creet, but  reticent  and  discreet.  But, 
my  Lords,  be  that  as  it  may,  it  is  a  rule 
which  maybe  disagreeable,  but,  at  the 
same  time,  it  is  a  rule,  the  non-existe>3e 
of  which,  would  perfectly  paralyze  the 
action  of  your  Lordships'  House.  The 
greatest  confusion  would  be  caused,  if  a 
Minister  could  rise  in  his  place  in  this 
House  and  say  that  on  a  particular  sub- 
ject the  Government  had  not  a  policy,  or 
were  not  prepared  to  declare  their  po- 
licy this  year ;  while,  in  the  other  House, 
or  even  out  of  Parliament,  another  Mi- 
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nister  of  the  Crown  may  rise  and  say — 
"We  have  a  policy;  we  are  prepared  to 
propose  a  measure  on  this  subject,  and 
all  that  has  taken  place  'elsewhere'  must 
be  passed  by  unnoticed."  Allow  me  to 
point  out  some  degree  of  advant^e 
which  occasionally  arises  from  comments 
or  declarations  in  your  Lordships'  House 
on  statements  made  "  elsewhere."  A  few 
nights  ago,  when  your  Lordships  were 
occupied  with  a  conversation  on  this 
very  important  question  of  the  legisla- 
tion as  to  laud  in  Ireland,  r^narks  were 
made  in  this  House,  as  to  declarations 
'on  the  part  of  Members  of  the  Govern- 
ment, which  appeared  to  be  of  such  a 
character  as  might  lead  to  misunder- 
standing in  Ir^uid.  Semarks  were 
made  in  this  House  as  to  some  expres- 
sions which  were  said  to  have  fallen  on 
this  subject  from  the  Home  Secretary  at 
his  election,  and  from  the  Prime  Minis- 
ter when  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  was 
addressing  his  constituents  on  the  eve  of 
his  re-election.  I  felt  surprised  when, 
some  nights  afterwards,  the  noble  Earl 
(Earl  GranviUe)  rose  in  his  place  and, 
no  doubt,  after  consultation  with  Ms 
Colleagues,  said  that  Ho  such  remarks 
had  ever  been  made  by  those  right 
hon.  Gentlemen.  I  took  the  opportu- 
nity of  saying  that  I  thought  that  dr- 
cumstance  showed  the  advantage  of  ex- 
plaining frankly  what  had  been  reported 
in  the  usual  channels  of  information, 
and  that  we  were  now  prepared  to  accept 
the  repudiation  of  tlu^  words  having 
been  uttered  by  Ministers  of  the  Crown. 
If  I  am  not  mistaken,  however,  the 
phrases  which  the  noble.  Earl  used  on 
that  occasion  were  quoted  elsewhere,  and 
these  right  hon.  Gentlemen  were  taxed 
with  having  used  the  ex^essions  origi- 
nally ascribed  to  them.  The  paragra^is 
which  had  been  read  in  your  Lordships' 
House  were  also  read  in  "  another  place ;" 
and  the  attention  of  the  first  of  these 
right  hon.  Gentlemen  (Mr.  Bruce)  was 
called  to  the  &ct  that  some  question  had 
been  raised  in  this  House  as  to  the  use 
of  the  words  by  him.  The  right  hon. 
Gtentleman  remained  silent,  however, 
and  uttered  no  repudiation  of  the  words. 
But  with  regard  to  the  words  which  the 
noble  Earl  said  were  not  used  by  the 
Prime  Minister,  what  did  the  right  hon. 
Gentiemao  do  ?  Bising  in  his  place,  he 
admitted  having  used  ^e  words,  adding 
that  he  was  prepared  to  justify  them, 
and  that  he  had  said  the  same  thing  in 
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other  terms  on  Bever^  previous  oocaaionB. 
Now,  if  we  were  to  ahut  ourselves  np 
within  the  impenetrable  wall  with  which 
the  noble  Earl  would  have  us  endose 
ourselTes,  and  if  we  were  to  take  no 
notice  of  anything  which  passes  in  the 
world  around  us,  every  one  of  your 
Lordships  would  be  under  the  inmrffision 
that  the  denial  which  the  noble  Earl  was 
authorized  to  give  to  these  expressioDS  of 
opinion  by  two  Members  of  the  Gtovem- 
ment  was  a  denial  that  was  still  adhered 
to  by  the  persons  who  were  said  to  have 
used  the  words.  I  think,  therefore,  that 
without  violating  any  rule  of  debate  or 
any  practice  of  your  Lordships'  House, 
we  may  gain  advanta^  b;  sometimes 
taking  notice  of  striking  observations 
made  in  the  House  of  Commons.  Li 
reference  to  the  particular  point  urged 
by  the  noble  Earloppotdte,  I  would  ask 
your  Lordships  to  consider  this.  I  a^ree 
with  every  word  which  the  noble  Earl 
said  as  to  the  ability  of  the  President  of 
the  Board  of  Trade,  and  as  to  his  elo- 
quence and  the  influence  which  he  exer- 
cises, and  has  long  exercised,  in  this 
country.  But  these  considerations  are 
precisely  the  considerations  which  ren- 
der more  dan^roua  every  declaration 
and  opinion  which  comes  from  a  Member 
of  the  Qovemment  of  whom  all  this 
may  be  said.  Without  adverting,  just  at 
this  moment,  to  the  character  of  the  de- 
clarations made  by  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman, I  want  your  Lord^ps  to  be  so 
good  as  to  try  the  effect  of  these  declara- 
tions  by  this  very  simple  f«Bt — what  is 
the  effect  which  these  declarations  have 
jffoduoed  in  L«land?  I  have  not  the 
papers  here,  but  none  of  your  Lordships 
could  have  taken  up  any  of  those 
newspapers  which  circulate  among  the 
tenantry  in  Lreland  without  being  struck 
with  the  fact  that  in  the  largest  t^ 
permitted  in  publications  of  mat  land 
the  tenantry  of  Ireland  are  informed  of 
the  glorious  dedaratioiiB  made  by  Mr. 
BrightandMr.Gladstone — ^that  the  people 
of  Ireland  were  to  be  put  in  large  num- 
bers in  possession  of  their  own  land. 
And  I  recollect  also  that  a  public  meet- 
ing was  thereupon  held  at  one  place 
where  these  dechirationB  were  treated  as 
promises  on  the  part  of  the  Glovemment, 
a  resolution  being  passed  stating  that 
the  meeting  had  perfect  confidence  in  the 
pledges  thus  given  by  Mr.  Qladstone 
and  Mr.  Bright  on  behalf  of  the  Qovem- 

ment.     Were  those  people  justified  or   «( (heioilof  tbeirovuM 
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not  in  drawing  such  conclusions  &om 
the  language  which  had  been  made  use 
and  was  that  language  merely  an 
expression  of  the  opinion  of  one  indi- 
vidual r  It  may  be  brought  to  that  now, 
and  the  Oovemment  may  repudiate  the 
expressions  which  were  used ;  but  they 
were  in  reality  of  such  a  character  that 
by  no  possible  construction  can  thw  be 
said  to  be  merely  the  expression  of  one 
individual's  opinion.  Beierence  has  been 
made  to  a  certain  letter,  written  in  1866, 
which,  if  the  matter  had  stopped  there, 
ought  never  to  have  been  made  public 
or  charged  against  any  public  man ;  and 
I  should  not  now  have  referred  to  it  had 
not  the  writer  repeated  and  justifled  the 
statements  it  contained.  Mr.  Bright 
said — 

"To  tba  miia  ugmneDt  of  that  letter  I  adbsra. 
I  uj  tbkC  tha  oondition  of  thJDgi  in  Iraluid  irtuoh 
hu  eiUt«d  for  tha  lut  300  jt»n.  for  tha  U*t  100 
jsttre.  for  the  lut  fillf  jam,  vonld  lutTa  baen 
ntCarlj  impostibla  if  Ireland  bad  been  ramoTed 
Irom  the  ibeltar  and  (he  Influenoe  uid  the  power 
of  Great  BrUsin." 

Now,  my  Lords,  observe  what  follows, 
and  say  whether  it  be  an  expression  of 
the  opinion  of  a  single  individual — 

"  I  repeat  that  if  Ireland  vera  nnmoored  fiom 
tar  k3taniii|[i  in  tha  deep  and  floated  3,000  miles 
to  the  veitvard,  thoM  thing!  that  we  propoee  to 
do,  and  whieh  in  all  probability  ma;  be  oSand  to 
tha  BoDW  in  the  next  Seuion,  would  h>Ta  bMB 
dona  hj  the  people  of  Ireland  thanualiei,  and  that 
if  ther  had  beoome  a  State  of  tha  Amerioan  Re- 
public, under  the  oondition  or  (hat  ooantrj,  thOM 
thiogi  would  baTe  been  done." 

Mr.  Bright,  you  may  observe,  does  not 
usually  speak  of  himself  in  the  plural. 
This,  then,  is  the  first  decdaration  which 
goes  over  to  Ireland.  But  we  have  also 
an  indication  of  the  nature  of  the  mea- 
sures refeired  to,  for  Mr,  Bright  went 
on — 

"  The  tine  ii  oome  when  aota  of  oonttant  re- 
prenioD  are  onjiut  and  eril,  and  do  matt  aett  of 
repreisiDD  oDght  eTer  to  put  thii  Hoan,  niilaM 
attended  with  aoti   of  remedial  and  eomoUng 

And  now  comes  the  climax.  It  is  a  de- 
claration which,  considering  it  proceeded 
htmi  a  statesman  looking  to  niture  re* 
sponsibUity,  surpasses  eveiything  I  ever 
Imew  to  be  uttered  in  FarEament.  Mr. 
Bright  said — 


"  There  can  be  no  peai 
population  bj  lome  mea 
pared  to  propoae  a  meant 
done  without  tnjnrtioe  t 


)  in  that  coantr^titl  tba 
i  or  other — I  am  pre* 
and  I  belie*e  {(  can  ha 
an;  man— are  pot  In 
ben  than  itmj  ai«  now. 
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Nov,  my  Lorde,  is  it  possible  for  any 
perBon  reading  theae  two  sentences  not 
to  couple  tlie  one  tritli  the  other  ?  Now, 
o'bseiTe  the  conBequences  of  the  latter 
statement.  Some  su^esfcion  has  been 
made  as  to  the  means  oy  which  this  ope- 
ration could  be  performed — the  purchase 
of  l&nd  at  an  extravagant  price,  or  by 
campaMon,  for  the  purpoBO  of  selling  it 
to  tlio  tenantry.  Now  every  ono  mil, 
I  think,  see  that  it  is  not  utterly  im- 
poBsible  that  land  may  be  bought  and 
aftervards  re-sold  te  the  tenants  or  other 
persons — ^tbat  is  a  practicable  operation 
nndei  certain  oonditionB — -but  the  whole 
question  is  whether  you  can  conduct  on 
operation  of  that  kind  over  the  whole  of 
Ireland,  and  whether  any  means  can  be 
sn^^iested  to  conduct  the  operation  with- 
out getting  into  the  dilemma  which  the 
noble  Marquees  (the  Marquess  of  BoUb- 
bury)  pointed  out,  of  eidier  offering  a 
price  BO  high  as  to  bribe  the  landlords 
to  sell  their  land — a  price  so  high  that 
the  tax-payers  of  the  country  will  not 
give  it — or  else  offerinff  a  price  so  low 
that  no  landlord  will  sell  his  land  for  it. 
I  ask  your  Lordships,  was  it  wise — was 
it  statesmanlike — to  make  this  declara- 
tion in  the  lace  of  the  people  of  Ireland, 
difficult  OS  the  subject  is,  and  impossible 
as  it  may  be  when  considered — "  Yet  I 
am  prejMied  to  affirm  in  Fartiament,  to 
the  Qovemment,  to  the  House  of  Com- 
mons, that  there  can  be  no  peace  in  Ire- 
land till  this  is  done  ?"  And  is  that  all  F 
I  will  ask  your  Lardshipsto  consider  the 
ending  of  the  same  speech,  and  to  con- 
nder  whether  it  is  possible  for  persons 
in  Ireland  to  read  it  otherwise  than  as  a 
declaration  of  the  policy  of  the  Oorem- 
ment.    How  does  the  speech  go  on? — 

"  I  hiva  slated  b«foT«  in  tbii  Home  and  etn- 
wlMn  that  thara  if  do  propoial  whalWMTer  with 
ragMfi  to  tbe  land  of  Ireland  tbat  I  coald  not 
■ap]M>rt  if  I  ««ra  m^Mlf  an  IriaJi  landovner  that 
■ball  have  any  aanotiDD  from  ma.  1  belisTe  ths 
vMbj  of  our  law  with  regard  to  laod  in  Ixa- 
bud  hw  been  dMtmatiTe  and  htal  to  the  tne 
IntaTMta  of  the  laadlorda.  Tour  pnwent  condi- 
tiOD  ibowi  it.  It  would  hare  been  batter  for  700 
ii^  jmn  ago  to  hare  loit  half  of  joor  cMatM,  If 
b;  tlutmauii  joa  oouldhatt  given  oonteBt  to  the 
people  and  nenritj  to  the  remaining  half." 
I  have  read  that  in  fairness  to  Mr. 
Bright ;  and  let  me  ask  your  Lordships' 
particular  attention  to  the  manner  in 
which  the  speech  winds  np — 

"  I  will  tmit  to  the  abienoe  of  paaBion  and  of 
;att7  fteling  in  Gentlemen  oppotita,  and  hope 
they  will  jndg«  si  hitlj :  and  I  balisTe  that  the; 
wbo  Ut*  twenty  year*  to  oome  to  look  baok  to  the 


1869}  thg  ffoeerimmt.  378 

I  poliey  of  thii  GoTemment  with  regard  to  thli 
I  great  qosition  will  say  we  aoted  not  only  aooonl- 
lingtoonrligbtiathiamattar,  mud  with  the  moat 
'  h<aie>t  Intention,  but  we  acted  with  a  wiadom 
which  all  that  haa  nioeeeded  baa  damonitrated 
to  be  politieal  wiadom  of  a  high  order  in  coonea- 
tian  with  thii  qneation." 

Now,  if  this  had  been  the  announcement 
of  a  policy  completely  settled  and  agreed 
upon  in  the  Cabinet,  I  ask  whetiier  it 
could  have  been  made  in  any  words 
more  distinct  than  those  ?  In  ^ect  he 
says — "  There  is  something  which  in  all 
probability  will  be  done  next  year ;  I  am 
prepared  with  the  means  of  doing  it ; 
no  peace  can  be  attained  in  Ireland  till 
it  is  done;  tbe  thing  to  bo  dtme  is  to 

eae  the  people  in  possession  of  the 
d;  and  I  beheve  when  you  come  to 
look  back  twenty  years  hence  to  what 
we  have  done,  you  will  think  that  we 
have  aoted  with  political  wisdom  of  tlie 
highest  order."  Is  it  wonderfol,  then, 
that  people  in  Ireland  ore  at  this  moment 
under  the  conviction  that  this  is  the 
policy  of  the  Qovemment  ?  I  ask  you 
whetiier  anything  has  fallen  &om  the 
noble  Earl  to-night  which  will  undeceive 
the  people  of  Ireland  on  this  subject? 
And  &rther,  I  ask  yon  to  consider  what 
we  see  in  some  of  the  newspapers,  in 
which  we  find  a  triumphant  account  of 
the  manner  in  which  these  dedarationa 
were  received  in  that  country.  Why,  I 
find  that  m  one  lai^e  town  of  beland — 
not  in  one  of  the  counties  which  have 
been  so  much  disturbed  daring  the  last 
few  weeks — on  arrest  of  a  person  has 
been  made  on  a  chaige  of  possessing 
Fenian  documents  of  a  novel  and  some- 
what alarming  kind;  and  we  are  told 
that  in  the  broad  light  of  day  men  with 
arms  in  their  hands  rescued  the  accused 
from  the  custody  of  the  police.  I  find 
that  in  the  North  of  Ireland,  in  a  city 
still  larger  sjid  more  populous,  an  inroad 
was  msde,  also  in  the  broad  light  of  day, 
into  a  repoaitaiy  of  arms,  and  a  quantity 
of  arms,  wortii  about  £100,  was  ab- 
stracted. I  think,  therefore,  that  my 
noble  Friend  was  quite  justified  in  bring- 
ing this  subject  before  your  Iiordships, 
and  I  only  wish  I  could  add  that  his  ob- 
ject in  doing  so  had  been  more  com- 
pletely attained,  by  a  more  distinct  disa- 
vowal on  the  part  of  tho  Government  of 
decdarations  so  likely  to  be  disastrouB  in 

their  results.  

Thb  HutL  or  KXMBERLEY:  The 
noble  and  learned  Lord  has  concluded 
his  remarks  by  expressing  his  regret  that 
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my  noble  Friend  (Earl  Granville),  in 
aaBvering  tlie  speech  of  the  noble  Mar- 
qaeae,  did  not  give  a  more  complete  disa- 
Towal  of  the  etatements  to  wMch  he  re- 
ferred. Not,  the  noble  Marchess  said 
ttkat  he  trould  put  lay  noble  Friend  in 
the  confeadonal,  and  induce  him  to  disa- 
vow those  etatemente  on  the  pait  of  the 
Gorermnent.  But,  when  he  said  that,  I 
own  it  occurred  to  me  that  if  my  noble 
Friend  confessed  to  die  noble  Uarquesa 
he  vfui  not  likely  to  get  absolution. 
Does  not  tha  language  neld  by  noble 
Lords  to-night  with  regard  to  former  de- 
clarations m>m  the  Government  all  tend 
to  prove  that  these  repeated  demands 
made  upon  the  Government  for  general 
disavowals  of  some  vague  evils  which 
it  is  assumed  will  folh>w  &om  some 
can  only  produce  die- 
L  whatever  form  they 
may  be  expressed,  muet  necessarily 
utterly  twl  to  satisfy  noble  Lords  oppo- 
site ?  I  think  that  conclusion  might  be 
fairly  gathered&om  what  has  occurred  this 
evening,  and  if  my  noble  Friends  follow 
my  advice  they  will  decline  altogether  to 
make  such  disavowals  aa  are  thus  aeked 
from  them.  6udi  a  course  could  not 
possibly  lead  to  any  useful  result.  It  will 
not  be  unfair  if  I  suppose  that  these  re- 
peated attempts  to  bring  on  a  discussion 
upon  what  is  termed  the  Irish  land  ques- 
tion do  not  proceed  from  any  desire 
merely  to  embarrass  Her  Ifajesty's  Go- 
vernment ;  for  the  question  is  much  too 
nrave  for  me  to  supnose  that  that  can  be 
uie  only  motive  which  actuates  noble 
Lords.  It  must  rather  be  taken  that 
they  proceed  from  a  real  uid  sincere  de- 
sire to  put  an  end  to  the  agitation  and 
uncertainty  which  is  said  to  prevail  in 
Ireland  on  this  subject.  ["Hear!"] 
Yes;  but  I  venture  to  ask  the  House 
very  confidently  whether  the  course  which 
nohle  Lords  are  pursuing  is  the  course 
best  calculated  to  attain  the  end  they 
profess  to  wish  for  7  The  course  which 
noble  Lords  opposite  have  pursaed  to- 
night was,  first  of  all,  to  make  a  state- 
ment of  what  was  said  by  Mr,  Bright  in 
the  other  House  of  Parliament ;  and  then 
to  follow  that  up  by 
Her  Majesty's  Government  adhere 
that  statement  as  a  statement  of  policy 
which  the  Government  had  determined 
upon  ?  And,  then,  after  my  noble  Friend 
had  distinctly  told  the  House  that  what 
Mr.  Bright  referred  to  was  a  plan  per- 
fectly well  known  to  Forliament  and 
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the  public,  the  noble  and  learned  Ijord 

(Lord  Cairns)  piecing  together  with  great 
skill  various  speeches  of  Mr.  Bright,  in- 
ferred that  it  was  impossible,  if  that  were 
his  plan,  but  that  mere  was  some  dark 
design  behind — some  dark  conspiracy 
promoted  by  Mr.  Bright  against  the 
rights  of  property  and  calculated  to  stir 
up  and  encourage  a  lawless  spirit  among 
tne  people  of  fieland.  My  Lords,  it  is 
quito  a  fair  thing  to  ask  Her  Majesty's 
Government  wh^er  they  are  prepared 
this  Session  to  bring  forward  a  measure 
on  the  subject  of  the  land  question ;  but 
after  we  have  distinctly  stated  that  we 
shall  not  this  Session  bring  in  such  a. 
measure,  unless  you  are  to  have  a  change 
"  Ministry  and  re-place  the  present  oc- 
pants  of  Office  by  other  men,  the  only 
result  of  discussions  like  that  of  to-night 
must  be  to  aggravate  the  stato  of  things 
in  Ireland  which  we  all  deplore  and  aJI 
wish  to  see  terminated.  I  do  not  know 
that  I  have  anything  more  to  add  to 
what  my  noble  Friend  has  said.  That 
I  have  risen  on  this  occasion  is  merdy 
with  the  view  of  pointing  out  that  the  re- 
ception given  by  noble  Lords  opposita 
to  the  disavowals  and  the  declarations 
already  made  on  the  part  of  the  Govern- 
ment is  not  encouraging  to  us  to  proceed 
any  Airther  in  that  directiou ;  and  I  ap- 
peal to  the  House  whether  I  have  not 
intimated  reasons  which  would  induce 
all  who  have  the  patriotic  wish  to  see 
Irish  affairs  assume  an  aspect  of  greater 
tranquillity  and  greater  satisfaction  to 
the  Irish  people  to  desire  that  these 
discussions  should  not  be  fiirther  pro- 
longed. 

Tee  Mabquzeb  of  CLANBICABDE 
said,  there  was  one  important  point 
which  his  noble  Friend  (Earl  Granville) 
had  not  touched  upon,  or,  at  least,  had 
not  treated  with  the  fohiess  that  might 
have  been  wished.  Although  he  seemed 
to  speak  of  Mr.  Bright's  plan  as  one 
which  undoubtedly  had  not  been  ac- 
cepted by  the  Oabmet  and  as  one  that 
was  not  Ukely  to  be  so  accepted,  still  he 
spoke  of  the  object  of  creating  a  peasant 
proprietary  in  Ireland  as  being  desir- 
able. Now  they  knew  that  in  foreign 
countries  where  the  experiment  of  cre- 
ating a  peasant  proprietaiy  of  the  soil 
had  been  tried,  it  had  worked  most  in- 
juriously as  regards  extensive  land  im- 
provements. £  his  opinion  the  noble 
Marquess  (the  Marquess  of  Sahshury), 
instead  of  being  open  to  censure,  was 
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entitled  to  Qie  thanks  of  erery  Irishman 
for  bringing  the  question  before  their 
LonUhips.  Th&t  night's  discnseion  might 
be  of  conaiderahle  use  in  gnieting  or  en- 
lightening the  minds  of  those  pereons  in 
Ireland  who  were  cherishing  the  wild 
idea  that  the  Gtoremment  were  about 
to  propose  a  scheme  by  which  the 
Irish  tenantry  were  to  be  put  in  pos- 
session of  the  lands  they  now  ocon- 
pied.  No  reasonable  Irishman  —  and 
there  were  many  more  persons  of  that 
class  than  some  people  supposed — would 
approre  such  sc^entes.  They  had  read 
in  the  papem  to-day  of  tiie  robbeiy  of 
arms  in  one  case,  and  in  another  of  the 
rescue  of  a  prisoner  by  the  mob  in  the 
open  day.  Such  a  state  of  things  was 
truly  lamentable,  and  th^  were  in  this 
extraordinary  position,  mat  upon  pre- 
sent occasions  it  was  independent  per- 
amB  who  endeavoured  to  exdte  the  Go- 
Temment  to  take  proper  measures, 
whereas  upon  other  occasions  it  was  the 
Goremment  that  bad  to  apologize  for 
extra-constitutional  steps  which  they 
thought  it  necessai?  to  take  for  the  main- 
tenance of  law  and  order. 

EiHL  QKET:  My  Lords,  I  am  bound 
to  say  I  agree  to  a  great  extent  with  my 
noble  Friend  the  Lord  Privy  Beal.  I  do 
not  see  how  a  declaration  could  be  clearer 
or  more  explicit  than  that  which,  so  far 
as  the  prinaple  was  ooucemed,  my  noble 
Friend  the  Secretary  for  the  Colonies  has 
already  enunciated.  But  this  is  just  one 
of  these  subjects  on  which  general  de- 
clarations are  literally  worthless.  They 
mean  nothing;  yon  can  put  any  inter- 
pretation you  please  upon  them  when 
you  come  to  discuss  the  matter.  It  is 
measures,  and  measures  only,  which  will 
settle  this  question.  Uy  Lords,  I  am  not 
going  again  to  ai^e  the  point,  but  in 
Rtite  of  the  high  authority  of  my  noble 
Friend  the  noble  Marquess  (the  Mar- 
quess of  SsJisbuiy),  and  other  persons  of 
great  weight,  who  declared  that  legisla- 
tion on  tms  subject  was  this  year  im- 
practicable, I  stell  think  it  was  quite 
within  the  power  of  Her  Majesty's  Go- 
vernment to  have  settled  this  question  in 
the  present  Session  in  the  only  way  in 
which  it  can  be  settled — by  legislation. 
But  I  am  willing  to  assume  that  Her 
Ibjesty's  Government  are  right,  and 
that  it  was  impracticable  to  legislate. 
Then,  I  say,  it  was  a  duty — a  most 
solemn  duty  —  upon  them  collectively 
and  individually  to  be  most  cautious  in 


the  language  they  use  upon  a  subject  so 
exciting  in  Irelsnd — a  subject  which  has 
roused  the  very  fiercest  passious  among 
the  peasantry.  I  say  upon  a  su^ect  of 
that  kind  it  was  their  duty,  if  they  did 
not  contemplate  immediate  legislation, 
to  abstain  nom  language  which  was  ca- 
pable of  being  misunderetood.  I  think 
the  result  of  this  discussion  must  be  to 
ince  eve^  man  that  not  only  during 
the  late  elections,  when  the  responsibili- 
ties of  coming  Office  were  nearly  on  their 
shoulders,  many  of  Her  Majesty's  Go- 
vernment have  been  proved  to  have  used 
language  of  an  exceedingly  imprudent 
character ;  and  that  the  luiguage  which 
has  been  referred  to  to-night,  and  which 
I  will  not  pretend  to  quote,  was  most 
unibrtunate,  to  say  the  least.  It  is  in 
vain  to  say  that  uds  language  merely 
referred  to  a  plan  of  selling  moperty  in 
L«land  in  small  portions.  That  is  not 
the  interpretation  which  has  been  put 
upon  it  by  the  advocates  of  tenant-right 
in  Ireland.  Let  me  remind  your  Lord- 
^pB  that  in  the  Committee  two  years 
ago,  when  the  principal  Parhamentary 
advocate  of  these  views  was  examined  as 
to  the  effect  of  selling  property  in  small 
lots  in  the  Incumbered  Estates  Court, 
of  the  necessity  which  had  been  imposed 
upon  the  old  proprietors  of  selling  their 
Wd,  and  the  bringing  in  of  a  new  de- 
scription of  proprietors  instead,  he  said 
"it  was  getting  out  of  the  frying-pan 
into  the  fire" — that  was  the  phi^e  he 
used — and  that  the  persons  who  bought 
this  property  in  small  lots  were  specu- 
lators, uiat  they  generally  acted  with 
great  harshness  towards  the  tenants,  and 
were  infinitely  worse  'Qian  the  former 

Sroprietors.  Is  it  right,  then,  my  Lords, 
lat  we  should  have  brought  Ireland 
into  this  position,  that  the  population 
should  have  been  taught  to  look  for  some 
great  change  with  respect  to  the  tenure 
of  land,  something  that  will  meet  the 
wild  wishes  that  they  have  been  led  to 
entertain,  and  that  any  attempt  to  settle 
the  question  authoritatively  should  have 
been  deferred  ?  My  Lords,  I  was  parti- 
cularly struck  by  an  observation  which 
my  noble  Friend  the  Secretary  for  the 
Ooloniee  made  on  this  subject  on  a  for- 
mer evening.  He  told  us  that  the  first 
effect  of  any  reasonable  measure  would 
be  to  increase  the  agitation  and  discon- 
tent which  exist.  My  Lords,  I  am  a&aid 
that  is  a  true  account  of  the  probable  re- 
sult of  any  just  and  reasonable  m 
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Bat  what  is  the  inference  to  be  dravn  I  you  want  to  ask  for  an  explanation  &om 


ftom  my  noble  Friend's  own  argument 
Is  it  not  that  the  longer  tbe  question  i 
deferred  the  greater  is  the  discontent 
that  will  be  produced,  and  the  greater 
the  danger  that  a  state  of  feeling  will  be 
aroused  which  no  just  and  reasonable 
measure  will  have  the  effect  of  satisff- 
ing  ?  We  have  been  told  that  the  pre- 
sent state  of  things  has  actually  para- 
lyzed the  course  of  business  with  regard 
to  land  in  Ireland ;  that  sales  of  land,  or 
loans  upon  the  security  of  land,  have  be- 
come almost  impracticable,  and  that  even 
the  levying  of  rents  is  almost  impossible. 
Well,  my  Lords,  if  that  be  the  case,  I  do 
not  think  that  any  reasonable  man,  look- 
ingto  what  the  conduct  of  HerHajesty'F 
OOTemment  has  been,  can  deny  that  nc 
small  share  of  the  responsibility  must  be 
considered  to  rest  upon  them. 

The  lord  CHiNCELLOE :  I  will 
detain  your  Lordships  only  a  short  time 
by  making  a  very  few  remarks  on  the 
course  of  this  debate.  The  first  ques- 
tion I  asked  myself,  as  I  listened  to  the 
discussion,  was  what  good  could  possi- 
bly result  &om  it  ?  Ihe  chari^  of  my 
noble  Friend  the  Lord  Privy  Seal  has 
suggested  that  the  motive  for  the  dis- 
cussion might  be  a  desire  and  anxiety  to 
tranquillize  Ireland ;  but  at  the  same 
time  he  asked  the  very  obvious  question, 
— "  Is  this  the  course  that  will  probably 
lead  to  that  result?"  Fault  has  been 
found  with  my  noble  Friend  the  Secre- 
tary for  the  Colonies  because  he  has  re- 
ferred to  the  rules  of  debate,  and  has 
pointed  out  the  inconvenience  resulting 
mim  a  depaxturo  &om  the  rule  that 
speeches  made  in  one  House  of  Parlia- 
ment shall  not  be  referred  to  in  discus- 
sion in  the  other  House.  The  rule  is  a 
Tory  feir  and  proper  one ;  for,  if  any 
'  Member  of  Parliament  wishes  to  ask  for 
an  explanation  with  respect  to  anything 
another  Member  may  nave  said,  the 
House  in  which  to  pnt  the  question  is 
that  in  which  the  statement  was  de- 
livered. Reference  has  been  made  in 
the  course  of  this  discussion  to  observa- 
tions which  feU  not  only  from  Ur.  Bright, 
but  also  &om  the  Prime  Uinister.  Now, 
I  can  easily  understand  that  those  are 
two  Gentlemen  &om  whom  it  might  be 
inconvenient  to  aak  for  an  explanation, 
if  explanation  were  not  really  what  was 
wanted  ;  but  if  explanation  wwe  really 
desired  thej^  were  the  proper  persons 
from  whom  it  should  be  demanaed.    If 


the  Government,  what  better  place  is 
there  than  where  the  Prime  Mimster  is, 
and  where  the  GFentleman  also  is  whose 
observations  are  impugned?  Now,  I 
protest  against  the  course  which  I  am 
sorry  to  have  seen  my  noble  and  learned 
Friend  (Lord  Cajroa)  follow  on  more 
than  one  occasion — of  diving  into  news- 
papers for  his  facts — for  instance,  the 
Cambrian  Daily  Leader  the  other  evening 
— a  paper  which  I  confess  I  have  never 
seen.  And  now  he  tells  us  to-night  that 
in  another  paper — the  name  of  which  he 
has  not  given,  but  I  suppose  it  is  an 
Irish  paper — ^e  speeches  of  Mr.  Bright 
and  the  Prime  Minister  are  said  to  have 
been  hailed  with  delight  at  a  meeting 
which  I  sappose  was  of  a  seditious  cha- 
racter. Well,  for  my  part,  I  have  not 
the  leisure  nor  the  taste  for  reading 
those  papers.  I  confine  myself  to  those 
of  the  metropolis,  and  do  not  think  it 
necessary  to  go  to  the  Cambrian  Daily 
Ltadmr,  or  to  whatever  papers  may  be 
circulated  in  Ireland.  ISow,  it  appears 
to  me  that  it  is  not  for  us  to  busy  our- 
selves with  what  has  been  said  in  one 
place  and  what  in  another,  and  what 
conBtructions  some  ill-disposed  persons 
may  be  inclined  to  put  upon  such  state- 
ments ;  but  I  think  my  noble  and  learned 
Friend  himself  has  shown  conclusively 
that  the  right  place  to  ask  a  question  is 
where  it  can  be  answered: — because, 
what  has  he  told  us  to-night  ?  He  told 
that  when  Mr.  Gladstone  and  the 
Home  Secretary  were  asked  what  they 
had  said  upon  one  occasion,  they  gave  a 
clear  answer,  and  so  removed  some  mis- 
conceptions which  had  prevailed  with 

aspect  to  the  language  they  had  used. 

LoED  CAIRNS  said,  what  he  had 
stated  was  that  while  one  right  hon. 
Gentleman  (Mr.  Bruce)  gave  no  denial 
of  what  was  imputed  to  him,  the  other 
(Mr.  Gladstone)  admitted  that  he  had 
used  the  langua^  attributed  to  him,  and 
that  the  denial  in  this  House  was  not 
correct.  

The  lord  CHANCELLOR :  Well, 
that  very  fact  shows  that,  as  I  am  con- 
tending, the  proper  place  to  ask  fiir  an 
explanation  is  the  House  in  which  the 
Member  who  used  the  lang^nage  is  sit- 
ting. I  ask  in  solemn  seriousness  whe- 
ther it  is  worthy  of  this  House  to  enter 
into  the  discussion  of  topics  of  this  cha- 
racter— I  might  almost  say  of  this  per- 
sonal character.     The  noble  Marquess 
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wbo  Introduced  Uie  subject  oould  never 
have  imagined  or  believed  tbat  Mr. 
Bright's  policy  in  reapect  to  the  land 
had  been  deliberated  upon  hj  the  Cabi- 
net. Ke  could  not  have  done  bo.  I  am 
not  learned  in  these  newspaper  oontro- 
veraiea ;  but,  as  &t  as  I  have  been  able 
to  gather  the  facta,  Mr.  Bright  merely 
stated  that  he  had  aaid  else^ere  such 
and  such  a  thing  in  respect  to  the  land, 
and  he  was  only  repeatuig  what  he  had 
eaid  elsewhere  before  he  waa  a  Member 
of  the  Govenuneut ;  and  he  added  that 
he  had  a  acheme  for  settling  the  land 
question  which  he  would  be  willii^  to 
communicate  to  all  those  interested  in 
the  matter.  The  noble  MaiqueBe  no 
doubt  wishes  to  play  the  Qrand  Inqui- 
sitor by  placing  the  noble  Earl  (Earl 
Granville)  in  the  confeeaioual ;  but  it  is 
allowed  to  everyone  to  choose  his  own 
confessor,  and  I  presume  the  noble  Earl 
would  not  have  chosen  the  noble  Mar- 
quess, unless  it  were  under  the  seal  of 
aecresy.  I  implore  your  Lordships  to 
consider  whether  debates,  such  aa  we 
have  listened  to  this  evening,  can  really 
serve  the  purpose  of  tranquillizing  Ire- 
land. Here  we  have  noble  Lords  on  the 
other  side  saying  to  the  people  of  that 
country — "  You  nave  a  Government  who 
will  not  pledge  themaelvea  not  to  intro- 
duce measures  affecting  property — a  Go- 
vernment which  will  not  itself  say  what 
it  intends  to  do  with  the  laud  questian, 
but  which  allows  a  Member  of  ttie  Cabi- 
net to  say  that  he  has  a  measure  for 
putting  the  people  of  Ireland  in  posses- 
aion  of  the  soil."  And  the  people  are 
ttdd — "Never  mind  what  others  say  j 
the  Gkivemment  won't  give  an  explicit 
auBwer."  Now,  what  is  the  inference 
to  be  drawn  from  that  ?  Why  that,  in 
the  opinion  of  the  noble  Lords  on  the 
opposite  Benches,  this  land  question 
ought  to  be  settled  either  by  the  plan  of 
that  individual  Member  or  some  other. 
Therefore  the  noble  Lords  are  in  reality 
stimulating  that  very  agitation  which 
they  profess  to  desire  to  see  repressed. 
What  are  all  these  questions  and  de- 
bates upon  this  subject  ?  They  are  but 
the  preliminaiy  skirmishes — what  the 
Irish  call  the  faction  fights — previous  to 
the  general  engagement.  All  I  shall 
say  m  addition  is  this — that  I  believe 
that  when  the  right  time  comes  all  the 
Members  of  Her  Majesty's  Government 
will  be  prepared  to  state  their  views 
upon  the  land  question,  and  I  shall  be 
VOL.  oxen,    [thiss  sxbibb.] 


mistaken  if  anything  is  said  upon  that 
occasion  that  will  make  the  owners  of 
property  in  any  way  tremble  for  their 

rights.  

The  Dtoe  of  EICHMOND  ;  I  should 
not,  my  Lords,  have  risen  to  take  any 
part  in  this  discussion  had  it  not  been 
lor  the  remarks  which  have  just  fallen 
from  the  noble  and  learned  Lord  on  the 
Woolsack.  I  beg  on  the  part  of  the 
noble  Lords  who  sit  on  this  side  of  thfl 
House  to  repudiate,  in  the  most  distinct 
terms,  the  cnaive  which  the  noble  and 
learned  Lord  has  brought  against  us. 
I  venture  to  say  that  nothing  has  been 
said  in  the  course  of  the  remarks,  either 
of  the  noble  Marquess  or  of  the  noble 
Earl  who  followed  him,  to  justify  the 
noble  and  learned  Lord  on  the  Wool- 
sack in  his  assertion  that  the  question 
asked  by  the  noble  Marquess  on  this 
side  has  anything  whatever  to  do  with 
that  of  the  Irish  Church  Bill  now  before 
Parhament.  It  is  all  very  well  for  the 
noble  and  learned  Lord  to  say  that  this 
is  a  "  faction  fight,"  preliminary  to  the 
general  engagement  after  the  holidays  ; 
but  I  repeat  that  nothing  whatever  haa 
been  said  on  this  side  which  gives  him 
the  title  or  tiie  right  to  make  such  a 
remark.  The  noble  and  learned  Lord 
has  told  tis  that  he  has  not  time  to  read 
all  the  newspapers  which  my  noble  and 
learned  Eriend  (Lord  Cairns)  has  re- 
ferred to,  and  I  believe  that  he  has  not, 
considering  the  onerous  nature  of  the 
duties  which  he  discharges;  but  he 
should  remember  that  though  he  may 
not  have  time,  there  are  others  who 
may  have,  and  that  it  is  not  a  thing  to  be 
ashamed  of,  that  of  consulting  the  nsoal 
channels  of  public  information  and  quot- 
ing them  in  this  House.  I  presume  my 
noble  Friend  the  Foreign  Secretaiy  will 
hardly  assert  that  he  never  consults  the 
newspapers  to  see  what  is  going  on 
outside  the  House,  and  if  noble  Lords 
opposite  do  not  do  so  they  are  neglect- 
ing to  avail  themselves  of  a  privilege 
wMoh  they  have  often  boasted  of  hav- 
ing placed  within  reach  of  their  country- 
men at  lai^  by  measures  resulting  in 
the  marvellous  cheapness  in  the  price  of 
newspapers.  The  noble  and  learned 
Lord  is  of  opinion  that  your  Lordships 
ought  to  coi^e  yourself  to  the  discus- 
sion of  topics  which  arise  in  this  House. 
I  beg  to  take  exception  to  that  doctrine. 
We  have  not  seats  in  the  other  House 
of  Parliament,  and  subjecte  of  a  personal 
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rather  more  seriously  than  it  has  b«eo 
treated  to-night.    The  state  of  Ireland 


nature  are  often  diBonesed  there  upon 
vhioh  noble  Lords  may  find  it  neceseary 
to  ask  questione  in  this  place  and  to  get 
information — there  are  often  no  other 
means  at  the  command  of  yonr  Lord- 
ships of  arriving  at  the  truth.  There  is 
one  other  point.  The  noble  Earl  the 
Seoretaiy  for  the  Colonies  has  assumed 
that  the  noble  Marquees  (the  Marquees  of 
Salisbury)  has  quoted  a  portion  of  Mr. 
Bright's  speech  &om  a  newspaper;  but 
there  is  no  evidence  'vrhatevor  entitling 
him  to  say  it  was  fiara  a  newspaper; 
and  having  listened  attentively  to  all 
that  has  faUen  from  the  noble  Marquess 
I  can  stato,  without  fear  of  contradiction, 
that  the  noble  Marquees  based  his  oom- 
mente  simply  npon  what  Mr.  Bright 
"was  reported  to  have  said."  T^t 
was  surely  a  fair  and  proper  way  of 
raising  the  question. 

The  Eabl  of  FEVERSHAM:  The 
qnestion  which  has  been  debated 
night  is  one  of  very  great  important 
one,  I  may  say  as  important  as  any  that 
can  be  propounded  in  Parliament  and  is 
much  superior  to  the  flippant  manner 
in  which  it  has  been  met  by  the  Mem- 
bers of  Her  Majesty's  Government.  The 
question  raised  by  the  noble  Marquess 
IS  one  that  has  peculiar  dguificance  at 
present,  for  we  have  seen  Her  Majesty's 
Government  propounding  a  Bill  which 
is  based  upon  the  principle  of  confisca- 
tion, and  one  which  plunders  wholesale 
the  revenues  of  the  Church  of  Ireland. 
The  conciliation  of  Ireland  has  been 
put  forward  as  the  exonse  for  that 
pohcy.  But  let  me  ask,  has  that  been 
realized  ?  I  have  no  hesitation  in  say- 
ing that,  so  far  from  conciliating  the 
people  of  Ireland,  it  is  making  enemies 
of  the  Ftotestant  population  of  that 
country,  upon  whom  we  could  formerly 
most  depend.  Discontent,  instead  of 
decreasing,  has  increased  ten-fold.  And 
when  we  ask  that  some  declaration  of 
their  views  respecting  the  land  question 
should  be  made  by  the  Qovemment  to 
allay  this  discontent,  the  representatives 
of  me  Government  in  this  House  give 
ua  no  information,  but  it  is  left  to  a 
Member  of  the  Cabinet  in  the  other 
House  to  explain  his  individual  riews 
upon  the  matter.  In  this  House  ail 
our  attempts  to  obtain  information  are 
met  with  tiie  vaguest  generalities.  I 
say  therefore  that  the  question  which 
has  been  raised  is  a  great  question  of 
State  policy,  and  deserves  to  be  treated 
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at  present  is  such  as  should  occupy  the 
serious  attention  both  of  Parliament  and 
Gkivemment.  I  hope  that  the  Govern- 
ment will  adopt  some  policy  which  wUl 
be  more  likely  to  conciliate  the  people 
of  Ireland,  more  likely  to  establlsn  res- 
pect for  the  law,  peace,  and  security 
than  the  declarations  we  have  heard  t(>- 
night  are  likely  to  do. 

HooH  ■djoumed  at  a  qnarter  psit  Eight 
o'olDflk,  to  MoBda;r  nest, 

BlsTflD  o'Blook. 


HOtrSE    OP    COMMONS, 
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The  House  met  at  Two  of  the  dock. 
ARMT— CASE  OF  ENSIGN  WIGHTMAN. 


Majob  DICKSON  said,  he  would  bag 
to  ask  the  Secretary  of  Stato  for  War, 
Whether  his  attention  has  been  called 
to  the  case  of  Mr.  James  William 
Wightman,  late  Ensign  in  the  Military 
Train,  and  one  of  the  few  survivori  ai 
the  Baladava  Charge;  and,  whether 
Mr.  Wightman  will  be  allowed  the  price 
of  his  Commission,  in  aooordance  with 
the  recommendation  of  the  authorities 
of  the  Horse  Guahls? 

lis.  CABDWELL  said,  in  reply,  that 
Mr.  Wightman  was  appointed  to  the 
Military  Train  after  ite  oonveraion  to 
a  non-purchase  corps,  and  the  monej 
for  his  commission  was  paid  into  the 
rve  fund.  Mr.  Wightman  waa 
afterwards  called  upon  to  resign  hi< 
commission  in  the  Mihtaiy  Train,  and 
that  commission  not  being  saleable  there 
was,  of  course,  no  purchase  money  fop 
him  to  receive. 

Majoe  DICKSON  said,  he  wished  to 
know,whether  the  right  hon.  Qentlemaa 
would  consider  the  case  further,  so  that 
Mr.  Wightman  might  receive  tikat  pen- 
sion to  which  he  would  have  been  enti- 
tled if  he  had  not  been  promoted  to  be  a 
commissioned  officer  ? 

Me.CAEDWELL:  If  any  application 

made  officially  it  will  reoeire  oareftil 
consideration. 
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The  CHANCELLOE  of  tks  EXCHE- 
QUEE  said,  he  had  not  received  any 
such  Memorial.  When  he  did  he  would 
give  it  his  care^  conBideration. 


ARMT-TBE  HALF-PAT  LIST— CASE  OF 
CAPTAIN  RINTOUL.— QDESTIONS. 

Kb.  STACPOOLE  said,  he  would  beg 
to  aak  the  Secrataiy  of  State  for  War, 
Why  Officers  of  the  Army  on  the  Be- 
tiied  Half-pay  List  are  not  paid  monthly, 
in  the  same  manner  as  all  OfficeiB  on  the 
Staff  of  the  Army,  who  have  been  paid 
on  that  eyetem  einoe  the  let  of  October 
1867,  instead  of  quarterly,  and  a  week 
in  anear,  by  which  arrangement  the 
former  are  deprived  of  the  fi^  benefit  of 
the  incomes  upon  which  they  are  de- 
pendent? He  woold  also  h%g  to  ask, 
If  a  Correspondence  be  authentic  which 
appeared  in  the  Army  and  Navy  6a- 
%ttie  of  Uarch  28th,  1868,  between 
General  Forater,  Uilitary  Secretary,  and 
Captain  Sintoul,  half  pay,  in  which 
General  Forst^r  threatened  Captain  £in- 
toul  with  restoration  to  full  pay,  as  a 
preliminary  to  his  trial  by  Court  Uartial, 
for  writing  certain  letters  assumed  to 
have  been  written  by  hirn  while  on  half 
pay ;  if  the  course  thus  threatened  is 
ulegal ;  and,  if  not,  whether  any  steps 
have  been  since  taken  to  investigate  the 
matters  forming;  the  subject  of  Uie  Cor- 
rsspondenco  ? 

UK.  CABDWEIX,  in  reply,  said,  he 
believed  the  first  Queetion  of  the  hon. 
Member  related  to  a  matter  which  was 
rather  for  the  oonsideration  of  the  Trea- 
sury than  the  War  Department ;  but  the 
reason  why  the  concession  had  not  been 
made  was  the  additional  labour  and  the 
number  of  clerks  that  would  be  required 
at  the  Fay  Office.  The  correspondence 
as  to  Captain  Rintoul  was  authentic. 
The  opinion  of  the  late  Judge  Advocate 
had  been  obtained  on  the  23rd  of  July, 
1867,  to  the  efi'ectthat  he  could  not  re- 
commend the  course  suggested,  and,  so 
far  as  he  knew,  the  case  had  never  since 
1>een  brought  forward  ofBcially. 

SCOTLAND— INCOME  TAX.— QUESTION. 
SiE  JAMES  ELFHINSTONE  said, 
he  would  beg  to  ask  Mr.  Chancellor  of 
the  Exchequer,  If  he  has  received  a 
Memorial  &om  all  the  Scottish  Banks 
and  Insurance  Companies  and  profes- 
sional gentleman  in  Edinburgh,  request- 
ing him  to  make  the  Income  Tax  run  as 
from  the  I5th  of  May  to  15th  of  May, 
as  all  interest,  annuities,  rents,  £c.,  are 
paid  at  that  term ;  and  if  he  will  grant 
their  prayer? 
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LoKD  GEORGE  HAMILTON  said, 
he  wished  to  ask  the  Chief  Secretary  for 
Ireland,  If  it  is  true,  with  regard  to  the 
recent  Londonderiy  riots,  that  only  that 
limited  portion  of  the  borough  which  is 
defined  by  the  Act  3  &  4  Vict.,  c.  108, 
has  been  ^^ed  under  the  operations  of 
the  Peace  Preservation  Act;  and,  if  so, 
the  reasons  of  the  Irish  Government  in 
exempting  &om  proclamation  the  re- 
mainmg  portion  of  the  borough,  as  it 
existfl  at  present,  in  which  it  is  believed 
that  the  Head-quarters  of  one  of  the  late 
riotous  parties  are  situated  ? 

M».  CHICHESTER  F0ETE8CUE ; 
Sir,  in  answer  to  the  noble  Lord  I  have 
to  state  that  this  was  the  effect  of  the 
first  proclamation.  I  am  sorry  to  say 
that  it  arose  from  an  error — a  pure  mis- 
take, I  have  taken  steps  to  issue  an 
amended  proclamation,  which  I  have 
directed  to  be  issued,  and  which  will  in- 
clude the  whole  of  the  present  borough. 

IRISH  CHURCH  BILL-[Biu.  ST.] 

(Mr.  Dodton,  Mr.  OladtUme,  Mr.  Jehn  Bri^t, 

Mr.  ChiehtMr  ForUteue,  Mr.  Attvraey 

Qeneral  for  Ireland.) 

coionTTEB.     l^ProffTMt  6lh  JHoy.] 

Bill  eotuiderai  in  Committee. 

(In  the  Committee.) 

Clause  58   (Regulation   as  to  Taoan- 

mea). 

Mb.  CHARLEY  moved  the  omission 
of  the  words  "but  no"  in  the  second 
sub-section  of  this  clause,  and  the  sub- 
stitution of  the  words  "  and  every;"  and 
also  the  omission  of  the  words  ' '  be  sum- 
moned to  or  be  qualified  to  sit  in  the 
House  of  Lords  and  he  shall."  The  No- 
tice he  had  placed  upon  the  Paper  was 
the  necessary  supplement  to  the  Amend- 
ment  which  he  had  moved  in  the  1 3th 
clause,  his  object  being  to  preserve  the 
seats  of  the  Bishops  appointed  between 
the  passing  of  the  Bill  and  the  1st  day 
of  January,  I87I.  The  nature  of  his 
Amendment  on  the  13th  clause  was  not 
fully  understood.  If  hia  Amendment 
upon  that  clause  had  been  carried,  the 
Spiritual  Peerage  of  Ireland  would  have 
0  2  [Commtftw— CbuMSa. 
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been  maintained  intact ;  not  merely 
the  seats  of  the  present  Irish  Spiritual 
Peers.  He  had  put  a  question,  respect- 
ing the  62nd  dause,  which  had  not  been 
answered.  It  declared  that  the  Act  of 
Union  between  England  and  Ireland 
should  not  be  affected  by  the  Bill  "  ex- 
cept in  BO  for  as  related  to  the  union  of 
the  Churches  of  England  and  Ireland." 
Now  the  meaning  of  this  clearly  was, 
"except  in  so  &r  as  relates  to  ue  5th 
Article  of  the  Act  of  Union."  The  Spi- 
ritual Peerage,  however,  did  not  fall 
under  the  5th  Article,  but  under  the 
4th  Article  of  the  Act  of  Union.  The 
62ud  clause,  therefore,  did  not  cover 
the  abolition  of  the  Spiritual  Peerage. 
The  House  of  Lords  was  the  only  place 
where  questions  relating  to  the  Spiri- 
tual Peerage  ought  to  be  entertained 
and  decidml ;  and  he  contended  that 
the  House  of  Commons  had  no  more 
right  to  originate  a  measure  for  the 
abolition  of  Uie  Spiritual  Peerage  than 
the  House  of  Lords  had  to  originate 
one  for  the  abolition  of  county  Members 
in  the  House  of  Commons.  There  was 
another  question  which  he  should  like  to 
aek,  and  that  was,  how  did  the  Govern- 
ment propose  to  supply  the  place  of  the 
four  Spiritual  Peers  from  Ireland  who 
were  affected  by  the  clause?  It  was 
surely  unjust  to  deprive  Ireland  of  the 
representation  which  she  at  present  en- 
joyed in  the  persons  of  those  Spirituiil 
Peers.  Was  it  intended  in  the  Bill 
now  before  the  other  House  to  include 
Bishops  &om  Ireland  amongst  the  va- 
rious classes  to  whom  life  peerages 
were  to  be  extended  ?  The  Spiritual 
Peerage  of  Ireland  had  existed  ever 
since  the  conquest  of  Ireland,  and  it  was 
not  merely  revolution,  but  absolute  de- 
struction of  the  Constitution,  to  abohsh 
it.  With  regard  to  the  present  clause, 
the   proposition  was  that  between  the 

Sasaing  of  the  Bill  and  the  let  of 
anuary,  1871,  the  Crown  should  have 
power  to  appoint  Irish  Bishops  and 
Archbishops,  but  that  no  Irish  Bishop 
should  sit  in  the  House  of  Lords.  The 
effect  would  be  to  accelerate  the  period 
of  disestablishment  as  far  as  the  Spiritual 
Peers  were  concerned.  He  troBted  the 
Government  would  adopt  the  Amend- 
ment which  he  now  proposed;  but  if 
they  refused  to  do  so  he  would  propose 
it  on  the  Beport ;  and  its  refiisal  would 
famish  an  additional  reason  to  the  House 
of  Lords  for  adopting  the  course  which 
Mr.  Charity 


a  noble  Ihike  had  tersely  described  as 
"  kicking  out  this  most  iniquitous  Bill." 

Mr.  GLADSTONE  said,  he  would  not 
attempt  to  imitate  or  rival  the  felicitous 
language  used  by  the  hon.  Gentleman  at 
the  close  of  his  OT>eeoh,  and  said  to  be 
derived  from  ducal  authority ;  but  as  the 
hon.  Member  had  intimated  his  inten- 
tion to  revive  the  subject  on  the  Beport, 
he  would  answer  the  question  which 
had  been  put,  and  which  he  was  not 
aware  had  remained  unanswered.  It 
was  perhaps  irregular  to  discuss  at  that 
moment  the  wor£ag  of  Clause  62 ;  but 
he  had  no  objection  to  state  that  when 
it  was  reached  there  wonld  be  no  ob- 
jection to  introduce  words  rendering  its 
meaning  perfectly  dear.  The  question 
of  aholislung  the  Spiritual  Peerage  of 
Ireland  had  been  very  fully  considered 
upon  former  clauses,  and  there  seemed 
to  be  in  the  House  a  very  general  con- 
currence of  opinion  that  the  cessation 
of  a  Spiritual  Peerage  was  a  necessair 
consequence  of  the  great  change  effected 
by  the  Bill.  After  reusing  the  Peerage 
to  existing  Bishops  who  had  enjoyed 
the  privilege  hitherto,  it  would  be  futile 
to  revive  the  discussion  in  connection 
with  the  Bishops  who  would  take  no  free- 
hold interest  at  all,  having  neither  ba- 
rony nor  tenure.  They  would  be  simply 
BiuLops  appointed  at  certain  s^aries,  in 
order  that  there  might  be  no  bishop- 
rics vacant  in  the  Church  at  the  period 
of  its  re-organization ;  but  as  far  as  the 
State  was  concerned  thoy  wonld  have 
no  recognized  positiou  whatever. 

Amendment  negatived. 

Mr.  GLADSTONE  said,  he  rose  to 
propose  an  Amendment,  having  for  its 
object  to  protect  the  interests  of  those 
clorgymeD  who  might  be  desirous  of  ac- 
ceptmg  appointments  between  the  pass- 
ing of  the  Bill  and  the  Ist  of  January, 
1871.  There  was  a  clause  providing  that 
by  taking  such  appointments,  no  new 
rights  to  compensation  should  be  oo- 
quired :  but,  obviously,  persons  acc^t- 
ing  such  appointments,  ought  not  thereW 
to  lose  any  claims  to  compensation  which 
they  previously  enjoyed.  He  begged  to 
move,  in  page  25,  line  32,  after  "  Act," 
to  insert — 

"  ProTidcd  klwifi,  Tb*t  it  th«  holdar  of  tnj 
■rchbiaboprio,  bishopric,  benefice,  or  rathednl 
prereriDSnt*  be  appointed  to  fill  S  VMtMJ  in  lUf 
othar  iTobbiahoprlc,  biaboprio,  beoefloe,  or  othOT 
cathedral  prefermesti,  anch  panon  notwitbitand- 
in;  aneh  Appointment  ahaU  allll  Iutb  and  rotain 
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•11  anoh  life  eilate  or  ioterett,  and  all  the  righla 
aod  priTilagal  to  which  hs  wonld  fair*  bean  ra- 
titled,  if  he  had  not  accepled  luch  appoLDtmeot." 

Amendment  agreed  to. 

Mb.  BAGWELL  eaid,  the  stage  of 
the  Bill  had  now  been  reached  when 
the^  were  about  to  provide  for  the  fu- 
ture MTemment  of  the  Disestablished 
CAiardi,  which  he,  for  one,  held  so  dear. 
Hitherto  it  was  impossible  for  any  per- 
son holding  the  views  which  he  enter- 
tained U>  gire  expression  U>  them  with- 
out la^dng  himself  open  to  a  good  deal 
of  mierepreaentation  and  misconstruc- 
tion, but  he  might  now  be  allowed  to 
state  his  opinion.  After  nearly  for^ 
years'  knowledge  of  Ireland  it  was  his 
full  conviction  that  the  great  Episcopal 
Church  of  Ireland,  aa  an  E^*'**'*'?^ 
Church,  would  wholly  cease  to  exist. 
Q^at  was  an  idea  which,  no  doubt,  was 
very  unpalatable  to  Gentlemen  sitting 
upon  the  Treasury  Bench.  It  was  known 
£rom  the  works  of  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman the  First  Minister  that  he  was 
most  anxious  for  the  continuance  of  the 
State  Church  in  England ;  and  naturally 
he,  and  his  Friends  who  sat  near  him, 
were  very  unwilling  that  700,000  men 
in  communion  with  that  Church  should 
sUp  out  of  that  Church.  When  this  Bill 
was  passed  it  was  certain  that  the  great 
Episcopal  Church  in  Ireland  wotila  dis- 
integrate and  break  up  inta  a  number 
of  different  bodies ;  although,  no  doubt, 
there  would  always  be  an  Episcopal 
Church  in  that  country,  on  somewhat 
the  same  footing  and  status  as  that  which 
existed  in  Scotland.  He  objected  to  giv- 
ing the  Government  power  to  appoint 
any  of  the  dignitaries  of  the  Disestab- 
lished Church.  The  House  had  already 
declined  to  hand  over  to  the  Church 
Body  the  funds  necessary  for  the  m 
tenance  of  the  cathedrals,  which  " 
rery  handsome  buildii»;s,  but  which 
were  totally  unfit  for  notestant  wor- 
ship; therefore,  let  tiiem  cany  out  the 
principle  in  its  entirety,  and  allow  the 
DisestabUshed  Church  to  arrange  its 
government  after  its  own  fashion. 

Mb.  TANCE  said,  he  wished  to  point 
out  that  the  power  to  appoint  the  digni- 
taries of  the  Disestablished  Church  was 
only  to  be  exercised  by  the  Crown  for  a 
certain  period,  after  which  that  power 
would  be  vested  in  the  Protestant  people 
of  Ireland.  He  was  glad  that  the  ^es 
of  the  hon.  Member  for  Clonmel  (Mr. 
Bagwell)  had  at  length  been  opened  to 


the  consequences  of  Ibis  measure,  which, 
he  truly  said,  must  result  in  the  destruc- 
*   "     ~  "  "    '    ~reland, 

Q  part, 

he  also  believed  that  when  the  super- 
vision of  the  Bishops,  the  control  of  the 
ecclesiastical  courts,  and  the  supremacy 
of  the  Crown  were  got  rid  of,  there 
would  be  an  end  to  the  Irish  Episcopal 
Church.  In  large  districts  of  the  coun- 
try there  would  be  no  Church  except  the 
Boman  Catholic  Church  in  existence, 
because  it  would  be  impossible,  in  places 
where  the  Protestant  population  was 
much  scattered,  to  keep  them  t<^ther. 
He  trusted,  however,  that  in  the  North 
of  Ireland  it  might  be  practicable,  not- 
withstanding adverse  circumstances,  to 
keep  up  the  Episcopalian  Church.  He 
could  not  agree  with  the  views  of  the  hon. 
Member  with  respect  to  the  cathedrals, 
because  he  believed  that  the  vote  of  the 
House  which  determined  that  no  ^inds 
should  be  provided  for  the  maintenance 
of  those  buildings  was  a  most  unjust 
one,  considering  the  enormous  amount 
expended  on  them  by  individuals  in  re- 
storation and  repairs.  Although  it  might 
be  possible  for  the  Disestablished  Church 
to  keep  up  the  parish  churches,  its 
means  would  be  utterly  inadequate  to 
keep  up  the  cathedrals.  It  would  be  a 
great  pity  if  the  cathedral  services  and 
flie  dioral  services  were  only  to  be  per- 
formed in  Ireland  in  the  Soman  Catholic 
churches ;  but  he  had  some  hopes  that 
this  part  of  the  measure  would  yet  be 
altered,  either  in  that  House  or  "else- 
where". 

Me.  Seejiiant  DOWSE  said,  he  felt 
bound  to  protest  against  the  gloomy 
views  with  regard  to  the  fiiture  of  the 
Irish  Church  which  had  been  expressed 
by  the  two  hon.  Members  who  had  just 
addressed  the  House.  It  would  appear 
&am  the  tone  of  their  speeches  as  though 
religion  was  entirely  a  question  of  money. 
They  seemed  to  forget  that  the  Christian 
religion  was  better  able  to  give  a  good 
account  of  itself  when  its  ministers  went 
out  without  scrip  or  purse.  He  did  not 
see  why  the  Protestant  Episcopahans  of 
Ireland  should  be  afraid  that  their 
Church  was  going  to  be  ruined  because 
it  was  to  be  ^aced  in  the  position  which 
the  Presbyterian  and  Boman  Catholio 
Churches  in  Ireland  had  so  long  occu- 
pied. He  himself,  on  the  contraiy,  took 
a  hopeful  view  of  the  fiiture  of  the 
Church  of  which  he  was  a  member,  and 
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was  perfectly  villing  to  take  his  {lart  in 
mpportmg  it.  He  thought  that  when 
the  Protestant  Church  was  no  longer 
"leavened  with  a  sense  of  injustice  it 
would  become  far  more  pFOsperous  in 
Ireland  than  it  had  hitherto  been.  He 
hoped  that  in  this,  as  in  other  mat- 
ters, the  hon.  Member  for  donmel 
(Mr.  Bagwell)  would  prove  a  false  pro- 
phet. 

Mb.  AGAE-ELLIS  said,  that  when 
there  was  no  Established  Church  there 
would  be  nothing  to  dissent  from.  He 
had  no  fear  that  the  Protostant  Episco- 
paliane  would  not  adequately  maintain 
the  cathedral  aerviceB.  It  would  be 
sufficient  to  tell  the  Protestants  in  Ire- 
land that  if  they  did  not  keep  up  their 
cathedrals  there  were  others  by  their 
Bides  who  would  do  so,  to  obtain  ample 
funds  for  their  maintonance. 

Clause,  as  amended,  agreed  to. 

Clause  59  (TJltimato  trust  of  surplus). 

Mb.  FIM  eaid,  that  it  was  a  pnncipk 
well  known  to  our  courto  of  equity  that 
when,  irom  any  cause,  it  became  im- 
practicable to  apply  funds  to- the  pur- 
pose for  which  they  were  originally  in- 
■  tended,  tiiey  should  be  applied  to  some 
purpose  as  near  to  the  original  intention 
as  might  then  be  poesible.  Now,  the 
Church  Fimd  was  originally  given  for 
the  purpose  of  maintaining  public  wor- 
ship for  the  whole  people  of  Ireland.  It 
was  given  at  a  time  when  no  difTerence 
of  opinion  existed  on  that  subject,  and 
even  at  the  time  of  the  Beformation, 
when  the  rulers  of  the  country  changed 
the  mode  of  public  worship,  they  enter- 
tained no  other  idea,  but  that,  either  by 
persuasion  or  by  force,  the  whole  people 
of  Ireland  would  be  brought  into  con- 
nection with  the  established  religion  of 
the  country.  This  attempt  had  been  a 
iaUure,  and  therefore  Parliament  was 
now  about  to  diBestablish  the  Church, 
and  to  place  all  religious  bodies  in  Ire- 
land on  a  footing  of  equality  before  tlie 
law.  But  the  Church  funds  were  the 
property  of  the  whole  people  of  Ireland, 
and  he  maintained  that  they  should  be 
appropriated,  in  accordance  with  the  ey 
prti  principle  before  referred  to,  to  that 
puipose  which  was  most  nearly  consonant 
with  the  original  intention.  He  believed 
this  would  be  best  attained  by  devoting 
them  in  the  first  place  to  the  providing 
of  glebes  and  manseB  for  the  clergy  and 


f  the  principal  religious  oom- 
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munities  in  Ireland,  and  whioh  might  be 
considered  as  representing  respectively 
the  old  Celtic  inhabitants,  and  the  Ena:- 
hsh  and  the  Scotch  settlers — thus  fairly 
representing  the  whole  people  of  Ireland. 
The  Amendment  which  he  submitted  to 
the  House  was  in  accordance  with  the 
prindplesof  equality  on  which  the  Bill  was 
founded.  Gllebe  houses  had  already  been 
given  by  the  Bill  to  the  deivy  of  the  pre- 
sentEstablished  Church,  andhe(Mr.Fim) 
considered  that  to  carry  out  AiUy  the 
princiiileB  of  equality  it  was  requisite 
diat  glebe  houses  should  be  given  to  the 
clergy  and  ministers  of  the  other  two 
churches  also.  Everyone  agreed  that 
cleigynien  ought  to  have  good  residences 
— modest,  hut  comfortable  and  suited  to 
their  condition.  There  were  few  iMngs 
which  had  a  greater  effect  on  the  social 
status  than  the  character  of  the  dweUing 
in  which  a  man  lived,  and  he  believed 
if  glebes  and  glebe  houses  were  provided 
for  the  clergy  and  ministers  of  the  Ro- 
man Catholic  and  Presbyterian  Churches 
in  Ireland,  as  well  as  for  those  of  the 
Protestant  Episcopal  Church,  that  it 
would  greatly  tend  to  raise  their  social 
position.  It  would  tend  to  place  the 
olei^  of  the  Soman  Cathohc  and  Pres- 
byterian Churches  on  an  eqnali^  as  re- 
gards social  position  with  the  clergy  of 
^e  present  Established  Church,  and  he 
considered  that  this  would  be  a  most  im- 
portant and  most  benefidal  result.  For 
these  reasons — ^because  the  appropriation 
which  he  proposed  was  the  nearest  to 
the  original  intention ;  because  he  coa- 
eidered  it  neoessary  in  order  to  carry  out 
AiUy  the  principle  of  eqtial  justice  on 
which  the  Bill  was  founded;  and  be- 
cause such  an  appropriation  of  the  snr- 
Elns  funds  would  be  eminently  useftil  to 
reland,  he  be|^d  to  propose  die 
Amendment  of  which  he  had  given  no- 
tice— namely,  to  insert  in  tiie  eleventh 
lino,  after  the  word  "shall,"  the  w 


In  tbe  flnt  pUee  be  applied  bjr  tha  Cammii- 
en  to  the  parah»e  of  glsbet  sud  the  building 
of  gisba  houM*  OF  mantel  for  the  Biahopt  and 
olergj  of  Ihs  Proteilanl  Epixiop*!  Church  io  Ire- 
Uod,  BO  far  41  glebe  bouaei  hare  not  already  b«en 
provided  for  ondrr  the  proTliioni  hereinbefore 
contained,  and  for  Ibe  parehaae  of  gtebei  end  tb* 
bnildingof  globe  hoDiei  or  mnnie*  for  the  Biihope 
and  dergj  of  the  Roman  Catholie  Cburah,  and  for 
the  minitten  of  tbou  Preibylerian  Cburobea 
which  bare  hatelorora  been  in  rfoeipt  of  the 
Regium  Donam  ;  and  ao  toon  ai  tbe  afomald 
objeot  bai  been  attained,  tbe  nr^u  then  r^ 
nuiningtiiall." 
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Mb.  BOTIEKE  said,  that,  though  not 
an  Irish  Member,  he  had  been  connect- 
ed with  Ireland  all  hie  lifetime  by  the 
strongest  ties.  He  trusted,  therefore, 
that  the  Committee  would  permit  bim 
to  state  wbj  he  should  rote  for  the 
Amendment  of  his  hon.  Friend  the  Mem- 
ber for  Dublin  (Mr.  Pim).  In  the  first 
|>laoe,  the  Amendment  was,  to  the  extent 
it  went,  an  adoption  of  a  policy  which 
had  been  advocated  by  Mr.  Burke,  Mr. 
Pitt,  and  other  great  statesmen,  and 
which  he  beUered  no  Mend  of  the 
Irish  Church  ought  to  be  ashamed  to  get 
ap  and  support.  He  had  always  re- 
gretted that  the  question  connected  with 
ULB  fiscal  relations  of  the  clergy  in  Ire- 
land had  not  been  viewed  by  this  coun- 
try in  a  broader  light.  He  believed  that 
if  we  had  r^arded  the  question  some- 
what in  the  waj;  it  had  been  viewed  hj 
oome  of  the  nations  on  the  Continent  it 
would  have  been  better  for  the  Irish 
Ohunh.  He  was  quite  aware  that  there 
wet«  those  on  his  own  side  of  the  House 
who  did  not  concur  with  him  in  hie 
opinion  on  this  matter;  but  he  would 
express  his  conviction  that,  if  the  in- 
teraets  of  Ireland  only  had  to  be  con- 
ndered,  the  principle  which  he  supported 
would  have  been  the  basis  of  the  Bill 
for  dealing  with  the  religious  question. 
But  the  exigencies  of  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  at  the  head  of  the  Qovem- 
ment  and  his  political  alliances  had  pre- 
vented that  conrse  from  being  taken. 
He  thought  there  could  be  no  doubt  of 
that,  beosose  his  hon.  Friend  the  Mem- 
ber for  Galway  (Mr.  Gregory),  in  the 
able  qteech  he  delivered  on  tiie  second 
reading  of  this  Bill,  said  that  he  him- 
self would  have  preferred  a  measure 
based  on  the  principle  of  concurrent 
endowment ;  but  he  found  that  the  opi- 
nions entertained  by  the  Scotch  Mem- 
bers and  the  English  Nonoonformists 
made  such  a  course  totally  impracticable. 
He  hoped,  however,  that  the  Scotch 
Members  and  the  English  Nonconform- 
ists would  vote  for  ue  Amendment  of 
his  hon.  Eriend  the  Member  for  Dublin 

Sir.  Pim)  ;  beoaose  be  thou^t  that,  by 
eir  vote  yesterday  on  the  Itoman  Ca- 
tholic College  of  Maynooth,  they  had 
precluded  themselves  from  objeoting  to 
the  proposition  contained  in  that  Amend- 
ment. He  was  not  at  present  going  to 
discuss  tiie  question  of  Maynooth  fur- 
ther than  to  say  he  regretted  the  in- 
troduction of  that  subject  in  this  Bill. 


Had  it  not  been  so  introduced  they 
would  have  had  a  large  surplus  to  die-  ' 
pose  of  for  Irish  purposes.  He  must 
observe  that  he  believed  the  money  for 
Maynooth  was  to  be  taken  out  of  the 
funds  of  the  Irish  Church  in  order  to 
gild  the  pill  for  the  Scotch  Members 
and  the  English  Nonconfonniata.  Ha 
knew  he  was  laying  himself  open  to 
much  animadversion,  but  he  should 
vote  for  the  Amendment  of  his  hon. 
Friend,  because  he  believed  that  it 
would  conduce  more  to  a  message  of 
peace  to  Ireland  than  anything  that 
hadhitherto  been  included  in  this  harsh, 
cruel,  and  impolitic  BilL 

Mb.  GLADSTONE  said,  that  no  one 
could  complain  of  the  hon.  Member  who 
had  just  down  for  giving  utterance  to 
opinions  which,  as  he  (Mr.  Bourke)  said, 
had  been  supported  in  former  times  by 
great  authontiee,  and  which  he  was  per- 
fectly entitled  to  entertain.  But  tiie 
hon.  Member  said  that  the  exigenciee  of 
the  Government  and  their  political  al- 
liances had  forced  them  to  act  on  a 
principle  different  from  that  which  he 
advocatod.  No  one. could  have  etat«d 
his  own  proposition  better  than  the  hon. 
Gentieman  had  done  in  his  short  speech ; 
but  the  hon.  Gentleman  himself  ans- 
wered the  charge  be  had  made  agunet 
the  Government.  He  said  that  the  hon. 
Member  for  Galway  (Mr.  Gregory)  had 
declared  that  the  sentiment  at  that  side 
of  the  House  would  not  allow  concur- 
rent endowment,  and  the  bon.  GenUs- 
man  (Mr.  Bourke)  himself  commenced 
his  speech  by  stating  that  opinion  at  his 
own  side  would  also  have  been  at  vari- 
ance with  any  such  proposal.  Hiat 
was  a  complete  vindication  of  the  policy 
of  the  Govemm^it — if  in  framing  its 
measures  a  Government  was  to  have 
any  regard  to  the  probability  of  their 
He  (Mr.  Gladstone)  neither 
nor  vehemently  dissented  &om 
those  who  thought  that  a  provision 
of  this  kind  might  properly  be  in- 
troduced in  the  Bill.  It  was  quite 
enough  for  him  to  say  that  the  Govern- 
ment did  not  think  it  would  be  their 
dnty,  but  thought  it  would  be  oontrair 
to  their  dnty  to  put  it  In  the  Bill. 
Had  they  done  so,  he  believed  they 
would  have  plaoed  the  Bill  in  serious 
jeopardy.  But,  apart  from  the  sub- 
stance of  the  Amendment,  he  thought 
that,  though  the  discussion  of  the 
Amendment  might  be  a  Intimate  mode 
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was  not  correct  to  say  that  there  were 
only  three  denominatione  to  whom  the 
Amendment  would  apply,  because  Uiere 
were  separate  communions  in  &e  Free- 
byterian  Church;  but  without  dwelling 
on  that  point,  he  must  say  it  was  quite 
plain  that,  if  they  adopted  the  line  of 
action  involved  in  the  Amendment,  tliey 
ought  to  re-construct  those  provisionB  of 
the  Bill  which  had  reference  to  the 
glebes  and  glebe  houses  of  the  clergy 
of  the  Protestant  Episcopal  Churdi. 
Having  gone  through  the  same  com- 
plicat«d  set  of  arrangements  in  order  to 
adjust  matters  between  them  and  the 
Commissioners,  they  would  have  to  pro- 
ceed to  undo  it  aU  in  order  to  get  8 
surplus  which  they  might  apply  to  the 
creation  of  glebes  and  glebe  houses. 
His  hon.  £^end  (Mr.  Hm)  was,  of 
course,  entitled  to  the  free  expression 
of  his  opinion,  but  having  done  that,  he 
presumed  his  hon.  Friend  hardly  in- 
tended to  press  his  Amendment  to  a  di- 
vision. 

Sm  JOHN  PAJKINGTON  said,  ht 
'  had  carefully  considered  this  question, 
and  he  was  bound  to  say  that  he  shared 
tiie  views  of  the  Mover  of  the  Amend- 
ment (Mr.  Pim),  and  of  his  hon.  Friend 
the  Member  for  Lynn  (Mr.  Bourke).  K 
the  hon.  Member  for  Dublin  thought  it 
his  duty  to  press  the  Motion  to  a  divi- 
sion, he  (Sir  John  Fakington)  would 
support  bim,  on  the  understanding,  how- 
ever, that  tie  hon.  Member  this  time 
would  himself  vote  for  his 
ment. 

Mr.  W.  H.  GEEGOET  said,  he  felt 
convinced  that  nothing  would  give  greater 
satisfaction  diroughout  Ireland  tlian  that 
the  ministers  of  the  different  religious 
denominations  should  be  comfortably  and 
respectably  housed.  From  his  own  per- 
sonal experience,  he  could  bear  testi' 
mony  to  the  difSculty  that  the  Koman 
Catholic  clergy  had  in  obtaining  any- 
thing  in  the  shape  of  houses  in  the 
wilder  and  more  mountainous  districts 
of  the  country.  In  the  observations  he 
had  made  on  the  second  reading  of  iho 
Bill  he  had  strongly  advocated  the 
making  of  proper  provision  in  this  re- 
spect for  the  clei^.  Indeed,  the  views 
which  he  held  were  those  expressed  in 
the  eloquent  letter  written  in,  he  be- 
lieved, 1852  to  the  JV-Mtnon'j  t/buTNu/by 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Membw 
Mr.  Qlaiitmt 


for  Birmingham  (the  President  <rf  the 
Board  of  Trade).  To  those  views  which 
were  in  conformity  with  the  intention  of 
this  Amendment,  he  had  hitherto  ad- 
hered, and  he  did  not  now  see  any 
reason  for  changing  them.  But  he  had 
seen  that  it  waa  impossible  that  such  a 
provision  should  be  introduced.  That 
impossibility  did  not  arise  from  the  feel- 
ings of  the  Scotch  and  Nonconformist 
Members  alone ;  but  those  who  r^nem- 
bered  the  scene  which  took  place  last 
year,  when  the  hon.  Member  for  Kirk- 
caldy (Mr.  Sinclair  Aytoun)  proposed  to 
add  Maynooth  to  the  Besolutions  of  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman,  knew  well  that 
hon.  Gentlemen  opposite  would  instantly 
arra^  themselves  with  those  who  on  the 
Mimsterial  side  would  be  dissatisfied, 
and  thus  make  this  Amendment  an  en- 
gine for  the  overthrow  of  the  Bill  He 
tad,  therefore,  without  relinquishing  his 
views,  abstained  from  pressing  them,  and 
though  he  still  beHeved  the  principle  of 
the  Amendment  to  be  right,  he  trusted 
his  hon.  Friend  the  Member  for  Dublin 
(Mr.  Fim)  would  not  divide  the  Com- 
mittee  upon  it,  because  the  Bill  had 
reached  its  present  stage  in  accordance 
with  the  adoption  of  certain  prindplea 
from  which  th^  could  not  depart  with- 
out laying  themselves  open  to  the  accu- 
sation of  acting  uniairly  by  those  aUiea 
who  had  fought  the  battle  with  them. 

Mb.  STNAN  said,  tbat  hon.  GenUe- 
men  opposite  had  failed  in  securing  the 
co-operation  of  hon.  Gentlemen  sitting 
on  Uie  liberal  Benches  in  reference  to 
any  particular  portion  of  the  Bill  owing 
io  the  tactics  tliat  they  had  adopted. 
The  hon.  Member  for  King's  Lynn  (Mr. 
Bourke)  told  them  that  if  the  Maynootli 
clause  had  been  struck  out  of  the  Bill 
there  would  have  been  a  larger  surplus 
to  devote  to  Irish  purposes.  But  whose 
fault  was  it  that  the  Amendment  to  that 
clause  was  a  purely  negative  Amendment, 
which  no  one  could  support  without  jeo- 
pardizing the  chance  of  Maynooth  re- 
ceiving any  compensation  at  all  f  It  had 
been  evident  that  hon.  Gentlemen  oppo- 
site only  desired  to  defeat  the  Govern- 
ment ;  and  if  hon.  Members  on  the  Li- 
beral Bendies  joined  hon.  Gentlemen 
opposite  they  would  be  led  into  a  trap, 
and  assist  in  defeating  the  very  Bui 
that  they  were  so  anxious  to  carry.  He 
also  could  bear  testimony  to  the  fact  that 
die  way  in  which  the  Soman  Catholic 
clergy  and  Dissenting  ministers  were 
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liouBed,  not  only  in  the  wilder  and  more 
mountainous  districts  of  Ireland,  but  oleo 
in  those  which  might  claim  to  be  re- 
garded as  civilized,  was  too  firet^uently 
uismefUl  and  scandalous.  That  this  state 
of  things  remained  unaltered  was  attri- 
butable partly  to  the  religious  bigotry 
wfaich  existed  on  both  aides  of  the  House, 
and  partlj  to  the  exigencies  of  par^, 
which  had  converted  Ireland  into  a  poh- 
tical  battle-ground,  and  the  result  had 
been  that  hon.  Members  had  sacrificed 
the  interests  of  the  country  to  their  own 
personal  and  part;  purposes.  From  what 
had  occurred  with  regard  to  Uaynootfa 
he  did  not  believe  that  much  support 
would  be  given  to  the  principle  advo- 
oatsd  b^  the  hon.  Uember  for  Dublin 
(ISt.  Fim)  by  hou.  Gentlemen  on  the 
Benches  opposite ;  and,  but  for  the  pur- 
pose of  expressing  a  hope  that  this  sub- 
ject would  receive  attention  at  some  fu- 
ture date,  he  should  not  have  risen. 
He  would,  however,  snggest  to  his  hon. 
Friend  that  it  would  not  be  advisable  to 
press  hie  Amendment  under  the  present 
oircnnistanoeB. 

Mr  .  LIDDEIiL  confessed  that  he  could 
not  understand  how  the  hon.  Member  for 
Limerick  (Mr.  Synan),  with  the  views 
which  he  had  just  uttered,  could  appeal 
to  the  hon.  Member  for  Dublin  (Mr. 
Pim)  to  withdraw  his  Amendment.  The 
only  point  in  the  able  speech  delivered 
by  the  hon.  Member  for  King's  Lynn 
(Mr.  Bourke)  from  which  he  (Mr.Liddell) 
had  occasion  to  dissent  was  the  remark 
made  by  the  hon.  Member  that  he  did 
not  tbink  he  was  expressing  the  feelings 
of  many  Qentlemen  on  that  (the  Oppo- 
sition) side  of  the  House.  For  hie  own 
part  he  entirely  concurred  in  the  views 
of  his  hon,  Friend.  It  was  rather  late 
to  discuss,  in  any  way,  the  principle 
of  the  measure ;  but  it  was  never  too  lato 
to  do  the  right  thing,  and  he  should  cer- 
tainly join  in  exhorting  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  Dublin  (Mr.  Km)  to  press  his 
Amendment  to  a  division,  and  thereby 
lay  the  foundation  for  action  upon  the 
basis  proposed  in  "another  place."  He 
was  anzions  that  the  Committoe  should 
have  an  opportunity  of  expressing  their 
opinions  upon  it,  because  he  believed  that 
it  was  framed  in  the  tone  and  spirit  in 
which  they  ought  to  have  approacned  the 
settlemeut  of  this  question,  and  it  was 
based  on  a  principle  which  had  been 
advocated  by  Pitt,  by  Peel,  and  other 
great  statosmen,incluaingLordOTey  and 


some  now  living — namely,  the  principle 
of  concurrent  endowment.  He  aekea  to 
be  allowed,  even  at  this  lato  period  of  the 
discussion,  to  express  to  his  countrymen, 
through  his  veto,  the  thorough  convic- 
tion he  felt  that  if  they  wished  to  legislato 
for  the  Church  and  the  people  of  Ireland, 
they  should  legislato  in  the  direction  in- 
dicated by  the  Amendment,  the  principle 
of  which,  if  carried  out  fully,  would 
realize  the  watehword  of  the  advocates 
of  this  Bill — equaliW  and  justice  to  all. 

Me.  CANDIilSH  said,  if  one  thing 
was  more  emphatically  determined  than 
another  at  the  last  election,  it  was  that 
the  country  was  against  the  principle 
of  levelling  up,  which  lay  at  the  root  of 
the  Amendment.  The  hon.  Member  for 
Dublin  (Mr.  Fim)  would  have  done  well 
to  have  told  them  how  much  of  the  sur- 
plus would  be  absorbed  by  the  Amend- 
ment he  proposed.  He  was  told  that 
between  3,000  and  4,000  clerical  resi- 
dences and  glebes  were  required,  and, 
if  they  cost  £1,000  each  on  me  average, 
they  would  absorb  more  than  half  the 
surplus.  If  the  Qovemment  entortained 
the  Amendment,  he  prophesied  the  utter 
overthrow  of  the  measure,  for  the  suo- 
cesB  of  the  Amendment  would  alienate 
vast  masses  of  its  most  ardent  supporters, 
and  would  be  used  as  a  pretext  for  the 
ultimate  opposition  of  some  who  had 
been  its  unwilling  advocates.  How  those 
who  wished  to  maintain  Protestant  in- 
stitutions could  veto  for  appropriating  so 
much  of  the  surplus  to  Catliohc  purposes 
he  could  not  understand. 

Mr.  W.  JOHNSTON  said,  he  re- 
gretted to  have  heard,  once  more,  from 
the  Opposition  side  of  the  House  that 
propos^  for  levelling  up,  which  proved 
so  disastrous  to  the  Conservative  party 
at  the  last  election,  and  which  was  more 
opposed  than  any  other  by  the  consti- 
tuency which  he  represented  —  tiiat  of 
Belfiut.  He  much  preferred  the  propo- 
sition of  the  Government  to  the  Ajuend- 
ment,  and  he  trusted  ^ey  would  not  be 
drawn  into  any  false  issue.  He  did  not 
share  the  opimons  he  had  heard  ex- 
pressed as  to  the  utter  ruin  that  was  to 
ensue  to  the  Prot«Btant  Church  by  the 
operations  of  the  Bill.  He  believed  in 
the  vitahty  of  ftotestantism,  and  much 
as  he  regretted  to  see  this  measure  in- 
troduced, he  infinitely  preferred  to  sea 
all  Churches  disesteblished  and  disen- 
dowed than  to  see  a  system  of  concur- 
rent endowments.  He  therefore  opposed 
[CommitUt — Clamt  *9. 


403 


7mA  Chtireh 


{COMMONS] 


Bill —  Committee. 


the  Amendmeiit,  but,  while  he  preferred 
the  propoaitioa  of  the  Government,  he 
still  more  preferred  that  of  the  hen. 
Member  for  Brighton  (Mr.  Fawcett). 

Me.  CHICraSTEE  FOETESCTJE 
said,  he  vould  put  it  to  his  hen.  Friend 
the  Member  for  Dublin  (Mr.  Pirn),  and 
to  the  Committee  generally,  whether  it 
was  a  wise  use  of  precious  time  to  con- 
tinue this  disouBBion,  however  interest- 
In^,  theoretically,  it  might  be.  The 
issue  that  was  now  raised,  however  im- 
portant, was  of  no  use,  for  it  was  raised 
too  lat«.  The  policy  of  concurrent  en- 
dowment, if  raised  at  all,  ought  to  have 
been  raised  at  the  beginning  and  not  at 
the  close  of  their  labours.  It  was,  how- 
ever, nused  in  the  minds  of  all  thinking 
men  and  of  all  poHttdans,  and  the  deci- 
sion come  to  upon  it  was  contained  in 
the  Preamble  of  the  Bill.  The  proposal 
of  the  hoD.  Member  for  Dublin  was 
quite  inconsistent  with  the  Preamble  of 
the  Bill,  which  stated  that  the  revenues 
of  the  Irifih  Church  were  not  to  be  ap- 
plied to  the  maintenance«f  any  Churcn, 
clergy,  or  other  ministry  j  and,  knowing 
how  well  disposed  the  hen.  Member  was 
to  the  measure,  he  felt  sure  the  Amend- 
ment would  not  be  persisted  in. 

Mb.  GATHOBNE  HAEDT  said,  if 
all  the  Amendments  that  had  been  pro- 
posed had  been  carried  they  would  not 
remove  his  objection  to  the  Bill.  While 
he  opposed  the  disposition  of  the  pro- 
perly proposed  by  this  clause,  he  thought 
the  Amendment  laid  down  a  prinoiple 
which,  when  once  adopted,  could  not  do 
confined  to  Ireland,  and  the  application 
of  which  would  cause  more  sbife  and 
division  than  had  ever  existed  in  the 
country  before.  The  hon.  Member  for 
Belfast  (Mr.  W.  Johnston)  had,  no  doubt, 
spoken  the  sentiments  of  a  large  pro- 
portion of  those  who  held  Presbyterian 
and  Episcopalian  opinions  in  Ireland, 
and  though  he  did  not  agree  with  the 
hon.  Member,  yet  he  was  entirely  op- 
posed to  the  endowment  of  different 
oreeda  for  the  purposes  of  religious 
teaching. 

Mr.  8TACP0OLE  said,  that  the 
Amendment  would  confer  a  very  aooept- 
able  boon  upon  the  Catholic  de^y  of 
Ireland,  many  of  whom  were  housed  in 
a  miserable  way,  and  if  it  were  not 
adopted,  he  hoped  the  Qovemment  would 
introduce  a  Bill  having  the  same  object. 

Lord  JOHN  MANNERS  said,  he 
wished  to  draw  attention  to  the  sog^ieB- 
Jfr.  r.  JohmUm 


tion  j  ust  made  that  Uie  Government  should 
provide  glebes  and  glebe  houses  out  of 
the  Consolidated  Fund. 
He  did  not  know  out  i 
funds  the  means  could  be  provided  if  the 
su^estion  was  to  be  acted  upon.  If  this 
were  the  object  of  the  present  discussion, 
the  House  would  be  plunged  in  a  certain 
cause  of  future  dissension.  As  to  the 
Amendment  iteelf  no  doubt  it  was  opposed 
to  the  Preamble  of  the  Bill,  but  so  was 
the  distribution  of  the  property  proposed 
by  the  Government ;  and  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  Londonderry  (Sir  Frederick 
Heygat«)  had  an  Amendment  based  os 
the  notorious  fact  that  the  objects  pro- 
poeed  to  be  subserved  by  the  Gkivem- 
ment  achemee  were  really  religioue  ob- 
jects  at  this  moment  in  Ireland.  The 
Govemmeoit  itself  had  placed  upon  the 
table  a  list  of  ttkese  institutione,  ranged 
under  denominational  heads ;  and  l£ey 
had  the  statoment  of  Dr.  Gullen  that  he 
would  not  consent  to  any  scheme  of  edu- 
cation for  the  deaf  and  dumb  which  was 
not  conducted  on  a  system  of  strict  de- 
nominationaliBm.  Therefore,  the  propo- 
sitions of  the  Government  were  equally 
open  to  the  charge  that  they  did  not 
coincide  with  the  Preamble  of  the  BilL 
Under  these  circumstances,  if  the  hon. 
Member  divided  on  his  Amendmoit,  he 
should  take  no  part  in  the  division. 

Ms.  PIM  said,  he  was  well  satisfied 
with  the  course  he  had  pursued  in  mov- 
ing Urn  Amendment.  He  considered 
that  the  debate  which  had  arisen  had 
proved  that  his  proposal  was  a  right  one, 
and  he  believed  that  if  the  questioit 
could  be  submitted  to  the  Irish  Members 
alone  it  would  be  carried  by  a  large  ma- 
jority, and  that  it  would  obtain  the  Kop- 
port  and  approbation  of  the  people  of 
Ireland.  ["No,  no!";]  WeU,  then,  of 
the  more  thinking  and  intelligent  portion 
of  the  people  of  Ireland.  Still  he  knew 
that  Irish  Members  on  this  side  of  the 
House  thought  the  passing  of  the  mea- 
sure of  more  consequence  than  the  car- 
rying of  any  Amendments,  howev^ 
r;  and  he  fully  sympathized  with 
feeling.  Many  hon.  and  right  hon. 
Gentlemen  maintained  the  opinion  that 
Irish  local  questions  should  be  decided 
according  to  the  views  of  the  people  of 
Ireland  ;  but  this  question  was  about  to 
be  settled  in  accordance  with  the  views 
of  the  people,  not  of  Ireland,  but  of 
Scotland.  Still  he  must  admit  that  the 
objections  which  had  been  raised  as  to 
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the  defect  of  form  hoA  much  force,  and 
it  might  be  that  the  Amendment  he  had 
proposed  -was  in  conflict  with  the  Pre- 
amble and  with  some  of  the  claufies  of 
the  Bill,  to  which  the  House  had  alread3' 
^reed ;  and,  therefore,  aa  he  would  be 
very  unwilling  }yy  any  act  of  his  to  im- 
penl  the  success  of  the  measure,  he 
would  aak  leave  of  the  Committee  to 
withdraw  tiie  Motion. 

8m  JAMES  ELPKINSTONE  said, 
he  objected  to  the  clause  on  the  ground 
that  it  would  endow  the  Popish  religion 
with  the  whole  surplus  funds  of  the  ^iah 
Ohurch.  Who  would  have  the  control 
of  the  monies  granted  to  the  reforma- 
tories and  infirmaries  but  the.  Bomieh 
prieete?  The  hon.  Member  for  Dublin 
(Mr.  Pirn)  had  said  this  question  was  to 
be  decided  by  means  of  the  Sooteh  Mem- 
bers ;  bat  if  the  hon.  Member  for  Edin- 
bui^h  (Mr.  M'Laren)  was  to  be  taken  as 
an  example,  the  Scotch  Members  were  a 
most  pliable  body.  The  hon.  Member 
for  Edinburgh  had  told  them  that  the 
Scotch  Members  were  willing  to  endow 
Popery  to  any  amount  so  long  as  the 
money  did  not  oome  out  of  their  own 
pockets;  and  the  hon.  Member  for  King's 
Lynn  (Mr.  Bourke)  had  rightly  declared 
that  the  ScotchMembers — in  consequence 
of  the  language  held  by  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  Edinburgh  and  the  Lord  Adro- 
cate,  their  leaders — ^would  be  cut  off  for 
erer  from  the  ground  Scotland  has 
hitherto  held,  of  opposing  the  endow- 
ment of  Popery  on  religious  principle. 
The  whole  conduct  of  me  Scotch  £e- 
TffeaentatiTes  had  been  an  organized 
Ejpocrisy  &om  beginning  to  end,  and 
represented  neither  the  intellect  nor  the 
property  of  Scotland. 

Mb.  M'LAKEN  said,  he  ehould  be 
sorry  to  enter  into  anything  like  a  per- 
sonal controrersy  with  the  hon.  Baronet 
(Sir  James  Elplunstone),  but  he  had  to 
state  that  the  hon.  Baronet  misrepre- 
aented  the  opinions  which  he  (Mr. 
M'Laren)  held,  and  which  he  had  ex- 
preseed  upon  die  subject.  No  Member 
of  that  House  was  more  decidedly  op- 
posed than  he  waa  to  the  endowment  of 
any  denomination,  whether  of  Popery, 
or  of  Presbytery,  or  of  Episcopacy,  or 
of  anything  else.  The  question  of  the 
endowment  of  Popery  had  not  been  be- 
fore the  House  last  night ;  the  question 
was  simply  whether  the  participators  in 
the  Maynooth  Ozant  and  the  S»gi«m 
3)oiwm  should  be  compensated  in  sc- 
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cordance  with  the  Besolution  of  last 
year,  passed  with  the  unanimous  con- 
sent of  the  House.  Whether  the  com- 
pensation was  too  great  might  have 
been  legitimately  discussed,  but  he  held 
that  there  was  no  ground  for  such  an 
opinion  as  had  been  expressed  by 
the  hon.  Baronet.  He  would  only 
add  that  he  did  not  admit  die  hon. 
Baronet  to  be  a  fair  exponent  of  the 
knowledge  or  of  the  sentiments  of  the 

nile  of  Scotland  upon  the  subject,  and, 
act,  the  hon.  Baronet  might  have 
learnt  as  much  from  the  result  of  his  yisit 
to  the  county  of  Aberdeen  previously  to 
the  late  Gleneral  Election,  when  he  had 
found  that  his  opinions  were  opposed  to 
those  of  the  great  mass  of  the  consti- 
tnency. 

Amendment,  by  leave,  icithdraum. 

Me.  WHALLEY  said,  he  bad  been 
of  opinion,  &om  the  languE^  of  the 
First  Minister  of  the  Grown,  that  the 
Bill  would  propose  the  devolution  of  the 
whole  of  the  property  of  the  Irish  Church 
to  the  service  of  Uie  State,  and  this 
would,  he  thought,  be  the  wisest  appli- 
cation of  the  funds.  Ireland  already 
received  far  more  than  her  ordinary 
share  of  pubhc  money,  and  he  did  not 
think  that  she  was  entitled  to  the  lai^ 
sum  now  proposed  to  be  given  to  her. 
Ireland  now  received  £1,938,671  out  of 
the  public  funds,  while  o^  £418,000 
was  devoted  to  Scotland.  The  contribu- 
tions of  Ireland  to  the  revenue  were 
only  £6,000,000,  while  Scotland  contri- 
buted £8,000,000.  The  mode  proposed 
by  the  Government  of  dealing  with  the 
surplus  could  not  be  defended  on  the 
ground  either  of  liberality  or  charity. 
The  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  had 
shown  that  to  grant  money  for  charity 
for  any  particulaT  purpose  was  inevi- 
tably attended  wiui  an  increase  of 
pauperism,  and  that  the  result  of  grant- 
ing endowments,  even  for  education, 
was  an  extension  of  ignorance.  The 
President  of  the  Board  of  Trade  once 
said  that  of  all  the  miseries  that  afflicted 
mankind,  the  greatest  were  caused  by 
priestcraft  and  superstition.  He  wished 
the  right  hon.  Qentleman  to  raise  hia 
eyes  to  the  magnitade  of  this  queetion, 
and  remember  how  the  other  countries 
of  Europe  dealt  with  this  difficulty.  The 
dck,  and  the  dying,  and  the  supersti- 
tions placed  vast  sums  of  money  m  the 
hands  of  the  priesthood.  And  what  be- 
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came  of  them?  Why,  the  history  of 
Europe  showed  that  at  tlie  proper  time, 
when  the  necessities  of  the  State  required 
it,  these  sums  were  invariably  appropri- 
ated to  the  purposes  of  the  State.  The 
hon.  Member  ooucluded  by  moving,  in 
Clause  59,  line  1 1,  leave  out  from  "  ap- 
plied" to  "restraint,"  line  26,  and  in- 
sert "  paid  to  the  Consolidated  Fund,  to 
the  credit  of  the  Commissioners  for  the 
Redemption  of  the  National  Debt." 

Mr.  QLABSTONE  said,  it  was 
Boat«eIy  necessary  to  say  tiiat  the  Go- 
vernment were  absolutely  debarred  by 
the  declarations  they  had  made,  and  the 
pledges  they  had  given,  frvm  assenting 
to  the  propodtion  of  the  hon.  Member 
for  Peterborough  (Mr.  Whalley). 

Me.  WHALLEY  said,  he  would  with- 
draw his  Amendment. 

Amendment,  by  leave,  withdrawn. 

Mb.  FAWCETT  said,  be  was  aware 
that  time  that  afternoon  was  peculiarly 
valuable,  but  nobody  else  having  raised 
the  question  which  was  touched  by  his 
Amendment,  he  felt  himself  compelled 
to  do  so.  He  did  not  object  to  the  sur- 
plus going  to  charitable  institutions; 
but  he  was  certainly  opposed  to  its  being 
applied  in  relief  of  the  grand  jury  cess ; 
because  in  that  case  it  seemed  to  him 
indisputable  that  by  far  the  largest  part 
cf  the  money  wouldeo  into  tike  pockets 
of  the  landlords.  He  had  not  yet  learnt 
that  there  was  any  difference  between 
the  county  cess,  the  poor  rate,  and  the 
county  rate.  It  was  said  that  the  county 
cess  was  paid  by  the  tenant.  But  in 
England  the  poor  raf«  was  always  paid 
by  the  tenant,  and  nobody,  he  tliought, 
would  contend  that,  because  primtunly 
the  poor  rate  was  paid  by  the  tenant, 
it  was  not  ultimately  paid  by  the  land. 
If  the  poor  rate  were  abolished  the  gain 
would  undoubtedly  in  the  first  place  be 
to  the  tenant  who  had  a  lease,  but  as 
soon  as  the  leases  expired  the  landlords 
would  get  the  benefit.  He  held  that  the 
Irish  landlords  were  getting  too  much 
under  this  Bill.  They  had,  in  fact,  been 
offered  a  large  pecuniary  bribe.  The 
mode  in  which  it  was  proposed  to  allow 
them  to  commute  the  tithe  rent-charge 
was,  in  fact,  equivalent  to  presenting 
Uiem  with  the  reversion  of  £8,000,000 
at  the  end  of  fifty-two  years,  and  now  it 
was  askedto  give  them  another  £200,000 
a  ysar.  This  surplus,  he  thought,  might 
mudi  more  judioiouBly  and  advantage- 
Mr.  WhOkit 


ouely  have  beengtven  for  Uie  promotion 
of  education,  l^ere  were  really  no  in- 
surmountable difficulties  in  the  way  of 
this  being  done.  Ireland  was  suffering 
from  a  dearth  of  good  secondair  schools ; 
and  some  of  those  professors  whose  busi- 
it  was  properly  to  deliver  lectures 
in  the  Colleges  had  been  obliged  to  con- 
vert their  class-rooms  into  school-rooms. 
As  he  listened  the  other  night  to  the 
eloquent  speech  of  the  Tice  I^esident  of 
the  Council  of  Education,  explanatory  of 
the  educational  arrangements  which  he 
proposed  for  England,  at  an  outlay  of 
£360,000,  he  could  not  help  reflecting 
upon  the  good  which  might  oe  done  to 
Ir^and  Vy  £100,000  expended  and  well 
administered  in  schools  of  a  similar  cha- 
racter. There  were  also  three  Colleges 
in  Ireland  which  had  done  enormous 
good  already,  and  were  calculated  to  do 
still  more  in  future,  especially  if  the  ^ 
cuniary  rewards  in  the  Colleges  were  in- 
creased BO  as  to  attract  students,  and  the 
Government,  had  they  thought  proper 
to  double  the  grants  to  those  Colleges, 
woijd,  he  beheved,  have  conferred  addi- 
tional advantages  on  the  people  of  Ire- 
'~nd.  But  if  there  were  objections  to 
iplying  the  surplus  to  the  purpose  of 
luoation,  it  might  be  devoted  to  the 
settlement  of  the  land  question.  He 
was  informed  that  in  Ireland  there  were 
nearly  3,000,000  acres  of  waste  lands, 
admirably  adapted  for  cultivation ;  and 
if  some  of  these  surplus  revenues  had 
been  devoted  to  their  reclamation  and 
improvement,  not  only  would  the  wealth 
of  the  country  have  been  increased  to  an 
enormous  extent,  but  a  class  of  peasant 
proprietors  would  have  been  created, 
de^y  interested  in  the  permanent  pros- 
perity of  Ireland.  He  had  felt  it  his 
du^  to  bring  forward  this  Amendment, 
and  he  trusted  the  First  Minister  of  the 
Crown  would  believe  that  in  doing  so  he 
was  not  actuated  by  any  spirit  of  hos- 
tility to  the  measure.  Chi  the  contrary, 
he  congratulated  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man as  sincerely  as  anyone  in  that 
House  could  do  upon  being  the  states- 
man who  in  future  ages  would  enjoy  the 
renown  of  having  carried  out  a  measure 
of  long-deferred  justice  to  an  afflicted 
country.  The  hon.  Member,  in  conclu- 
sion, proposed,  in  Clause  59,  line  11,  to 
leave  out "  &om  under  the  management" 
to  end  of  clause,  and  insert — 
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of  Uitd  in  Inlind,  >■  ParlUment  bj  >a  Aot  or 
Aoli  tobepuaed  Tor  that  purpoas  ihall  dstBrmioe  ; 
tb*  CommiaiioDBn  tcikj  ftam  tima  to  tims  dur- 
ing their  truat  report  (o  PBriinmant  irhelher 
Ibare  i(  anj  inooms  svailable  for  the  pnrpoiM 
mentioDed  ia  thia  aaotioD." 

Me.  GLADSTONE  aaid,  lie  waa  much 
indebted  to  the  lion.  Member  for  Brightoa 
(Mr,  Fawcett)  for  the  kind  -words  with 
which  he  had  concluded  hie  remarks. 
He  must,  however,  appeal  to  the  hon. 
Member,  who  he  was  aware  had  a  deep 
deaire  that  this  BiU  should  become  law, 
to  withdraw  bis  Ameudmeat,  to  which 
the  Government  found  it  impossible  to 
assent.  He  should  not  attempt  to  treat 
the  Amendment  in  a  polemical  spirit. 
He  admitted  the  correctness  of  the  non. 
Member  in  dividing  the  purposes  to 
which  the  Government  proposed  to  ap- 
ply the  surplus  funds  into  ^o  classes — 
namely,  those  new  purposes  for  which 
provision  had  not  asyet  Deen  made,  and 
those  old  purposes  for  which  provision 
had  been  made ;  and  it  would  be  for  the 
Committee  to  determine,  either  then  or  at 
some  fiitore  period,  whether  they  would 

g>e  the  preference  to  the  new  wants. 
e  thought,  however,  it  would  be  better 
if  their  decision  upon  this  point  were 
deferred  until  they  had  determined  defi- 
nitely upon  the  principle  upon  which 
the  general  arrangements  were  to  be 
made.  He  could  not  deny  that  the 
landed  interest  of  Ireland  would  ulti- 
mately derive  considerable  benefit  &om 
the  application  of  the  surplus,  so  far  as 
the  new  provision  for  old  wants  was 
concerned;  but  it  mtist  be  recollected 
that  ttie  proposed  changes  would  be  ac- 
eompanied  by  important  reforms,  which 
would  result  in  enormous  advantage  to 
the  public  at  large.  He  was  a&aid  that 
the  controversies  to  which  the  Bill  as  it 
stood  had  given  rise  were  quite  as  great 
and  as  complicated  as  any  measure  could 
safely  carry  upon  its  back,  and  that  if 
they  were  to  add  to  them  an  educational 
discussion  it  would  be  hopeless  to  at- 
tempt to  proceed  further  with  the  Bill. 
Under  these  circumstances  he  trusted 
that  the  hon.  Member  would  withdraw 
his  Amendment. 

Mr.  MOBBISON  said,  that  while  en- 
tirely concurring  in  the  spirit  of  the 
Amendment,  he  hoped  that  Uie  hon. 
Member  (Mr.  Fawcett)  would  not  press 
the  mattOT  to  a  division.  He  wished  to 
know  whether  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
proposed  to  bring  forward  a  new  clause 
on  tbe  Beport,  or  to  amend  this  one  ? 


Mk.  GLADSTONE  said,  the  dause 
might  be  amended  by  the  Committee  on 
the  Report,  so  as  to  draw  &e  distinction 
indicated  between  old  and  new  purposes, 
if  it  was  not  considered  necessary  to 
&ame  a  new  clause. 

Me.  fawcett  aaid,  he  could  not 
resist  the  appeal  of  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman the  Prime  Minister,  and  woidd, 
therefore,  withdraw  his  Amendment. 
He  should,  however,  propose  certain 
Amendments  in  the  clause  on  the  bring- 
ing up  of  the  Beport,  which  would  carry 
out  his  views. 

Colonel  GREVILLE-NUaENT  said, 
he  was  glad  to  hear  that  any  relief 
given  to  the  asylums  of  Ireland  would 
be  ac«ompsnied  by  reform  in  the  ad- 
ministration. The  lunatic  asylums  of 
Ireland  were  under  no  efficient  control. 
He  wished  to  know  whether  it  was  the 
intention  of  the  Gkivemmeut  to  bring  in 
a  Bill  to  place  them  under  the  control  of 
the  Poor  Law  Commissioners  f  There 
was  at  present  great  waste  in  their 
management. 

Me.  CHICHESTEE  FOBTBSCUE 
said,  it  must  be  admitted  that  the  sys- 
tem under  which  the  lunatic  asylums  of 
that  country  were  managed  required  re- 
vision. The  clause  made  the  Poor  Law 
Conmiissioners  the  channel  through 
which  any  additional  funds  to  be  granted 
to  the  lunatic  asylums  would  be  admi- 
nistered, as  a  guarantee  for  their  proper 
appropriation,  but  it  would  be  a  matter 
for  future  consideration  whether  or  not 
the  asylums  should  be  placed  under  the 
control  of  the  Poor  Law  Commissioners. 

Amendment,  by  leave,  tcithdrawn. 

8m  FEEDEEIGK  W.  HETGATE, 
in  moving  the  Amendment  of  which  he 
had  given  notice,  objected  to  the  sutplue 
being  appropriated  to  institutions  which 
were  purely  Boman  OathoUc.  The 
meaning  of  the  word  "hospital"  in 
Ireland  was  somewhat  different  to  that 
attached  to  in  England,  and  included 
the  houses  of  religious  orders.  Of  the 
forty-six  hospitals  and  benevolent  insti- 
tutions in  Dublin,  twenty-nine  were  ex- 
clusively Boman  Catholic,  and  thus 
under  tiie  terms  of  the  clause  a  la^^ 

Eartion  of  the  surplus  funds  would  be 
anded  over  for  purposes  of  an  exclu- 
sively religious  character.    He  also  ob- 
C'     '  d  to  any  portion  of   the   surplus 
g  applied  to  the  support  of  refor- 
matory and   industrial  schools,   which 
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ought  to  fbmt  a  part  of  the  genflral  sya- 
tern  of  goTemment  of  tlie  country.  The 
relief  of  lunatdoa  in  Irdand  would  be 
sufficient  to  absorb  the  entire  of  the  enr- 
pluB.  The  right  hon.  Oentlomui  at  tbe 
Lead  of  the  QoTemment  estimated  the 
■nrpluB  at  between  £7,000,000  and 
£8,000,000.  There  were  15,620  lunatics 
in  Ireland.  Of  these,  5,212  were  m 
tained  at  a  cost  of  £119,000  a  year 
aooording  to  one  estimate,  and  £149,000 
socording  to  another  estimate.  Taking 
the  lower  estimate,  it  showed  that 
£360,000  a  year  would  be  required  for 
the  maintenance  of  all  the  lunatics, 
while,  if  invested  at  4p9rcent,  £7,000,000 
—the  surplus  of  the  Church  fimds  — 
would  give  only  £230,000.  It  was  evi- 
dent, therefore,  that  the  entire  of  the  sur- 
plus would  be  absorbed  if  all  the  lunatics 
m  Ireland  were  relieved.  Would  it  not  be 
better  to  allow  it  to  be  so  absorbed  than 
to  give  any  portion  of  it  to  institutiona 
which,  however  excellent,  were  manage' 
by  persons  of  one  religious  persuasion 
If  money  were  given  to  hospitala  and 
institutions  for  the  deaf  and  dumb,  much 
of  it  would  fall  into  the  hands  of  nuns 
and  Sisters  of  Uercy — excellent  persons, 
but  persons  of  one  religious  persuasion. 
He  held  that  such  an  appropriatiou  oi 
any  portion  of  the  surplus  funds  of  the 
Irish  Church  was  not  in  ac«ordance  with 
the  dedarsfcion  of  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man at  the  head  of  the  Government  as 
to  the  principle  on  which  this  Bill  was 
to  be  founded.  Another  objection  to 
such  an  appropriation  was  that  the  mo- 
ment you  b^:an  to  give  public  money  to 
institutions  supported  by  private  sub- 
Boriptions,  the  springs  of  charity  -were 
dried  up.  He  should  prefer  to  see  those 
excellent  institutions  left  to  private  be- 
nevolence. It  was  not  true  to  say  that 
the  landlords  of  Ireland  ever  had  asked 
for  the  BUiplus  of  the  funds  of  the  Irish 
Church.  In  conclusion,  he  had  to  i 
sratulate  the  hon.  and  learned  Member 
lor  Deny  (Mr.  Serjeant  Dowse)  on  his 
having  made  up  his  mind  the  previous 
night  to  attach  bimself  to  the  Protestant 
Episcopal  Church  of  Ireland,  for  he  be- 
hoved that  on  the  hustings  the  hon.  and 
learned  Gentleman  had  described  him- 
self to  be  "an  unattached  Christian." 
The  hon.  Baronet  then  moved,  as  an 
Amendment,  in  page  26,  line  14,  to 
leave  out  all  after  "  infirmaries  "  to  end 
of  clause,  and  insert,  "lunatic  asylums, 
asylums  for  poor  persons  of  weak  in- 
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telleot,  in  exoneration  of  Grand  Jury 

Cess." 

Mb.  Sekjeaht  DOWSE  said,  that,  no 
doubt,  quite  unintentionally,  bis  hon. 
Friend  (Bir  Frederick  Heygate)  had  re- 
peated a  calumny  which  had  been  circu- 
ited against  him  by  his  Tory  opponents. 
He  never  had  described  himsofr  as  "an 
unattached  Christian. "  Like  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  at  the  head  of  the  Go- 
vernment, he  had  been  called  an  Atheist, 
a  Seculanst,  and  every  other  name  of 
the  kind  which  Ulster  Toryism  could 
make  use  of.  At  first  he  was  annoyed 
at  their  attacks,  but  the  annoyance 
passed  away  when  he  came  to  under- 
stand that  with  the  Tories  of  Deny  an 
Atheist  meant  a  man  who  did  not  agree 
with  them  in  their  ecclesiastical  opinions. 
He  was  a  Protestant  Episcopahan,  sin- 
cerely attached  to  the  Church  of  his 
fathers,  but  desirous  of  removing  from  her 
the  disgrace  of  being  a  standing  injustice 
to  other  Churches,  and  he  was  content 
to  let  her  stand  or  fall  on  her  own  merits. 
His  hon.  Friend  said  that  the  Irish 
landlords  never  had  asked  for  the  sur- 
plus. Well,  that  would  have  been  too 
cool  a  demand  even  for  Irish  landlords  ; 
but  when  they  saw  anything  going  they 
tried  to  get  it  and  put  it  in  their  pockets. 
The  eflect  of  the  Amendment  of  Qie  hon. 
Baronet  would  be  to  put  the  entire  sur^us 
in  the  pockets  of  the  Irish  landlords.  His 
hon.  Friend  was  one  of  tiiem,  and,  he  was 
willing  to  admit,  not  one  of  the  worst  of 
them.  It  might  be  said  this  would  be 
a  relief  to  the  tenants.  He  contended 
it  would  not,  for  the  landlords  would 
raise  the  rente,  as  the  bulk  of  the  Irish 
tenantry  wero  tenants  from  year  to  year. 
An  Irish  tenant  holding  from  year  to 
year  was  a  man  who  had  an  estate  with 
the  privil^e  of  being  served  with  notice 
to  quit  once  in  twelve  months.  The 
hon.  Baronet  the  Member  for  the  county 
of  Londonderry  was  constantly  boasting 
of  being  veir  hberal — ^[Sir  Fsedebick 
Hbyqate  :  No !  ] — and  he  believed  his 
hon.  Friend  really  was  so.  Last  night 
he  showed  great  liberality  by  separatmg 
himself  from  his  party  in  a  lucid  inter- 
val. For  himself,  he  could  say  that  he 
knew  Ireland — not  as  the  correspondent 
of  Th»  Tvmt*  knew  it,  with  a  scissors  and 
paste  knowledge — but  with  a  personal 
knowledge,  and  he  had  never  known  an 
instanceof  an  attempt  at  interference  with 
the  reli^QUS  opinions  of  a  patient  in  the 
Mater  Misericordim  Hospital  or  St  Tin- 
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oeaf  B  Hospital,  or  with  onyotlieT  hospital 
m&nagedbyiianB  in  Ireland.  Theseaxcel- 
lent  institutions  were  managed  by  Boman 
Cktholio  ladies,  who  gave  their  Berricee 
without  pecunioiy  fee  or  reward ;  but 
di^  were  conducted  on  principles  of 
truly  Catholic  charity.  He  had  known 
humble  Protestante  who  had  been  pa- 
tients in  those  hospitals,  and  &om  all  he 
bad  heud  he  believed  that  a  patient 
was  never  asked  hie  religious  opinions. 
But  this  was,  after  all,  beside  the  quee- 
tion,  for  he  did  not  believe  that  any 
"hospital"  of  the  character  described 
by  the  hon.  Baronet  would  oome  within 
tAe  pnmsions  of  this  Bill.  He  looked 
apon  &e  relief  of  the  sick,  the  needy, 
the  blind  poor,  and  the  destitute  as  the 
noblest  objeote  of  the  measure,  to  which 
he  had  given  his  hearty  support  &om 
tiie  oommenoement.  He  had  no  inten- 
tion of  rising  had  he  not  been  personally 
alluded  to ;  bnt,  when  he  was  speaking, 
he  had  felt  bound  to  say  a  few  words  in 
defence  of  the  exceUent  institntions 
which  had  been  referred  to  by  the  hon. 

Member.         ^^  

Mh.  0HICHE8TKR  F0ETE8CUE 
said,  he  desired  to  pay  a  tribute  to  the 
consistency  of  his  hon.  Friend  the  Mem- 
ber for  Peterborough  (Mr.  Whalley)  be- 
oause  his  hon.  Friend  in  proposing  that 
the  eiuplus  &nds  of  the  Irish  Church 
■honld  be  applied  to  the  reduction  of  the 
National  Debt  had  certainly  suggested  a 
plan  which  would  effectually  deprive  the 
uish  Boman  Catholics  of  any  advantaee 
which  might  accrue  to  them  from  the 
flrnd.  The  Amendment  proposed  by 
&e  hon.  Baronet  the  M! ember  for  Lon- 
donderry (Sir  Frederick  Hecate)  would 
have  the  effect  of  striking  (rff  from  the 
list  of  those  objects  to  be  benefited  by 
the  surplus  funds  of  the  Irish  Church 
Boch  as  were  not  supported  by  local 
taxation.  That,  however,  did  not  appear 
to  be  the  motive  which  induced  the  hon. 
Baronet  to  propose  this  Amendment,  for, 
as  &r  as  he  understood  it,  the  hon. 
Baronet  desired  to  avoid  conferring  any 
assistance  upon  institatious  the  benefLts 
of  which  were  mainly  partaken  of  by  the 
Boman  Catholic  population  of  Ireland. 
But  it  would  be  extremely  difficult  to 
find  any  object  which  they  could  assist 
in  Ireland  without  its  being  open  to  the 
same  objection.  If  they  applied  the 
mon^  to  the  assistance  of  education 
in  Ireland,  they  must  remember  that 
the  vast  majority  of  the  scholars  and 


Bchoolmasters  would  be  Boman  Catho- 
lics. If  they  applied  it,  as  had  been 
sn^ested,  towards  railways,  it  woold 
stiU  be  the  Boman  Cathohoa  who  would 
derive  the  neatest  advantage  from  the 
asaiBtance  afforded.  If  they  were,  there- 
fbre,  to  be  deterred  £rom  pursuing  the 
policy  they  had  intended  to  adopt  &om 
any  consideration  of  this  nature,  it  would 
be  difficult  for  them  to  say  where  they 
could  stop.  With  regard  to  reforma- 
tories and  industrial  schools,  it  was  an 
undoubted  fact  that  though  many  of  those 
institutions  had  been  carried  on  with 
sucoees  under  the  management  of  many 
excellent  people,  Protestant  and  Boman 
Catholic,  some  of  them,  in  spite  of  Qo- 
vemment  assiBtttnce,  were  huaguishing, 
and  had  -become  seriously  embarrassed 
for  want  of  Amds,  because  owing  to  the 
comparative  absence  of  wealth  in  Ire- 
land, the  resources  of  private  subscrip- 
tion and  private  aid  were  not  very  great. 
He  certainly  did  not  think  that  it  was  a 
sufficiently  strong  objection  against  the 
policy  erf  the  Govemment  to  urge  that 
these  surplus  funds  ought  not  to  be  ap- 
plied to  the  objects  intended,  because 
those  who  were  chiefly  interested  in 
thsm  belonged  to  a  certain  religious  de- 
nomination —  that  denomination,  too, 
embracing  the  majority  of  the  people  of 
the  counl^.  They  ought  not  to  be  de- 
terred &om  the  application  of  this  money 
to  the  relief  of  the  suffering  of  the 
oountry  on  such  grounds  as  those  urged 
by  the  hon.  Baronet.  He  submitted  that 
the  opponents  of  this  measure  had  utterly 
failed  to  show  that  the  Ooremment  had 
departed  &om  the  principle  of  this  Bill 
in  the  propositions  contained  in  this 
clause. 

em  MICHAHL  HICKS-BEACH  said, 
he  must  confess  he  differed  in  opinion 
from  Ms  hon.  Friend  behind  him  (Sir 
Frederick  Heygate).  He  objected  to  the 
application  of  the  surplus  ninds  of  the 
Irish  Church  to  any  objects  which  would 
have  the  effect  of  relieving  the  landlords 
or  the  payers  of  the  grand  jury  cess.  If 
the  Ainds  of  the  Irish  ChunJi  were  to  be 
applied  at  all  to  hospitals  or  institotions 
— an  application  to  woich  he  etrongly  ob- 
jected— ^theyonght  to  be  applied  to  moee 
new  hospitals  and  infirmanes  supported 
byvolunta^contribution,'andnot  to  those 
which  the  landlords  and  the  ratepayers 
were  bound  to  support.  He  did  not 
object  to  this  assistance  on  the  ground 
that  those  who  derived  the  greatest  bene- 
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fit  from  it  would  be  Soman  Catholics. 
If  the  Bomon  Catholics  had  hj  great 
exertion  established  and  maintained  a 
greater  niunber  of  these  institatioaB  than 
ttie  Protestants,  by  all  means  let  them 
have  the  benefit  of  it  as  tax  as  it  treat. 
He  certainly  should  be  one  of  ihe  last  to 
object  to  their  receiring  assistance  under 
those  ciroumstances.  When,  however, 
it  was  urged,  as  an  excuse  for  applying 
these  surplus  funds  to  the  su^xirt  of 
these  institutions,  that  it  was  difficult  to 
raise  the  money  necessary  to  their  sup- 
port by  voluntary  contribution,  he  could 
not  help  thinking  that  it  augured  badly 
for  the  future  of  the  Irish  Church,  be- 
cause if  Irishmen  would  not  maintain 
hospitals  and  other  institutions  for  the 
BufCaring  and  diseased,  who  were  always 
before  meir  eyes,  they  would  scarcely 
bo  very  willing  voluntarily  to  subscribe 
to  the  support  of  the  Irish  Church. 
He  wished  to  ask  one  or  two  ques- 
tions of  the  right  hon.  QenUeman  at  the 
head  of  the  Government.  This  clause 
provided  that  the  fimds  devoted  to  the 
support  of  these  institutions  were  to  be 
ezpended  under  the  management  and 
control  of  the  Poor  Law  Commissioners  of 
Ireland.  In  his  opening  speech  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  stated  the  proportions 
in  which  these  sums  would  be  divided. 
He  should,  however,  be  glad  to  know 
whether  those  proportions  were  fixed, 
or  whether  they  were  to  be  varied  at  the 
discretion  of  the  Poor  Law  Conunis- 
sioners.  Again,  in  the  Estimates  for  the 
year  there  were  two  grants  —  one  of 
£19,000  for  hospitals  m  Dublin,  and 
another  of  £21,000  for  reformatories  in 
Ireland.  Were  they  going  to  deal  with 
charitable  institutions  on  (he  principle 
upon  which  they  had  dealt  with  May- 
nooth,  and  did  they  intend  to  relieve  the 
country  of  the  payment  of  £40,000  a 

CEur  for  the  support  of  reformatories  and 
apitalsP 

Mr.  W.  SHAW  said,  he  had  been 
written  to  by  several  medical  gentlemen 
in  Ireland  to  urge  the  olaimt  of  a  large 
proportion  of  the  industriouB  poor  suf- 
fering &om  incurable  diseases.  A  great 
many  of  those  unfortunate  persons  were 
exposed  to  great  suffering  and  privation, 
and  there  was  only  one  institution  in 
Dublin  estabUehed  for  their  relief.  It 
had  also  been  suggested  to  bim  that  the 
CommissioneTS  snould  make  grants  in 
aid  of  local  voluntary  effort,  the  stifling 
of  which  would  be  a  very  injurious 
Sir  JCehsdBieit-Btaeh 
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thing.  He  had  no  horror  of  religious 
ladies,  whose  services  hod  greaUy  in- 
creased the  efficiency  of  one  institution 
in  Cork,  and  had  caused  h''"  and  others 
to  increase  their  subscriptions  to  it. 

Mr.  pell  said,  that  it  being  con- 
ceded that  this  surplus  was  to  go  to 
the  relief  of  human  safferin|-,  he  would 
be  the  last  to  strain  the  quality  of  mercy 
by  entering  into  a  controversy  as  to 
whether  it  was  to  pass  through  Poman 
Catholic  or  Protestant  channels.  But 
it  seemed  to  him  that  they  were  hurry- 
ing over  the  distribution  of  the  sur- 
plus. They  had  seen  the  property 
of  the  Irish  Church  broken  up  into  m^- 
meAts  by  the  marvellous  machineiy  of 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman's  Bill,  and 
in  the  proposed  distribution  of  a  con- 
siderable portion  of  it  he  did  not  recog- 
nize the  sort  of  charity  which  the  Presi- 
dent of  die  Board  of  Trade  had  referred 
to  as  being  most  agreeable  to  the  teach- 
ing of  the  great  Founder  of  our  faith. 
It  rather  reminded  him  (Mr.  Pell)  of 
that  peculiar  chari^  described  by  Sydney 
Smith  which  impeUed  A,  when  he  saw 
B  in  distress,  to  ask  C  to  give  some- 
thing. The  Preamble  of  the  Bill  said 
the  surplus  was  to  go  to  the  relief  of 
human  suffering ;  but  the  charity  was 
destroyed  by  the  exoneration  of  the  land- 
lords &om  the  payments  they  had 
hitherto  made  under  compulsion.  How 
could  it  be  said  that  an  appropriation 
which  exonerated  the  landowners  from 
their  legal  and  moral  reroonsibility  to 
do  their  duty  by  the  sick  and  insane 
was  made  in  the  name  of  charity  f  If 
the  money  were  to  be  applied  to 
charitable  objects  he  had  rather  have 
had  new  ones  found.  He  was,  how- 
ever, far  frtim  wishing  to  withhold  tbe 
application  of  those  funds  to  the  re- 
hef  of  charitable  institutions  because 
they  happen  to  be  presided  over  by 
excellent  and  angelic  religious  wo- 
men, whether  they  belonged  to  the 
Boman  Catholic  or  any  other  form  of 
faith.  It  appeared  to  bim  that  the  pro- 
posed re-distribution  was  a  far  different 
application  of  the  funds  fium  that  in- 
tended by  the  founders  of  those  endow- 
ments. 

Lord  CLAUD  HAMILTON  said,  he 
could  neither  approve  of  the  clause  nor 
the  Amendment.  Everyone  must  know 
that  in  any  application  of  the  funds  to 
Irish  purposes  tbe  great  majority  bene- 
fited by  Uiem  must  noceeaarily  be  Bo- 
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man  Oatbolics.  He  had  nerer  raised  an 
objectdoD  on  that  groosd.  On  the  con- 
trai7,  he  bad  supported  the  ^a^ent  of 
the  Boman  Catholic  ohaplune  in  the 
Army  and  Navy  and  in  gaols  and 
lunatic  a^lume.  He  could  not  there- 
fore support  the  Amendment.  He  ob- 
jected to  the  clause,  because,  in  the 
first  place,  he  disliked  the  mention  of 
the  words  "surplus  fimds,"  as  if  the 
Jxish  Church  possessed  property  over 
and  above  its  reasonable  wants ;  and,  in 
the  second  place,  the  efieot  of  the  pro- 
posed arrangement  would  be  that  in 
the  annual  accounts  of  the  different  in- 
etitutione  to  be  benefited  there  would 
appear  as  one  item  the  Bum  derived 
from  the  Church  surplus.  This  was 
undesirable,  because  it  would  be  a  re- 
minder of  disagreeable  drcumstancee ; 
it  would  remind  the  Protestant  of  a  de- 
feat and  the  EomaJi  Catholic  of  a  tri- 
umph ;  and  it  would  therefore  be  expe- 
dient to  avoid  such  a  root  of  bitterness 
and  such  a  source  of  sectarian  irritation. 
He  hoped  the  Prime  Minister  would  see 
the  desirability  of  obliterating  all  traces 
of  party  confiict  in  the  future  arrange- 
ments 88  to  the  disposition  of  this  pro- 
perhr. 

UB.  GLADSTONE  said,  he  was  glad 
his  noble  Friend  (Lord  Claud  Hamilton) 
had  dissociated  tlua  subject  from  all  in- 
vidious religious  considerationa.  The 
simple  truth  of  this  matter  might  be 
stated  in  one  sentence,  and  it  was,  that 
as  regarded  the  religious  element,  be  it 
great  or  small — and  he  believed  it  to  be 
small — there  was  not  a  single  new  prin- 
ciple involved  in  the  Bill  of  Uie  Govern- 
ment, nor  would  one  single  shilling 
of  public  money  be  given  to  any  object 
or  purpoee  whatever,  except  purpoBes 
and  objects  which  had.  already  received 
the  sanction  of  Parliament.  There  was 
no  religious  novelty  attempted  to  be 
introduced  by  this  clause — no  exten- 
eioQ  of  any  principle  hitherto  admitted 
into  the  law,  or  the  administration  of 
the  law  in  this  country.  He  did  not 
join  with  his  noble  Friend's  fear  that 
the  money  would  be  a  source  of  bitter- 
ness ;  it  would  not  be  earmarked  in  any 
way;  it  would  not  carry  upon  it  the 
record  of  its  having  once  been  ecclesi- 
astical money. 

LoED  CLAUD  HAMILTON  asked, 
whether  the  money  would  not  be  paid 
by  the  Commissioners? 

Mb.  OLADSTONi: :  No;  because  the 
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Commissioners  were  only  a  temporary 
body.  And  that  gave  lum  the  oppor- 
tunily  of  stating  what  he  wished,  as  a 
general  remark,  to  impress  upon  the 
Committee — ^that  this  measure,  as  re- 
garded the  part  the  Committee  were  now 
co^dering,  was  rather  a  delaration  of 
principles  of  legislation  than  legislation 
itself.  The  Government  felt  it  was  ne- 
cessary, in  justice  to  Parliament,  that 
in  proposing  a  measure  on  the  question 
of  the  Iri^  Church  they  should  bind 
themselves  to  the  principles  on  which 
the  available  residue  would  be  admin- 
istered. They  had  been  specific,  there- 
fore, in  pointing  out  the  objects  and 
laying  down  the  rule  Uiat  the  applica- 
tion must  be  under  the  control  of  the 
Poor  Law  Commissioners,  but  it  was 
evident  there  must  he  iurtber  legislation 
before  the  principle  embodied  in  tho 
clause  coula  take  effect.  The  hon. 
Baronet  the  Member  for  East  Glouces- 
tershire (Sir  Michael  Hicks-Beach)  was 
in  error  in  saying  he  had  laid  down  the 

froportiouB  in  ^riiich  the  residue  was  to 
e  applied.  He  had  simply  mentioned 
estimates  for  the  full  satisfactiou  of  the 
purposes  in  view,  and  had  never  said 
the  Church  funds  would  be  likely  to 
yield  those  totals ;  on  the  contrary,  the 
Government  believed  the  residue  would 
fall  far  short  of  those  totals ;  and  when 
the  actual  surplus  came  to  he  dealt  with 
by  Parliament  it  would  be  time  to  con- 
sider whether  the  proposal  of  the  hon. 
Baronet  the  Member  for  Londonderry 
should  be  adopted,  that  the  whole  of 
these  sums  should  go  "  in  exoneration 
of  the  grand  jury  cess,"  or  whether  the 
House  should  accept  the  more  generous 
proposals  of  the  hon.  Baronet  below  him 
(Sir  Michael  Kicks-Beach)  and  the  hon. 
Member  for  Brighton  (Mr.  Pawcett). 
He  had  been  asked  whether  it  was  pro- 
posed to  withdraw  the  Parliamentary 
grant  to  Irish  reformatories  ?  Most  cer- 
tainly not.  On  the  contrary,  the  sum 
would  be  given  in  addition  to  the  pre- 
sent grant,  and  he  inclined  to  the  pro- 
posal that  the  grant  should  be  appor- 
tioned on  the  system  adopted  for  making 
grants  for  educational  purposes,  through 
Sie  Privy  Council,  so  as  to  make  them  a 
means  of  drawing  forth  voluntary  cha- 
rity, instead  of  extinguishing  it.  He 
heartily  concurred  in  me  remark  of  his 
hon.  Friend  the  Member  for  Bandon 
(Mr.  Shaw),  that  it  was  expedient  to 
keep  alive  local  action,  and  Uus  end  he 
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Mb.  BIiA£E  mored  an  Ajuendnmrt 
to  include  eye  hoepitala  iar  the  poor. 

Mb.  GLADSTONE  said,  eye  ho^itaJs 
would  come  under  the  word  "hospitals" 
in  the  clause. 

Amendment  withdrawn. 

Mb.  HIBBEBT  said,  that  aa  the  clause 
stood  it  appeared  as  if  the  first  object 
was  the  exoneration  of  the  ffttmi  jury 
cess.  It  would  be  better  if  the  first 
par^raph,  relating  to  lunatic  asylums, 
were  made  the  fifth  instead  of  the  first. 

Ma.  GLADSTONE  thought  it  would 
be  advisable  to  adopt  the  suggestion  on 
the  ^Report. 

Mb.  BLAKE  moved  a  new  paragraph 
to  follow  Paragraph  5,  in  favour  of  assist- 
auce  towards  me  enlargement  of  lunatic 
asylums  for  those  classes  who  were  not 
elimble  for  adxuissioii  to  pauper  asylums. 

Mb,  GLADSTONE  said,  it  was  not 
desirable  to  appropriate  money  for  build- 


hoped  would  be  kept  in  view.  As  to  the 
hopes  which  had  been  expressed  that  the 
clause  would  be  framed  so  as  to  include 
inourablea  the  Government  were  satis- 
fied that  it  already  did  so. 

Sis  MICHAEL  HICES-BEAOH 
asked  if  it  woe  intended  by  this  Bill 
to  withdraw  the  grant  to  the  Dublin 
hospitals? 

Me.  GLADSTONE  said,  it  was  not. 

Sm  FREDEBICK  W.  HEYGATE 
said,  he  must  again  disclaim  having 
moved  this  Amendment  in  the  desire  to 
favour  Irish  landlords.  He  had  also 
opposed  the  iniquitous  arrangement  for 
the  purchase  oi  the  tithe  rent-ohai^. 
He  expressed  his  regret  if  he  had  said 
anything  with  regard  to  the  hon.  and 
learned  Member  for  Derry  (Mr.  Sei^'eant 
Dowse)  that  was  contrary  to  the  fact ; 
but  the  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman 
ought  to  be  obliged  to  him  for  giving 

him  an  opportumty  for  making *• 

which  could  not  but  be  very  acc. 

to  his  constituents.     It  would  be  a  lesson 

to  him  (Sir  Frederick  Heygate)  in  future        ^    „  „ 

not  to  say  one  word  reflecting  upon  so  '  nothing  m  the  Bill  as  to  the  chiases  of 

distinguirfied  a  lawyer.  i  lunatics  to  whom  assistance  was  to  be 

Me.  JOHN  HAEDY  said,  that  no  { given, 
one  could  quarrel  with  the  objects  to  Amendment,  by  leave,  wttkdrawn. 
which  the  surplus  funds  were  to  be  de-  M^-  BAGWELL  moved  an  Amend- 
Toted;  but  he  could  not  help  remarking  ]>nent,  to  insert  (6.)  "For  the  purposes  of 
that  hon.  Members  opposite  seemed  de- '  '^'^rial  grounds  in  districts  where  the 
sirous  of  getting  rid  of  the  poor.  The  I  existing  cemeteries  have  been  reported 
House,  by  its  votes,  had  shown  that  the  i  ^  be  unfit  for  further  interments,  such 
Bill  was  carried,  and  they  must  now  i  grants  to  be  made  to  Poor  Law  Boards 
hope  for  the  best ;  but  hon.  Members  |  m  aid  of  local  grants."  Some  of  the 
ought  not  to  be  continually  boasting  of  I  cemeteries  were  dreadfully  overcrowded, 
their  ohari^  and  saving  their  pockets  at  i  *nd  illness  was  generated  by  some  of 
the  same  time  at  the  expense  of  the  i  *•»«  "'^  burial-grounds,  which  it  was  im- 
Irish  Church.  i  possible  to  shut  up  without  an  Act  of 

Amendment,  by  leave,  wtYAtfrown.  I  ^w^^^'r^  iii\om\-Krc  -^  ,^i.  .  ^i.  v 
.,„        L  I     Mb.  GLADSTONE  said,  that  the  ob- 

Me.  W.  H.  GREOOET  moved  to  m-  I  jeotion  to  the  Amendment  was  that  it 
sert  the  words  "poor  rate"  after  the  j  opened  the  door  to  a  new  chapter  of  pur> 
words  "grand  jury  cess,"  so  that  it  '  poaes  connected  with  the  Poor  Law. 
should  be  open  to  the  Commissioners  to  I  The  Bill  already  chai^  the  fund  with 
enable  Boards  of  Guardians  to  increase  I  a  great  deal  more  than  it  could  do,  and 
hospital  accommodation  for  poor  persons  jt  was  undesirable  to  multiply  the  de- 
not  actually  paupers.     He  had  received  '  mands  upon  it. 


which  couM  not  but  be  very  acceptable  \  ing  purposes ;  nothing  had  been  included 
-   "■  '         "■"       *  '— the  Bill  relative  to  keeping  up  or  en- 

buildings.    There  was,  however. 


representations  ^n  support  of  the  pro- 
posal &om  the  guardians  of  eveiy  union 
in  the  county  of  Qalway,  which  was  the 
second  largest  county  in  Ireland. 

Me.   CHICHESTER    F0RTE8CUE 
said,  he  was  sorry  the  Government  could 


Amendment,  by  leave,  wtlkdravm. 
Clause  ordered  to  stand  part  of  the  Bill. 
Clause  60  agreed  to. 
i      Clause  61    (Saving  rights  as  to  pro- 


not  agree  to  the  Amendment.  It  would  I  prietary  chapels  and  chapels  of  ease^ 
open  the  door  to  a  great  deal  of  novelty,  j  Sm  HERVET  BRUCE  moved  an 
and  the  Government  had  avoided  ^  [  Amendment,  to  add  to  the  clause  at  end, 
allusion  to  the  poor  rate  in  the  BiU.  |  "  or  to  any  Church  dtuated  in  a  parish 
Amendment,  Dy  leave,  mihdraten.  or  district  of  a  parish  which  has  been 
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legally  oonBtatuted  into  nioli  pariali  or 
dutrict,  Biiioe  the  pasamg  of  the  Act  ena- 
bling the  Bame,  and  whii^  hae  been 
endowed  out  ofprivate  fanda." 

Mb.  GLADSTONE  said,  the  Amend- 
ment was  c|uit«  lumecessary  to  meet  the 
case  of  the  church  to  which  the  hou. 
Baronet  Epedally  referred.  That  case 
was  already  provided  by  the  words  of 
theolause. 

Db.  ball  said,  the  case  which  the 
hon.  Baronet  (Sir  Hervey  Bruce)  had  in 
view  was  that  of  a  benefice  created  under 
Napier's  Act,  and  he  doubted  whether 
the  wording  of  the  clause  as  it  stood 
would  be  applicable,  

The  ATTOENET  GENERAL  k»b 
lEELAND  (Mr.  Suiuvan),  said,  he 
entertained  bttle  doubt  that  the  words 
would  he  found  eufficiently  wide,  but  he 
would  undertake  to  consider  the  matter 
fiirther. 

Amendment,  by  leave,  withdroKn. 

Qauee  ogrMd  to. 

Clatiae  62  (Saving  of  Act  of  39  ft  40 
Gm.  m.,  c.  67). 

Mb.  GLADSTONE  proposed  to  insert 
at  end  of  dause  "and  except  as  ex- 
pressly hereinbefore  proTided." 

Mb.  CHABLET  said,  the  insertion  of 
these  words  affi>rded  a  comjdete  justifi- 
cation of  the  Amendments  which  he 
had  proposed  upon  the  18th  and  58th 
olauseB.  His  tmi  expectation,  however, 
was  that  the  clause  would  not  be  ef- 
fectual for  its  purpose,  but  that  the 
measure  of  the  ri^t  hon.  Gentleman 
would  lead  to  that  which  O'Connell  tried 
in  vain  to  effect — a  combination  of  Irish 
Protestants  and  Boman  Catholics  for  a 
repeal  of  the  Union. 

Amendment  agreed  to. 

Clanee,  as  amended,  agrttd  to. 

Clause  63  (Interpretation)  amended  and 
agreed  to. 

Clanse  3  (Appointment  of  ConLfflis- 
noners). 

Me.  GLADSTONE :  Sir,  I  rise  for  the 
purpose  of  filling  up  a  blank  in  this 
clause,  with  the  three  names  of  which  I 
have  given  notice,  and,  in  doing  so,  I 
will  not  do  more  than  express  my  con- 
fident hope  that  they  will  receive  the 
general  approbation  of  the  Committee 
and  of  the  country.  The  names  with 
which  I  propose  to  fill  up  the  blank  in 
the  clause  are  those  of  Tisoount  Monck, 


the  Bight  Hon.  James  Anthony  Lawson 
^-one  of  the  Justices  of  the  Court  of 
Common  Fleas  in  Ireland  —  and  Mr. 
Geoi^  Alexander  Hamilton.  Yiecount 
Monck  and  Mr.  Justice  Lawson  are  well 
known  to  have  been  favourable  to  the 
principle  of  this  measure  &om  its  incep- 
tion. The  case  of  Mr.  Hamilton  is,  how- 
ever, entirely  different.  Although  we 
have  every  confidence  in  that  gentleman 
for  the  purpose  ofcarrying  into  execution 
the  provisions  of  the  Act,  yet  it  is  not 
to  be  supposed  that  because  we  propose 
him  to  M  this  important  office  ne  has 
been,  or  even  now  is,  an  approver  of  the 
principles  of  the  Bill.  It  is  only  an  act 
of  justice  to  Mr.  Hamilton  that  I  should 
state  that  I  have  received  a  letter  from 
that  gentleman  on  this  subject,  in  which 
he  states  that  if  his  acceptance  of  this 
office  were  to  imply  anj  approval  by  him 
of  the  principle  of  either  disestablish- 
ment or  disendowment,  it  would  he  his 
clear  duty  to  decline  it.  We  have  been 
anxious,  in  making  these  appointments, 
to  give  a  pledge  to  the  world  at  laige 
that  we  are  actuated  by  feelings  wider 
and  higher  than  those  dictated  by  the 
mere  views  of  party.  While,  however, 
we  are  anxious  that  on  the  one  hand  the 
position  of  Mr.  Hamilton  shall  be 
made  known,  we  wish,  on  the  other 
hand,  that  it  should  be  thoroughly  un- 
derstood that  intimate  tnowl^ge  and 
long  experience  of  his  character  give  us 
the  utmost  confidence  that  he  will  dis- 
charge the  duties  entrusted  to  him  in 
the  moat  satisfactoiy  manner. 

Sib  EOUNDELL  PALMEE  ;  Sir,  I 
feel  bound  to  state  that,  in  my  opinion, 
no  selection  of  names  could  possibly 
have  been  made  more  honourable  to  the 
Government  or  more  thoroughly  en- 
titled to  public  confidence  than  those 
which  have  been  mentioned  by  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  at  the  head  of  the  Go- 
vernment. It  is  true,  as  has  been  stated 
by  the  right  hon.  Gentleman,  that  two 
of  these  gentlemen  are  known  support- 
ers of  the  Government  measure,  but  no 
two  supporters  of  that  measure  could 
have  been  selected  who  would  be  better 
fitted  for  the  duty  than  they  are. 
Lord  Monck  is  truly  attached  to  the 
Church,  and  if  he  has  more  confidence 
in  the  operation  of  the  voluntary  prin- 
ciple than  others  have,  that  will  naturally 
render  him  more  anxious  than  others 
that  it  shall  be  successful.  I  have  long 
known  Mr.  Justice  Lawson,  and  I  have 
P  2  [^Cmmittto—Ckme  3, 
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never  known  an  abler  or  more  honour- 
able man. 

Dr.  ball  :  I  wish  to  state  that  on 
this  Bide  of  the  House  evei;  confidence 
is  placed  in  the  ability  and  in  the  per- 
fect integritr  of  those  gentlemen  who 
have  been  selected  to  fill  this  office. 

Mb.  UDDELL  BBid,  he  wished  to  ask 
the  right,  hon.  Gentleman,  how  the  im- 
portant duties  which  Mr.  Hamilton  at 
present  fulfilled  were  to  be  discharged 
when  he  was  appointed  to  the  office 
created  by  the  Bill? 

Mb.  GLADSTONE :  The  hon.  Mem- 
ber has  reminded  me  that,  in  my  anxiety 
to  be  brief,  I  have  omitted  to  mention 
that,  in  consideration  of  the  ardnous 
duties  which  Mr.  Hamilton  will  have  to 
perform,  we  bare  taken  care  that  his 
emoluments  shall  not  be  less  than  those 
he  at  present  enjoys.  He  will,  of  course, 
resign  his  present  office  of  Permanent 
Secretary  to  the  Treasury.  With  regard 
to  Mr.  Justice  Laweon,  the  same  arrange- 
ments will  be  made  as  were  made  in  the 
case  of  Mr.  Baron  Richards,  when  he 
was  appointed  to  preside  over  the  In- 
cumbered Estates  Court. 

Clause,  as  amended  added  to  the  Bill. 

Clauses  4  to  9  {Rtlating  to  the  poweri, 
ifc,  oftk«  Commiition)  agreed  to. 

New  Clause  (Acconnts  of  capital  and 
rerenues)  added  in  lieu  of  Clause  35,  ttrveh 
oiU. 

LoED  CLAUD  HAMILTON  moved 
a  new  clause  (the  Commiesionera  may 
grant  annnity  to  incumbents  disabled 
By  infirmity  fi^m  performance  of  dulj). 

Mb.  GLADSTONE  said,  there  was  no 
omilar  provision  in  the  present  law, 
and,  therefore,  with  great  regret  he  was 
obliged  to  refuse  his  assent  to  the  pro- 
posal.     

Mb.  EXRK  moved,  after  Clause  38, 
a  new  clause  (Compensation  to  licen- 
tiates). 

Me.  CmCHESTEE  FOETESCUE 
said,  he  was  reluctantly  obliged  to  harden 
his  heart  agEunst  those  excellent  young 
men,  and  for  two  reasons.  First,  as  the 
licentiates  were  not  ord^ned  ministers, 
like  the  curates  of  the  Established 
Church,  they  conld  follow  other  occupa- 
tJOQs;  next,  they  had  never  been  in 
receipt  of  any  advantage  &om  public 
fbnds. 

Clause  negatived. 

Mb.  pease  proposed  a  clause  to 
Sir  Bomiea  Pi^nim 


provide  for  the  incorporation  by  chaiter 
of  the  representative  body  of  the  Pres- 
byterian Church. 

The  ATTOBNET  GENERAL  poe 
IRELAND  (Mr.  StrtLivAM)  said,  that 
the  point  was  an  important  one,  and  he 
was  of  opinion  tiiat  the  Presbyterian 
Body  ought  to  be  made  a  corporation  as 
well  as  the  Episcopalian  Body.  But 
that  ought  to  be  done  by  subsequent  le- 
gislation, and  not  by  this  Bill. 
Clause,  by  leave,  mthdrawn. 
Mb.  M'CLTIBE  moved  to  insert  the 
clause  of  which  he  had  given  notice,  the 
object  of  which  was  to  provide  that  a 
sum  not  exceeding  £25,000  should  be 
allocated  to  pay  o£F  debts  due  on  churches 
or  meetinghouses  of  Protestant  Non- 
conforming ministers  now  entitled  to 
Jtegium  Domtm.  The  opinions  of  the 
Presbyterians  of  Scotland — and  they 
form  nearly  one-half  of  the  Protestants 
of  Scotland — ^had  frequently  been  re- 
ferred to  in  these  debates.  Now  on  this 
Koint  they  were  unanimous,  and  the 
[oderator  and  Committee  of  the  General 
Assembly  laid  great  stress  upon  it.  It 
is  true  tbere  was  no  Act  of  Parliament 
authorizing  expenditure  on  buildingthese 
churches ;  out  there  was  an  agreement 
— a  compact  entered  into  between  the 
Government  and  the  Presbyterian  Church 
in  1 839 — by  which  the  ministers  of  con- 
gregations, fulfilling  certain  conditions, 
were  to  become  entitled  to  receipt  of  the 
Segium  Sonum.  This  compact,  he  main- 
tained, established  if  not  a  l^al  at  least 
an  equitable  claim  for  assistance  towards 
paying  the  debt  on  the  buildings.  He 
quite  admitted  that  true  and  right  polity 
now  required  that  arrangements  snould 
bo  made  by  which  the  connection  of  the 
State  with  the  different  religious  bodies 
in  Ireland  should  cease  and  determine ; 
but  these  arrangements  should  be  carried 
out  so  as  not  tobe  the  cause  of  individual 
embarrassment  and  distress.  The  pro- 
cess of  disendowment  afibcted  the  An- 
glican and  Presbyterian  Churcbes.  The 
former,  by  general  consent,  got  all  their 
ecclesiastical  edifices  free  of  charge,  and 
he  trusted  Parliament  would  give  the  . 
Presbyterian  Church,  when  disendowed, 
an  equally  fair  start  upofl  their  new 

JfovA^After  Clause  40,  insert  the 
following  clause : — 

(DiMbiTge  «r  d«bli  of  Noii-«ODfininln|  CoD- 
cnptiou  ttt  MMtioo  of  ChimbM  w  MMting- 


.,  Google 


425 


WiUet 


Petragt. 


426 


Tbe  uid  CommiuioDen  ibkll  uterUin  th« 
■moant  of  d«bt  da«  on  tl»  Brat  d>j  of  Mnroh, 
on«  thouaitnd  eight  hundred  and  ■iitj-nine,  in  re- 
Bpeot  of  the  ereoClon  of  Churches  or  Meetlng- 
boutee  of  an;  Protetunt  Tfon-oonformmg  Congre- 
gittone,  wbioh  ahall  be  aieertaincd  by  the  Com- 
miuionen  lo  bnrs  been  on  that  da;  rulHlling  the 
condition!  necruar;  for  obtaining  out  of  the 
Regivm  Donum  the  pojment  of  yenri)'  aums  for 
tbnir  reipectiis  miniileri,  or  whole  miDiilera  were 
tben  in  noeipt  of  Rcgiam  .Donum,  and  aball  ap- 
ply a  auni,  not  eioeediagf  twenlj-flTe  tbouaand 
pounda,  in  tbe  diaobuge  of  all  msh  debta,  or,  if 
the  eotire  amount  of  the  debli  to  aaoerlained 
■ball  exceed  tbnt  lum,  then  in  the  diachargo  of  a 
rateable  proportion  of  the  aatne.— (Jtfr.  M'Clurt.) 

CohosEL  8TUAET  KNOX  said,  he 
objected  as  mucli  as  ever  to  tke  robbery 
involved  in  this  Bill ;  but,  as  proviBion 
had  been  made  for  MaynooUi,  what  waa 
proposed  by  the  hon.  Member  (Mr. 
M'Clun)  was  only  an  act  of  justice  to 
I^-esbyterians. 

Mk.  GLADSTONE  said,  the  Govern- 
ment had  not  overlooked  this  subject. 
Hie  right  hon.  Friend  the  Chief  Secre- 
taiy  for  Ireland  would  introduce  a  Bill 
which,  by  advantageous  terms  of  loan, 
would  lighten  very  greatly  the  burden 
on  the  I^esbyterian  and  Boman  Catholic 
bodies  in  respect  of  debts  contracted  for 
the  erection  of  those  buildings.  But 
they  could  not  agree  to  the  clause  of  the 
hon.  Gentleman  ^Mr.  M'Clure)  and  pay 
off  the  debta  on  the  Presbyterian  chapek 
after  the  course  they  had  taien  with  re- 
gard to  the  building  charges 


the 


Sm  FREDERICK  W.  HEYGATE 
said,  be  regarded  the  statement  of  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  as  very  satisfactory. 
He  would,  however,  ask  whether  arrange- 
ments would  be  made  in  the  Bill  to  lend 
money  for  the  erection  and  repair  of 
episcopal  churches,  and  to  extend  the 
re-payment  over  a  certain  Dumber  of 
years? 

Me.  GLADSTONE  was  understood  to 
say  that  arrangements  with  that  object 
would  be  made. 

CoLoiTEL  STUART  KNOX :  Will  the 
Bill  be  introduced  this  year  7 

Mr.  GLADSTONE ;  Yes,  very  shortly. 

Clause  ntgatived. 

Sot  ROTJNDELL  PALMER  said,  that 
as  there  were  many  important  questions 
to  be  considered  on  the  bringing  up  of 
the  Report,  and  as  the  Qovemment  had 
promised  that  several  matters  should  by 
that  time  receive  consideration,  it  would 
be  of  great  importance  that  Members 
shonld  receive  early  notice  of  the  course 


to  be  adopted,  so  that  if  anything  was 
unintentionally  overlooked,  opportunity 
might  be  afforded  to  supply  Uie  omie- 

Mb.  GLADSTONE  said,  the  Govern- 
ment would  endeavour  to  lay  the  Amend- 
ments, if  they  had  any,  on  the  table  on 
Monday,  so  that  tbe  Rupert  should  be 
taken  the  first  thing  on  Thursday, 

Sm  EOUNDELL  PALMER  said,  he 
must  express  his  earnest  wish  that  tbe 
words  "  nor  for  the  teaching  of  religion" 
should  be  leil  out  of  the  Preamble ;  hut, 
as  a  Friend  suggested  to  him,  this  might 
be  with  more  BAvant^e  considered  on 
the  Report. 

In  answer  to  Mr.  Hebmoit, 

Me.  GLADSTONE  said,  that  there 
would  be  no  limit  to  the  amount  which 
the  Treasuty  might  lend  to  the  Commis- 
sioners. 

House  returned. 

Bill  reported  ;  as  amended,  to  be  con- 
sidered upon  lliwidat/  next,  and  to  bs 
printed.     [8111112.] 

Notice  taken,  that  40  Members  were 
not  present ;  House  counted,  and  40 
Members  not  being  present, 


HOUSE    OF    L0ED8, 

Monday,  IQih  May,  1669. 

MINOTES.]— PiJDue  BtLu— CimiDiAfM— Pftro> 

oliial  Sohoola  (Scotland)  (06  97). 
Report— Set  Birda  PrewrTalion  ■  (Bi). 

WILTES   PEERAGE. 
REFOET  OF  COMMnTEB  OF  FBITILEOEa. 

Report  &om  the  Committee  for  Privi- 
leges that  the  Petitioner  had  not  mads 
out  his  claim  eontidered  (according  to 
Order) :  Then  it  was  mmied,  Hat  the 
said  Report  be  agreed  to. 

The  Dtke  of  CLEVELAND  moved 
an  Amendment  that  the  Petition  of  the 
claimant  to  the  dignity  of  Earl  of  Wiltes 
be  referred  back  to  the  Committee  of 
Privileges,  in  order  that  the  same  may 
be  re-heaid.  The  grounds  upon  whidt 
he  made  this  Motion  were  tiiat  the  Re- 
port was  inconsistont  with  the  decisioa 
of  the  House  in  the  Devon  Feeroee  case, 
that  some  of  the  Lords  who  onginoUy 
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tliat  the  late  Lord  Wensleyd&le  did  not 
hear  ^^  part  of  the  argument,  and  that 
Lord  Westbury  heard  only  just  the  com- 
mencement of  it.  Ix>Fd  Cranworth,  who 
heard  the  whole  argument,  was  deceased. 
Three  Peers  were  still  living  out  of  die 
four  who  heard  the  argument,  and  they 
were  unanimouB  in  their  decision ;  while 
there  was  no  certainty  that  Lord  Cran- 
worth, had  he  survived,  would  have 
taken  a  different  view.  Under  these 
circumstancea,  it  would  be  taking  a  veiy 
unusual  and  very  inconvenient  course  to 
refer  the  case  back  to  the  Committee  for 
re-hearing. 

Lord  HOUGHTON  said,  he  did  Hot 
think  a  re-hearing  would  be  required  if 
the  claim  of  the  petitioner  was  the  only 
matter  which  was  affected ;  the  fact  was 
that  the  judgment  seriously  aSected  a 
noble  Earl,  whose  claim  was  founded 
upon  the  same  grounds,  and  whoee  col- 
lateral descendants,  in  case  of  the  failure 
of  the  direct  line,  would  thereby  be  pre- 
vented horn  attaining  that  dignity  which 
they  would  otherwise  be  able  to  claim. 

Lord  EEDESDALE  said,  that  the 
case  had  been  decided  before  the  fall 
Committee,  and  that  all  Feere  were  at 
liberty  to  be  present  at  the  inquiry, 
though  no  doubt  when  it  came  to  a  jum- 
cial  decision  it  was  left  to  the  Law  Ixirde. 
If  this  judgment  were  to  be  set  aside 
because  the  case  had  not  been  decided 
in  a  way  gratifying  to  the  claimant,  the 
same  course  would  be  puraned  in  every 
case  of  the  kind.  For  nis  own  part,  he 
had  given  no  opinion  on  legal  points, 
but  solely  on  questions  of  fact,  and  on 
evidence  which  had  been  in  no  way  con- 
tradicted or  explained  by  the  ooonsel  for 
the  claimant,  though  his  attention  was 
repeatedly  called  to  it. 

Amendment  (by  Leave  of  the  House) 
withdrawn :  Then  the  original  Hotion 
agre»d  to;  and  retohed  and  at^'udjed, 
'Diat  the  Petitioner  hath  not  made  out 
his  claim ;  and  Besolution  and  Judgment 
to  be  laid  before  Her  Majesty  by  tha 
Lords  with  White  Staves. 

PROTEST. 

"DJSSEIfTIEXT: 
Bmsdm  tfaa  t«tolDtioii  of  th«  HoaM  ti 
1  to  ths  ducUion  or  ths  Houm  upon  tlio 
MM  in  lB31,adecUiaDMMpl<d(uidaeU(l 
upon  b.T  the  Crown  : 

~   ~    SUM  King  Riohard  wu  in  full  poiui* 
B  Rof*l  Anthoritf  at  ths   tlm*  the 
di^it}'  of  Tbe  Earl  of  Wiltn  wu  crested  : 


heard  the  case  were  since  dead,  and  that 
others  had  not  taken  a  part  in  the  judg- 
ment ;  so  that  this  Keport  could  not  be 
considered  the  decision  of  the  full  Com- 
niittoe. 

Amendment  moved  to  leave  out  from 
("  That")  to  the  end  of  the  Motion  for 
the  purpose  of  inserting  the  following 
wortfc  {"  the  Petition  of  the  claimant  to 
the  dignity  of  Earl  of  Wiites  be  referred 
back  to  the  Committee  for  Privileges  in 
order  that  the  same  be  re-heard.")— 
I^TheBuh  of  Cleveland.) 

The  L0ET>  CHANCELLOR  said, 
that  the  circumstances  of  this  case  were 
veiy  peculiar.  The  Earldom  of  Wiites 
was  created  by  Richard  H.  in  1397,  in 
favour  of  Sir  William  Le  Scrope,  who 
held  the  office  of  Lord  Treasurer,  with 
remainder  "to  his  heirs  male."  On  the 
landing  of  Henry  of  Bolingbroke,  afti 
wards  Henry  IV.,  Le  Scrope  with  two 
others  of  Richard  H.'s  adherents,  Sir 
John  Busey  and  Sir  Henry  Green, 
seized,  and,  without  any  or  much  form 
of  a  trial,  were  beheaded  at  Bristol.  In 
the  first  Parliament  of  Henry  IV.  the 
Commons  prayed  the  King  that  the  pur- 
suit, arrests,  and  judgments  against  Le- 
scrope  and  others  should  bo  declared 
valid  and  good,  and  for  the  profit  of  the 
realm,  and  the  opinion  of  the  Lords 
Temporal  having  been  given  iu  favour  of 
this  Prayer,  it  was  affirmed  by  tbe  King. 
Now  the  Report  stated  that  in  the  pro- 
ceedings at  Bristol  he  was  styled  Sir 
William  Lescrope,  and  that  ^fter  his 
death  his  widow,  describing  herself  as 
widow  of  Sir  William  Le  Scrope,  peti- 
tioned the  King  for  a  pension,  wliich 
was  granted  to  her.  Moreover,  no  one 
bad  since  sat  iu  Parliament  as  Earl  of 
Wiites ;  so  that  the  claim  stood  in  a  dif- 
ferent position  from  that  of  the  Earldom 
of  Devon.  Not  having  heard  the  ar- 
gument, he  did  not  intend  to  pro- 
nounce any  opinion  on  the  judgment  of 
the  Committee;  but  would  simply  re- 
mark on  the  CTounds  on  which  the  recep- 
tion of  the  Report  was  opposed.  The 
noble  Duke  called  upon  their  Lordships 
to  re-hear  the  case,  not  simply  on  the 
ground  that  the  decision  din^^  from 
that  given  in  the  Earl  of  Devon's  case, 
for  that  case  stood  in  a  different  position, 
but  oa  the  ground  that  certain  Peers 
who  heard  the  case  were  prevented  by 
death  or  otherwise  from  concurring  in 
the  judgment.  Now,  be  had  made  in- 
quiry into  t&e  matter  and  he  understood 
The  Dvke  of  Clwoland 
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"  3.  BaomiB  ths  pnMeedin^  rslixl  upon  ai 
■OKtlng  tha  rigbti  at  tbe  Iwin  mile  of  (h«  E>ri 
«f  Wiltei  vsre  kll  Uken  nt  ■  timg  when  do  lawful 
or  lafol  CoTtmmenC  exiited  ia  EngUnd,  and 
tluC  iba  ■ubKqasntproeeedingtbMl  in  the  Pirli*- 
neDt  of  ilttiTj  tha  Fourth  in  no  manner  par- 
parted  to  nffeot,  or  could  in  l*ir  o%ct,  tlie  dignitjr 
of  Ewl  of  Wiltei." 

"  UouoBTOM  :    WsiriiroMH ;    Wixlocr,   for 
t  nnd   3d  rtaiona ;   DiHBlea ;  Baooii 


,  far   I 


I    2d  I 


ZnuxD,  for  1*t  and  3d  reaiona  ;  Guna- 
BOKousH,  for  lit  and  Sd  reMOns ;  GkA* 
MU> :  FiiiiaHui,  for  lit  and  Sdreaaona; 
Akdhdiu.  0*  Wianona ;  Norfolk,  E.  M., 
for  lit  nod  ad  rensoni ;  Colvilu  op 
CrLBoai,  for  lit  and  2d  rauoBi ;  Abib- 
aiitsn.  for  lit  and  2d  raaMD*." 

PAaOCUIALSCII0OLS(SCOTLAND}BILL 
iTk»  DuJce  0/  ArynU.) 
(am.    11.)      COUMITTEB. 

Order  of  the  Day  for  the  House  to  be 
pat  into  Committee,  read. 

Moved,  That  the  House  do  dow  re- 
Bolve  itself  into  Committee. — {Th  Duke 
of  Argyll.) 

The  DtTKE  op  EICHMOITD  said,  that 
tMs  was  the  first  opportunity  he  had 
had  of  offering  any  opinion  on  the  mea- 
sure, and  he  was  desirona  of  taking  ad- 
vanta^  of  the*  present  occasion  to  do 
80.  When  the  Bill  was  introduced  by 
the  noble  Duke  (the  Duke  of  Argyll), 
and  on  the  Motion  for  the  second 
reading,  he  (the  Duke  of  Richmond) 
was  unavoidably  absent ;  but  so  much 
did  he  diaapprore  of  the  Bill,  that 
he  was  anxious  on  this  occasion  to 
ask  their  Lordships  to  arrest  its  Airther 
progress,  by  declining  to  go  into  Com- 
mittee upon  it ;  but  after  consulting  hie 
Friends  as  to  whether  this  would  be  the 
right  course  to  pursue,  he  found  them 
BO  greatly  disincuned  to  that  course,  on 
the  ground  that  they  considered  that  the 
House  was,  as  it  were,  pledged  to  ^ 
into  Committee,  that  any  proposition  m 
a  contrary  sense  would  have  Ae  appear- 
ance of  a  breach  of  faith,  that  he  reluc- 
tantly came  to  the  conclusion  not  to 
oppose  the  Motion  for  going  into  Com- 
mittee. But  before  their  I^dships  did 
so,  he  was  anxious  to  state  the  views  he 
entertained  of  the  measure.  There  was 
no  one,  either  in  or  out  of  Uie  House, 
who  would  dis^ree  with  the  Preamble 
of  the  Bill,  which  states  its  object  to  be 
"to  extend  and  improve  the  parochial 
schools  of  Scotland,  and  to  make  further 
provision  for  the  education  of  the  people 
-  -     -     •  •■    No  one  could  disapprove 
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of  such  an  object  as  that.  Everyone 
would  conour  tfiat  it  was  a  most  impor- 
tant one ;  but  what  he  objected  to  was 
the  mode  in  which  the  noble  Duke 
sought  to  arrive  at  that  result.  He 
objected  to  the  Bill  both  in  its  principle 
and  in  detail.  Amongst  other  detiuls, 
he  objected  to  the  constitution  of  the 
Central  Board.  He  considered  that  a 
Board  composed  as  was  proposed  by  this 
Bill,  of  a  number  of  gentlemen  would 
be,  to  a  great  extent,  entirely  uncon- 
trollable, and  that  practically  the  work 
would  be  left  to  tbe  Chairman  and 
Becretaiy.  He  objected,  moreover,  to 
Uie  constitution  and  mode  of  appointing 
the  school  committees,  because  he  be- 
lieved if  they  were  to  be  appointed  ae 
proposed  by  tfie  Bill,  the  result  would  be 
endlesa  squabbles  and  dissensionB  on  a 
subject,  iniich  of  all  others  was  one  on 
which  there  ought  to  be  no  quarrels  and 
no  squabbles — the  rehgious  education  of 
the  people.  He  objected  also  to  the  Bill, 
because  in  his  mind  it  struck  directly  at 
the  old  parochial  system  of  education  in 
Scotlana,  which,  in  combinatioa  with 
the  voluntary  system,  had  hitherto 
worked  so  advantageously.  He  be- 
lieved that  the  state  of  education  in 
Scotland  was  by  no  means  unsatisfac- 
tozy.  He  had  ^ways  believed  and  had 
always  been  taught  to  connect  the  name 
of  a  Scotchman  with  education,  and  that 
to  meet  a  Scotchman  who  was  unedu- 
cated was  most  unusual.  That  the  sys- 
tem in  Scotland  had  not  overtaken  the 
whole  population  of  the  country  he  was 
ready  to  admit ;  but  in  all  cases,  and  in 
all  countries,  there  must  be  a  residue  of 
papulation  which  was  not  brought  within 
the  influence  of  education,  and  which 
could  never  be  reached  by  anything  short 
of  compulsory  education — the  merits  or 
demerits  of  which,  however,  he  was  not 
about  to  discuss.  Now  their  Lordships 
were  asked  by  this  Bill  to  substitute  ior 
a  system  of  education  which  had  existed 
for  200  years  an  untried  and  doubtM 
Systran.  They  were  asked  to  exchange 
a  parochial  system  combined  with  a 
voluntary  system  for  one  universal  com- 
pulsoiy  rating  system,  thereby  greaUy 
increasing  the  burdens  upon  the  people. 
If  it  could  be  shown  that  there  was  any 
necessity  for  such  a  change,  then  he 
should  be  prepared  to  admit  that  the 
oxigoncicB  of  the  case  might  warrant 
suc£  a  Bill  as  this  of  the  noble  Duke ; 
but,  in  order  to  be  perfectly  sure  Hut 
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he  vae  Btating  nothing  that  was  not 
fact,  ho  ■wouldrefer  to  the  Eeport  of  the 
Commisaion  over  whidi  the  noble  Duhe 
himfielf  presided,  and  would  refer  to 
what  yrsa  eaid  with  respect  to  the  at- 
tendance in  the  schools  of  Scotland. 
Now,  if  it  be  necessary  to  extend  the 
systeni  of  education,  it  must  be  because 
the  proportion  of  scholars  who  attend 
the  schools  was  small ;  otherwise,  he 
maintained  that  diey  had  no  ground  for 
departing  from  the  present  system. 
Now  he  found  it  stated  in  this  Report 
by  the  Assiatant  Commiesionere,  that 
the  general  result  of  the  state  of  educa- 
tion in  Scotland  is  that  the  proportion  of 
1  in  6  of  the  whole  population  was  upon 
the  books ;  and  that  the  scholars  in  at- 
tendance are  1  in  7 — a  ratio  which, 
talcen  by  itself,  was  not  unsatisfactory, 
although  they  admit  that  in  certain 
panahee  the  attendance  is  not  so  satis- 
iJactoiy.  They  then  compare  the  attend- 
ance in  Scotland  with  the  attendance  in 
other  countries.  In  Scotland,  as  he 
had  said,  it  was  1  in  65  on  the  books, 
and  the  attendance  1  in  ?'9 ;  whereas 
in  Fniesia  it  is  1  in  627 ;  so  that  the 
attendance  in  Scotland  is  very  nearly 
the  same,  if  not  quite  as  large,  as  the 
attendance  in  Prussia,  where  £e  attend- 
ance is  compulsory.  In  England  and 
Wales  the  attendance  is  I  in  77 j  in 
Holland  1  in  8-11 ;  and  in  France,  1 
in  9 ;  so  that,  so  fiu-,  the  attendance  in 
BootLand  can  compare  with  any  other 
country  named  by  the  Commissioners; 
but  they  add  that  the  ratio  in  indi- 
vidual mriehes  was  much  less  satisfac- 
tory. Beferring  to  Ileturae  obtained 
by  the  registrars,  they  made  this  re- 
mark— 


,  Iha  want  of  wboolt  wit  not  lO 
great  >■  hail  b«ea  gencreUr  luppowd.  Thsni 
will  be  found  Ea  the  Appendix  K  lilt  ol  plneei  ip- 
pearing  from  thew  Keturn*  to  reqnira  ■dditional 
whool  RooomaiodatloTi.  but,  for  ibe  mo>t  part, 
thef  an  in  the  northern  diitricta  oF  the  eonntrj  ; 
knd  the  coneluiion  to  bo  drawn  &oni  theu  itk- 
tiillo*  ii  that,  whatcTer  maj  be  the  qnalit;  of  the 
edaeaiion,  Seotland  ie  weli,  if  not  adeqnaleij, 
lapplied  with  teaoben  uid  plaoee  of  loeinielion." 


"  On  the  whole,  tho  imprenion  prodnoed  bjr  the 
dewription  fifcn  to  ui  b;  the  Aaiiilant  Coininia- 
iionere  ol  the  pariih  «ahooU  ie  that  ifae;  an  in  » 
■tat*  of  (sneral  efflcieDojr,  end  that  their  oondl- 
tlon,  allbongh  lOMtptible  of  gnat  improTwawtt, 
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1)  not  dntatitbotoiT,     But  it  ie  alio  qnile  Aet 

that  a  parochial  uhool  sjaten)  ii  nttcrlj  inado- 
quate  in  extent  to  overtake  the  work  far  whieli  it 
wai  intended,  and  which  it  ought  lo  (lieobarga, 
and  that,  were  it  not  at  thii  moment  largely  id|»- 
plemented,  the  education  of  the  people  in  Scot* 
land  woald  be  greatljr  defeeliTO." 

That  was  the  point.  The  present  ByB> 
tern  was  supplemented  by  voluntanr 
efforts,  and  had,  to  this  time,  acted  well 
in  Scotland,  providing  a  sufficient  edu- 
cation for  the  people.  He  wanted  to 
show  that  the  present  system  was  suffi- 
cient if  properly  carried  out.  But  he 
wished  to  call  the  attention  of  the  noble 
Duke  to  the  opinion  expressed  by  the 
present  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer 
upon  the  voluntary  system  in  Scotlandt 
In  a  speech  at  Liverpool  on  the  subject 
of  education,  at  a  meeting  presided  over 
by  the  Mayor,  at  the  Town  TT)i.ll|  ]fx. 
Lowe  referred  to  the  voluntary  ^stem. 
He  said — 

"  All  we  ihoald  leek  ii  to  add  to  the  preieiit 
sjitem,  and  na  little  aa  poaaible  to  disturb  it.  I 
don't  wiih  to  deoeire  jou,  gentleioen :  it  ia  tme 
that  whenorer  jou  do  giie  a  oompnliorr  Bfilein 
aide  bjr  aide  with  a  voTuntarf  aj^item,  joa  do  to 
aome  d<gree  injure  the  ToluntarT  BTilem,  A  mail 
who  ia  promoting  education  and  giiing  mouer  for 
(he  pnrpoae  naturalljr  B.t;( — 'If  T  go  on  doing 
Ibii  I  am  quite  welcome ;  but  if  I  don't  cbooce  the 
Gonrnmeat  will  do  it  for  me,  aod  eo  1  won't  do 
it  nnj  more.'  That  ie  a  very  natural  waj  of  rea- 
loning,  and  ii,  no  doubt,  the  rrawning  that  tb* 
fact  of  placing  a  oompultorj  aTiiem  aide  bf  aid* 
with  the  benevolent  or  Tolnntarr  ajatem  would 
create  in  anj  man'a  mind.  The  diffleult;r  '■  bow 
not  to  make  that  reaaoning  Wo  cogent,  *o  ai  to 
bring  about  a  Tiotent  ohaoge :  and  mj  wiih  would 
be,  11'  poaaible,  to  lva*a  the  eziiling  tohoole  ttand- 
ing  antireijr,  and  ooljr  to  add  to  tbeie  aohool* 
where  the;  are  wanting.  But,  of  courte,  there  ia 
thia  to  be  doae,  and  I  would  aaj  ought  lo  be  done. 
I  am  quite  willing  th.it  all  prueDt  Uenomlna- 
lionnl  achoola,  founded  on  the  Toluntarj  principle, 
ahonid  remain  where  Ihefare,  I  am  quite  willing 
that  new  aehoolB  ahould  be  founded  en  the  <roluD- 
tar;  ajBtem.alwajiaubjeottoaConioienoeClaate.'' 

The  Duke  of  ARQYLL  :  That  refera 
to  England. 

The   Dcxb  of  EJCHMOND:  Quite 

.  But  he  (the  Duke  of  Eichmond) 
maintained  that  the  aigument  was 
"  "  '  Scotland,  and  that 
the  speech  was  in 
favour  of  maintaining  the  voluntary  sy»- 
It  seemed  to  liim  that  the  Epieoo- 
palians  and  Boman  Catholics  of  Scotland 
would  be  most  injuriotuly  affected  by 
this  Bill ;  for,  by  an  ingenious  contriv- 
ance, under  the  20th  and  66th  clauses, 
would  be  starved  into  complianco 
its  provisions,  and  would  tbus  be 
placed  in  a  much  worse  podtion  than 
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that  irhich  they  were  entitled  to  occupy. 
There  waa  another  point — the  financial 
basis  of  the  scheme — which  he  conaidered 
the  very  essenoe  of  the  BiU,  and  on  which 
tiiev  ought  to  require  from  the  noble 
Ihike  some  explanation.  He  alluded 
more  partdeularly  to  that  portion  of  the 
Bill  which  fixes  the  maximum  rate  at 
Sd.  in  the  pound.  He  would  ask  how 
was  the  noble  Pute  going  to  measure 
the  amount  of  education  which  be  would 
hare  to  give  to  any  parish  ?  Would  he 
measure  it  by  the  amount  of  education 
that  was  required  by  the  parish,  or  by 
the  amount  of  education  that  the  3d.  in 
the  pound  would  afford.  Suppoe 
for  matance,  a  parish  requirea  t 
schoolmasters,  whose  salaries  shall  have 
reached  £60,  he  would  have  to  say  to 
"  It  is  true  your  education  ought  to  cost 
£60,  but  as  the  3d.  rate  will  only  bring 
£50,  you  must  content  yourselTes  wiui 
an  inferior  education,  because  you  cannot 
afibrd  to  pay  for  a  better."  On  the  other 
hand,  in  some  parishes  the  rate  might 
produce  more  than  the  sum  required 
It  was  provided  that  a  M.  rate  uiould 
be  the  maximum  sum  in  any  one  year 
but  if  this  rate  be  so,  be  did  not  see  bow 
tbeywere  togetoutofdebt.  Theremight 
be  some  contrivance  by  which  the  noble 
Duke  could  get  them  out  of  debt ;  but  at 
this  moment  he  did  not  understand  how 
it  could  be  done.  This  3d.  rate  clause 
had  created  a  great  deal  of  interest  and 
surprise  in  Scotland ;  but  he  would  refer 
for  a  moment  to  a  paper  which  had  pro- 
bably been  sent  to  the  noble  Ihike  for 
the  purpose  of  showing  the  inadequacy 
of  the  &d.  rat«  in  the  Highland  pansheB. 
There  were  some  details  which  he  would 
not  go  into ;  but  the  conclusion  they 
showed  was  that  out  of  154  parishes  in 
the  Highland  and  island  parishes,  the 
rate  would  be  inadequate  in  seventy-one. 
He  had  also  observed  a  remarkable 
statement  with  reference  to  the  parishes 
of  Ton^e  and  Farr,  and  that  part  of 
"Reaj  situate  in  the  county  of  Suther- 
land. The  annual  expencUture  on  pa- 
rish and  General  Assembly  schools,  ir- 
respective of  school  fees  and  Govern- 
ment grants,  was  £366  13«.  2d.,  and  on 
Free  Church  schools  £227,  giving  a  to- 
tal of  £593  13«.  2d.,  whereas  a  rate  of 
id.  in  the  pound  would  only  raise! 
£136  1».  9d.,  or  allowing  for  inevitable 
deductions,  only  about  £100.  In  Aber- 
deenshire a  3d.  rate  would  produce  only 
£20  for  each  school,  whereas  the  amount 


at  present  contributed  was  £50,  the  at- 
tendance being  one  in  ux.  At  Fraser- 
burgh the  interest  on  the  capital  sums 
expended  through  private  benevolence 
within  the  last  twenty  years  in  the  erec- 
tion of  denominational  schools  was  £200 
per  annum,  and  the  annual  voluntary 
GubscriptiouB  £200  more,  making  a  total 
of  6d.  in  the  pound  on  the  present  rental, 
and  the  attendance  was  one  in  five  of 
tiie  population.  If  Fraserburgh  were  de- 
prived of  the  voluntary  system,  he  did 
not  see  bow  tbe  requisite  amount  was  to 
he  made  up  ;  and  the  same  remark  ap- 
plied to  Aberdeenshire.  There  was 
anotherpoint  to  which  he  wished  to  re- 
fer. The  noble  Doke  (the  Duke  of 
AkvU)  etated  on  a  former  occasion  that 
pubUo  feeling  in  Scotland  was  favourable 
to  the  Bill,  or,  at  all  events,  that  he  did 
not  anticipate  any  difficulty  as  to  its 
principle.  This  opinion,  however,  seemed 
to  him  (the  Duke  of  Biohmond)  a  mis- 
taken one.  The  ironmasters,  for  in- 
stance, who  clearlj  were  a  body  of  gen- 
tiemen  not  inooneiderable  in  numbers  or 
importance,  had  presented  a  Petition, 
urging  that  to  get  tbeir  schools  adopted 
would  involve  conditions  that  could  not 
be  undertaken,  since,  having  regard  to 
tbe  minerals  underneath  the  sites,  and 
to  those  sites  being  generally  connected 
with  the  works,  it  would  be  inconvenient 
to  place  them  under  the  control  of  a  pub- 
lic Board.  They  were  convinced,  more- 
over— 

"Thkt  tba  Bit),  ifpsued,  would,  it  no  dinsnt 

dkte,  lead  to  purelj  seonlar  tencfaing ;  *nd  Ihgj 
itronglj  objtsted  to  loeh  &  BubTsnion  of  tha  in- 
t«Dded  niee  of  tbe  bajldings.  Tb«w  nuttter*  had 
been  forced  upon  their  attention  bf  tbe  inlrodna- 
tionoftha  Bill:  and  the  caniequeDt  eoniidem- 
tion  of  tbe  aubjeot  had  led  to  theie  tIowi.  Lik* 
ooniideratioa  ii  grndaaUj  leadiDg  other*  aim  to 
prefer  tbe  enoonrngemeut  and  better  developmeDt 
of  the  eiiitingijaCeni  to  an  untried  afatem  fraught 
with  the  abOTB  and  other  erili," 

Then,  again,  the  Acting  Committee  of 
the  Church  of  Scotland,  who  ought  to 
know  something  of  the  educational  wants 
of  the  country,  nad  pointed  out  in  a  Pe- 
tition that  tbe  Bill  made  no  provision 
for  religious  instruction,  that  it  tended 
to  extinguish  the  denominational  f^stem 
and  all  locsl  effort,  and  that  while  the 
parochial  schools  afibrded  a  good  educa- 
tion to  more  than  a  fourth  of  the  inhabi- 
tants of  the  landward  districts,  their  de- 
fidendee  were  to  a  great  extent  supplied 
by  various  religious  denominations  and 
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indiTidual  heritors 
works.    The  Comm 

"ThB  defleien«iM  are  raported  to  be,  not  a 
wnnt  of  aohooU  to  anj  marked  oxtent,  bat  onlj 
interior  nhool  buildin|s  (io  manjr  caaei),  a  want 
of  oerliScated  tenehers,  nnd  neeil  of  inipeetioD. 
Id  thcae  ciicumslancca  it  appenrg  moit  inelpe- 
dient  to  introduce  a  Bill  involving  large  rating 
poners,  and  other  eonuquenoei  much  to  be  de- 
precated, for  the  porpose  of  rvmedjing  evili  that 
could  b«  coiilj  met  under  the  prcaent  sfitem." 
Through  the  courtesy  of  the  noble  Duke 
in  consenting-,  on  the  appeal  of  his  noble 
Friend  (the  Duke  of  M&rlboiouKh),  to 
postpone  the  Conunittee  on  the  fiul  until 
after  the  meetinge  of  the  CommisBioDero 
of  Supply  the  opinions  of  those  impor- 
tant b<^es  had  been  expressed  and,  as 
a  sample  of  a  great  number  of  them,  he 
would  refer  to  the  Petition  of  the  CWi- 
miasionerB  of  Supply  of  the  county  of 
Lanark.  After  remarking  that  72  per 
cent  of  the  children  attending  school 
were  being  educated  at  Toluntarily- sup- 
ported schools,  they  came  to  this  con- 
clusioii — 

''  That  on  the  vhole  your  Pelitionsre  oontider 
the  extenaive  alterations  proposed  by  the  Bill  to 
be  unneoeaaarj  and  uncalled-for.  aod  to  be  such 
as  can  do  little  good,  and  ma;  do  much  injur]', 
to  the  educational  intereits  of  Scotland,  while 
the]'  w)U  increnae  the  borden  of  looal  lajutioo  lo 
a  vcrj  large  extent." 

The  Commissioners  of  the  counties  of 
iDTomees,  Aberdeen,  Renfrew,  Dum- 
fries, Ayr,  Linlithgow,  Edinburgh,  and 
Haddington  had  ^o  petitioned  against 
the  Bill ;  wbilo  those  wno  had  petitioned 
partially  in  its  favour  suj^sted  such 
important  modifications  that  were  they 
carried  out  the  noble  Duke  would  hardly 
be  able  to  recognize  the  measure, 
far  as  he  had  been  able  to  ascertain 
nineteen  county  meetings  were  opposed 
to  the  Bill,  while  at  six  no  action 
taken  or  the  subject  was  referred  to 
sub-committees,  and  as  to  ei^t  nothing 
could  be  stated.  The  Free 
by  no  means  unanimous  in  favour  of  the 
Bill,  for  the  Free  Church  presbyti 
of  Aberdeen  and  Ayr  had  petitioned 
against  it ;  while  those  of  Glasgow, 
Dundee,  Chanonry,  Oarioch,  and  Loc- 
kerbie, as  well  as  the  Synod  of  Hoss, 
wished  for  amendments,  the  absence  of 
provision  for  religious  teaching  being 
one  of  the  objections.  He  hoped  he  had 
now  stated  sufRcient  to  explain  why  he 
entertained  his  views  as  to  this  BUI.  He 
had  shown  that  the  school  attendance 
was  not  unsatisfactoiT,  that  the  condition 
of  the  parochial  schools  was  efficient, 
Tht  Duie  of  Richmond 


and  that  the  Bill  would  dry  up  the  large 
amount  provided  by  Toluntary  effOTta. 
He  had  shown  that  the  Conmusaioners 
of  Supply  in  many  of  the  counties  were 
entirely  opposed  to  the  measure,  while 
the  great  majority  were  opposed  to  ma- 
teriid  parts  of  it,  and  the  Education  Com- 
mittee of  the  Chnrch  of  Scotland,  as  well 
as  several  Free  Church  congregations, 
were  also  opposed  to  it.  He  contended 
that  the  present  sjrstem  should  be  upheld 
and  extended,  and  that  the  voluntary 
S7st«m  which  had  so  long  flourished 
should  be  encouraged,  and  that,  above 
all,  a  8}'stem  which  'provided  rehgioiu 
instruction  should  be  maintained.  To 
quote  the  concluding'  para^aph  of  a 
wcffk  by  a  minister  of  the  EBtablished 
Church,  which   ably  summed   up  the 

"I  believe  that  the  qneslion  oomc*  to  thiau 
regards  religion —  ShallwehaTeadeDaminationnl 
sjatem  as  at  present,  aod  ChristiaD  inatruclion,  or 
BO  UD denominational,  as  the  Act  providu,  and, 
in  the  course  of  not  very  man;  years,  seculariiin 
— auch  secnlariam  ns  coaaiats  not  in  the  utter 
banishment  of  Christianitj  from  our  aohools,  but 
in  its  banishment  from  (he  sphere  which  it  hat 
bitherlD  occupied  in  our  national  education  aa  $, 
basis  of  echool  training,  and  the  supreme  rule  of 
conduct?  The  lots  of  Christian  instruction  in  our 
schools  would  be  a  diaaslraua  event  to  the  conn- 
try,  but  still  more  the  toas  of  that  religioui  spirit 
which  oar  present  aystcm  tends  to  infuse  into  the 
up-bringing  of  the  young.  '  Godly  up.hringing,' 
our  fathera  called  it ;  and  to  the  element  of  re- 
ligion which  they  introdoced  in  Scotland,  and 
whioh  they  faithrully  preserved,  is  mainly  due  to 
the  greatness  of  our  country." 

The  Duke  of  ARGYLL  said,  he  must 
admit  that  the  noble  Duke  (the  Duke 
of  Richmond),  holding  such  opinions  on 
this  Bill,  waa  fully  entitled  to  express 
them  at  the  present  sta^ ;  but  he  must 
not  think  it  was  from  any  want  of  re- 
spect if  he  declined  to  follow  him  in 
discussing  the  general  principles  of  tha 
measure.  The  greater  part  of  the  noble 
Duke's  speech  had,  however,  referred  to 
points  on  which  he  thought  he  should 
be  able  to  offer  iiill  explanations  in  Com- 
mittee ;  and  he  hoped  also  to  be  able  to 
^ow  that  the  noble  Duke's  at^^ument 
with  regard  to  finance  and  to  the  iron- 
masters was  not  well  founded.  He  (the 
Duke  of  Argyll)  however  wished  to  refer 
to  one  matter  only.  The  noble  Duke  had 
told  them  that  his  first  intention  waa  to 
persuade  the  House  to  refiise  to  go  into 
Committee  on  the  Bill,  but  that  Friends 
'niiom  he  had  consulted  had  advised  him 
that  such  an  almost  oontemptnous  rejeo* 
tion  of  the  Bill  would  amoimt  to  a  breach 
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of  Mth.  For  his  own  part  he  (the  Duke 
of  Ara;^ll)  thought  it  would  be  much 
more  man  that.  For,  considering  the  oir- 
cumstances  under  which  the  BiQ  was  in- 
troduced in  this  rather  than  in  the  other 
House,  and  the  feelina^  which  he  be- 
lieved existed  among  the  Scotch  Mem- 
bers, who,  after  all,  represented  the  na- 
tional feeling  more  than  Pre8b3'terie8  or 
even  Commiasioners  of  Supply  did,  it 
would  have  been  most  detrimental  to  the 
oharaoter  and  reputation  of  the  House  if 
it  had  not  shown  awilliuffneas,  and  even 
a  desire,  to  go  into  a  full  discussion  of 
the  details  of  the  mesflure.  He  hoped 
the  Houee  would  not  expect  him  to  say 
more  until  they  got  into  Committee. 

Lord  CATRNS  said,  there  were  many 
details  of  the  Bill  which  might  be  better 
considered  in  Committee;  at  the  same 
time  there  were  some  matters  which  were 
left  open  for  explanation  on  a  previous 
oooasion,  and  ae  to  which  he  thought 
their  Lordships  should  have  some  expie.- 
nation  now.  The  noble  Duke,  in  intro- 
ducing the  Bill,  expressed  an  opinion 
that  it  would  be  lai^y  acceptable  in 
Scotland,  and  that,  although  it  might  not 
meet  wilji  univeTsal  approval,  it  would 
be  accepted,  throughout  the  country, 
a  commomise  of  a  very  difiScult  ques- 
tion. Their  Lordships  probably  shared 
that  anticipation,  and  had  it  been  veri- 
fied they  would  have  been  spared  much 
labour  and  anxiety.  But  as  far  as  h( 
(Lord  Cairns)  could  judge  these  expeC' 
tations  had  been  by  no  means  realized ; 
for,  as  it  seemed  to  him,  in  Scotland,  the 
Bill  had  encountered  by  no  mean 
&vour&ble  a  reception  as  the  House 
were  led  to  expect.  Large  bodies  of 
persons  were  altogether  opposed  to 
It;  and  even  those  who  to  some  ex- 
tent approved  it  asked  for  important 
amendments,  hardly  any  two  of  them 
agreeing  as  to  the  amendments  they 
required.  The  consequence  Is  that, 
taking  only  the  Fetitioas  that  are  in 
favour  of  the  Bill,  there  was  hardly  any 
part  of  the  measure  which  one  or  other 
of  the  Petitions  did  not  ask  for  an  altera- 
tion in,  and  this  rendered  it  difficult  for 
the  House  to  decide  how  this  important 
question  could  best  be  settled.  There 
was  one  point  which  went  to  the  root  of 
the  Bill — the  turning  point  on  which 
the  rest  must  hinge— he  meant  of  course 
the  financial  question ;  and  at  an  earlier 
stage  he  expressed  a  hope  that,  at  a 
snbaeqnent  stage,  the  Government  would 
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state  the  grounds  on  which  the?  believed 
a  maximum  rate  of  Sd.  in  the  pound 
would  suffice  to  work  the  machinery  of 
the  Bill.  Before  going  into  Committee 
the  House  ought  to  know  how  far  that 
estimate  could  be  rehed  upon.  Now, 
his  noble  Friend  (the  Duke  of  Rich- 
mond) had  quoted  a  very  remarkable 
statement,  showing  that  in  seventy-one 
out  of  154  Highland  and  island  pa- 
rishes a  3d.  rate  would  be  wholly 
inadequate — the  rate,  moreover,  being 
most  inadequate  in  the  very  parishes 
where  it  was  most  wanted.  [The  Duke 
of  Abotli.  said  he  was  prepared  to  show 
in  Committee  the  &llacy  of  these  statis- 
tics.] No  doubt  the  noble  Duke  would 
be  prepared  to  give  some  explanation — 
but,  as  an  example,  he  might  take  the 
case  of  Jura  and  Colonsay.  A  3d.  rate 
would,  according  to  this  statement,  pro- 
duce £69  15«.  7d.,  while  the  necessary 
expenses  of  the  various  schools,  allow- 
ing for  Privy  Council  grants,  would 
show  a  deficiency  of  £364,  so  that  not 
only  a  rate  of  3d.  would  not  be  suffi- 
cient, but  even  a  Is.  rate  would  be  in- 
sufficient. There  were  many  other  cases 
of  the  same  kind.  There  was  another 
point  to  which  he  wished  to  call  the 
attention  of  the  Qovemment ;  for,  on  the 
second  reading,  the  noble  Duke  (the 
Duke  of  Argyll)  referred  to  it  as  a  point 
on  which  the  Government  might  be  in- 
duced to  change  their  opinion.  The 
principle  of  the  Bill  was  to  reduce,  so  far 
as  possible,  all  the  schools  of  Scotland  to 
the  one  uniform  level,  which  might  be 
described  as  the  level  of  the  new  national 
schools.  There  were  three  different 
classes  of  schools.  Pirst,  there  was  the 
well-known  old  parochial  schoob ;  in  the 
second  place,  there  were  the  schools 
supported  mainly  by  voluntary  contri- 
butions and  receiving  also  the  Council 
grant ;  and,  thirdly,  Aiere  was  the  class 
of  new  national  schools  to  be  supported 
by  rate.  Now,  the  mode  adopted  by 
this  Bill  to  reduce  the  two  first  classes  to 
the  same  position  as  the  third,  was  a 
process  of  what  might  be  termed  re- 
wards and  punishments.  If  the  heritors 
would  agree  to  place  the  parochial 
schools  under  the  new  gvetem,  instead 
of  the  upper  heritors  only  being  rated, 
the  rate  would  be  spread  over  the  whole 
body  of  heritors;  but  if  they  did  not 
entirely  submit  to  the  new  regulations 
th^  would  still  be  liable  to  an  order  to 
re-bnUd  the  school  or  master's  houee,  for 


439  Parochial  SekoaU  ILOBDS)  {Seotlani)  Bill.  440 

were  to  be  taxed  alike,  but  with  this 
difference — that  the  majorily  were  to 
hare  their  religious  education,  but  th&t 
the  minority  were  not  to  hare  thein. 
Let  their  Lordships  observe  the  conse- 
quence. There  were  parisheB  in  8cot- 
^d  where  the  minority  were  Eoman 
Catholics;  there  were  others  in  which 
the  minoritr  were  Episcopalians;  but 
there  were  otliers  in  which  the  minori^ 
were  Presbyterians.      He  knew    some 

Eariehes  in  Livemesssfaire,  and  he  be- 
eved  there  were  some  in  Aberdeen- 
shire, where  the  Boman  Catholics  were 
in  the  majority,  and  others  in  which  the 
PresbytenauB  were  also  certainly  in  Olo 
minority.  Suppose  the  two  cases  oc- 
curred side  by  side,  the  Boman  Catholics 
beins  in  a  majority  in  one  jpariah  and 
the^^ebytorians  in  theadjoining  pariah. 
How  would  they  justify  a  state  of  things 
in  which  both  were  to  be  taxed  alike, 
but  in  which  the  children  of  one  sect 
would  go  to  the  school  of  the  majority  and 
receive  a  religious  training  according  to 
the  vrisheB  of  their  parents,  but  the  chil- 
dren of  the  minority  must  go  to  a  school 
where  they  would  either  receive  no  reli- 
gious instruction  at  all,  or  such  in- 
struction as  their  parents  must  disapprove 
of.  He  understood  the  noble  Duke  to 
say  that  he  would  provide  by  the  Bill 
that,  along  with  these  national  schools, 
there  shomd  be  continued,  not  only  for 
a  certain  time  but  always,  public  gronta 
for  other  denominational  schools.  That 
might  in  some  measure  obviato  the 
difficulty;  but  he  owned  that  the  sys- 
tem appeared  to  require  very  serious 
consideration.  The  Preamble  of  the 
Bill  declared  that  it  was  desirable  that 
the  present  system  of  parochial  schools  is 
Scotland  should  be  extended,  enlarged, 
and  improved.  He  confessed,  however, 
that  he  had  not  been  able  to  find  any- 
thing in  the  Bill  that  would  extend, 
enlarge,  and  improve  the  present  system 
of  parochial  schools  in  Bcotland.  On 
the  contrary,  he  saw  Aat  the  Bill  from 
the  beginning  to  the  end  tended  to  put 
an  ena  to  the  parochial  schools  of  Boot- 
land.  That  country  was  iamous  for  the 
education  given  in  these  schools,  and 
one  of  the  greatest  calamities  that  could 
befall  Scotland  would  be  that  this  edu- 
cation should  be  impaired.  There  oould 
be  no  greater  mistake  than  to  suppose 
that  the  parochial  schools  of  Scothmd 
were  merely  primary  or  elemeatsiy 
eohoola.   In  many  dismcts  they  supplied 


which  they  would  be  rated  on  the  old 
principle.  Then,  again,  if  the  denomi- 
national schools  did  not,  within  twelve 
months,  come  in  as  "  adopted"  schools 
they  would  forfeit  the  Government  grauto 
— a  severe  penalty,  which  would  extin- 
guish many  if  not  all  of  them.  They 
might  be  brought  in  and  remain  subject 
to  Oie  old  management ;  but,  in  that  case, 
they  were  not  to  share  in  the  rate  and 
would  only  receive  Government  assist- 
ance, while  the  liability  to  an  order  to 
re-build  the  school  or  master's  house 
would  remain.  The  result  of  this  would 
be  to  establith  a  system  different  from 
that  which  existed,  or  had  even  been 
suggested  in  any  other  part  of  the  United 
£uigdom.  The  systems  which  had  been 
tried  were  these — hx  England  la^e 
pubhc  grants  were  made  to  schools  con- 
nected with  various  denominations;  in 
Ireland  to  schools  complying  with  certain 
conditions,  the  managers  being  allowed 
to  add  religious  education  at  separato 
hours  from  the  secular  instruction,  so 
that  no  child  might  be  forced  to  receive 
the  kind  of  religious  instruction  of  which 
his  parents  disapprove  ;  a  purely  secular 
system  had  likewise  been  advocated,  the 
rate  being  applied  for  the  general  edu- 
cation of  a  parish  or  district,  and  no  re- 
ligious instruction  being  given.  The 
present  proposal  differed  from  aU  these  ; 
for  though  there  was  no  provision  with 
regard  to  religious  education,  its  prin- 
ciple was  this,  that  the  majority  of  any 
parish,  represented  by  the  school  com- 
mittee, were  to  decide  whether  any  re- 
ligious instruction  diould  be  given  in  all 
the  schools  supported  by  the  rate,  and 
of  what  kind  that  instruction  was  to 
be.  It  was,  therefore,  a  denominational 
^stem,  with  this  peculiarity — that  the 
denominational  character  which  the  edu- 
cation was  to  assume  was  to  be  fixed  by 
the  majority  of  the  parish,  represented 
by  the  local  committee.  What  was 
to  become  of  the  minority?  That  was 
a  most  important  element  in  the  Bill, 
and  it  ought  to  he  fully  considered 
by  Parliament.  In  this  oountry  the 
minority  were  under  the  denomina- 
tional system  perfectly  protected,  and 
Ihey  hod  their  religious  training  as  com- 
pletely provided  for  as  the  majority  had 
theirs.  60  also  in  Ireland,  except  in 
cases  where  the  minority  were  so  excep- 
tionally small  in  numbers  as  not  to  war- 
rant a  separate  school.  By  this  Bill, 
however,  oil  the  inhabitants  of  the  pariah 
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Uiaplace  of  middle-clafis  schoole  and  semi- 
naries. There  could  be  no  doubt  ibat 
the  Univereities  of  Scotland  were  largely 
recruited  from  her  parodual  schoole; 
and  young  men  who  had  highly  distia- 
guiehed  themBelves  had  often  proceeded 
direct  from  those  schoole  to  the  Uni- 
Tcreitiea,  It  was  proposed  by  the  Bill 
to  bring  theee  schools  under  the  direc- 
tion and  management  of  local  school 
committees,  chosen  half  by  the  occupiers 
and  half  by  the  heritors.  The  present 
system  of  management  had  been  ez-  ' 
tremely  advantageous,  and  had  led  to 
the  celebri^  ana  distinction  of  these 
parochial  Bchools.  Was  it  certain  they 
would  improve  under  the  management 
of  local  school  committees  ?  What  was 
the  experience  of  such  committees  ?  In 
the  Report  af  the  Schools  Conunis 
there  appeared  an  interesting  statement 
from  the  Sub  Commissioner,  who  re- 
ported upon  the  state  of  the  schools  of 
Canada  and  the  United  States,  which 
were  under  the  man^ement  of  local 
committees.  He  said  that  in  Upper 
Canada,  where  the  trustees  were  men 
who  took  an  interest  in  the  schools,  and 
were  really  competent  to  discharge  their 
duties,  there  was  no  room  for  complaint. 
In  many  places,  however,  and  espe- 
cially in  some  rural  districts,  the  trus- 
tees did  not  enter  the  school  more  than 
once  a  year.  He  had  heard  that  some 
of  these  managers  could  hardly  write 
their  own  names,  and  were  quite  illite- 
rate. One  of  the  Canadian  superin- 
tendents told  the  Assistant  Comnussioner 
that  the  great  body  of  the  school  ma- 
nagers were  remiss  in  the  performance 
of  their  duties  through  an  entire  igno- 
rance of  the  nature  of  those  duties.  For 
anything  to  the  contrary  in  this  Bill, 
the  whole  of  the  school  committees  who 
were  to  manage  the  parochial  schools 
might  he  men  who  could  neither  read 
nor  write.  Was  it  desirable  to  hand 
over  schools  so  efficient  and  so  cele- 
brated to  a  mamgement  of  that  kind  ? 
But  that  was  not  all.  He  observed  that 
it  was  proposed  by  the  Schedule  that 
due  care  should  be  taken  that  the  exist- 
ing standard  of  education  should  not  be 
lowered,  and  that,  as  far  as  possible,  as 
high  a  standard  should  be  maintained 
as  in  all  the  national  schools  of  Scotland. 
Did  that  mean  that  the  same  averse 
standard  should  be  maintained  as  to  ^e 
whole  of  the  elementary  education,  or 
ttwt  the  standard  which  now  existed  in 
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the  elementary  and  secondary  schools 
should  be  kept  up.  These  were  ques- 
tions not  arising  fivm  any  particular 
clauses,  but  whiuk  were  well  worthy  the 
consideration  of  their  Lordships.  They 
were  asked  to  take  a  stop  which,  under 
certain  checks  and  provisions,  might  be 
advantageous,  but  which  was  a  step  of 
the  gravest  importance  to  Scotland,  and 
a  mistake  might  produce  evils  which 
eveiy  prerson  connected  with  Scotland 
would  regret. 

The  Easl  of  DALH0U8IE  said,  he 
would  not  follow  the  speech  of  the  noble 
and  learned  Lord — indeed  he  feared  they 
were  getting  into  an  irregular  discussion. 
The  question  before  their  Lordships  was 
whether  they  should  go  into  Committee 
on  this  Bill  or  not.  Ab  f ar  as  the  noble 
Duke  (the  Duke  of  Eichmond)  was  con- 
cerned he  was  perfectly  justified  in  the 
X«ch  he  had  addressed  to  their  Lord- 
ps,  because  being  unavoidably  absent 
he  had  had  no  opportunity  of  discussing 
the  principle  of  Uie  Bill  on  the  second 
readmg,  and  therefore  he  had  fairly 
availed  himself  of  the  present  occasion. 
The  noble  Duke  stated  that  it  was  ori- 
ginally his  intention  to  move  that  the 
Bill  be  committed  that  day  three  months, 
but  that,  on  consulting  with  his  Friends 
on  his  side  of  the  House,  he  had  deter- 
mined not  to  oppose  the  Motion  to  go  into 
Committee.  The  noble  Duke,  however, 
could  not  have  consulted  with  the  noble 
and  learned  Lord  who  had  just  delivered 
so  strong  and  emphatic  an  address 
against  the  principle  of  the  Bill.  He 
put  it  to  the  noble  and  learned  Lord 
whether,  in  the  position  which  he  occu- 
pied, he  was  not  incurring  the  risk  of 
estabhshing  a  most  inconvenient  pre- 
cedent by  debating  over  a^ain  the  prin- 
ciple of  a  Bill  on  the  Motion  for  going 
into  Committee  upon  it.  He  trusted 
that  their  Lordships  would  proceed  in 
the  ordinary  course ;  because  he  was 
certain  that  the  noble  Duke  who  had 
charge  of  the  Bill  would  be  quite  ready 
to  discuss  every  question  and  every  de- 
tail when  the  particular  clause  came 
before  their  LordshipB  in  Committee. 

Lord  COLONSAT  said,  he  thought 
that  the  noble  and  learned  Lord  (Lord 
Cairns)  had  chosen  the  most  convenient 
moment  for  offering  to  their  Lordships 
the  general  observations  which  suggested 
themselves  to  his  mind.  He  thought 
the  noble  Duke  ought  now  to  give  some 
sort  of  explanation  as  to  the  gronndB 
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upon  vhidi  the  rate  that  had  been  fixed 
1^  appeared  to  be  a  sufficieat  one. 
Tee  DnxE  op  AltOYLL  said,  that  the 
iper  ia  which  the  noble  and  learned 
>rd  (Lord  Caims)  had  referred  had 
been  circulated  among  their  Lordehipe 
-within  the  last  few  dare  only.  It  wae 
drawn  np  nominally  by  the  Gteneral 
Assembly^B  committee,  but  really  by 
Mr.  Laurie,  their  seoretary.  "When  the 
paper  came  into  his  hands  he  saw  in  ai 
gtfuit  that  the  whole  statement  proceeded 
on  a  fallacy,  and  he  referred  it  to  the  Fi- 
nancial Secretary  of  the  Privy  Council, 
who  had  prepared  a  statement  in  reply  to 
it,  which  he  would  lay  on  &e  table  that 
evening.  He  should  be  prepared  to  show 
that  the  calculations  of  the  noble  and 
learned  Lord  were  Titallyfallacioua.  Hr. 
Laurie  assumed  that  new  school  bnildings 
would  be  required  for  every  existing 
•ohodl,  however  small.  With  regard  to 
the  parishee  with  which  he  (the  Duke  of 
Argyll)  was  acquainted,  eveiyitem  of  Mr. 
Laurie  s  finance  was  absolutely  errone- 
ous. The  finance  of  the  scheme  had  been 
gone  into  most  carefully  by  the  Commis- 
sioners, who  had  a  full  knowledge  of  all 
the  facts  of  the  case,  and  they  certainly 
were  not  likely  to  make  the  gross 
blunders  alleged  by  Mr.  Laurie.  The 
calculation  on  which  the  Bill  was  based 
was  that  the  M.  rate,  supplemented  by 
double  Privy  Council  grants,  and  the 
fees  varying  from  At.  to  5«.  and  6*., 
would  give  £1  a  head  for  every  scholar, 
which  would  be  amply  sufficient  for  the 
poorest  parish  in  Scotland. 

The  Ddo  of  MAELBOEOUUH  had 
some  reason  to  know  that  the  statement 
made  by  the  Friw  Council  Office  had 
reference  to  the  s^ariea  given  to  female 
teachers  under  the  Qeneral  Assembly  of 
the  Church  of  Scotland.  The  average* 
salary  of  uncertifind^d  female  teachers 
was  £41.  Their  number  was  not  three, 
as  stoted,  but  seventeen,  and  therefore 
£15  or  £16  was  required  to  be  added  to 
each;  in  other  words,  about  £300  was 
required  to  be  added  for  the  entire  num- 
ber of  female  teachers,  and  to  raise  the 
number  of  uncertificated  male  teachers 
to  the  average  of  £55  would  take  a  sum 
of  £1,160. 
After  a  few  words  from  the  Duke  of 

MONTBOSE, 
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accordingly. 
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Clause  1  (Interpretation  Clause). 

The  Duxe  of  ABQTLL  said,  he 
wished  to  make  a  very  few  observations 
with  respect  to  the  Central  Board.  He 
had  not  placed  on  the  Paper  any  notice 
of  Amendment  with  regard  to  ihe  con- 
stitution  of  that  Board  ;  but  other 
noble  Lords  had  done  so.  One  of  the 
Amendments  of  which  notice  had  been 
given  by  his  noble  and  learned  Friend 
(Lord  Colonsay),  adopted  the  principle 
of  an  elective  Board ;  but  with  the  ad- 
dition of  certain  members;  the  object 
being  that  the  proportion  of  memoera 
who  represented  the  ratepaying  interest, 
as  compared  with  the  purely  profeEsional 
members  should  be  increased.  Now,  if 
the  House  preferred  the  elective  princi- 
ple, he  (the  Duke  of  AigyU)  should  be 
ready  to  accept  his  noble  ajad  learned 
Friend's  Amendment.  But,  besides  that 
Amendment,  two  suggestions  had  been 
made  on  his  own  side  of  the  House, 
pointing  to  the  conclusion  that  the  Board 
should  not  be  elective  but  nominated. 
Now,  without  at  all  desiring  to  give  any 
pledge  as  to  the  course  which  the  Go- 
vernment might  take  in ' '  another  place, " 
where  possibly  another  view  might  be 
taken  of  this  particular  part  of  the  Bill, 
he  wished  to  say  that,  if  in  the  opinion 
of  a  majority  of  the  Scotch  Members  of 
their  Lordships'  House,  it  diould  be  ocai- 
sidered  that  a  nominated  Board  would 
be  preferable,  he  should  be  prepared  to 
bring  up  a  clause  on  the  Beport,  substi- 
tuting a  nominated  for  an  elective  Board. 
He  said  this  with  the  view  of  saving  a 
considerable  amount  of  discussion.  Of 
so,  in  regard  to  the  payment  of  the 
ibers,  he  could  not  enter  into  tbat 
question.  He  did  not  wi^  to  go  to  tha 
Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  and  tell  him 
to  put  his  hand  into  his  pocket  too  often ; 
or  to  act  on  the  advioe  given  to  the  lat4 
Sir  Qeoige  Sinclair  by  one  of  his  consti- 
tuents immediately  after  fae  had  been 
elected  for  Caithness — "  Now,  my  advio» 
to  you.  Sir  Geoige  is — be  aye  (Re- 
taking what  ye  can  get,  and  be  aye  set^- 
seeking  till  ye  get  mair." 

Loan  CAIBNS  wished  to  know  if  he 
rightly  understood  that  the  arrangement 
proposed  by  the  noble  Duke  was  with- 
out prejudice  to  the  course  which  the 
Government  might  take  in  "  another 
Taoe."  [The  Duke  of  Abotix:  Yes.] 
!e  never  heard  of  such  a  proposal— 
that  the  Gbvemment  should  tnake  a  pio- 
posal  to  their  Lordships'  Houae  and  hold 
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tiLemgelres  at  liberty  to  make  a  dif- 
ferent proposal  to  tlie  other  House  of 
Parliament. 

The  Does  of  ABOTLL  said,  it  vas 
possible  that  another  view  might  be 
taken  of  this  matter  by  the  Houbs  of 
Commons.  He  did  not  attach  great  im- 
portance to  the  principle,  and  was  pre- 
pared to  make  the  Bou^  Dominated  in- 
stead of  eleotive  ;  it  was  a  mere  point  of 
detail.  He  hoped  the  disoussion  would 
be  conducted  in  a  l«mperate  spirit,  and 
that  advanta^  would  not  be  taken  of  a 
single  expreaaion  with  a  view  to  ^ve 
this  the  appearance  of  a  party  discuBBion. 

The  DnxB  of  RICHMOND  assured 
the  noble  Duke  that  no  one  could  ap- 
proach this  question  with  a  greater  de- 
eire  for  fairness  and  moderation  than 
himself ;  but  he  must  point  out  the  very 

nt  incousistancy  of  the  tone  adopted 
le  noble  Duke.  Had,  or  had  not, 
die  Gbvemm^it  made  up  their  minds  on 
the  Bill  now  under  discussion  ?  It  was 
a  Bill  brought  in  by  the  noble  Duke  on 
the  authority  of  the  OoTenunent,  at  an 
early  period  of  the  Beesion.  The  noble 
X>iike  described  it  as  a  very  good  Bill, 
whidi  ought  to  pass  ;  but,  possibly  some 
of  his  Colleagues  might  ultimately  not 
agree  with  him,  and  the  fate  of  the  BiU 
would  depend,  not  on  what  he  thought, 
but  on  what  his  Colleagues  in  "  another 
place"  thought.  This,  however,  ought 
to  have  been  decided  long  ago.  It  was 
not  respectful  to  the  House  that  the  Go- 
vernment should  introduce  a  Bill  on 
which  they  had  not  made  up  their  minds, 
and  then  say — "We  are  ready  to  assent 
to  a  modification  of  the  Bill  in  the  House 
of  Lords,  but  we  will  not  promise  to  ad- 
here to  it  in  the  House  of  Commons." 
If  the  noble  Duke  in  this  House  adopted 
an  alteration  of  the  Bill,  substituting  one 
arrangement  for  another,  he  was  bound, 
and  his  Colleagues  in  the  other  House 
also  were  bound,  to  adhere  to  that  alter- 
ation. 

Eam.  DE  obey  awd  EIPON  thought 
the  noble  Duke  who  had  just  spoken 
took  a  somewhat  unusual  view  of  the 
duhr  of  the  Government,  because  he 
said  that,  after  having  come  to  a  deter- 
mination on  the  detaus  of  Uie  Bill,  they 
ought,  if  the  House  changed  any  at 
those  details,  to  adhere  to  their  own  de- 
<asion.  Now,  if  his  noble  Friend  had 
said  that  he  would  adhere  to  every  de- 
tail whatever  might  be  the  decision  of 
their  Lordships,  lie  would  justly  have 
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been  obnoxious  to  the  charge  of  assum- 
ing a  dictatorial  tone.  What  he  under- 
stood his  noble  Friend  to  say  was  that, 
if  it  should  be  the  opinion  of  the  House 
that  a  nominated  Board  would  be  pre- 
ferable to  an  elected  Board,  he  would 
be  prepared,  in  deference  to  the  opinion 
of  tiie  House  on  a  point  which  he  did 
not  deem  important,  to  accept  an  Amend- 
ment to  that  effect.  His  noble  Friend 
added  that  the  question  was  one  in  re- 
spect to  which  the  other  House  might 
have  an  opinion  of  its  own,  and  might 
approve  a  scheme  different  from  that 
approved  by  their  Lordships'  House. 

The  Ddke  of  MAELBOEOUGH 
wished  to  point  out  to  their  Lordships 
that  a  grave  constitutional  principle  was 
involved  in  the  principle  laid  down  by 
the  noble  Duke  the  Secretary  for  India, 
for  it  appeared  that  if  there  should  be 
a  general  concurrence  of  opinion  among 
their  Lordships  as  to  the  principle  of  the 
appointment  of  the  Central  Board,  be 
was  prepared  to  adopt  it;  but  if  the 
other  House  did  not  think  the  change 
advisable  he  would  be  prepared  to  aban- 
don it.  The  noble  Duke  vfts  bound  to 
have  brought  the  matter  under  the  con- 
sideration of  his  Colleagues,  and  to  have 
obtained  their  sanction  to  a  precise 
course ;  for  it  would  be  extremely  in- 
convenient, after  the  Bill  had  passed 
their  Lordships'  House,  to  have  it 
brought  back  again,  at  a  time  when  the 
attendance  of  their  Lordships  would  be 
comparatively  thin,  with  their  Lord- 
ships' decision  reversed  on  this  particular 
point. 

The  Eaxl  of  ATRLEE  s^d,  he 
thought  that  his  noble  Friend  the  Se- 
cretary for  India  had  made  a  very  fair 
proposal.  He  said  that  if,  with  regard 
to  the  constitution  of  the  Board,  their 
Lordships  should  prefer  nomination  to 
election,  he  should  accept  it ;  but  he  said 
it  was  veiy  probable  that  the  other 
House  might  take  a  different  view.  He 
had  heard  it  stated  that  the  BiD  was 
unpopular  in  Scotland,  but  having  taken 
the  pains  to  ascertain  the  opinion  of  the 
different  great  bodies  in  that  countiy,  he 
found  that  the  great  majority  of  them, 
though  they  might  differ  as  to  the  details 
of  the  measure,  agreed  in  approving  its 
principle. 

LoBD  KINNAIED  observed  that  the 
noble  Duke  the  Secretaiy  for  India  had 
only  said  that,  as  there  were  to  be  paid 
members  on  the  Board,  the  constitution 
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of  the  Board  must  in  a  great  measure 
depend  on  the  sanction  of  the  House  of 
CconmonB  and  of  the  Chancellor  of  the 
Exchequer.  He  wovdd  suggest  that  the 
Amenaments  respecting  the  conetitution 
of  the  Board  mignt  be  coneidered  on  the 
Iteport. 

LoBD  CAIRNS  aaid,  the  Amendment 
to  convert  the  Board  into  a  nominated 
Board  might  now  be  passed,  if  the  noble 
Buke  the  Secretary  for  India  were  satis- 
fied that  the  Goremment  approved  it. 
Of  course,  the  Ooveminent  could  not 
promise  Uiat  the  House  of  Commone 
■would  support  the  Amendment ;  but  it 
waa  to  be  expected  that  the  tf  embers  re- 
presentiug  the  Government  in  that  House 
would  support  it.  It  would  be  proper 
that  their  Lordships  should  know  whe- 
Uier  the  Board  was  to  bo  paid  or  not, 
because  upon  this  questian  might  depend 
the  efficiency  of  the  Board,  and  what 
was  to  be  proposed  in  the  other  House 
of  Parliament  by  way  of  payment.  He 
did  not  see  that  there  would  be  any  diffi- 
culty in  letting  their  Lordships  know 
the  view  of  tho  Government  upon  this 
Hubiect.     • 

The  Duke  07  ABGYLL  said,  he  would 
agree  to  bring  up  a  clause  on  the  Keport, 
substituting  a  nominated  Board  for  an 
elected  Board. 

Clause  agreed  to. 

Claoses  2  to  14,  relating  to  constitu- 
tion of  "  the  Board  of  Education"  t^uek 
out :  and  two  clauses,  moved  by  Lord 
KnTHAiSD,  inserted  in  lieu  thereof.  The 
new  clauses  provide  that  "  The  Board  of 
Education  for  Scotland"  shall  consist  of 
three  persons  to  be  appointed  by  Her 
Mfijesty  by  writing  under  the  hand  of  a 
Secretary  of  State ;  and  of  a  Secretary, 
to  be  appointed  in  like  manner. 

Clauses  15,  16,  17  {Paroehiat  Sehoolt). 

Clause  15  (Farochial  and  Parliament- 

3    Schools    shall   be    "  old   national 
ools"  and  shall  continue  to  be  ma- 
naged as  at  present)  agreed  to. 
Clause  16(nDion  of  Parochial  Sobools). 
Lobs  ABINOER  moved  an  Amend- 
ment that  "it  shall  be  lawM  for  the 
school  committee  or  heritors  to  employ 
any  teacher  in  any  school  within  the 
bounds  of  their  parish  so  long  as  they 
pay  the  salary  as  above." 
Amendment  agreed  to. 
Clause  17  (Side  schools)  agreed  to. 
Lord  Kimuiird 
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B  to  26  {Fouier  to  adopt  or 
erect  ScHooh). 

Clause  18  (Board  to  fix  as  to  each 
parish  or  burgh  the  number  of  schools 
required)  agreed  to. 

Clause  19  (Board  with  the  sanction  of 
the  Lords  of  the  Treasury,  may  appoint 
special  commissioners)  agreed  to. 

The  IhjKE  or  EICHMOND  moved 
that  the  clause  be  struck  out.  He  ob- 
jected to  the  appointment  of  special 
commissioners  to  do  the  work  of  the 
Board.  There  should  be  an  efficient 
Board  appointed,  and  let  them  do  their 
own  work. 

The  Ditke  of  ARGYLL  said,  that 
one  of  the  most  important  duties  which 
the  commissioners  would  have  to  decide 
would  be  the  geographical  position  of  the 
schools.  It  wouldnever  do  fortheBoaid 
to  be  travelling  aU  over  the  countiy  to 
settle  that  to  the  neglect  of  other  duties. 
It  was  essential  the  Board  ehould  have 
power  to  appoint  special  commissionera 
to  do  that  work  and  report  to  them. 

EiBi  DE  OBEY  AMD  BIPON  swd, 
there  would  be  a  great  deal  of  special 
work  to  be  got  through  the  first  two  or 
three  years  after  the  Act  came  into 
operation,  and  therefore  it  would  be  de- 
sirable to  give  powers  to  appoint  per- 
sons to  attend  to  it.  When  that  woi): 
ceased  their  Lordships  might  rely  upon 
it  some  one  would  m  the  other  House 
object  to  the  continuance  of  the  salahea 
as  a  charge^on  the  Estimates. 

Clause  agreed  to. 

Clause  20  (Board  with  the  sanction  of 
the  majority  of  the  trustees,  mani^en, 
or  proprietors,  of  any  school,  may  adopt 
any  school). 

The  Duee  of  ARGYLL  sud,  that 
as  this  was  a  most  important  clause,  he 
desired  to  say  a  few  words  upon  it.  But 
he  would  first  reply  to  the  observations 
which  had  fallen  &om  the  noble  Duke 
(the  Duke  of  Richmond)  and  the  noble 
and  learned  Lord  opposite  (Lord  Caiins). 
Their  Lordships  would  remember  what 
he  had  said  in  introducing  this  Bill,  and 
also  upon  other  occasions,  when  the  sub- 
ject of  education  had  been  under  dis- 
cussion. He  had  never  entertained  a 
strong  opinion  against  the  denomina- 
tional system  of  e(Sication,^-on  tho  con- 
trary, he  had  always  thought  that  many 
advantages  accrued  &om  the  young  being 
educated  in  oosnectioa  with  definite  ^S: 
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terns  of  religious  belief.  But  the  Oom- 
miseion  which  sat  in  Scotland  came  to 
the  ooncluaioQ  that  it  vaa  desirable  to 

Sat  an  end  to  denominatioiial  schoolB  for 
10  Aiture,  mainly  on  two  grounds — 
first,  because,  as  conducted  under  Privy 
Coimdl  grants,  denominational  schools 
vere  incapable  of  occupying  the  whole 
field  of  education;  and,  secondly,  be- 
oattse,  as  far  as  Sootland  wae  conoemed, 
8ueh  schools  were  wholly  unnecessary  for 
the  security  of  religious  teaching.  Theae 
were  the  two  grounds — one  of  them 
arising  out  of  a  general  principle,  and 
the  D^er  out  of  the  peniliar  circum- 
stances of  Sootland — u|)on  which  that 
body  came  to  the  concluaioii  that  denomi- 
national schools  ought  to  be  stopped. 
As  regards  the  first  point,  the  noble 
Duke  (the  Duhe  of  Kichmond)  had  read 
some  extracts  &om  the  Beport  of  the 
Commissioners  which  were  in  fEiTour  of 
the  denominational  system;  but  the 
House  would  probably  come  to  the  con- 
clusion that  the  noble  Dulce  had  culled 
his  extracts  in  such  a  manner  as  not  fully 
to  represent  the  matured  opinion  of  the 
Commissiouers,  who,  in  point  of  fact, 
arrlTed  at  the  conclusion  that  the  con- 
tinuance of  the  denominational  system 
was  unnecessary  in  Scotland.  He  would 
read  to  the  House  certain  other  para- 
graphs, showing  clearly  the  opinion  of 
Qke  Commissioners  as  to  the  inadequacy 
of  the  denominational  system  to  under- 
take the  education  of  the  country.  That 
inadetjuacy  had,  indeed,  been  proved 
both  m  the  rural  districts  and  m  the 
great  cities.  He  could  speak  from  ex- 
perience as  to  the  rural  districts,  and 
could  assert  that,  as  regards  those  parts 
of  the  counfy  with  which  he  was  ac- 
quainted, it  had  been  a  complete  failure. 
The  very  principle  of  it  was,  in  fact,  to 
give  to  tbe  rich,  and  to  withhold  from  the 
poor.  When  the  system  was  brought 
forward  by  his  Fnend  the  late  I^rd 
Lansdowne  and  Sir  John  Eay  Shuttle- 
worth,  he  expressed  his  opinion  that,  if 
positiTe  rules  were  not  lud  down  as  to 
geographical  distribution,  the  grants 
Toi3d  be  hurtM  rather  than  beneficial 
to  the  country.  Unfortunately,  the  Privy 
Council  did  not  then  think  themselves 
ationg  enough  to  act  upon  that  advice. 
Thej  were  obliged  to  give  grants  where- 
ever  tli«y  were  asked  for  by  religious 
bodies.  The  Commissioners,  however, 
pointed  out  that  in  the  poorest  counties, 
where  the  population  was  sparse,  there 

VOL.  CXOVI.  [tHIBD  8EBIZ8.] 


{Seotlamt)  Sill. 


450 

was  a  very  small  amount  of  Privy  Council 
grants,  the  percentage  being  highest  in 
iho  richest  countieB  and  sinall^  in  the 
poorest  counties.  The  evidence  was 
conclusive,  therefore,  that  the  system 
was  not  calculated  to  provide  for  the 
edncationid  wants  of  the  country.  In 
their  Report  the  Comnussioners  said — 

"  From  theM  faoti  it  ii  Rbandsotlj  olesr,  not 
odIj  tbaC  tha  ifitem  of  PHt;  Counoil  ^anta  ia 
partial  in  ita  opcrstion,  but  tfaat  while  thou  dit- 
triati  which  are  moat  oompetent  to  provide  them- 
•elvai  with  KihooU  rmrire  aoDsidenble  Rid  for 
this  pnrpoM  from  the  TroMury.  tbota  diitricti 
whioh  kre  leu  competent  to  cootiibuto  for  ichooli 
reoein  littta  or  no  aid." 
There  was  also  in  the  Report  a  para- 

fraph  referring  to  Olasgow,  drawn  up 
y  no  less  distinguished  a  personage 
than  the  late  Mr.  Cook,  the  Procurator 
of  the  Church  of  Scotland.  It  was  as 
follows  r — 

"  In  the  meaotime  ws  obaerre  that  theae  ftcti 
prore  that  the  Tolnntarjr  tjratem  haa  hitherto 
proTsd  utter];  insdeqaate  to  eReot  the  eduoatiOD 
of  the  maucB  of  the  population  in  our  large  towna. 
Aa  r>r  a*  the  principle  of  aoppl;  and  demand  can 
operate  in  auch  a  inaiter  it  might  be  expected  lo 
operate  in  Glaigow  at  fulljr  aa  anjwhere,  and  it 
haa  done  ao.  There  ia  no  want  in  tliat  cit;  of 
aohoula,  where  an  education  of  a  high  claaa  can  be 
got  at  an  adequate  price  b;  thoae  wbc  wiah  Tor 
j[  ;  hat  more  than  Ibia,  there  it  no  reaaon  to 
doubt  that  Cbriaiian  teal  and  beneroUnee  have 
operated  aa  freelf  in  Glaagow  aa  Ihcf  can  be  ei- 
pecled  to  do  anjwhere  in  providing  a  eoiind  edu- 
cation, well  adapLi'd  10  the  real  wanla  of  the  lower 
ordart.  Seuional  icliooU,uiiderlheninnaKement 
of  the  kirkieBiion  of  ibe  Etiablithed  and  Free 
Churcliei.  are  lo  be  found  in  eier;  diatriot,  and, 
with  few  eicepliona.  are  admirable  ichoola.  'i'hera 
are.  braidea,  man;  endowed  and  five  or  chariCj 
rchoola  in  the  cilj  ;  and  all  of  theti-,  aa  well  at  the 
aeiiiooal  and  miaiion  achoolt,  are  doing  much 
good.  But  all  of  theae  tchoola  are  far  abort  of 
providing  Ibe  neceaaarj  accommodation  for  the 
nomhera  who  ought  to  be  at  achool." 
He  believed  that  in  Glasgow — one  of 
the  largest  cities  in  the  kingdom,  where 
the  merchants  were  distinguished  by 
their  liberality,  and  the  religious  bodies 
by  their  Christian  zeal — it  was  a  noto- 
rious fact  that  the  denominational  sys- 
tem had  completely  failed  to  provide  for 
the  educational  wants  of  the  locally. 
He  wished  to  draw  attention  to  another 
important  point.  Where  the  denomina- 
tional system  of  education  really  ex- 
isted, it  was  perfecUy  useless  as  r^jeirded 
the  religious  instruotjon  of  the  people. 
The  evidence  given  before  the  Commis- 
sioners was  to  this  effect — that  the  child- 
ren of  all  Churches,  without  exception, 
repaired  to  the  parish  schools,  or  to  the 

0 


461 


ParoeMal  Sohooh 


{LOEDe} 


{fSeottan^  Ml 


452 


Spiscopalian  schools,  or  to  Uie  TTnited 
fTOBbTteriaii  schoole,  or  to  any  otker 
Bchook  where  they  could  eet  the  beet 
education.  The  parents  did  not  care 
one  vhit  as  to  the  religious  denomina- 
tion of  the  school,  provided  their  children 
obtained  a  good  secular  education  there. 
Of  couree,  while  the  Shorter  Cateehitm 
was  taught  in  all  the  parisli  schools  to 
all  children  of  the  different  Frssbyterian 
denominations,  the  Boman  Catholic 
children  were  specially  exempted  from 
instruction  in  thatcatei^em.  Hisnohle 
Friend  on  the  Bench  below  (the  Earl  of 
Denbigh)  had  made  a  special  appeal  in 
reepecttothecaseoftheBomanCaUiolics. 
Now  many  of  their  Lordshi|)S  might  not, 
perhaps,  ho  aware  of  it,  but  it  was  never- 
theless the  fact  that  not  only  was  there 
a  very  large  number  of  Irish  and  other 
Soman  CatboUcs  congregated  in  our 
great  citiea,  but  there  were  certain  dis- 
tricts in  Scotland  where  the  population 
were  still  mainly BomanCatholicB.  That 
was  the  case  especially  in  the  Hebrides, 
in  some  of  which  group  of  islands  as 
many  as  five-sixths  of  the  inhabitants 
were  Eoman  Catholics.  Yet  there  was 
not  a  single  Boman  Catholic  school 
there  ;  and  why  ?  Because  the  Boman 
Catholic  priesthood  had  perfect  confi- 
dence in  Uie  education  given  in  the  parish 
^hools.  Many  years  ago,  when  much 
excitement  existed  in  Scofiand  in  relation 
to  the  measure  of  1829  for  the  removal 
of  the  disabilities  of  the  Boman  Catho- 
lics, a  "direction"  was  issued  by  the 
General  Assembly  of  the  Church  of  Scot- 
land that,  in  all  cases,  the  children  of 
Boman  Catholic  parents  were  to  be  al- 
lowed the  free  use  of  the  parish  schools 
without  any  injunction  bein^  laid  on 
them  to  go  through  the  reh^ous  in- 
struction. And  BO  fully  had  the  Boman 
Catholic  pc^iulation  benefited  by  that 
direction,  that  without  difficulty,  and 
without  the  lose  of  a  single  family,  aa 
he  had  heard,  to  the  conmianlon  of  the 
Church,  they  had  uniformly  reeorted  to 
the  nearest  parish  school  for  the  educa- 
tion of  their  ohildren.  With  r^ud  to 
tiie  EpisoopalianB,  he  had  a  remarkable ' 
Betom,  showing  that  in  their  ease  also 
it  was  utterly  unnecessary  that  there  ■■ 
ahould  be  any  special  denominational 
Bchools  for  the  instruction  of  their  child- 
ren. The  figures  given  before  the  Com- 
misffionera  were  very  remarkable.  Out 
of  6,000  aoholan  attending  the  Episco- 
palian schools,  only  1,929  belonged  to 
7S«  Duie  0/  Argyll 


their  own  oommunion,  while  Hie  rest,  <a 
about  4,000,  belonged  to  other  religioufl 
communions;  and  £e  vast  majority  ofthe 
Episcopalian  children — a  mere  fraction  of 
the  total  number  of  children  in  Scotland 
— were  educated  in  the  parish  and  other 
Presbyterian  schools.  Therefbre,  in  re- 
spect to  the  giving  of  instruction  in  con- 
nection with  the  various  religious  bodies 
in  Scotland,  the  evidence  waa  ovw- 
whelming  that  it  wae  not  required,  eith» 
by  the  wants  of  the  country  or  the  pre- 
vailing feeling  of  the  people,  and  that 
no  disposition  existed  on  the  part  of  ths 
people  to  send  their  children  only  to 
schools  exclueiTely  confined  to  their  own 
religious  denomination.  Of  oonrse  he 
admitted  that  when  tixBj  went  liigher 
than  elementary  education,  and  what 
were  called  the  "three  B.'s,"  ther* 
might,  in  some  cases,  be  danger  of  pro- 
selytism ;  but  he  behered  that  the  con- 
duct of  the  parish  schools  of  Scotland 
had  been  highly  honourable  in  that  re- 
spect. With  regard  to  the  security  fiir 
religious  education,  it  was  supposed  that 
at  ^s  moment  by  law  the  Shorter  CaU- 
ehitm  had  to  be  taught  in  the  parish 
schools.  There  was,  in  fact,  no  such  law 
whatever.  In  any  parish  the  heritors 
might  exclude  the  Shorter  CaUchitui 
from  the  course  of  instruction.  Up  to 
1661  there  was  a  nominal  connectioa 
between  the  parish  schools  and  the  ec- 
clesiastical judicature  of  the  Church,  bat 
since  that  date  even  that  connection  has 
been  severed ;  the  jurisdiction  was  abso- 
lutely removed  from  the  presbyteries  of 
the  Church  to  the  sheriffs  of  the  ooun^, 
and  there  was  no  statutory  provision  for 
rel^ous  education.  The  only  condition 
of  that  kind  was  as  to  the  master  of  the 
pariah  school.  In  1861,  when  the  tost 
of  membership  in  the  Established  Church 
was  repealed,  it  was  provided  that  the 
schoolmaster  should  make  a  declaratioD 
that  he  would  not  teach  anytliing  con- 
trary to  the  Shorter  Catechitm.  Nothing 
in  the  present  Bill  did  away  with  that 
proviso,  which  would  remain  in  force 
precisely  as  it  now  stood.  Again,  the 
maintenance  of  a  denominational  system 
was  not  easily  reconciled  with  the  prin- 
ciple of  schools  supported  by  rates.  Bnp- 
posing  in  any  pan^  it  was  det«rmin«l 
by  tiie  inhabitants,  in  conjunction  with 
the  Board,  to  establish  a  s<diool  ciipport- 
ed  by  them,  the  school  miglit  be  veiy 
flooruhing ;  but  in  a  few  years  a  rival 
school  might  be  set  down  aloognde  of 
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it,  mideriii^  angatoiy  all  ths  burdeoa 
they  hod  laid  on  them ;  and  tliat  rival 
echool  miKht  be  aasistod  b;  la^e  grants. 
It  vae  ODviouB  that  the  two  BjhtemM 
eould  not  be  oarried  on  together,  except 
during  a  period  of  traoaition.  Fractio&lly 
fh&t  Bill  provided  that  during  a  period 
of  transition  both  the  pariah  schools 
ehoald  continue  as  they  were,  and  the 
denominational  schools  also  where  they 
were  required  by  geographical  ciroum- 
otanoee,  and  were  working  well.  That 
was  a  most  rational  compronuse  to  be 
recommended  by  the  CommisBioneTe  as 
between  rival  parties.  With  respect  to 
the  state  of  feeling  in  Scotland,  he  had 
had  full  confidence  in  the  receptiAi  of 
the  measure  in  that  country,  because  the 
Oommisaon  was  composed  of  eminent 
men  representing  all  parties,  and  he  had 
aome  reascui  to  believe  that  if  the  late 
Ooremmeut  had  continued  in  Office,  a 
measure  like  this  would  have  been  intro- 
duoed  by  their  Lord  Advocate.  The 
House  would  do  htm  the  juetioe  to  re- 
member  that  he  concluded  his  speech 
on  bringing  forward  the  Bill  by  an  ap- 
peal to  the  various  religious  bodies  in 
Scotland,  to  waive  the  extreme  and  ex- 
Bg^rated  stress  which  might  be  laid  on 
some  individual  points  for  the  sake  of 
arriving  at  the  great  general  result  which 
would  be  desirable  in  the  true  interests 
of  the  country.  There  had  been  soma 
Petitions  presented  s^^ainst  the  Bill  &om 
the  FreBb3rterian  Synods,  and  some  from 
the  Commissioners  of  Supply — ^very  re- 
q)eotable  bodies,  certainly;  but  there 
had  been  none  £rom  any  great  meeting 
of  the  people  of  Scotland.  His  belief 
was  that  the  great  mass  of  the  laity  were 
deeply  interested  in  the  success  of  the 
BilC  and  viewed  with  extreme  jealousy 
any  measures  taken  to  procure  its  defeat. 
Several  deputations  &om  Scotland  waited 
Qpon  him,  one  deputation  asking  for  a 
change  in  one  direction,  and  another  de- 
putation for  a  chai^  in  another.  He 
asked  them  aU  whether  they  desired  that 
&e  Bill  should  be  given  up  if  their 
mrticnlar  views  were  not  carried  out  ? 
The  answer  invariably  was  that  they 
were  not  prepared  for  that,  and  that  they 
vere  anxioos  that  the  Bill,  in  any  case, 
might  pass.  Looking  upon  the  present 
olause  as  an  important  coroUaiy  of  the 
Bill,  he  hoped  that  it  woiddbe  agreed  to 
in  its  present  shape. 

The  Duxe  or  MASXBOBOUGH  said, 
that   the   noble   Duke   (the   Duke  of 


Ai^ll)  had  quoted  some  passages  of  the 
Beport  to  show  that,  in  the  opinion  of 
the  Oonmiissioaers,  the  denominational 
system  was  ioadequate  to  supply  the 
educational  wants  of  the  people  of  Scot- 
land, and  that  it  was  unnecessary  under 
the  actual  ciroumstsjioeB.  There  were, 
however,  contradictory  statements  on  this 
subject  in  the  S«port  of  the  Commis- 
sioners, and  in  the  speech  of  the  noble 
Duke  which  was  founded  on  it,  which 
greatly  puzded  him.  The  great  pre- 
ponderance of  opinion  in  the  Beport  re- 
ignized  the  v^ue  and  importance  of 
iluntary  efEorts  in  pnMUoling  the  edu- 
cation of  the  people  of  Scotland  at  the 
present  time,  and  the  great  injury  to 
Scotland  if  anything  should  quench  or 
destroy  the  operation  of  that  system. 
The  Commissioners  recognued  the  great 
importance  of  all  existing  schools,  and 
said  that  they  were  all  wanted.  But, 
because  the  denominational  system  did 
not  altogether  supply  the  wants  of  Soot- 
land,  the  noble  Duke  would  put  an  end 
to  it  and  drive  it  away  alt<^ether,  as  a 
system  which  ought  not  to  exist  side  by 
side  with  a  national  system  of  education. 
There  was,  however,  no  authority  in  the 
Keport  for  proceeding  on  an  assumption 
of  that  kind.  Did  it  follow  that  because 
a  ^fitem  was  deficient  they  were  to 
sweep  it  away  altogether  f  The  noble 
Duke  in  his  previous  speech  admitted 
that  the  existii^  schools  were  necessary, 
and  that  the  Commissioners  said  they 
were.  In  the  poorer  districts  the  power 
of  the  OoTsmment  was  to  be  called  in 
to  provide  schools ;  but  it  was  unreaaon' 
able  to  contend  that  schools  should  not 
be  allowed  to  remain  in  existence  in  the 
richer  districts  where  they  were  support- 
ed by  voluntary  contributions.  It  ap- 
peared irom  the  fieport  that  out  of  4,4S1 
schools  in  the  rural  districts,  1,13S  were 
paioohial  schools,  and  910  adventure 
schools — leaving  2,40B  which  were  sup- 
ported by  voluntary  efforts.  The  Com- 
missiondrs  reported  that  for  the  most 
part  these  schools  were  all  wanted,  and 
that  they  represented  a  lai^  amount  of 
individiml,  local,  and  religious  energy ; 
and  they  say  that  to  desert  this  system, 
with  all  its  advantages,  would  be  extra- 
vagance ;  while  to  leave  things  as  they 
were  would  be  to  perpetuate  defects. 
The  noble  Duke  asserted  that  the  de- 
nominational system  was  inadequate  to 
supply  the  wants  of  Scotiand ;  but  he 
(the  Duke  of  Marlborough)  thought  it 
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TMis  proved  from  the  Eeport,  that  with 
the  exception  of  certain  barren  and  deso- 
late tracte  of  country,  it  had  raised  the 
standard  of  rural  education  as  high  aa 
in  Prussia.  The  fallacy  of  the  noble 
Duke's  argument  lay  in  thia — that  be- 
cause the  denominatianal  Bvetem  was 
admitted  to  contain  certain  defects,  there- 
fore it  must  be  altogether  esterminated. 
He  did  not  know  what  authority  the 
noble  Duke  had  for  this  proceeding — he 
certainly  did  not  obt^n  it  from  his  Col- 
league the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer, 
who  had  etzpressed  hie  opinion  in  favour 
of  retaining  the  voluntary  ^Bt«m  where 
it  existed.  The  noble  Duke  said  that 
religioua  rivalry  had  created  echools  in 
superfluous  situations.  But  in  intro. 
dudiig  the  Bill  he  said  that  though  reli- 
gious rivalry  had  produced  numerous 
schools  they  were  not  too  numerous  for 
the  wants  of  the  country,  except,  per- 
haps, in  one  or  two  instances,  llien  the 
noble  Duke  commented  on  the  evils  of 
the  denominational  system  in  procuring 
educational  grants  for  the  richer  parts  of 
the  country  and  not  for  the  pooter.  But 
he  (the  Duke  of  Marlborough)  thought 
the  object  of  the  Bill  was  to  correct  that 
evil,  because  under  it  Commissioners 
would  go  about  the  country  to  mark 
educational  deficiencies,  and  the  power 
of  the  Qovemment  woiddbeput  in  force, 
wherever  tiiere  was  a  deficiency,  to  call 
upon  the  locality  to  provide  schools, 
lie  noble  Duke,  in  bringing  in  the  Bill, 
laid  great  stress  upon  the  labours  of  the 
early  Reformers ;  but  what  was  the 
essential  characteristic  of  the  system  of 
education  they  supported  f  It  was  tl 
denominational  and  national  system- 
because  they  knew  that  in  promoting 
the  denominational  system  they  secured 
the  religious  character  of  education.  He 
would  a&k  their  Lordships  to  consider 
what  was  the  amount  of  money  raised 
under  these  denominational  efforts.  The 
Commissioners  stated  that  of  the  4,451 
eohools  in  Scotland  1,133  were  parochial 
schools,  910  were  adventure  schools,  and 
1,500  were  in  receipt  of  Privy  Council 
grants  and  voluntary  subscriptions  to 
tiie  amount  of  £42,077.  There  were,  in 
addition,  2,408  schools  which  were  not 
supported  by  Privy  Council  grants,  and 
which  depended  entirely  on  voluntary 
BubscriptionB.  The  Bill  would,  there- 
fore, inflict  considerable  discouragement 
upon  voluntary  effort,  which  would  be 
pro  tanto  &  great  misfortune  to  the  coun- 
7A«  Duii  of  Marlborough 


{Soolland)  BiU. 
The  Commissioners  recognized  the 


great  importance  of  dealing  with  de- 
nominational schools,  and  thought  it 
neceasaiy  to  place  them  in  a  medium 
position,  which  they  did  by  calling  them 
"adopted  schools."  Would  it  not  be 
sound  policy  to  allow  these  voluntary 
bodies  to  have  this  small  modicum  of 
encouragement  ?  The  Bill,  however,  as 
it  stood,  impolitically  and  churlishly  pre- 
vented these  schools  ttoxn.  taking  ad- 
vantage of  the  Privy  Council  grant  or 
the  rate  if  they  were  establiMed  two 
years  after  the  passing  of  the  Act. 

The  Eakl  of  ATRT.rp.  thought  the 
Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  was  the 
last^rson  that  ought  to  be  quoted  in 
finvour  of  denominational  schools,  as  he 
had  perststentiy  been  opposed  to  volun- 
tary efibrt  supplemented  by  Privy  Coun- 
cil grants,  and  was  always  in  favour  of 
the  rating  principle.  The  noble  Duke 
(the  Duke  of  Uariborough)  argued  as  if 
voluntary  effort  was  a  good  thing  in  it- 
self; but  for  his  paxt  he  (the  Earl  of 
Airlie)  could  not  help  regarding  the  na- 
tional ^^stem  of  education,  based  on 
rates  to  which  every  one  contributed  hia 
proper  share,  as  greatly  preferable  to 
any  system  which  depended  on  the  efforts 
of  a  few  benevolent  individuals  contri- 
buting more  than  their  fair  quota,  and 
supplemented  by  grants  from  the  Trea- 
sury. The  result  of  that  system  waa 
that  the  poor  were  taxed  to  educate  those 
in  a  richer  district  who  could  very  well 
aflbrd  to  pay  for  their  own  education. 
To  argue  in  &vour  of  the  denominational 
system  was,  in  his  view,  to  oppose  the 
true  principle  of  the  Bill.  The  deputa- 
tions who  had  come  to  London  on  thia 
subject,  BO  far  as  he  had  been  able  to 
learn,  had  expresHed  themselves  strongly 
in  favour  of  uie  national,  as  opposed  to 
the  denominational  system.  The  adop- 
tion of  the  proposed  Amendment  would 
entirely  chauge  the  character  of  the  Bill, 
and  render  it  so  unpopular  in  Scotland 
as  to  endanger  its  passing. 

Lord  KINNAIRD  said,  that  when- 
ever from  local  circumstances,  such  as 
the  discovery  of  ironstone,  or,  aa  in 
Sutherlandshire,  from  the  discovery  of 
gold,  there  waa  a  great  influx  of  popu- 
lation into  a  district,  the  owners  of  pro- 
perty were  always  ready  and  anxiout-  to 
provide  education  for  those  in  their  em- 
ployment ;  but  this  proviso  would  stop 
their  hands  and  prevent  them  from 
adopting   any   of  the   denominational 
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Bcbools.  He  lioped  hia  noble  Friend 
vould  adopt  this  Amendment. 

The  Akchbibhop  of  OANTEEBUET 
said,  the  noble  Duke  (the  Duke  of 
Ai^ll)  hod  ai^ed  against  the  Amend- 
ment on  the  ground  that  in  Scotland  the 
denominational  Bjetem  practically  did 
not  exiet — that  was  to  Bay  that  there  were 
denominational  schools,  but  that  chil- 
dren of  all  denominations  attended  them. 
But  if  that  were  ao,  where  in  die  world 
was  the  harm  of  continuing  them  ?  If  it 
were  proved  that  the  denominational 
schools  were  such  as  prevented  the  at- 
tendance of  children  whose  parents  did 
not  belong  to  the  denomination,  he  could 
understand  why  the  noble  Duke  should 
be  anxious  to  put  an  end  to  them ;  but  if 
it  were  the  napm'  peculiarity  of  that 
country  that  the  denominational  schools 
did  not  prevent  the  attendance  of  those 
who  were  not  of  the  denomination,  why 
in  the  world  should  they  put  an  end  to 
them  ?  He  hoped  the  noble  Duke  would 
accept  the  advice  given  by  the  noble 
X^ord  near  him.  It  was  a  great  mistake 
to  propose  a  measure  which  brought 
them  into  collision  with  questions  which 
affected  En^and  as  well  as  Scotland. 
The  noble  Duke  had  laid  down  the 
principle  that  it  was  impossible  to  make 
denominational  schools,  even  with  the 
best  constructed  Conscience  Clause,  into 
national  schools.  But  in  England  they 
were  not  prepared  for  such  an  assertion, 
where  many  people  held  the  opinion 
that  if  the  clergy  would  accept  a  Con- 
science Clause  the  denominational  sys- 
tem might  be  converted  into  a  national 
^stem.  The  noble  Duke  also  main- 
tained that  it  was  inconsistent  to  have 
denominational  schools  and  also  rate- 
supported  schools.  It  was  impossible 
for  those  of  them  who  supported  de- 
nominational and  rate-supported  schools 
to  assent  to  that  proposition.  But  where 
was  the  harm  ?  The  noble  Duke  allowed 
denominational  schools  up  to  a  certain 
date  to  be  incorporated — why  should  he 
go  out  of  his  way  to  make  it  impossible 
for  the  founders  of  a  school  to  come  to 
terms  with  the  Board  after  that  period  ? 
It  appeared  to  him  that  this  clause  was 
inconsistent  with  the  general  views  en- 
tertained on  education  ooth  in  England 
and  Scotland,  and  really  stood  in  the 
way  of  the  Bill;  and  he  hoped  the 
Amendment  of  the  noble  and  learned 
Lord  would  be  adopted. 

Thb  Euo,  of  MIKTO  said,  it  was  his 


belief  that,  to  a  great  extent,  the  people 
of  Scotland,  always  excluding  the  clergy 
and  Commissioners  of  Supply,  were 
strongly  in  fevour  of  the  principle  of  this 
Bill;  and,  in  spite  of  what  had  been 
said  by  the  most  rev.  Primate,  he  drew 
a  wide  distinction  between  the  denomi- 
national and  national  systems.  If  there 
was  one  point  more  than  another  on 
which  the  people  of  Scotland  had  made 
up  their  mmd,  it  was  that  they  would 
not  tolerate  a  system  of  denominational 
education  under  the  control  of  the  clergy 
and  were  in  favor  of  a  system  of  na- 
tional education  supported  by  local  as- 
sessment, and  in  great  measure  go- 
verned by  themselves. 

ToB  Eabl  of  DENBIGH  wished  to 
say  in  reference  to  one  statement  of  the 
noble  Duke  (the  Duke  of  ArgyJi)  that 
though  it  was  true  the  Boman  Catholics 
in  some  instances  sent  their  children  to 
the  national  schools,  that  was  in  dis- 
tricts where  they  were  too  poor  to  have 
schools  of  their  own ;  but  wherever  they 
could  the  Roman  Catholics  sent  their 
childrei^to  their  own  schools  and  to  no 
other.  He  ^ould  certainly  support  the 
Amendment. 

Eabl  DE  GEET  anb  EIPON  said, 
he  did  not  share  the  opinion  of  the  most 
rev.  Primate  that  whatever  prindpla 
they  adopted  with  regard  to  Scotluid 
would  affect  the  principle  of  education 
to  be  applied  to  England,  because  edu- 
cation in  Scotland  was  based  on  a  ve^ 
different  principle  &om  that  in  England. 
In  Bcotlaiid  they  bad  long  had  schools 
supported  by  local  compulsory  assess- 
ment; in  England  schools  were  raised 
by  voluntary  subscriptions  aided  by 
State  grants.  The  difference  between 
primaiy  schools  in  the  two  countries 
also  held  good  in  regard  to  secondary 
education.  The  grammar  schools  of 
England  scarcely  found  a  counterpart  in 
Scotland;  and  as  to  University  educa- 
tion, there  could  be  no  doubt  as  to  the 
difference  that  existed  between  the 
Scotch  and  English  systems.  He  had 
no  fear,  therefore,  that  if  they  adopted 
that  system  which  appeared  to  be  in  ac- 
cordance with  the  general  desire  of  the 
people  of  Scotland  they  would  neces- 
sarily be  committing  themselves  in  any 
de^ee  to  the  appUcatiou  of  the  same 
pnnciple  id  England.  The  noble  Duke 
(the  Duke  of  Bichmond)  spoke  as  if  the 
intention  of  the  Bill  was  to  put  an  end 
to  all  denominational  schqtMs.     That, 
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faowerer,  wob  not  the  inteotioD  of  the 
Bill.  The  CommiBeiondrB  in  iheir  Re- 
port diatiitctly  said  they  dedred  that  a 
majority  of 'those  sohoola  should  be 
adopted  a«  national  eohools  under  the 
Bill;  and  the  question  was,  therefore, 
not  -whether  those  schools  should  be  put 
an  end  to,  but  whether  new  denoi 
tional  schools  hereafter  should  be  brought 
into  the  national  system.  He  felt  bound 
to  resist  the  proposed  Amendment. 

Amendment  moved  to  omit  from  the 
end  of  Clause  the  Proviso — 

"Tbat  DO  Mhool  wbicb  ahnll  be  founded  after 
tvo  jetn  from  the  dale  of  the  paning  or  thi*  Aet 
■hall  be  ndapied  u  »  nUioiul  MbMl."  —  {TTu 
Lord  Cototuay.) 

On  Question,  That  the  words  pro- 
posed to  be  left  out  stand  part  of^tbe 
Clause? — Their  Lorddiips  dieidtd:  — 
Contents  23 ;  Not-Contents  68 :  Ma- 
jority 45. 

CONTENTS. 
Hatlierle7,  L.  (L.  Chaif    Bojle,  L.  (E.  Cork 


odior.) 

<hr^.)     [TsUtr.] 

SomerMt,  D. 

OI«ndeboje,L.(£.fti/. 
ftriftcmdeianeboye.) 

Foley.  L.    [r«tor.] 

L.r.«lo-ne.  M. 

Lawrence.  L. 

Nerni>Db7,  U. 

Lyttfllton.  L. 

UODIOQ,  L. 

AiHie.  B. 

Punnare,  L.    (£.  Dal 

ftow«.) 

Clarendon.  E. 

Pon»onbT,  L.  (£.  Btu- 

De  Grey,  E. 

bon«gk.) 

De  L»  Warr,  E. 

Soffield.  L. 

Kimbcrler,  E. 

Snndrtdge  L.  (D.  Ar- 

Hinio,  E. 

nti.) 

MwW.  E. 

NOT-CONTESTS. 

CMUrbwT,  Awhp. 

HoDie,  E. 

Laudirdala,  E. 

MarIboroagh,D.  Leven  and  MelTiUe,  E. 

norfolk,  D.  Nelioa.  E. 

Rlohmond.  D.  PortarKngton,  E. 

Tellington,  D.  Fowii,  E. 

Romnej,  E. 

Abereom,  H.  (A  AUr-  Koua.  E. 

Mra.)  Stradbroka,  E. 

Batb,  M.  Tankerrilla.  E. 
Briatol,  M. 

Salubnry,  M.  Bawardan,  V. 

TcmpIatowD,  V. 
Ambent,  E. 

Bandon,  E.  Derrj  and  Rapbo«,  Bp. 

Balhurat,  E.  Gloosetter  and  Briitol, 

Ca«dor,  E.  Bp. 

Denbigh,  E.  Peterboroogb.  Bp. 

Donouter,  E.  (Z).  Sue-  St.  Da*id'*,  Bp. 

cUuch   and    Qm«m- 

heny.'^  Abinjcer,  L. 

GaiDabomagfa,  E.  Arundellat  WMdoiir,L. 

Graham,  E.   (2).  Mmt-  BliintTre,  L. 

nu.)  Bolton,  L. 

Haddington,  B.  Branoepetb,     L.     (7. 

Uaitowby,  E.  Boi/nt.) 

Earl  De  Greg  a»d  Bifon 


Caimt,  L.  He]rtcA(H7,  L. 

Chelmafbrd,  L.  Kenry.  L.  (£. Dunnanik 

Cburaton,  t.  and  ifoHM-£arl.) 

ClifTord  of  Chadleigh,  L.    Ormathvalte.  L. 
Clinton,  L.  Petre,  L. 

Coleheater,  L.  Redeadale,  L. 

Golonaay,  L.    [Teller.]    B^iaiie.    L.      (£.  Sii^ 
ColTltle  of  Cnlroii,  L,  ruard.) 

[  TeUer.1  Salteraford,  L.{£C<mr- 

Dentnan,  L.  Urnn.) 

De  Sanroarci,  L.  Saltoan,  L. 

Dunboyne,  L.  Silohealer,  L.  {E.  Ltng- 

Elphlnattme,  L.  ford.) 

Fitioatter,  L.  Sinolair.  L. 

Foirord,  L.  (E.  Limt-    Sondta,  L, 

rick.)  Stnffard,  L. 

Granard,  L.    (£.  (Tro-     Stralhapey,  L.(£.S«»- 

nard.)  field.) 

Proviso  ifr«flt  mf . 

Then,  on  the  Motion  of  the  Earl  of 
UiNTo,  the  following  Proriso  was  in- 
serted in  heu  thereof: — 

"  ProTided  alao.  tbat  tba  truateea  or  ownera  of 
any  adopted  national  aohool  may  at  any  time,  on 
giving  one  yeaKa  notice  to  the  Board,  lerminata 
the  agreement  and  «ithdr»«  aoob  aebool." 

Clause,  as  amended,  agretd  to. 

Clause  21  (Board  may  resolve  to  erect 
new  schools). 

The  Duke  o7  HICHMOND  moved  am 
Amendment  in  line  4,  before  ("  it ")  in- 
sert— 

("  It  aball  be  tho  doty  of  the  board,  whan  It  Bnda 
tbat  one  or  mora  aaboola  are  needed,  to  make 
auoh  want  well  known  in  the  tooalily  ;  and  if 
within  one  year  tbereafter  the  board  aball  not  be 
•atia&od  llwt  anffldent  accommodation  for  the 
whole  or  part  of  aach  want  ia  to  be  prorided  by 
voluntary  eflort,  then") 

The  Earl  of  DALH0U8IE  said,  he 
should  have  thought  the  noble  Duke 
would  have  known  His  countrymen  better 
than  to  suppose  that  they  would  provide 
by  volunttuy  effort  what  was  sure  to  be 
provided  for  by  rates. 

Thk  Ddke  of  AEGYIiL  hoped  that 
the  noble  Dute  would  be  satisfied  with 
the  triumph  he  had  already  gained ;  that 
had  opened  the  door  to  ^ture  denomi- 
national schools,  but  his  present  Amend- 
ment went  still  further. 

Lord  CAIRNS  said,  it  was  quite  clear 
that  it  would  be  perfectly  well  Known  in 
the  locality  in  which  it  was  contemplated 
to  make  an  order  for  the  erection  of  new 
schools,  and  he  did  not,  therefore,  think 
his  noble  Friend's  Amendment  was  ne- 
cessary. 

Amendment  withdrawn. 

Clause  with  Amendments,  agr*ti  to. 

Clause  22  (School  committee  to  take 
proceedings  to  erect  school)  agr»td  to. 
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CHauae  23  (New  acihools  to  be  "  new 
national  achools  "  and  to  be  mana^d  by 
school  oonunittee)  agrttd  to. 

Clause  24  (Sobool  oonunittee  ma;  elect 
teaoher,  4c.). 

The  I>uhi!  of  ARGYLL  moved  an 
Amendment  providing  that  the  salaiy 
"  shall  not  be  leee  than  £35  for  the  master 
of  anj  school,  inclusive  of  any  sum  de- 
rived &om  the  Parliamentary  g^rant." 

Amendment  agreed  to. 

Clause  agrttd  to. 

Clause  25  (Combined  national  school) 
agreed  to. 

Clause  26  (School  committees  may 
combine  to  employ  teachers  of  special 
subjects)  agrttd  to. 

Clauses  27  to  31  {Power  to  eonvtri  old  or 
adopted  national  teKooU  into  neie  national 
tehooU)  agreed  to. 

Clauses  32  to  36  (Maintenance  and  re- 
pair of  national  eehooU)  agreed  to. 

Clauses  37  to  41  {Sleetim  and  coneti- 
tutian  o/iekool  eommitteei.) 

Clause  37  (Election  of  school  com- 
mittees in  landward  parishes). 

Lord  ABINGES  moved  to  strike  out 
the  clause  and  insert — 

"InaTBrrUndnrd  pariihthe  lohtHileomitiittM 
■hall  eoniiit  of  the  paroohiBl  board  lor  the  (ims 
bainf;,  aich  the  exoeption  of  the  miniater  and  the 
membcrB  oF  the  kirk  usiion  who  ahall  oat  ba 
ex  offlcio  mmben  of  the  board,  but  they  maj  be- 
oome  memher*  if  elected  u  repreientatiFsi  of  the 
raUpajen  in  aeeordancfl  with  the  proTitioni  of 
Stb  *  9th  of  Vitt.,  cap.  88,  aeo.  S3." 
He  Anther  proposed,  should  the  pa- 
rochial board  consist  of  more  tlian  tweniy 
members  they  shall  elect  not  less  than 
six  or  more  than  eight  of  their  number 
to  form  a  school  committee. 

TttB  DnxB  OF  ARGYLL  suggested  as 
a  compromise  that  the  school  committee 
should  be  elected,  one-half  by  the  pro- 
prietors and  the  other  half  by  the  oc- 
cupiers. 

The  Rari.  of  DALHOUSJE  approved 
the  suggestion  of  his  noble  Friend.  It 
was  muui  better  that  the  parochial  board 
should  not  be  mixed  up  with  this  matter. 

Lord  C0L0N8AY  did  not  think  tlie 
alteration  suggested  was  quite  satisfac- 
torr. 

The  Duke  of  AIIGYLL  undertook  to 
bring  up  a  clause  on  the  Beport  that 
would  satisfy  his  noble  and  learned 
Friend. 

Amendment  withdrawn. 

Clause  agreed  to. 


dausee  8 


51  agreed  to. 

Clauses  52  to  58  {Juritdietion  of  the 
Board  in  reject  to  teaches). 

daose  52  (If  the  Board  on  inijuiry 
consider  the  teacher  of  an  old  nationel 
school  incompetont,  or  morally  un£t,  they 
may  permit  him  to  resign,  or  may  issue 
an  order  suspending  or  removing  him 
&om  office). 

The  Ddkb  of  BUCCLEUCH  moved 
to  add,  before  the  word  "suqiend,"  the 
words  "  admonish  or  censure,  with  the 
view  of  empowering  the  same  authority 
as  was  empowered  to  suspend  a  echool- 
maetor  to  adopt  the  alternative  of  ad- 
monishing or  censuring  him. 

The  Duke  of  ARGYLL  assented  to 
the  Amendment. 

Clause,  as  amended,  agreed  to. 

ClauBes53to  %1  agreed  to,  with  Amend- 
ments. 

Clause  68  (Grant  for  maintenance). 

The  Duke  of  MARLBOEOUQH,  in 
moving  to  omit  the  word  "national," 
with  the  view  of  enabling  the  Privy 
Council  to  continue  to  give  grants  in  aid 
to  the  existing  voluntary  schoolfi,  said 
that  it  was  of  tne  utmost  importance  that 
the  schools  now  supported  oy  voluntary 
efforts  should  be  maintained ;  but,  then, 
among  them  there  were  many  denomina- 
tional schools,  especially  those  belonging 
to  the  Roman  Catholics,  in  whose  case 
there  would  be  great  jealousy  on  the  part 
of  the  managers  with  respect  to  placing 
them  under  t£e  control  of  the  Boud,  and 
subjecting  them  to  the  general  condi- 
tions which  the  BiU  would  impose.  He 
thought  the  Bill  as  it  now  stood  would 
occasion  just  and  general  dissaliGfiaction 
to  many  denominations  in  Scotland.  In 
Scotland  nearly  all  the  voluntary  sdiools 
were  strictly  denominational,  belonging 
to  religious  bodies,  which  naturally  exer- 
cised considerable  control  over  them, 
which  control  they  would  be  extremely 
unwilling  to  part  with.  One  objection 
relating  to  the  repair  of  buildings  had 
been  obviated  during  the  prepress  of  the 
Bill  in  Committee;  but  there  still  re- 
mained another — namely,  that  under  the 
20th  and  53rd  clauses  tike  masters  might 
be  dismissed  by  order  of  the  Board. 
This  was  one  of  the  main  reasons  why 
the  religious  bodies  were  reluctant  that 
their  schools  should  he  brought  into  con- 
neddmi  with  the  Board  and  so  converted 
into  national  schools,  to  which  the  Bill 
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had  a  strong  tendency.  If  the  Sill  were 
passed  as  it  stood,  it  was  highly  probable 
that  the  Tolimtaiy  subscriptions  by  which 
BO  many  schools  were  maintained  would 
fiUl  off,  and  that  the  managers  would 
ooBsequentlj  feel  inclined  to  place  the 
schools  on  the  rates — a  result  which  the 
religious  bodies  were  far  from  desiring. 
Again,  it  was  probable  that  if  the  Privy 
Council  grant  were  withdrawn  many 
schools  in  the  poorer  districts  would  cease 
to  exist.  Having  vested  the  whole  cha- 
racter of  the  education  of  a  district  in 
the  hands  of  the  majority,  we  ought  not 
to  deprive  the  minority  of  the  liberty  of 
avaibng  themselves  of  those  means  which 
the  voluntary  denominational  system  had 
hitherto  provided.  As  his  noble  Friend 
was  so  confident  that  the  proposed  system 
would  he  accepted  in  Scotland,  he  ought 
to  prove  his  confidence  in  the  system  Dy 
removing  the  pains  and  disabilities  of  the 
Bill.  He  now  moved  the  omission  of  the 
word  "national"  &om  the  clause:  and 
if  that  were  agreed  to,  he  would  subse- 
quently move  consequential  alterations. 

Ite  Duke  of  ARGYLL  said  he  would 
not  revive  the  discussion  which  had  arisen 
earlier  in  the  evening  on  the  question 
of  denominationalism ;  but  he  could  not 
agree  to  the  omissioE  of  this  word.  He 
wished,  however,  to  remark  that  every 
consideration  and  tenderness  would  be 
shown  to  the  denominational  schools  un- 
der this  BiU.  The  case  of  the  iron- 
masters who  opposed  this  measure  ap- 
peared at  first  to  be  a  most  formidable 
one,  but  when  investigated  it  would  not 
hold  water  at  all.  The  great  ironmasters 
in  Lanarkshire  supported  their  schools  by 
levying  a  rate  of  2d.  per  week  on  each 
of  their  workmen,  and,  in  addition  to 
this,  chai^d  fees  for  the  attendance  of 
the  children.  Indeed,  in  the  case  of  some 
of  the  great  works,  the  fees  levied  &om 
the  workmen  amounted  to  more  than 
the  whole  sum  expended  on  the  schools, 
and  yet  the  ironmasters  came  forward 
and  asked  that  their  property  should  be 
exempted  &om  the  rate  on  the  ground 
that  they  supported  the  schools.  The 
part  taken  by  a  small  section  of  the 
Established  clergy  led  him  to  entertain 
great  doubt  whether  they  ought  to  be 
tx  offieio  members  of  the  local  Board,  and 
whether  a  change  in  that  direction  would 
not  be  of  great  service  to  the  spread  of 
education  in  Scotland.  He  could  not,  on 
the  part  of  the  Government,  accept  the 
Amendment. 

The  JMe  of  MarOorougk 
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LoKD  EINTfAIBD  said,  he  could  con- 
firm what  had  ihllen  &om  the  nobla 
Duke  as  to  these  workhouse  schools,  to 
which  the  men  were  bound  to  contribute, 
without  having  any  voice  in  their  ma- 
nagement. Umess  this  Amendment  were 
carried  the  clause  would  annihiliate  the 
Catholic  schools  and  Episcopal  schools, 
which  had  been  built  and  supported  on 
the  faith  of  receiving  the  Privy  Council 
grant.  They  could  not  become  adopted 
schools,  nor  could  they  receive  any  grants 
&om  the  Privy  Council.  He  hoped  the 
noble  Duke  would  persevere  with  his 
Amendment. 

The  £abl  of  AIRLIE  su^ated  that 
as  this  was  a  money  clause,  which  threw 
an  increased  chai^  upon  the  Estimates 
voted  by  the  other  House,  it  would  be 
better  to  omit  it.  The  clause  could  be 
re-inserted  "  elsewhere,"  and  would  then 
again  come  before  their  Lordships  for 
discussion. 

LoitD  CAIBIf  8  said,  it  was  a  fallacy 
to  speak  of  the  national  system  of  edu- 
cation as  provided  bv  the  Bill,  as  if  it 
were  something  distinct  &om  the  de- 
nominational system.  The  system  of 
education  provided  by  this  Bill  for  Scot- 
land would  be,  in  a  vast  majority  of 
iiarishes,  denominational,  because  the 
ocal  committees  would  insist  upon  a 
religious  education,  and  that  would  be 
denominational. 

Eael  DE  grey  asd  EIPON  swd, 
that  the  effect  of  the  Amendment  would 
be  BO  injurious  that  he  should  greatly 
prefer  to  omit  the  clause  altogeth^ 
rather  than  adopt  the  Amendment. 

The  Duke  of  MAHLBOEOUGH,  in 
reply,  repeated  his  opinion  that  the 
Pnvy  Council  ought  to  oe  able  to  make 
grants  to  the  schools  to  which  his  Amend- 
ment referred. 

On  Question,  Amendment  agreed  to. 

On  Question,  That  the  Clause,  a> 
amended,  stand  part  of  the  Bill, 

Eakl  DE  GREY  ash  EIPON  moved 
to  leave  out  the  clause.  It  was  highlr 
desirable,  after  the  Amendment  wnJch 
had  been  introduced,  that  the  Privy  Ooun- ' 
cil  should  be  left  entirely  free  in  making 
the  same  regulations  with  respect  to 
grants  for  Scotland  as  for  England. 

Moved,  "To  leave  out  Clause  68,  aa 
amended." — {The  Lord  Freiident.) 

The  DnKE  of  MABLBOBOUOH  ob- 
served that  the  only  modification  of  the 
existing  system  wa«  proposed  by  tha 
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noble  Duke  himMlf.  The  effect  of  this 
daiue,  aa  amended,  vould  not  be  to  fetter 
the  FiiT7  Council.  He  Tould  rather 
bring  the  whole  system  in  Scotland  into 
OOnfonnily  with  the  English  syetem. 

The  Dtjkb  of  AiBOYLL  said,  he  was 
sorry  to  give  their  Lordships  the  trouble 
of  dividing,  but  ho  must  take  the  sense 
of  the  Committee  ou  the  clause. 

On  Question,  That  the  Clause,  as 
amended,  stand  part  of  the  Bill  7  — 
Their  Lordships  divided : — Contents  69 ; 
Not-Contents  28 :  Majority  31. 

CONTENTS. 
UnrlboroaEh,  S.  Tuim,  t».,  Bp. 

Norfolk,  D.  Abinger,  L. 

North  umberUod,  D.  Arunddl  of  WardDar,  L. 

RichnioDd,  D.  BUntfre,  L. 

Wellingioo, D.  Caiins,  L. 

Clifford  of  Chodlaigb,  L. 

Abareom,  H.  (D.  Aher-  Colobeiter,  L. 

earn.)  Colonsnj,  L. 

Bmb,  M.  ColTilla  of  Culrou,  L. 
BriMol.  M.  [TeUirA 

Eicter,  H.  Donmitn,  L. 

DuDbojDs,  L. 

Amhent,  E.  ElpfainMone,  L. 

Bandon,  E.  Fitiwnlior,  L. 

Brookeind  Wsr«iek,E.  Foxford,  L.  (E.  Litne- 
DcDbigb,  E.  nek.} 

DoDcailer,  !£.(£>.  A<c-  Gnnsrd,  L.   (E.  Qra- 

eUueh   and  Qtnent-        nard.) 

btrry  )  Glinitsad,  L.  (£.  £n< 
Gumiiliorongh,  £.  mikiUen.) 

Orabam,  E.  (J>.  MotU-  Hejieiburj,  L. 

rM#.)  Keiiry,L.(£.Z>unnit;«n 
BaddinetoD,  E.  and  Moant-Barl.) 

Borne,  E.  Ormatbirait*,  L. 

Landerdala,  E.  Petre,  L. 

Leven  and  HdTille,  E.  lUdeidale,  L. 

NslHin,  E.  Rouifl,  L.  {L.  Kin- 
Powii,  B.  muni) 

BomiMj,  E.  SsltODD,  L. 

Roiw,  E.  Shcfistd,  L.  (£.  She/- 
Sommen,  E.  field.) 

Taukerrille.  E.  Silebesttr,  L.  (£.  Lang- 

Hawarden,  V.  Sioolair,  L. 

Sidmouth,  V.  Stafford,  L. 

Teinplakiwi],  V.  Strathspa;,  L.  {E.  Sear 


fitld. 

wl,      WlUoDf 


NOT-OONTENTS. 
Hatberl«7,  L.  (L.  Cha»-    D«  Grer,  E. 


ceOer.) 

De  U  Warr.  E. 

Dxoia,  E. 

Saint  Albani,  D. 

Kimborlej,  E. 

Minto,  E. 

Morlar,  E. 

Camden,  H. 

Lan>dowi».  M. 

Balpar,  L. 

Bojla,  U  {£.  Cork  a«4 

Ortrr,,)    [TtUer.] 

Airll.,  E. 

Caltborpa,  L. 

CampoHomi.  E. 

CUndalK.je,L.(£.I>i^- 

Cl.r««lM,,  B. 

/eri»a«dCl»,ao^.) 

{Scotland  Ml. 

nuwnbj,  L 
borough.) 

Leigb,  L.  Skena,  L.  (£.  Fife.) 

Paninare,  L.   {£.  Dal-    Suffleid.  L. 

lunaie.)  Snndridge,  L.  (Z>.  Ar- 

Paoianoa,  L.  fS^) 

Clause  ordwed  to  stand  part  of  the 
Bill. 

Clause  70. 

Lord  GOLON^SAY  moved  an  Amend- 
ment, in  line  40,  before  ("  every  ") 
insert — 

("In  eierf  nation al  lobool,  except  in  tpeolal 
oi*M  to  ba  approTed  of  hj  Che  board,  a  oertain 
portion  of  time  aball  be  deroted  to  religiooi  in- 
atructioQ.  and  lacb  initnietion  aball  not  be  con- 
trary to  but  aball  be  oonaiateot  vitb  tbe  dootrlnM 
contained  in  the  ihortar  eateohiini  agreed  upon 
by  tbe  aaaemUf  of  dlvioei  at  Vfeitminatar  and 
approred  bf  tbe  general  aiaemblr  of  tbe  Church 
of  Scotland  in  the  jear  on«  tllouNuid  tii  hundred 
and  fortj.eigbt,  and  ") 

The  Duke  of  ARGYLL  said,  this 
security  for  the  religious  teaching  of  the 
children  would  not  be  worth  the  paper 
on  which  it  was  written.  The  only  se- 
curity lay  in  the  character  of  the  school 
committee.  Besides,  he  objected  to  in- 
corporate the  Shorter  Caleehism  in  an 
Act  of  Parliament. 

IjOkd  CAIRNS,  and  other  noble  Lords, 
advised  the  noble  and  learned  Lord  not 
to  press  the  clause. 


Eemaining  clauses  agreed  to. 

House  reiumed. 

Report  of  Amendments  to  be  received 
on  Sunday,  the  3rd  of  June  next ;  and 
Bill  to  be  printed  as  amended.   (No.  96.) 

Memorandam  ahowing  the  flnanoial  efliMt  of  the 
propoialB  in.  at  to  pariabea  in  <rbioh  a  Sd.  rata 
hai  been  lerled :  Ordered  to  be  laid  bafbra  the 
Booae.    (No.  97.) 

The  Duze  of  RICHMOND  wished 
to  know  whether  the  noble  Ihike,  on  the 
occasion  of  the  Beport,  would  give  their 
Lordships  some  daia  to  show  that  the 
Sd.  rate  would  be  sufficient  for  the 
pun>oses  of  the  Act. 

The  Duke  of  ARGYLL  doubted  the 
atxniracy  of  the  noble  Duke's  figures 
quoted  at  a  former  period  of  the  evening, 
and  f^t  no  doubt  whatever  that  the 
3d.  rate  would  be  sufficient  for  all  the 
purposes  of  the  Act. 


PUotagt  Duet  o: 
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HOUSE    OF    COMMONS, 
Mtmiag,  lOthMag,  1869. 

MINUTES.]— SuppiT—OTFUirfflwi  i"«  CommilUt 
— CiTiL  Sebticr.  further  on  Mcounl. 

Pdbuc  Billi  —  i/ttolutioru  in  CoinmilUe  — 
Pier  *nd  Harbour  Order*  ConSmutian  ;  Diple- 
■niitio  Ser*icef[Si1arioa  and  AllowxncnJ. 

Ordered— Firit  Reading— Coxxttt  of  Jnitioe  (New 
Sits)  [113^1  Pier  ud  Qirboar  Orden  Cod- 
SraiHlion*  [lU]. 

CtrmmiUfe— A';porl— Reoorden'  Deputies  •  [107] ; 
Municip*!  Fnuohiu'refi]  ;  ETldenoe  Amend- 
ment •[3S]. 

Conndtred  at  amended — Fhunuej  Aot  (1668) 
Amendment*  [3T}i 

Third  Reading— &UaMtiM*  [lOl]  *:ai  pataed. 

NATAL— THE  CHDRCH  IN  THE  COLO- 
NIES—CASE OF  THE  REV.  KS. 
GREEN.— QUESTION. 
Ma.  THOMAS   HUGHES  said,  he 
wished  to  ask  the  Under  Secretary  of 
State  for  the  Colonies,  Whether,  not- 
irithstanding  the  inteidict  of  the  Su- 

Sreme  Court  of  the  Colony  of  Natal, 
Eited  the  9th  of  Januaiy  1868,  by 
which  Mr.  Green  ^the  then  Colonial 
Chaplain)  was  prohibited  from  officiating 
in  any  church  or  buildine  in  the  Colony 
belonging  to  the  Chur3i  of  England, 
the  same  Mr.  Green  is  still  recognized  as 
Colonial  Chaplain  by  Her  Majesly's  Oo- 
Tomment,  and  in  receipt  of  the  salary 
attached  to  that  office ;  and,  if  so,  why  7 
Ms.  M0N8ELL  said,  in  reply,  that 
the  attention  of  the  Colonial  Depurtment 
had  not  been  called  to  the  position  of 
Mr.  Green  since  the  present  Cravemment 
came  into  Office.  It  appeared  that  Mr. 
Green  had  been  for  nineteen  years  co- 
lonial chaplain  in  Natal,  that  his  salary 
had  been  paid  out  of  the  colonial  re- 
venue, ana  that  there  never  had  been 
any  desire  expressed  by  the  colonial 
authoritieB,  so  far  as  he  (Mr.  MonseU} 
knew,  that  Mr.  Green  should  be  removed 
from  his  position.  On  account,  however, 
of  fais  having  promulgated  the  sen- 
tence of  excommunication  pronounced 
by  the  Bishop  of  Cape  Town  aealnst 
"Dr.  Colenso,  the  Bishop  of  Natal,  Dr. 
Colenso  appeared  to  have  deprived  and 
inhibited  Mr.  Green.  The  Supreme 
Court,  on  the  matter  being  brought 
under  their  condderadon,  ratified  the 
decision,  and  pronounced  an  interdict 
prc^bitiiig  hitn  from  ofBcIating  in  any 
church  or  buildiuK  set  apart  for  the  use 
*A  the  Church  of  ^iglano,  and  for  which 


the  Bishop  of  Natal  was  trustee.  Fnwi 
that  decision  Mr.  Green  did  not  appeal. 
Looking  at  the  question,  it  was  a  matter 
of  some  difficulty  to  be  sure  of  the  re- 
lative  legal  positions  of  Dr.  Gray,  Dr. 
Colenso,  and  Mr.  Green.  The  decision 
the  Judicial  Committee  of  Privy  Coun- 
cil, by  which  those  rights  had  hitherto 
been  supposed  to  be  ascertained,  rested 
on  the  assumption  that,  in  1857,  Natal 
was  not  a  (>owii  Colony,  whilst  the 
judgment  of  the  Supreme  Court,  on 
which  it  was  now  suggested  that  they 
should  act,  was  baee^  by  the  majority 
of  the  Judges,  on  the  opposite  assumption 
that  at  that  period  Natal  was  a  (>ovn 
Colony.  The  Judicial  Committee  having 
thus  been  declared  mistaken  on  a  most 
important  fact,  in  this  conflict  of  opinion 
and  authority,  his  noble  Friend  Lord 
Granville  had  thought  it  right,  before 
taking  any  step,  to  submit  the  matter 
to  the  Law  Officers  of  the  Crown  for 
their  opinion 

PILOTAGE  DUES  ON  FOREIGN  SHIPPING. 
aTTBenoiT. 
Mb.  CANDLISH  said,  he  wished  to 
ask  the  President  of  the  Board  of  Trade, 
Whether  it  is  true,  as  has  been  stated  by 
the  Nantes  and  Havre  Chambers  of  Com- 
merce in  a  recent  Memorial  to  the  French 
Government,  that  in  the  trade  between 
London  and  the  French  ports  the  Cus- 
toms authorities  in  London  demand  re- 
ceipts for  pilotage  from  French  vessels 
Srevious  to  granting  clearances,  which 
emand  is  not  made  in  the  case  of  British 
vessels  engaged  in  the  same  trade ;  and, 
if  BO,  on  what  ground  such  demand  is 
made,  and  on  what  grounds  tiie  vessels 
of  the  two  Countries  are  subjected  to 
different  treatment? 

Mr.  BBIGHT,  in  reply,  said,  it  was 
quite  true  that,  under  the  Merchant 
Shipping  Aot,  foreign  ships  were  re- 
quired to  pay  pilotage  dues  in  the  way 
specified,  and  that  British  ships  were 
not  required  to  pay  in  the  same  manner. 
Both,  however,  were  subjected  to  the 
same  rates  of  pilotage,  and  under  the 
same  obligations  with  respect  to  the  em- 
olument of  pilots.  There  was  some 
difficulty  about  knowing  what  was  the 
reason  of  the  difference  made  between 
them ;  but  it  was  assumed  to  be  the 
case  that  the  owners  of  foreign  ship- 
ping were  often  not  here,  and  theNfbre 
were  not  so  easily  accessible  in  cose  the 
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pilotage  were  not  paid.  Another  reason 
given  was,  that  it  was  a  better  plan  for 
uie  owners  of  foreign  shipping,  as  it 
seoored  them  &oni  the  chance  of  im- 
position. However,  he  auepected  that 
neither  of  these  reasons  was  of  mach 
weight,  and  he  believed  it  was  intended 
that  the  point  should  be  considered  in 
the  Amendments  of  the  Merchant  Ship- 
pio^  Act,  and  that  in  all  probabilltj'  the 
diatmotion  would  be  removed. 


ARMT— PATRIOTIC  FUND    COMMISSION. 
QTTESTIOH. 

Ma.  LOCKE  KING  said,  he  would 
beg  to  ask  the  Secretary  of  State  for 
War,  Whether  there  can  be  any  objec- 
tion to  lay  upon  the  Table  Copy  of  the 
last  Beport  of  the  Executive  Committee 
of  the  Patriotic  Fund  Commission ; 
whether  that  Keport  contains  a  vei7 
painful  account  of  the  present  state  of 
management  of  that  institution  ;  and, 
whether  he  is  prepared  to  state  the  de- 
falcations which  hare  occurred,  and  tlie 
position  of  the  parties  who  are  answer- 
able for  them  ? 

Me.  CAEDWELL  said,  in  reply,  that 
the  Boyal  Commission  on  the  Fatriotic 
Fund  reported  to  Her  Majesty  through 
.  the  Secretary  of  State  for  War,  and,  as 
soon  as  the  present  investigation  was 
concluded,  no  doubt  the  Commission 
would  make  a  Beport,  which,  if  the  hon. 
Member  would  then  move  for,  he  should 
be  perfectly  ready  to  lay  upon  the  table. 
He  understood  that  the  Executive  Com- 
mittee had  made  a  Beport  to  the  Com- 
mission, which  the  CommiBsion  had  re- 
ferred back  to  the  Executive  Committee 
for  further  information  upon  certain 
points.  With  regard  to  the  defalcation 
which  it  was  known  had  occurred,  it  had 
been  ascertained  to  amount  to  between 
£200  and  £260,  and  instructions  had 
been  given  that  the  derk,  the  person 
euq>ected,  should  be  proaecutod. 


THE  EDMUNDS  SCANDAL.— ftDESTION. 
Mb.  BENTDfCK  said,  he  wished  to 
ask  the  Secretary  to  the  Xreasuiy,  Whe- 
ther Copy  of  a  Paper  entitled  "  The 
History  of  the  Edmunds  Scandal,  by 
Leonard  Edmunds,"  is  now  on  record  in 
the  Treasury,  and,  if  so,  whether  he  will 
lay  the  same  upon  the  Table  of  the 
House? 


Ms.  ATBTON  in  reply,  said,  it  was 
true  that  Mr.  Edmunds  had  written  a 
letter  to  the  Lords  of  the  Treasury  to  say 
that  he  had  the  honour  to  enclose  a  copy 
of  a  Paper  entitled  ' '  The  History  of  the 
Edmunds  Scandal,"  and  to  request  that 
they  would  cause  the  same  to  be  made  a 
record  of  the  Treasury.  The  Treasury 
was  not  exactly  the  place  for  recording 
everything  that  any  person  chose  to  send 
there,  and  therefore,  if  Mr.  Edmunds 
was  anxious  to  have  the  Paper  presented 
to  Parliament  he  thought  he  had  better 
choose  some  other  mannel  than  that 
office. 


COLONIAL  RETURNS.— QUESTION. 

Colonel  BYKES  said,  he  wished  to 
ask  the  Under  Secretary  of  State  for  the 
Colonies,  When  the  Colonial  Betums  in 
continuation  of  that  of  1859,  ordered  by 
the  House  on  11th  May  1868,  will  be 
laid  upon  the  Table  ? 

Mb.  MONSELL  said,  in  reply,  that 
the  Colonial  Betums  in  continuation  of 
those  of  18S9  were  Betums  to  be  made 
by  the  Treasury,  and  he  had  been  con- 
stantly pressing  for  them,  he  trusted 
rather  than  hoped,  that  they  would  be 
laid  on  the  table  shortly. 


IRELAND-PROTECTION  OF  LIFE. 

QUESTIOir. 

LoBD  JOHN  MANNERS  said,  he 
wished  to  ask  the  Chief  Secretazy  for 
Ireland,  Whether  it  is  the  intention  of 
the  Gtovemment  to  introduce  any  mea- 
sures for  the  better  protection  of  life  in 
certain  districts  in  Ireland  ?  Every  day 
accounts  of  fresh  outrages  continue  to  bo 
received.  

Mb.  CHICHESTEB  FOBTESCOE: 


ment  and  the  police  are  not  making  for 
the  purpose  of  detecting  the  perpetrators 
of  the  crimes  which  have  recently  dis- 
graced certain  districts  in  Ireland ;  and 
mey  have  by  no  means  abandoned  the 
hope  of  succeeding  in  the  detection  of 
some  of  the  criminals.  But  I  need  not 
tell  the  noble  Lord  the  enormous  diffi- 
cultieB  that  have  always  been  found  in 
devising  legislative  measures  that  would 
ensure  the  prevention  of  agrarian  crimes 
in  Ireland ;  and  espedaUy  m  view  of  that 


which  lies  at  the  root  of  the  whole 
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ter — ^namely,  the  difficult  of  procuring 
erridence  wBich  would  lead  to  convictions. 
However,  the  Government  are  moat 
anzionsly  considering  the  beet  meauB  of 
rendering  the  Lord  Lieutenant'e  powers 
in  this  matter  more  speedy  and  effectual. 

SCOTLAND— INCOME  TAX.— QUESTION. 

Mb.  "MTT.T.F.B.  said,  he  would  beg  to 
ask  Mr.  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer, 
If  be  is  now  satisfied  that  be  received 
the  Memorial  from  Scottish  Bankers 
and  others  in  Edinburgh,  referred  to  in 
the  Question  put  to  Mm  on  Friday  by 
the  hon.  Member  for  Portsmouth  (Sir 
James  Elpbinstone),  and  if  so,  if  be  will 
favourably  consider  the  prayer  of  the 
Memorial  ? 

The  chancellor  of  the  EXCHE- 
QTJEE  said,  in  reply,  Oiat  he  had  re- 
ceived the  Memorial  in  question.  He 
had  inquired  about  it  previously,  but 
found  it  was  not  in  the  office,  having 
been  sent  to  the  Inland  Beveuue  to  be 
reported  on.  He  was  sorry  that  there 
luid  been  any  mistake  in  the  matter.  As 
to  the  substance  of  the  Memorial,  he  ad- 
mitted that  there  was  a  grievance  or  a 
difficulty  owing  to  the  different  days  on 
which  tite  income  tax  was  collected  in 
Scotland ;  but  he  believed  that  the  dii&- 
culty  arose  only  on  occasions  when  the 
income  tax  was  altered,  and  he  thought 
that  it  would  be  a  greater  mischief  to 
adopt  any  change  in  the  days  now,  as  it 
would  cause  much  inconvenience  to  per- 
sons in  making  their  calculations.  He 
believed  there  would  be  less  inconveni- 
ence from  leaving  things  as  they  were 
than  from  introducing  fresh  anomalies. 

ORDERS  OF  THE  DAT. 
Ordertd,  That  the  Orders  of  the  Day 
be  postponed  until  after  the  Notices  of 
Motions  relative  to  Pauperism  and  Ta- 
grancy  in  England,  and  the  Courts  of 
Justice  (New  Sit«).— (ifr.  Oladitone.) ' 

PAUPEEI8MAND  VAGRANCY  (ENGLAND). 

UOTIOH  FOB  A  SELECT  COHKITTEE. 

Me.  COERANCE:  Let  me  first  ac- 
knowledge the  kinduess  of  the  right 
hon.  Member  who  has  afforded  me  the 
present  opportunify  of  bringing  the 
matter  before  the  House ;  nevertheless, 
in  rising  to  call  the  attention  of  the  House 
to  this  important  subject,  I  must  feel 
conscious  of  a  task  beyond  my  strength, 
and  no  less  so,  that  it  might  have 
Mr.  Chiehtttmr  FortacM 


been  bettor  undertaken  by  many  hon- 
Members  of  this  House.  Myexcusemnst 
be  that  I  have  waited  three  years  in 
hopes  that  this  might  be  the  case, 
and  it  is  under  these  circumstances 
that  thd  bounds  of  prudence  have  been 
passed.  It  has  semed  to  me  a  strange 
thing,  I  confess,  that  a  matter,  exdtinR 
throughout  the  country  so  great  and 
deep  an  interest,  so  widely  debated,  so 
much  discussed,  should  form  so  small  a 
part  of  the  consideration  of  this  House. 
It  is  true,  perhaps,  that  here  and  there 
a  detail  is  altered,  or  through  the  in- 
creasing discontent  of  some  local  body 
it  comes  before  us  in  a  fittgmentary 
state ;  but  discussions  raised  upon  such 
issues  are  never  satisfactory,  and  have  a 
strong  tendency  to  assume  a  most  ob- 
jectionable shape,  a  mere  question  <^ 
self-interest  or  of  class,  blindly  oblivions 
of  the  general  interests  at  stake.  It  will 
be  my  endeavour  to  keep  clear  of  this ; 
to  deal  honestiy  and  fairly  with  the 
question  itself,  and  if,  from  an  admitted 
incompetency,  I  fail  to  solve  the  grave 
difficulties  of  the  case,  I  may  claim,  upon 
such  grounds,  the  indulgence  of  this 
House.  And  now  let  me  leave  no  doubt 
upon  one  point  as  regards  this  question, 
to  which  I  wish  to  call  the  attention 
of  the  House :  I  do  not  believe  it  can 
be  dealt  with  in  any  manner  less  than 
complete,  and  that  any  reform  to  be 
beneficitd  miist  be  thorough  if  it  is  to 
meet  the  case.  Upon  what  does  the  ne- 
cessity rest  ?  Now,  I  do  not  propose  to 
enter  at  length  into  statistics,  local  or 
general,  to  prove  this  part  of  my  case ; 
tiLev  are  well  known,  accessible  to  ^, 
and  sufficiently  admitted  to  allow  me  to 
assume  it  as  a  fact,  that  the  growth  and 
progress  of  this  social  malady  is  both 
formidable  and  on  the  increase,  tuid 
upon  such  grounds  to  argue  the  case. 
Averyfew  figures  will,  therefore,  suffice. 
Starting  from  1834  we  find  that  the  ex- 
penditure to  poor's  rate  was £6,317,255, 
while  the  population  stood  at  14,322,000. 
To  meet  this  enormous  evil,  the  Poor 
Law  was  passed,  and  in  the  next  decen- 
nial period — namely,  up  to  1844,  we  find 
that,  while  the  number  relieved  amoimted 
to  800,000,  the  expenditure  had  fallen 
to  £4,976,093,  while  the  population 
stood  at  16,410,000.  This  decrease  may 
then  fairly  be  attributed  to  the  working 
of  the  new  Act.  By  the  figures  for  the 
next  decennial  period  it  woud  seem  that 
a  stationary  pomt  had  been  reached,  for. 
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in  1854,  the  figures  stood  thus —  pau- 
pers, 884,617;  expenditure,  £5,232,853 ; 
population,  18,617,000;  the  price  of 
vheat  averanng  61*.  £or  the  year.  But 
at  the  end  oi  the  next  decennial  period 
matters  are  far  worse,  for  in  1864  the 
number  of  paupers  were  1,014,078 ;  the 
expenditure,  £6,423,383 ;  the  population, 
20,681,000 ;  wheat  being  at  39f.  Bd.  only. 
Now  iida  is  a  most  sigmficaut  &ct,  and 
what  follows  is  by  no  means  re-asaturing, 
for  in  the  next  sacceeding  years — namely, 
1S65,  1666, 1867  and  1868,  the  case  is  no 
better — ^until  reaching  1867  and  1868, 
we  attain  the  maximum  point  of  916,152 
average  in  year  1867,  and  £6,439,517 
expenditure;  and  931,546  average  in 
year  1868,  and  £6,959,640  expenditure; 
tbe  population  standing  at  21,429,508, 
or  nearly  £500,000  more  than  at  the 
worst  of  our  previous  periods  during  the 
old  Act.  Appareatly,  then,  between  1861 
and  1867,  while  the  population  inoreaaed 
only|7per  cent,  the  numoer  of  in-door  pau- 
pers increased  9  per  cent ;  while,  in  the 
same  six  years,  not  regarding  the  initial 
year,  the  poor  rate  levied  increased  by 
£2,382,000,  or  30  per  cent;  and  the  re- 
lief expenditure  taken  alone,  rose  in 
1867  £1,181,000  over  that  item  in  1861, 
or  by  20  per  cent.  Now,  it  may  be 
urged  that  this  is,  after  all,  by  no  means 
conclusive  as  against  the  action  of  the 
Poor  Law,  and  that  we  ought  to  rest 
satisfied  so  long  as  the  ratio  to  popula- 
tion does  not  increase.  I  cannot  ^ree 
to  this,  nor  will  such  an  opinion  hold  good 
upon  a  closer  examination  of  this  case. 
Jjxtk  at  the  other  circumstances  of  this 
case.  First,  take  the  price  of  wheat. 
According  to  calculations  I  have  made, 
the  average  for  the  decennial  periods, 
mnce  1844,  run  thus — In  1844,  average 
for  last  ten  years,  56«.;  inl854,  averse 
for  last  ten  years,  5U.  7id.  ;  in  1664, 
averwe  for  last  ten  years,  52«.  i^d. ;  or 
a  di^rence  of  3t.  to  4«.  a  quarter,  the 
effect  of  which  upon  both  rates  and  pau- 
perism is  great.  Once  more,  take  the 
statistics  of  emigration  extending  over 
the  same  period,  and  note  its  ^adual 
increase.  Taking  the  quinc|uennial  pe- 
riods since  1840  it  stands  thus — 

1840  to  IS . .  473,610 . .  AiBngs  per  jeu  94,738 
1845  toOO.. 1,034, 146..  „  304.B39 

1860  Lo6S.. 1,643,946..  „  628.689 

isasiooo..  eoa.eio..  „  i«9,i38 

18601066..  773,931,.  .,  164,786 

1866  ..  309.601..  „  309,801 

1867  ..  204,833..  ..  304.883 

1868  ..  196,098..  „  106,963 
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The  difference  between  the  first  five  years 
after  1840  and  the  last  three  (1866-7-8) 
being  more  than  double  in  amount. 
Surely  this  fact  is  worth  something 
against  the  account.  The  increase  of 
friendly  societies  is  also  an  auxiliary 
which  we  must  not  neglect,  and  upon 
comparison  with  the  former  period  tney 
stand  thus — In  1844  their  members  were 
2,500,000;  1864, 3,500,000:  capital,1844, 
£10,000,000;  1864,  £20,000,000.  These 
are  computed,  upon  no  mean  authori^, 
to  save  £2,000,000  rates.  And  if,  to 
such  facts,  we  add  the  progressive  in- 
crease of  national  wealth,  surely  this 
steadily  maintained  ratio  of  misery  can 
scarcely  be  held  to  convey  satisfactory 
assurance  of  a  healthy  social  state,  nor 
can  we  dispense  with  the  obvious  duty 
of  an  esamination  of  the  circumstances 
under  which  this  has  taken  place.  And 
now,  assuming  these  to  be  facts,  ought  we 
to  feel  any  possible  satisfaction  at  the 
rate  with  which  pauperism  has  decreased? 
And  ought  not  our  attention  to  be  next 
directed  to  the  laws?  and  to  the  alteration 
of  the  law  which  has  taken  place  ?  First, 
as  to  the  laws  themselves,  let  me  honestly 
confess  that,  while  they  appear  to  me  to 
have  been  caretiilly  devised  to  meet  cir- 
cumstances of  an  exceptional  class,  and 
while  thej^  appear  to  mo  to  have  been 
applied  with  judgment  and  admirable 
tact  to  meet  an  almost  desperate  case — 
that  while  nothing  appears  to  me  more 
admirable  than  the  principle  upon  which 
the  application  of  those  laws  took  place 
under  the  given  conditions  —  it  is  im- 
possible not  to  recognize  the  ihct  that 
the  greater  part  of  the  desired  effect 
had  oeen  actually  produced  within  the 
first  ten  years  aner  they  came  into 
operation,  and  that  notwithstanding  tlio 
successive  acts  of  legislation  since  in- 
troduced, the  subsequent  operation  of 
the  Act  has  proved  by  no  means  capable 
of  meeting  the  requirements  which  exist. 
Now,  in  connection  with  this,  there  is 
one  really  remarkable  fact,  which  I  re- 
commend to  the  attention  of  bon.  Mem- 
bers of  the  House.  For  the  first  ten  years 
these  Poor  Laws  were  not  only  grossly 
unpopular,  but  they  were  exposedto  all 
the  opposition  which  party  feeling  could 
bring  to  bear  against  them.  At  that 
time  —  namely,  1844,  this  feeling  would 
seem  to  have  died  out,  and,  just  at  the 
very  period  when  it  is  probable  we  had 
derived  tiie  ultimate  amount  of  good 
which  the  system  was  capable  of  yield- 
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iiig — ^just  at  that  time,  I  say,  instead  of 
Beeking  out  the  new  line  of  natural  de- 
Telopmsnt,  the  old  opponents  of  the  mea- 
sure settled  down  into  contented  inertia 
nnd  unpro^eaeiTe  belief.  First,  let  me 
call  attenboQ  to  the  original  Act,  and 
the  circumBtances  it  was  &amed  to  meet, 
tiiey  were  almoet  desperate,  no  doubt. 
In  some  parishes  the  systeni  of  rates,  in 
tact,  constituted  a  system  of  communisees 
of  a  distinct  class,  and  labour,  relief,  and 
wages  came  out  of  a  common  fund — the 
rate.  The  whole  character  of  the  people 
was  depraved,  no  doubt,  and  the  essen- 
tial function  of  the  Poor  Law  was  to 
create  a  more  wholesome  public  feeling, 
as  weU  as  conditions  of  a  corresponding 
class.  The  one  enemr  to  the  honest 
labourer  was  relief;  I  pat  hon.  Gen- 
tlemen in  mind  of  this,  lest,  under  other 
draumatances,  they  form  erroneous  ideas 
as  to  this.  The  principles  were  sound 
principles,  and  tbe  laws  were  sound  laws 
to  meet  what  they  met.  The  question  I 
shall  raise  is  not  this  —  it  is  whether, 
when  the  conditions  were  much  changed, 
and  the  remedy  had  administered  to  the 
disease,  it  was  politic  to  oontinne  the 
dose?  Now  I  do  not  think  it  will  be 
disputed  that,  if  the  disease  was  veiy 
malignant,  the  treatment  was  drastic 
enough.  De^ndence  upon  rates  was 
the  evil,  and  it  was  by  no  means  over 
rose  beds  Uiat  the  patient  was  led 
back;  it  was  by  the  sternest  of  masters, 
necessi^,  that  he  was  to  be  taught. 
Utter  destitution  was  to  he  the  quali- 
fication, and  the  House  the  test.  In 
1809,  under  Article  in.,  we  find  it  laid 

"  Thnt  tba  fbndament*!  principle  with  reapeot 
to  th«  legal  relierof  the  poor  a  [hit  the  condi- 
Uon  of  the  pauper  ougbt  to  be,  on  the  *hole,  leu 
•llgtblo  th*n  that  of  the  Independent  laliourer. 
But  an  inmate  of  a  vell-uppointed  union.bouie 
livei  in  roomi  better  Tentilaied,  more  apaoiou), 
and  batler  wHrmed.  Hii  meala  are  better  and 
more  regularlj  lerved.  He  ia  more  warmlj  clnd, 
and  be  ii  belter  attended  in  licknen  tban  if  he 
waa  in  fail  own  cottage.  Moreover  all  tbeao 
bmefil*  are  anpplied  to  him  with  perliMt  regu- 
laritf  and  without  anj  fOTethoughl  or  aniietj  od 

"  Thna  fir  relief  in  a  pnbUa  establiibmeat  *i»- 
latfi  the  principle  above  adiened  to,  and  plaoea 
the  pauper  in  k  more  eligible  poiition  than  Ibe 
independent  labourer.  The  Dn1)>  expedient,  there- 
tbre,  for  aeeompliahing  the  end  in  riew  which 
homiiiit;  permlla  ia  to  aubjeat  the  pauper  in- 
mate oF  a  public  eatabliabment  to  aaoti  a  a^ttem 
of  Uboar-diaetpline  and  reatraint  aa  iball  be  auSl- 
•iant  to  outweigh  in  bia  oatimatiOD  the  adiantagea 
vbioh  he  derlrei  from  tba  bodilj  oombrt  be  en- 
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jo;a.  Tbia  ii  the  onlj  mode,  coaaiitant  wiUi  ha- 
msDit]',  of  rendering  the  oondition  of  the  pauper 
leai  eligible  than  Ihnt  of  the  independent  labourer, 
and  upon  thii  principle  the  Engliah  union-faoute* 
bare  been  organited." 

Now  it  is  impossible  to  read  this  with- 
out a  feeling  almost  of  terror  at  what 
might  be  the  effecte  of  it«  application 
uponawhollydependentclass.  Nodoubt 
the  work  was  written  and  the  system  de- 
vised by  humane  and  enlightened  men, 
but  who  could  foresee  the  efibcte  of  such 
words  upon  men  of  a  rougher  mould 
and  of  a  less  diecriminatiDg  class  P  It 
has  been  accused  of  producing  acts  at 
inhumanity,  and  in  isolated  instanoeA 
this  no  doubt  has  been  the  case,  but  as  a 
general  rule  great  discretion  has  tem- 
pered the  appHcafion  of  the  rate.  Never- 
theless, when  we  remember  that  under 
these  sweeping  conditions  were  and  aro 
included  every  inmate  of  a  union-house, 
I  think  that  we  must  begin  to  doubt 
whether  such  a  ^stem  can  he  applicable 
to  all  times  and  all  circumstances  alike- 
Now,  when  I  say  this  I  would  not  be 
misunderstood.  No  one  who  has  deeply 
studied  this  question  can  doubt  the  diiB- 
culties  with  which  it  ie  beeet.  No  one 
who  has  read  the  able  Beports  of  the 
Commissions,  from  I B34  to  1 844,  can  doubt 
the  soundness  of  the  principles  upon 
which  they  framed  their  Seporte,  least  of 
all  myself.  And  no  one  more  readily 
recognizes  the  depth  of  Bentham'e  sum- 
mary of  this.    He  writes  thus — 

"But  compiaiion  ii  one  thing,  and  relief  effl- 
oaeioai  and  unmiaohieroua  I*  another.  The  on* 
ma^  be  bellowed  in  aniqimntitr  ;  iheotberilwnild 
nerer  ba  atlempled  to  be  bealowrd,  eapeciall;  at 
the  eipenn  of  the  community,  until  after  the 
moat  alricc  and  compreheniive  inquir;  whether 
the  undertaking  liea  within  the  pphere  of  praeti- 
eabilitj,  and  whether  the  remoTiI  of  the  eril  b« 
not  iniepnrablj  eonneolrd  with  mora  eitemain, 
and  net  leia  permanent,  evil." 

Let  us  give  full  scope  to  this,  tatd  re- 
ci^nize  all  the  ultimate  consequancaa 
wMch  may  proceed  from  ill-directed  at- 
tempts at  relief.  Acknowledge  the  ne- 
cessi^  for  inquiiy  into  the  condllioas 
which  exist,  but  do  not,  I  say,  rest 
satisfied  upon  less  than  conclusive  evi- 
dence, that  your  present  system  contains 
a  panacea  for  all  evils  whiuh  exist.  Be- 
oognize,  at  least,  the  fact  that  it  is  simply 
repressive,  and  its  operation  purely  me- 
chanical ;  that  it  admits  <tf  few  dudnc- 
tions — that  all  are  paupers  who  come 
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nnder  its  aoope — and  tliBt  the  teet  ftp- 
plied  alike  to  crime,  to  sullen  idleness, 
sod  to  misfortune,  or  oneuocees  is  the 
test  of  utter  destitution  and  the  union* 
house.  Now,  die  only  justification  for 
such  a  Bjeieni  must  be  complete  and 
final  Buoceee.  If  tliis  is  not  attained, 
then  the  Cailure  is  gross,  and  it  beoomes 
aotoally  mischievous  and  intolerable  &om 
that  point.  In  a  recent  treatise  upon 
frieodly  eociedes  (Charles  Hardwick) 
this  ifi  well  put — 

"Extrema  priT»lion,"  be  mjt.  "hu  e»er  a 
poverrui  e&ect  in  the  deleriorntiaa  of  the  maral 
•sntlmeiit.  Ilape  ipeedily  fomksi  the  mind,  and 
d«p*lr  Uri  11*  benambiDg  hand  up«D  th*  enM 
thriftj  and  iaduitrion*  mao.  Ha  gradnaltj  lutr- 
initi  to  be  piuperiied  ;  ha  ha*  forfeited  hli  moat 
oheri>hed  tnaaure — the  aenae  of  aair  dapaadenoe 
—  and  habitaal  panperiuB  ii  but  too  ohta  tbe 
supping  ■lonato  crime." 

Surely  there  is  force  in  this,  and  if  we 
reoc^iuce,  as  I  think  we  must,  the  in- 
suffldenoy  of  our  system,  there  should, 
at  least,  be  a  searching  inyestiffation 
upon  tlus  point.  But  tt  will  doubtless 
be  said  that  these  laws  are  not  inelastic, 
and  Utey  have  already  suffered  consider- 
able changes  in  important  respects,  and 
that,  as  now  administered,  they  are  es- 
sentiaUy  different  from  that  contomplated 
at  first.  Well,  this  is  the  case,  but  if 
it  proves  anything — it  proves  that  the 
^Lperienoe  of  actual  practice  is  against 
the  theory  upon  which  these  laws  were 
built  It  is  true  that  since  1844  about 
fbrty  such  amendments  have  been 
passed,  and  to  them  I  propose  to  apply 
the  test  of  suooess.  The  laws  relatmg 
to  irremoveability  and  chargeability  are 
by  far  the  most  important  in  their  effects. 
But  there  have  been  some  others  calcu- 
lated to  produce  remarkable  results, 
which  from  being  permissive  have  fiiUen 
dead.  Of  these  I  will  presently  say 
something;  but  let  us  take  irromove- 
ability  first.  Concerning  this  we  have 
several  suooesdve  Acta — namely,  9  &  10 

Fiel.,  1846,  by  which  the  term  of  five 
years  was  set.     Then  comes  11  &  12 

Fiei.c.  Ill,  by  which  it  was  amended. 
After  this,  24  &  25  Fiet.,  I66I,  o.  55, 
shortening  the  term  to  three  years  ;  and 
subsequently  28  &  29  Fiet.,  1865,  c.  8, 
which  once  more  reduced  the  tonn  to 
one  year.  Concomitantly  with  this  was 
widened  the  area  of  relief  under  suooee- 
sive  Acta.    By  10  &  II   Fiet.,  c.  110; 

11    ft  12    Fiet.,  caps.  110,  111 ;  12  ft  13 

Fiet.  c.  lOS,  s.  IS ;  and  22   Fiet.  c.  29. 


By  the  24  ft  25  Fiet.,  the  period  of  three 
years  was  substituted  for  that  of  five, 
specified  in  9  ft  10  Fiet. ;  and  residence 
of  any  person  in  any  pu^  of  the  union 
has  the  same  effect  in  reference  to  the 
provisions  of  the  said  section  as  residence 
in  the  parish.  By  28  ft  29  Fid.,  s.  17, 
one  year  was  substituted  for  three. 
What  has  been  the  effect  of  these  succes- 
sive enactments  ?  Now,  there  are  some 
reasons  why  we  should  not  pass  by  these 
important  Acts  without  challenge,  and  as 
I  thought  myself,  perhaps,  the  strongest 
might  have  been  found  in  a  debate  which 
rocentlytookplacein  this  House.  Keviv- 
ing  some  arguments,  the  speaker  seemed 
to  hold  that  some  evUs  of  a  local  nature  * 
had  been  produced  or  increased  under 
the  operation  of  statutes  of  a  different 
class,  and  by  the  direct  pressure  of  land- 
lords upon  labourers,  by  which  they 
were  forced  to  quit  their  houses,  the 
burdens  of  others  had  been  increased. 
Now,  upon  a  perhaps  more  general,  and 
I  trust  impartial  ini^uiry,  I  cannot  ar- 
rive at  that  conclusion  myself.  I  am 
far  from  denying  'that,  by  absence  of 
cottages,  and  under  pressure  arising 
from  the  fear  of  rates,  such  a  con- 
gestion may,  in  the  immediate  vicinity 
of  a  large  town,  have  taken  place ;  but 
let  the  hon.  Qentlenuui  remember  this — 
Hi&t  such  circumstances  cannot  operate 
beyond  the  neighbourhood  of  the  town 
to  any  great  extent,  and  as  a  disturbing 
element  its  force  is  not  great.  Let  him  re- 
member that  we  live  under  the  influence 
of  far  greater  natural  causes,  the  action 
of  which,  as  it  seems  to  me,  he  has 
neglected  to  trace,  and  that  the  very 
action  of  that  measure  which  he  thinks 
remedial  might  absolutely  and  actually 
accelerate  the  movement  he  wishes  to 
check.  That  it  has  been  found  so  in 
England  I  have  no  doubt,  and  that 
the  relaxation  of  the  restrictive  laws  has 
given  an  impetus  to  the  movement  they 
were  meant  to  check  I  can  give  the 
House  some  evidence  of  this  under  some 
Betume  lately  made  to  this  House.  In 
the  metropolis  the  total  number  of  male 
paupers  was  as  follows  : — In  1858, 
71,515;  1859,  79.716;  1860,  88,U8; 
1861,  96,884;  1862,  113,889;  1863, 
108,628;  1864,  99,090;  1865,  101,666; 
1866,  108,610;  1867,  132,499;  1868, 
163,179.    In  other  hixge  towns  we  find 
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AONt. 

Popnt.- 

tiOD. 

1861 

1888 

Riebmond    .    . 

4,339 

i8,soa 

178 

984 

IJiil 

18.783 

331 

332 

Brishton      .    . 

SM« 

7T.893 

703 

982 

S,S30 

43.414 

344 

467 

JU^ingr.    . 

4,699 

36.876 

330 

306 

KV:: 

e,SBfl 

37.881 

300 

394 

1,800 

33.738 

229 

303 

Plymoath    .    . 

1,63a 

68.6B9 

483 

606 

Briatol   .    .    . 

1.840 

66,027 

984 

1,264 

6,770 

30.969 

184 

310 

s.eeo 

213,631 

I,6S8 

2,364 

T«Tnio^th   .    . 

i,aio 

30.338 

305 

437 

Nor-ieh      .    . 

*,32S 

74.801 

766 

931 

CoTeotrr    .     . 

6:439 

4,164 

330 

371 

Noltingbun     . 

1,760 

74,698 

989 

866 

D.rb7    .     .     . 

2,B70 

61,049 

306 

337 

Cb»ter.    .    . 

a,TB8 

39,408 

364 

394 

Skliord  .    .     . 

4,S30 

I0«,336 

618 

926 

1,480 

186,410 

3.483 

3,386 

Bndrord     .     . 

8,890 

106,318 

333 

646 

EiDgltOD      .      . 

1.837 

69.888 

338 

466 

NewoMUe  .    . 

7,103 

110,968 

686 

901 

. 

13,680 

16,831 

Now  what  are  these  natural 
They  are  not  far  to  seek.  In  the  first 
place,  during  the  last  ten  or  fifteen  Toara 
agricultural  employment  has  diminished, 
under  changed  cultivation,  under  the 
^nployment  of  other  pover,  and  the 
burdens  of  parish  rateB.  Of  this  it  is 
also  ea^to  gire  proof.  Since  1S31  it 
has  stood  thus — In  1831  there  were 
employed  in  agriculture,  1,076,000 ; 
1841,  1,214,000;  1851,  1,623,000;  1861, 
1,647,000:  between  tiie  last-mentioned 
periods  there  was  a  decrease  in  thirty 
out  of  forty-two  counties,  and  in  six 
only  was  there  any  considerable  in- 
crease ;  while  in  the  remaining  six  the 
numbras  were  stationary.  Once  more, 
there  is  the  difficully  of  procuring  casual 
work,  which  is  especially  felt  among  the 
younger  labourers ;  and  also  that  agri- 
cultural labour  is  not  fitting  for  the 
weak.  Persons  of  bad  character  also 
seek  the  refuge  of  the  towns,  and  help 
to  swell  the  list.  Then  there  are  the 
inducements  of  charities  and  the  like, 
and  the  result  is,  I  think,  well  put  in 
some  words  I  hare  lately  read,  namely — 
"  The  same  i(  Dot  br  to  nek.  It  liM  in  [he 
diSkrenoe  betWMn  Eowd  and  oountrj  lift,  lu  k 
caoDtrj  pariih  impocition  i>  next  t«  ini|wuib1e. 
The  ixtj  l&bourer  —  the  bad  bargain  —  ii  won 
koown.  Hi*  neighboara  an  the  lait  penona  to 
watte  their  nionej  io  miupplied  cbiritin  ;  but  in 
London  the  traeti  occupied  by  the  metropolitui 
pauper  claM  are  *o  man;  vail  jonglai.  The 
ooOKtrr  oCbring  but  &  daabtfDl  elaim  of  legal 
relief  oalj,  aad  the  metropolii  a  oertaiotr  oF 
eharitable  dolsi,  to  London  be  oome*.  and  in 
London  be  tt*;*." 
Mr.  Comma 
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Now,  i^ainst  this  what  was  the  former 
check — namely,  the  power  of  removal, 
and  settlement  confined  to  one  place. 
I  do  not  eay  so  as  an  advocate,  but  it 
was  so,  nevmhetesB.  And  when  I  hear 
hon.  Gentlemen  who  have,  perhaps,  little 
studied  this  question  in  a  general  sense, 
advocates  of  changes,  upon  the  ground 
of  some  special  interest  or  class,  I  feel 
inclined  to  laugh,  if,  on  tiie  other  hand, 
it  was  not  so  sad  that  the  poor  should 
be  made  the  sport  of  conflicting  ele- 
ments such  as  this.  Such,  however,  is 
the  history  of  these  Poor  Laws  through- 
out, and,  if  I  quote  the  words  of  a  writer 
in  the  18th  century,  they  would  seem 
applicable  to  every  epoch  since.  Roger 
North  says — 

"  The  rates  in  Colobeiter  amonnted  to  60  p«r 
eent.  That  one  thought  alone  oooupied  the  rate- 
payer of  all  olauea,  and  all  hia  ingenull;  wai 
emplofsd  to  evade  or  utiliie  hi*  abare  of  the  rate. 
WbnteTer  pubtic  intereat  eiiated  wa*  abaorbad  in 
the  atraggla  between  booiea  and  land,  and  wbila 
ther  inflieled  upon  eaoh  other  the  hsaTirit  penal- 
tie*,  tbeae  belligerent*  with  equal  aalfiahnea*  and 
folly  aaerifleed  the  poor.' 


And  such,  I  say,  if  we  only  take  partial 
views  of  this  question,  will  ever  be  the 
case.  But  it  has  been  argued  from  an- 
other aide  I  know,  and  volumes  of  phi- 
lanthropy have  been  expended  in  its 
behalf.  I  think  that  these  have  been 
equally  futile.  In  the  first  place,  such 
relaxations  have  been  claimed  as  a  poor 
man's  right,  and  it  has  been  stated  as  a 
hardship  that  any  conditions  were  an- 
nexed for  relief.  Tie  view  has  been 
adopted  by  writers  of  eminence,  such  as 
Oeorge  Goode,  and  is  worthy  of  con- 
sideratioQ  on  this  account.  Why,  the 
very  foundation  of  such  a  claim  is  the 
conditional  nature  of  the  case,  and  these 
conditions  we  have  a  right  to  exact. 
"What  possible  right  can  one  man  have 
to  another's  goods,  or  to  eleemo^ary 
support  ?  Nor  is  such  a  right  conferred 
by  law  under  any  statute  or  Act.  Quite 
ih&  reverse.  The  Act  of  Elizabeth  pro- 
scribes the  condition  of  the  case  in  a 
manner  the  moat  precise,  and  that  con- 
dition was  settlement  and  work.  The 
elementary  principle  was  this.  Nor  can 
I  believe  Uiat  if  society  ever  relinquished 
such  a  safeguard  that  it  would  tend  to 
the  poor  man's  good,  for  it  would  be- 
come an  inducement  to  become  demo- 
ralized and  base.  He  must  feel  the  de- 
gradation of  relief.  On  the  other  hand, 
what  is  the  fact?  That  the  helpless 
mass  gravitates  to  the  town,  and  within 
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that  tovn  -vliat  takes  place  ?  The  imion 
Iiouses  are  made  almeliouseB  ;  the  able- 
bodied  become  vagrants;  and  the  children 
Araba  in  the  etreeta.  But  it  may  be 
objected  that  these  are,  no  dosbt,  evils 
incidsntal  to  the  existing  state  of  things, 
and  it  b  j  no  means  follows  that  a  remedy 
can  be  deviaed  which  will  not  perhaps 
aggravate  the  disease.  If  I  venture  to 
enter  upon  this  ground,  it  is  not  because 
I  am  unaware  of  the  danger  of  the  at- 
tempt. Every  one  has  his  pet  remedy, 
his  general  panacea.  One  says  emigra- 
tion, another  national  workshops,  a  uiird 
BubdivisiDn  of  land,  and  if  we  add  a 
humane  baby-fEkrming  society  to  the  list, 
the  new  light  for  the  regeneration  of 
society  woiud  seem  complete.  I  shaU 
not  venture  to  differ  with  such,  but 
ly  state  my  opinion  that  the; 
ihort  of  the  requirements 
case.  On  one  point  only  shall  I  venture 
to  eipresa  an  opinion,  that  I  do  not  think 
it  would  be  safe  to  trust  to  the  temporary 
relief  afforded  by  emigration  as  regards 
ourselves,  and  it  is  not  hopefol  as  re- 
gards those  sent  out.  It  can  only  act 
as  an  auzUiaiy  at  all  events.  For  an 
effectual  remedy  we  must  look  deeper 
than  this,  and  recognizing  the  disorder 
as  one  of  a  moral  nature,  we  must  lay 
the  axe  to  the  root.  The  first  duty  of 
those  who  would  prescribe  moat  be  to 
know  the  patients  ;  who  are  they  in 
this  case  ?  They  come  under  the  com- 
mon head  of  paupers,  but  they  are  of  a 
widely  distinct  and  different  class.  They 
come  under  four  subdiviHions  at  least, 
children,  aged,  sick,  able-bodied.  Let 
me  very  bnefly  show  the  present  atate 
under  &e  existing  law  of  each  of  these 
classes.  It  seems  to  me  the  children 
merit  our  attention  first,  not  only  for  the 
hopes  they  may  inspire  of  an  honest  and 
honourable  fiiture  life,  not  merely  be- 
cause of  the  whole  social  etructure  these 
form  the  base,  but  no  less  so  becanse  we 
are  con&onted  with  a  sad  and  instructive 
f^  that,  even  in  nimierical  proportion, 
these  are  the  important  class.  Out  of  a 
total  of  able-bodied  paupers  of  477,169 
we  find  no  leas  a  number  than  391,539 
charged  as  children  under  sixteen  in  re- 
ceipt of  relief.  Out  of  this  number 
56,500  are  within  the  house,  and  34,266 
are  receiving  iDstruction  within  the 
union  school.  Now  concerning  this 
large  and  important  section  among  those 
who  receive  out-door  relief,  what  do  we 
know  ?  That  is  the  first  question  I  must 
VOL.  OXCVI.  [tBOD  BBRIB8.] 
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ask  ?  I  can  obtain  no  information,  save 
that  they  are  in  receipt  of  relief,  paupers 
in  fact.  What  an  admission  is  this,  that 
we  relieve  323,475  children  per  annum 
without  knowledge  of  their  social  state ; 
whether  they  are  at  work,  or  play,  or  the 
commission  of  crime  we  know  not.  Are 
they  apprenticed,  to  what  industrial  occu- 

fiation  do  they  belong — ignorance  is  our 
ot  The  existence  of  auch  a  fact  alone 
would  send  a^  system  into  unutterable 
contempt.  How  can  you  deal  with 
paupenam  upon  such  a  footing  as  this  ? 
There  is  no  information  upon  this  point, 
but  we  can  obtain  a  glimpse  or  two  which 
may  suffice.  From  the  Zeedt  Mercury, 
March  2,  1869,  we  find  that  between 
10  o'clock  and  n'30  (school  hours),  there 
were  counted  in  the  streets  5,507  of  these 
deserted  ones ;  of  these  2,561  were 
English  and  2,946  Irish  ;  of  the  former 
1,274  and  of  the  latter  2,329  had  no 
shoes ;  many  of  these  were  found  in  the 
atreets  after  11  at  ni^t.  A  walk 
through  Westminster  to  Vincent  Square 
will  fiimish  pretty  much  the  same  result 
within  the  very  shadow  of  this  House. 
In  the  country  one  or  two  fecta  are  also 
significant  as  regards  this  daes.  I 
allude  to  the  utter  failure  of  18  &  19 
Vict.,  called  Denison's  Act ;  to  what 
conclusion  would  this  conduct  ?  We 
know  that  such  children  cannot  pay 
school  pence.  Their  education  must  be 
a  charitable  one,  it  can  come  from  no 
other  source.  What  provision  is  made 
for  this  ?  The  inference  is  painful  from 
this,  that  here  is  the  recruiting  ground 
of  pauperism  and  crime,  the  source  from 
which  the  devU'a  regiment  of  the  line 
fills  up  its  wasted  ranks.  But  this  ia 
onlv  a  part,  and  there  are  56,500  more 
witJiia  the  walls  of  the  house.  In  union 
echoola  34,266  are  receiving  educatioo, 
which  to  some  may  appear  a  satisfactory 
fact ;  befbre,  however,  we  admit  this,  it 
is  necessary  to  ask  what  sort  of  an  edu- 
cation this  is,  and  with  what  moral  and 
intellectual  results.  Against  these  union 
schools  grave  charges  have  been  brought, 
and  wdl-qualified  persons  have  never 
favoured  them  much.  In  1839  we  find 
the  Poor  Law  Oommiesioners  speaking 


•*  An  lDT«ttig>lioa  of  tha  oirotuniUnoef  of  tbe 
ehildnm  io  tbs  T*rioui  workbaoMi,  >di1  of  tbs 
DUkai  oF  iffordiog  tbem  adrqaate  initrDotioo, 
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At  itie  same  date,  we  find  Mr.  C.  Tu&all 
speaking  to  tlie  same  effect,  namely — 

"  UndiT  th«  old  ajatam  of  tha  Poor  Law,  it  ia 
well-knowa  bow  riequenll;  >  Ikmily  whioh  once 
bec»n»9  pKupcriied  remained  so  forerer  after.  In 
eduoHtion  vitliin  cbs  houu,  tbsre  is  coniidcreble 
dnnger  of  moral  conUminHtion  from  reaidaooe  id 
tbe  ume  hoDW  with  adult  paBp«ra>  for  it  U  par- 
feollr  well  kDOwn  to  all  wbo  hkve  had  aaj  axpA- 
rience  that  a  larg*  proportioa  of  the  adult  real- 
denli  are  penona  of  the  worat  character.  That 
thia  ciaaa,  morallr  infrotioui  aa  Ihay  are,  ahaiild 
bs  kept  aeparate  from  the  childrea  ia  of  primarj 
iniportanM ;  and  I  am  oonfldaol  that  arahiMotund 
ttrraosoaienU  oao  never  ebotuallr  aeoore  Beriect 
claaailcatioD." 

Now,  against  this  it  might  be  urged  that 
Bttch  reaeoning  was  necessarily  hypo- 
thetical, and  Utat  great  improvements 
have  been  made.  Let  aa  see  hov  far 
this,  tested  by  modem  experience,  ts  the 
case.  In  1861,  the  School  Commission 
— Commission  of  Sir  John  Coleridge, 
Nassau   Senior  and   ethers  —  reported 

"That  panperiim  ia  taereditarjr,  aod  that  the 
children  horn  and  bred  m  memberB  of  that  alnaa 
furniah  the  great  ma>a  of  the  pauper  and  criminal 
daaaea  :  that  ihe  beat  ohanoa  of  a  permanent  di- 
mitinlion  of  pauperiam  bdH  orim*  ia  to  be  found 
ill  (he  proper  eduention  of  aooh  children  ;  that  the 
WOrkhouK  nahonla  are  generallj'  so  managed  (hat 
the  children  team  from  inlancy  to  regard  the  work* 
houaei  B8  Iheir  homra,  and  aiaooiate  with  grown- 
up paupera,  whoae  inflnenoe  dealmji  their  moral 
aharacier  and  preTcnla  [he  growtb  of  indeptn- 
denoe  :  that  the  amtDgemoDta  of  workhouaaa  are 
Dnaioidablr  had,  and  make  it  difficult  to  keep  or 
TetaiD  competent  tenchen;.aud  Uatlj,  that  dii- 
trict  and  arpaiate  achoola  gJTe  an  education  to 
the  ohildren  wblah  eflbetnall]'  tenda  to  emalMipata 
them  from  pauperiam." 

Now,  against  this,  ths  Committee  of 
1865  no  doubt  report,  but  even  as  hos- 
tile witnesses  we  found  them  speaking 
thus  of  the  arrangements  within  work- 


"  That  no  arrangaanant  axitted  fi)r  the  aapan^ 
tion  of  women  of  Inramooa  ohanioter,  and  remov- 
Inic  men  tainted  wiib  orime,  and  that  proper  olaa- 
aiHcntion  la  daftollTa  tbrougbout." 

Now,  I  think,  without  going  fiirther  into 
this  question,  this  evidence  should  suf- 
fice. I  need  not  quote  the  sucoeas  of 
these  large  establishments,  such  aa  Nor- 
wood, &c.,  to  prove  my  case,  nor  will 
any  testimony  derived  from  mere  exa- 
mination meet  the  ca«e.  The  intellectual 
cultivation  may  be  perfect,  but  the  moral 
Gaining  is  a  oonsioeration  which  lies  far 
shore  it,  and  it  is  bad.  Let  me  add  my 
conviction  that  by  district  schools  it  can 
alone  be  met,  aided  by  the  Stat«.  lime 
Mr.  Corranea 
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will  permit  no  more  upon  this  hud. 
It  is  enough  that  we  have  here  revealed 
a  source  of  evil,  a  fountain  of  bitter 
water  to  dam  up,  especiaUy  bindlnr 
upon  us^oth  for  its  public  interest  and 
the  ^rmpathy  it  should  undoubtedly 
create.  Let  us  turn  to  aged  and  sick. 
Of  males  they  amount  to  148,090,  and 
of  femnlea  278,390 ;  total,  426,480. 
Broken  by  age,  misfortune,  and  sick- 
ness, they  must  be  considered  as  beyond 
hope,  and  it  is  in  regard  of  these  that 
our  present  system  is  especially  weak. 
What  test  can  alter  the  condition  of 
such?  The  only  test  of  value  is  the 
medical  test.  Are  they  incapable  of 
work  ?  Of  all  means  of  providinsr  for 
them  the  honse  is  the  worst  Their 
oouditions  accord  neither  with  a  penal 
oode  nor  the  house.  For  mere  infir- 
maries these  were  never  built,  nor  is  the 
Amction  of  a  public  almshouse  one  suit- 
able to  the  case.  The  result  must  be 
this.     If  comforts  are  increased,  you 

5've  a  premium  to  an  improvident  me. 
you  apply  the  test,  humanily  ia 
shocked.  How  tlieu  are  you  to  deal 
with  the  class?  iiy  answer  must  be 
this — that  there  shovud  scarcely  be  such 
a  class,  and  that  for  these  the  victims 
of  misfortune,  without  friends  and  de- 
serted, the  proper  application  of  existing 
charities  would  for  the  moat  part  suffice. 
Take  London  as  an  example  of  this. 
Of  charities  for  the  relief  ox  diseases — 
bodily  and  mental — IBl,  income,  about 
£650,000;  for  bodily  wants— food,  dwell- 
ing, clothes, — 537,  at  about £2, 100,000; 
wmle  of  miscellaneous  charity  there  is  a 
further  sum  of  £l  14,000,  probably  equally 
applicable  to  this,  tub  king  ^  total  of 
nearly  £3,000,000  of  public  charities 
within  the  metropolis  itself  eejiecially  de- 
voted to  such  objects  as  this.  Of  local 
charities  I  take  no  account,  for  it  is  iliffi- 
cult  to  classify  the  uses  and  intents,  but 
about  anotJier  £500,000  is  so  annually 
spent  Organization  and  good  manage- 
ment alone  are  required  to  yield  a  com- 
plete and  satisfactory  result  But  these  ar« 
considerations  apart,  and  althou^  they 
may  help  ixs  out  of  a  present  difficult, 
it  ia  not  upon  such  aius  that  we  should 
pennanently  rest.  Our  attention  should 
bo  bestowed  upon  tbe  means  which  are 
at  our  disposal,  to  meet  or  obviate  the 
want.  I  have  said  it  ought  not  to  exist 
What  ia  the  cause  of  it?  Improvi- 
dence foE  th«  most  part  in  youth.  Thia 
then  is  the  point  to  which  our  inquiries 
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Odd  FelloTs'  Bocisty  it  has  not  been 
attended  with  succesB.  The  feeling,  as 
well  ae  habit,  is  against  it,  unless  some 
snperior  inducement  can  be  held  out, 
and  we  may  practicalty  hold  that  the 
insurance  is  deducted  from  wages  and 
added  to  the  rate.  Surely  the  question 
will  arise,  is  this  a  desirable  state  ?  and, 
secondly,  cannot  the  rate  be  better  ap- 
plied  7  Ifow  I  must  call  attention  to  cer- 
tain oiicumstancee  respecting  this.  It 
does  seem  to  me  that  so  deserving  an 
object  as  a  voluntary  effort  to  attain 
such  an  independence  deserves  the  re- 
coQ;nition  of  socie^,  and  even  substantial 
help,  and  of  this  I  feel  convinced — that ' 
the  present  is  nearly,  if  not  absolutely, 
the  worst  application  he  could  make  of 
the  rate.  Now,  what  I  should  propose 
is  this — that  discretionary  power  should 
be  vested  in  the  Chiardians  to  contribute 
in  certain  proportions  towards  such  an 
object  as  this,  perhaps  even  through 
the  local  friendly  societies,  where  eiuch 
exist,  upon  sufficiently  sound  footing,  or 
by  means  of  the  Post  Office  Savings'  Bank 
in  a^  other  case.  I  will  not  now  trouble 


■honldeonduot.  Now,  it  is  commonly  cast 
Bs  a  reproach  to  the  industrial  cusses 
that  they  are  an  improvident  class. 
It  is  so,  no  doubt.  That  they  dissipate 
their  small  surplus  in  drink,  and  this 
too  we  must  admit.  Is  society  blameless 
upon  this  point  ?  Towards  providence 
WB.t  indnoements  or  facilities  does  she 
hold  out — what  has  she  permitted  to  the 
public-house  ?  In  these  latter  years  it 
seems  to  me  that,  in  the  strivings  of  so- 
ciety for  a  more  perfect  state,  taere  has 
not  been  one  more  remarkable  than  the 
formation  and  development  of  certain 
societies  by  the  working  class,  especially 
when  wa  consider  the  eircuinstances  of 
the  case  —  deficient  in  education,  in 
means,  in  all  but  active  intelligence, 
Bcarcdy,  or  coldly  rectwnized  by  the 
higher  dasses,  and  sheeted  by  the 
State,  they  formed,  at  first  after  a  rude 
fashion,  uose  friendly  societies  which 
bare  done  so  great  thuigs  since.  I  ea^ 
so  great  things,  and  I  confess  the  epi- 
thet seems  too  small  in  this  case.  At 
the  b^^nning  of  this  century  they  had 
hardly  reached  the  rudimentary  state. 
They  were  held  at  the  Red  Dragon  or 
the  Qreen  Qoose,  and  the  accounts  were 
audited  by  mine  host,  and  the  lai^r 

gtrtion  transferred  to  his  own  book, 
eyond  this  they  have  got  but  little 
help.  Their  present  position,  though 
still  a  very  imperfect  position,  is  the  best 
demonstration  of  their  success.  Their 
total  numbers  have  reached  24,300. 
Their  members  reach  3,000,000,  with 
£20,000,000  of  assets.  They  are  com- 
Duted  to  save  £2,000,000  per  annum  to 
3ie  rates.  And  far  beyond  all  such  ma- 
terial results — tax  indeed  beyond  all 
wice,  they  have  raised  these  8,000,000 
Englishmen  above  the  moral  standard  of 
want.  Nevertheless,  one  tbing  must  be 
eonfeeeed,  there  is  a  poiat  they  cannot 
reach,  and  the  result  is  only  partial  and 
incomplete.  In  the  agricultural  dis- 
tricts espedaOy  we  mark  this.  In  pro- 
vision for  siclmess  and  medical  attend- 
ance, these  societiea  are,  or  ought  to  be, 
successful  so  far  as  the  provision  against 
casual  sickness  goes,  and  possibly  medi- 
cal relief,  but  they  cannot  go  beyond 
tiiis,  or  rather  they  will  not.  For  old  age 
the  resort  is  the  rate.    Why  should  they 


the  House  by  going  into  the  details  of 
snch  a  plan,  but  it  could,  without  diffi- 
culty, be  carried  out.    I  claim  no  ori- 


ginality for  this,  for  a  claose  was  intro- 
duced into  a  Bill,  in  1859,  which  ran 
thus — 

"  Clnow  4.  If  anr  parisli  or  parishea  (h*1l  d»- 
termins  to  adopt  ihia  Aot,  aod  lo  eitubllih  & 
Frieodlj  Soclsr;,  the  a  the  TeBtrj  or  reilriei 
thereof  ahill  eBUbliah  ■  Priendl;  Soo<etT,  Ae., 
and  ^all  dirrot  to  be  piid  to  nuih  loaictT  oat  of 
the  poor'*  ratet,  auoh  an  annDal  mm  of  moarr, 
not  eiceeding  >  anm  equal  lo  25  per  cent,  of  Ihe 
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bereaatfao  GaardUoa  nm;  determine." 
Kestrict  this  to  the  superannuation  fiind, 
and  you  wiU  have  struck  the  first  blow 
to  the  entire  dependence  of  the  aged 
upon  rates,  and  given  the  first  assistance 
to  providence  to  attain  an  object  com- 
paratively remote.  The  objections  taken 
nave  always  seemed  to  me  slight.  But 
to  this  class,  more  especiaUv,  belongs 
the  great  department  for  medical  rehef 
— a  subject  which,  within  my  present 
limit,  I  can  but  inadequately  discuss. 
Trusting  to  be  followed  by  other  speakers 
of  greater  experience  and  more  technical 
,  knowledge  upon  these  points,  onq  or  two 
save  employers  this  ?  Few  subscribers  brief  sketches  nmst  suffice.  Now,  this 
will  be  found  upon  the  superannuation  much  must  be  admitted,  that  in  our  Poor 
list — and  in  only  one  of  about  twelve  of.  Law  system  it  fills  die  most  important 
die  best  managed  societies  in  England  j  place.  It  might  be  called  the  preventive 
win  it  be  i<nma  to  exist    Even  in  the   service  of  the  force.     Some  id!ea  may  be 
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fonned  of  this  &om  the  fact  that  ont  of 
the  disorders  mcapacitaduK  the  vorkiikg 
claae  and  m&kiiig  them  euDJecte  for  re- 
lief, there  were  cot  less  than  32  per  cent 
produced  by  the  neglect  of  preTentible 
maladieB,  and  the  absence  of  medical 
relief,  while  72  per  cent  of  the  total  re- 
lief is  caused  by  sickness  itaelf.  Never- 
theless, it  can  be  boldly  said,  that  there 
is  no  part  of  the  whole  English  Poor 
Law  system  which  is  more  systematically 
treated  with  neglect ;  perhaps  I  ought 
not  to  say  fTstematic,  fbr  it  is  unsyste- 
matic thoroughout.  Medical  men  are 
dissatisfied  and  underpaid,  and  drugs 
and  medicines  are  bad.  I  refer  to  no- 
torious facts,  upon  which  I  leave  others 
to  dilate.  Aa  reformers,  we  have  two 
modes,  either  assistance  from  rates  to 
voluntary  medical  clubs,  or  the  dispen- 
sary ^^tem  as  carried  out  in  Ireland, 
which  haa  produced  some  remarkable 
results.  With  the  details  of  the  system 
I  need  not  trouble  the  House  ;  they  ore 
well-known  to  most  who  have  studied 
the  question.  One  or  two  iacts  will 
suffice.  Instituted  in  1852,  the  expen- 
diture upon  rates  in  that  country,  wnich 
waa  at  that  time  £937,556,  was  £St3,048 
in  1859,  and  it  has  never  since  reached 
its  ancient  point ;  and  although  perhaps 
not  the  sole  cause  of  the  diminution 
referred  to,  yet  it  has  a  right  to  claim 
its  share  in  the  reduction  of  rates.  I 
come  nearer  home  also  to  illustrate 
this.  In  St.  Margaret's,  Westminster, 
where  the  dispensaiy  system  has  been 
carried  out,  during  the  week  ending 
March  Ist,  1869,  there  were  nearly 
1,000  less  relieved  than  the  correspond- 
ing week  of  1868,  while  in  Kensington, 
where  the  medical  man  found  his  own 
drugs,  there  was  a  large  increase ;  and 
the  same  comparison  wm  extend  to  Bir- 
mingham, Brighten,  Oxford,  Southamp- 
ton, Newport,  Salop,  and  others.  To 
them  Leeds  may  serve  as  a  contrast. 
Why,  then,  if  so  successful,  has  not  this 
dispensary  system  been  fiirther  carried 
out  ?  No  less  remarkable  is  the  contraot 
presented  by  the  system  of  foreign  coun- 
tries in  such  respects,  perhaps,  the  most 
so  Paris  itself,  including  public  hoqiitals, 
maison  iei  tteouri,  and  Uie  like,  in  which 
the  blending  together  of  public  and 
private  chanties  is  complt^.  While 
such  things  are  possible  ekewhere,  why 
not  with  us  ?  The  next  great  sub-divi- 
sion of  the  pauper  dosses  will  be  found 
under  the  head  of  able-bodied,  and  with 
Jfr.  Corranee 
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them  must  be  reckoned  the  vagrant  class. 
Now,  if  the  present  Poor  Laws  were 
capable  of  dealing  with  any  part  of  the 
question,  it  should  surely  be  this.  For 
tttis  is  exactly  the  problem  it  was  devised 
to  meet.  It  was  framed  against  such, 
and  the  test,  both  of  utter  destitution 
and  the  house,  was  imposed  against  such. 
It  is  a  failure  nevertheless.  First,  the 
number  is  on  the  increase,  and  the  last 
year,  July  1,  1868,  showed  an  augmen- 
tation of  27,322  of  such,  or  5  per  cent. 
It  is  almost  unnecessary  to  say  that  all 
relief  given  to  tbem  must  be  as  much 
curtailed  as  humani^  permits,  and  of  a 
nature  to  which  the  normal  condition  of 
the  employed  labourer  must  be  a  favour* 
able  contrast.  If  any  relaxation  takes 
place  it  must  be  of  a  different  sort.  Aids 
to  emigration,  registers  for  labour  or  em- 
ployment on  pubhc  works ;  all  these  may 
be  entertained,  and  if  under  p™p«r  orga- 
nization, they  may  do  good,  llie  ruief 
proper  must  be  in  the  house.  Our  diffi- 
cult is  this — they  will  not  come  for  such 
relief,  but  become  vagrants  instead,  espe- 
cially frum  the  town  or  vagrant  class.  In 
this  form  the  house  and  the  test  do  not, 
as  at  present  constituted,  satisfy  the  caae. 
Now  let  me  most  strongly  ui^  that,  in, 
all  cases,  the  vagrant  ward  should  be 
placed  under  the  direct  supervision  of 
the  police,  and  that  all  reh^  should  be 
given  at  Uie  house.  It  ahould  be  daily 
visited  by  the  inspector,  and  no  one  al- 
lowed to  ^  without  his  pass.  Every 
name,  destination,  and  address  should 
be  duly  kept,  and  the  vagrant,  without 
credentials,  should  receive  no  second  re- 
lief. He  must  not  only  come  but  be  kept 
under  the  inspection  of  the  pohce.  Lists 
should  be  published  every  week  and  sent 
to  the  superintendent  of  police.  Such  a 
^stem  may  seem  stem  and  repressive, 
but  the  class  is  tainted  with  crime,  and 
justice  as  well  as  mercy,  requires  no  less. 
One  thing  is  certain,  our  present  ad- 
ministration has  faQed  in  tlus  case,  and 
even  to  a  dangerous  extent.  Stetistics 
will  show  the  state  of  the  case.  In  one 
week  of  October  last  there  were  22,553 
persons  in  the  casual  wards  of  thirty- 
nine  unions,  or  on  average  of  3,222  per 
nigbt.  And  since  1858  to  186B,  this  olasB 
has  trebled  in  amount.  The  following 
table  will  show  this : — It  includes  in-door 
and  out-door.  In  1858  the  total  number 
of  this  class  was  2,416.  On  Janiiaiy  1, 
1859,  2,153  ;  on  January  1,  1S60,  1,494; 
on  January  1, 1861, 1,941;  onJaanoiyl, 
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1862,2,830; 
on  January  1, 


0;  onJanuaiy  1,  1863,  4,234; 
fl,  1864,  3,158;  onJajiaaiyl, 
9  ;  on  January  1,  1866,  4,450 ; 
on  janoaiyl,  1867,5,017;  on  January  1, 
1868,  6,129;  and  on  July  1,1868,  7,946 
relieved  as  tramps  ;  while  it  is  computed 
tliat  these  represent  bnt  one-sixth  of  the 
total  of  the  vagrant  class.  Can  we  draw 
no  conclusion  m>m  this?  Mine  must  be 
this — It  is  the  effect  of  our  system  that 
they  go  into  the  towns  as  poor,  arrired 
there  they  become  paupers,  and  as 
vagraiits  come  back.  Of  your  system 
this  is  the  effect,  and  your  repressive 
measures  will  fail  so  long  as  the  circom- 
stanoes  and  the  class  (£all  exist.  All 
that  we  can  hope  for  is  better  regula- 
tion in  this  case.  Such,  then,  are  the 
special  means  which  seem  to  me  to  be 
applicable  to  paupers  under  the  several 
heads,  but  it  is  time  I  draw  some  final 
conclusions  upon  these  points.  The  pre- 
sent system  must  I  think  be  held  to  be 
a  failure  under  each  of  these  several 
heads — the  training  of  children,  the  pro- 
vision for  age,  for  sickness,  for  medical 
relief,  as  regtirda  the  able-bodied :  no 
less.  "What  are  the  chief  causes  for  this? 
I  trace  it  to  this,  the  practical  impotence 
of  the  Poor  Law  Board,  and  the  faull? 
administraticn  of  local  authority  consti- 
tuted as  it  is.  What  is  the  cause  for  the 
first  ?  I  think  it  is  this,  that  the  central 
authority  cannot  exercise  authority  over 
fbnds  to  which  it  does  not  contribute, 
and  any  attempt  to  do  so  will  meet  with 
resistance.  I  think,  under  the  drcum- 
stances,  the  one  remedy  for  this  is  a  Oo- 
vemment  contingent  to  the  rate.  Bate- 
payers  would  be  docile  enough  in  that 
ease.  Becoudly,  the  faulty  and  vicious 
principle  of  local  administration,  extend- 
ing into  departments  more  properly  the 
ftmctioQ  of  the  State — to  medical  cases, 
to  education,  to  emigration.  For  those 
things  you  have  no  right  to  come  ui>on 
the  local  rate,  more  especially  if  levied 
upon  the  occupier  class.  Depend  upon 
it  you  will  have  no  district  schools,  no 
inwmaries,  no  emigration,  no  prospec- 
tive permanent  measures  of  improve- 
ment BO  long  as  this  is  the  case.  Their 
interests  do  not  extend  to  the  extinction 
of  the  pauper  class  at  a  period  more  or 
less  remote,  and  yet  this  should  be  the 
aim  of  any  law  throughout.  How  long 
shall  we  blind  ourselves  to  this  ?  It  was 
apparent  to  men  of  intelligence  prior  to 
the  application  of  this  Act;  for,  m  1825, 
we  find  Sydney  Smith  writing  thus — 


Th«r«  »•  l>o  point*  which  «e  ooDiider  m* 
lilMd  bj  all  mm  at  hum.  Fint.  that  (h« 
Poor  Lawi  mii*C  ba  not  ameaded,  but  aboliibid ; 
and,  wcoDd,  that  thej  muat  be  Terj  ^doallj 
aboliahed.  We  think  it  hardtj  worth  while  to 
throw  twtj  p«n  and  ink  upon  anfune  who  ii  In- 
dined  to  dlapate  the  aho'e  propoetlton.  We  (hall 
think  the  improTemont  irnvenie,  and  n  luhjeot  of 
a  Ttrj  general  oonfratalatiDn,  if  the  poor  rate* 
are  pereeptiblf  dimiiiiihed,  and  if  the  iraleTD  of 
pnuperiim  ia  olrarlj  going  down  in  twenlj  or 
ihirtf  years  hence.  We  haie  atatrd  our  opinion 
that  all  remedira  wlthont  gradnal  abolition  are  of 
little  imporlanee.  With  a  toundalion  laid  for  ench 
fradnal  abotilion,  eier;  auxiliarir  improvement  of 
the  Poor  Lawi,  while  Ihej  do  remain,  ia  worth  Iho 
atleolian  of  Parliament,  and  iti  auggaaling  a  few 
alteraliona  as  fit  to  b«  adoptod,  we  with  it  to  ha 
understood  that  we  haie  in  view  the  gradual 
dettrnolion  of  the  iTalem,  a(  well  aa  the  amand- 
tnant  while  it  oontinaa*  to  operate." 

And  lastly,  it  iails  through  the  absolute 
failure  of  the  principle  upon  which  it  la 
built — the  test.  The  va«rant  laughs  at 
it ;  the  aged  and  the  sick  are  not  fit  ob- 
jects for  it ;  and  children  are  beyond  its 
scope.  It  had  a  work  to  do,  and  it  did 
that  work ;  since  that  time  it  is  obBolet«. 
In  these  days  our  agents  must  be  the 
actuary,  the  friendly  society,  the  school- 
master, and  the  surgeon.  But  that  avast 
work  of  legislation  lies  before  us,  let  no 
one  doubt — not  less  than  in  1834,  p^- 
haps.  Nevertheless,  with  the  work  to  do 
and  the  cause  discovered,  we  cannot  be 
thankful,  and  we  cannot  rest ;  the  evil 
is  too  active,  and  the  necessity  too  great 
Years  ago,  in  the  sight  of  similar  ills,  a 
pungent  pen  wrote  thus — 

"  Some  penont  of  a  deiponding  fpirit  ar*  at 
great  oonoem  abont  that  vaat  nuisa  ot  poor  per- 
Booa  who  are  aged,  or  diaoaaed,  or  maimed  ;  hot 
I  am  not  ia  the  least  pain  aboot  them  to  know 
how  the  State  can  be  rid  of  ao  great  JnoombrBncO  ; 
beoanie  it  ia  well  known  that  they  are  OTarj  daf 
djing  bj  oold,  bmine,  filth,  and  vermin,  aa  bit 
a*  can  be  rsaaonablj  elpeoted." — Swifl, 

Let  us  be  thankful  that  the  terrible 
irony  of  that  day  is,  indeed,  inapplicable 
to  this.  NeverthelesB,  let  us  remember 
the  state  of  the  poor  is  a  thing  we  dare 
not  neglect,  and  as  long  as  there  ia  one 
means  untried  we  lie  under  the  reproach. 
The  question  is  now  befbre  the  House. 
I  have  been  urged  by  some  to  ask  for  a 
Committee  or  a  Commission  upon  this 

Juestion.  I  cannot  undertake  so  much. 
t  is  with  the  Government  of  this  king- 
dom that  the  responsibility  of  so  great 
an  undertaking  must  rest.  As  a  humble 
Member  of  this  House  I  have  twice 
during  this  Session  called  the  attention 
of  Her   Majesty's  Qovemment  to  the 
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presaiDg;  importance  of  this  case ;  I  r&- 
netted  that  it  had  found  no  mention  in 
the  Queen's  Speech.  So  far,  then,  I  have 
presumed,  relying  upon  the  {piodness  of 
my  case.  Sir,  it  is  in  no  party  spirit  that  I 
have  appealed  to  both  sideB  of  tlils  House, 
and  it  is  in  no  epiiit  of  party  that  it 
should  be  discussea.  If,  for  BUch  a  cause, 
it  should  fail  to  attract  the  serious  atten- 
tion of  the  House,  then  even  in  this 
there  would  be  a  matter  of  regret.  But 
if ,  in  a  juster  sense  of  its  social  import- 
ance, it  should  lead  na  to  join  in  willing 
co-operation  to  obtain  some  common  end, 
then  I  tbinic  it  will  not  fail  to  conduct  uf 
to  reforms,  even  now  too  long  deferred: 
and,  even  during  our  own  lives,  to  issues 
over  which,  not  only  as  Membei 
but  as  Christian  men,  we  can  mntually 
rejoice. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
"That  a  Select  Committee  be  appointed  to 
coniMer  the  eiisting  stale  of  Paaperiem  and 


Mk.  a.  W.  peel  said,  he  could  not 
bat  congratulate  his  hon.  Friend  (Mr. 
Corrance)  on  the  ability  he  had  shown 
in  bringing  forward  that  subject.     He 

red  with  him  as  to  its  gravi^  and 
that  it  should  not  be  dealt  with  as 
a  party  question.  He  rose  in  no  spirit 
of  antagonism  to  his  hon.  Friend,  but 
merely  to  state  some  facts  and  figures 
in  elucidation  of  the  subject.  He  did 
not  know  why  his  hon.  Friend  had  se- 
lected 1844  as  tlie  period  at  which  he 
started.  No  doubt  that  year  was  an  im- 
portant epoch  in  Poor  Law  legidation. 
The  Act  of  1844  contuned  most  impor- 
tant provisions — so  much  so  that  it  had 
been  called,  in  the  language  of  that  day, 
the  Second  Poor  Law  Amendment  Act. 
But  in  the  years  1646,  1651,  and  1853 
the  total  expenditure  for  the  relief  of  the 
poor  was  less  than  it  was  in  1844.  His 
hoD.  Friend  would  say  that  remedial 
measures  dated  &om  mat  period;  but 
those  remedial  measures  were  introduced 
before  1844.  The  Act  of  1795  was  a 
great  Act  in  favour  of  the  poor ;  and 
Uiat  measure  had  been  followed  up  by 
successive  steps  of  beneficent  legislation 
on  this  subject.  He  would  not  compare 
the  statistics  of  1834  with  those  of  the 
present  time,  because  tiiey  were  not  en- 
tirely reliable ;  but  he  would  begin  with 
1848,  the  period  when  the  Poor  Law 
Mr.  Corrance 


Betnms  were  carefully  organized,  and 
first  he  would  compare  the  ten  years 
between  1651  and  1860,  the  seven  years 
between  1661  and  1867,  and  the  lateat 
year — namely,  1868.  The  average  num- 
ber of  paupers  in  England  and  Wales 
in  the  ten  years  &om  1851  to  1860 
was  892,671.  In  the  seven  following 
years — ^from  1861  to  1667 — the  average 
number  was  956,434.  For  the  year 
1868  the  number  of  paupers  was 
992,640.  Put  in  another  shape,  th« 
figures  probably  would  come  more  home 
to  hon.  Members.  For  the  ten  years, 
1851-60,  the  average  rate  of  paupers  to 
the  general  population  of  Engird  and 
Wales  was  47  to  every  1,000 ;  for  thd 
seven  years,  1861-7,  tiie  average  rate 
was  46  per  1,000  ;  and  in  the  latest  year, 
1868,  though  this  was  an  exceptional 
year  of  distress,  the  some  proportion  of 
46  per  1,000  continued.  Out-of-doors 
there  was  a  very  general  impression  that 
the  sum  levied  fbr  tlie  relief  of  the  poor 
went  entirely  to  the  relief  of  the  poor ; 
but  hon.  Members  knew  that  there  was 
a  great  distinction  between  the  sum  1«- 
vied  and  the  sum  actually  expended  for 
that  purpose.  Taking  the  average  amount 
of  poor  rates  levied  throughout  England 
and  Wales  for  the  same  periods  of  which 
he  had  already  spoken,  he  found  that 
for  the  ten  years  ending  1660  the  ave- 
rage was  £7,796,019  ;  for  the  seven 
years  ending  1667,  £9,189,386  ;  and  for 
the  latest  year,  1666,  when  a  number  of 
other  chaises  were  levied,  nominally 
under  the  same  head,  £l  1,054,513.  To 
gain  on  idea  of  the  amount  of  r^ef 
afibrded,  it  was  necessary  to  look  to  the 
amount  which  had  actually  been  ex- 
pended. For  the  ten  years  ending  1860 
the  average  amount  expended  for  the 
relief  of  &e  poor  was  £5,476,454  ;  for 
the  seven  years  ending  1867,  £6,353,000; 
and  in  die  latest  year,  £7,498,000. 
Therefore,  the  amount  actually  expended 
in  the  relief  of  the  poor  was,  in  the  ten 
years  ending  1860,  at  the  average  an- 
nual rate  of  5f.  ^d.  per  head  upon  the 
population ;  for  the  seven  years  ending 
1667,  6>.  l^d.;  and  for  the  year  1868, 
6j.  11^.  To  explain  why  the  Betums 
were  taken  is  eveiy  case  from  1850,  it 
was  necessary  to  ex^ain  that  before  1848 
Betums  were  made  quarterly,  but 
ome  extent  overlapped  each  other, 
and  hence  at  the  end  oi  the  year  did  not 
quite  accurately  represent  tite  ciroum- 
stances.     But  in   1848  the  half-yearly 
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Eiode  to  JanuaT7  and  July,  asd  teking 
the  m««>  between  the  two  half-years 
Uie  avera^  nuiober  of  paupers  for 
ihe  year  ending  Lady-day,  1849,  vae 
1,088,669,  while  in  1868  they  had  de- 
oreMsd  to  992,640.  Thus,  in  1849  there 
were  62  paupers  fbr  every  1,000  of  the 
population,  and  in  1868  were  were  but 
46  for  eTory  1,000,  being  16  per  1,000 
lew  in  the  latter  than  in  the  former 


year.  [Mr.  Bhzwbr  said  he  wished  to 
know  whether  vagrants  were  included 
is  theae  Betums?]  Vagrants  were 
not  included  in  the  Ketum  for  either 
year.  He  had  been  anxious  to  as- 
oartain  irhat  was  the  amount  of  re- 
lief afforded  to  the  poor  in  1834;  and, 
subject  to  the  obserration  wMch  he  had 
made  that  the  Betums  for  that  period 
were  in  some  respects  fUlacious,  he 
found  that  the  rate  per  head  wliich  was 
paid  for  the  relief  of  the  poor  was  9«.  Id. 
If  WB  continued  in  1867  to  pay  the  same 
rate  which  was  paid  in  1849,  the  amount, 
instead  of  being  £6,960,000,  would 
be  £9,700,000,  showing  a  balance  of 
£2,740,000  in  favour  of  1867.  So  far, 
his  figures  in  many  respects  corre- 
spond^ with  those  nven  Vy  his  hon. 
l^end ;  but  his  hon.  Friend  had  spoken 
in  dispuaging  tarms  of  the  Act  of  1834, 
and  there  they  came  into  direct  collision. 
He  believed  ^at  whatever  good  results 
had  been  achieved  had  been  accom- 
plished by  following  out  the  principles 
embodiedin  the  Actof  1834.  His  hon. 
Friend  seemed  to  imagine  that  the  effect 
of  recent  l^islatiiMi  had  been  to  swell 
the  number  of  paupers  in  towns ;  but  he 
gave  to  some  extent  an  answer  to  his 
own  indictment  when  he  said  that  there 
were  many  attractive  causes  indepen- 
dent of  legislation — such,  for  instance,  as 
iU-administered  and  lavish  charities, 
which  drew  large  numbers  of  paupers  to 
the  towns,  where,  no  test  existing  which 
could  be  applied  to  them,  they  ulti- 
mately became  a  burden  upon  the  rates. 
If  the  hon.  Member  wished  to  attack  the 
TTniou  Ghargeabili^  Act,  he  (Mr.  A.  W. 
Peel)  by  no  means  stood  up  as  its  uncom- 
promising champion,  but  he  was  bound  to 
point  out  that  in  many  respects  its  work- 
ing had  proved  beneficial.  That  Act 
oame  into  operation  in  1866,  and  the  ex- 
penditure for  that  year  was  £6,S0O,QOO ; 
to  Lady-day,  1867,  it  was  £7,000,000; 
and  to  the  corresponding  period  in  1868 
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it  was  £7,500,000.  In  the  metropolis, 
no  doubt,  there  had  been  a  great  increase 
of  expenditure,  the  amount  being  in 
1866,  £976,000;  in  1867,  £1,175,000; 
and  in  1868,  £1,316,000.  But  that  in- 
crease wa«  not  owing  to  the  TTnion 
Chargeability  Act;  many  other  causes 
had  oo-operated  to  increase  the  expen- 
diture under  the  head  of  poor  rate. 
Since  the  Act  had  come  into  operation 
there  had  been  a  commercial  distress  of 
unparalleled  severity,  and  that  which 
affected  the  labouring  poor  above  all,  an 
increase  in  the  price  of  wheat.  Wheat 
had  risen  irom  43«.  61^.  in  1866  to  53s.  Id. 
in  1867,  and  67t.  6^d.  in  1868  ;  and  hon. 
Members  all  knew  what  a  lot^  element 
bread  supplies  formed  in  the  mainte- 
nance of  Uie  workhouse  economy.  His 
hon.  Friend  had  wisely  declared  that 
one  of  the  great  objects  of  legislation 
should  be  to  take  diildren  out  of  the 
atmosphere  of  the  workhouse  and  to  cut 
off  the  taint  of  hereditary  pauperism. 
In  that  sentiment  his  right  hon.  Friend 
the  President  of  the  Poor  Law  Board 
would  no  doubt  cordially  concur,  and 
would  labour  as  much  as  any  Qentleman 
who  had.  preceded  him  in  Office  towards 
the  attainment  of  that  object.  The  at- 
tempt had  not  been  carried  out  to  any 
extent  sufficient  to  warrant  the  giving 
of  any  detailed  information  in  the  shape 
of  Betums ;  but  in  more  than  one  case  a 
trial  had  been  made  of  placing  work- 
house children  out  in  schools  where  they 
came  into  competition  with  others  of 
their  own  age,  and  where  there  was 
reason  to  hope  that  the  traditions  of 
their  youth  would  speedily  be  lost,  and 
that  they  would  eventually  become 
merged  in  the  general  body  of  the  popu- 
lation.  The  hon.  Member  had  also  re- 
commended the  eetabliehment  of  district 
schools,  but  such  schools  had  hitherto 
foiled  in  consequence  of  the  opposition 
of  Boards  of  Guardians.  If  this  oppo- 
sition could  be  overcome,  it  would  be 
highly  desirable  to  encourage  the  svs- 
tem  of  district  schools,  as  they  afforded 
better  organization,   greater  discipline, 


school.  In  1839  such  a  a 
existence  at  Norwood,  and  was  attended 
by  upwards  of  1,000  children  from  the 
parieheaof  the  metropohs.  He  believed 
the  school  had  been  found  to  work  ad- 
mirably, though  he  was  not  in  posses- 
sion  of  the  focte  of  its  Bubsequent  his- 
tory.   The  hon.  Member  had  referred 
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to  the  fact  that  sick  and  aged  pan- 
perB  were,  as  a  rule,  confounded  with 
the  able-bodied  pauper,  and  no  doubt 
an  aged  or  a  sick  pauper  should  be 
distiuguished  firom  the  common  pauper. 
The  hon.  Member  had  gone  on  to  suggest 
that  asaiatance  Bhonld  be  f^imished  to 
the  pauper  through  provident  societies ; 
but  enii  a  system  would  be  a  very 
dangerous  one  to  adopt.  He  had  re- 
cetTed  a  letter  on  this  subject  from  a 
deivyman,  who  put  the  proposition  very 
neatiy  aoid  dearly.     He  said — 

"I  h>T«  k  conTiotian  tbat  one  of  tbe  moit 
VKtai  waTB  of  helping  the  poor  would  be  to  allow- 
to  everr  benefit  club,  to  whiob  the  labHriptiani 
were  doC  more  than  1(.  6d.  per  month,  to  claim 
one  •nbaoriplion  frain  tbe  unioa  for  erery  ten  or 
twelTo  memben,  upon  tbe  eoixlitioD  that  the 
uemben  ahonld  r«<ieiT«  no  relief  (ram  the  parieb." 

It  was  impossible,  however,  that  such 
an  understanding  could  be  carried  out 
in  practice,  because  in  the  event  of  a 
member  of  the  society  becoming  reduced, 
relief  would  still  have  to  be  adminiBtered 
to  him  out  of  the  poor  rates.  [Mr. 
GoBRAHCE  explained  utat  he  had  merely 
referred  to  medical  assistance  and  super- 
annuation funds.]  He  objected  to  a 
system  of  granting  subsidies  io  provi- 
dent societies  altogether.  In  dealing 
with  the  able-bodied  paupers  the  hon. 
Member  appeared  to  have  made  another 
quick  transition  to  vagrants,  and  upon 
tiie  latter  eubject  especially  he  wished 
to  say  a  word  or  two.  He  felt  bound  to 
dilute  the  accuracy  of  his  hon.  Friend's 
figures,  as  it  seemed  almost  incredible 
that  there  could  have  been  22,557  va- 
grants in  the  casual  wards  of  thirty-nine 
unions  on  a  certain  night  in  October 
last.  He  held  in  his  hand  Hetums,  as 
far  as  he  could  get  them,  showing  the 
number  of  vagrants  known  to  the  Poor 
Law  Board,  and  he  would  compare  these 
Eetums  with  those  furnished  by  the 
police.  The  number  of  vagrants  known 
to  the  police  in  April,  1867,  was  32,528. 
It  was  imposfflble,  however,  to  ascertain 
exactly  the  classes  of  persons  included 
by  the  police  under  the  head  of  ragranta. 
The  number  of  vagrants  relieved  oy  the 
Guardians  of  the  Poor  on  the  Ist  of 
January,  in  the  five  following  years, 
was  in  England  and  Wales,  1865,  3,339 ; 
in  1866,  4,469 ;  in  1867,  6,027 ;  in  1868, 
6,129;  and  in  1869,  7,020;  and  in  the 
metropolis  only,  in  1865,  589;  in  1866, 
1,501;  in  1867,  1,452;  in  IS68,  1,673; 
and  in  1869,  1,882.  There  was,  there- 
Jfr.  A.  W.  Petl 
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fore  considerable  difference  between  the 
figures  contained  in  the  police  Returns 
and  those  furnished  by  the  Poor  Law 
Board.  The  difference  between  the 
32,528  and  the  7,008  would  be  accounted 
for  to  a  great  extent  by  those  trampa 
who  were  sleeping  under  hedgee  and  m 
lodging-bouses  in  towns.  It  had  been 
suggested  that  buildings  should  be 
erected  to  accommodate  me  paupers  of 
London ;  but  it  was  imposBible  to  build 
places  to  accommodate  100,000  pOTSons 
m  the  metropolis  without  throwing  an 
enormous  burden  upon  the  rates.  He 
had  understood  the  hon.  Member  to  ex- 
press himself  unfavourably  with  regard 
to  the  union  system,  but  he  trusted  tJiat 
he  did  not  wi^  to  revert  to  the  old  ex- 
ploded parochial  system,  with  its  15,000 
areas  of  parochial  management — a  sys- 
tem which  hod  been  found  to  degrade 
the  pauper  more  than  any  other  system 
that  could  be  devised,  and  which  in  the 
eloquent  language  of  Mr.  Senior,  con- 
founded poverty  with  pauperism,  and 
tainted  wages  by  the  admixture  of  relief. 
Mb.  YLOYER  said,  that  the  Secretary 
to  the  Poor  Law  Board  (Mr.  A.  W.  Peel) 
appeared  to  have  anticipated  that  some 
attack  would  be  made  upon  the  Union 
Chai^ability  Act,  which  passed  some 
Sessions  ago,  after  faH  discussion  in  that 
House ;  but,  whatever  might  have  been 
the  views  which  hon.  Members  took 
when  that  Act  was  under  discussion,  he 
was  not  aware  that  it  had  been  seriously 
attacked  after  it  was  passed.  He  could 
not,  however,  admit  that  the  operation 
of  the  Act  had  been  entirely  and  uni- 
form^ advantageous.  His  hon.  Friend 
the  Secretary  to  the  Poor  Law  Board 
had,  no  doubt,  to  a  conaiderable  extent 
accounted  for  the  increase  of  pauperism 
by  the  commercial  crisis  of  1866.  His 
hon.  Friend  went  on  to  say  that  theprio8 
of  provisions  also  accounted  in  some  part 
for  the  increase  of  expenditure  on  the 
poor;  but  he  lUd  not  suppose  his  hon. 
Frieud  could  be  a  large  farmer,  or  he 
would  have  known  that  when  he  quoted 
67*.  a  quarter  aa  the  average  pnce  of 
com  last  year  be  was  naming  too  high  a 
figure.  Now,  he  did  not  deny  that  the 
Unioii  Ohargeabilily  Act  had  been  in 
some  respects  beneficial ;  no  donbt  it 
had  very  much  diminished  the  labours 
of  Boards  of  Guardians.      That  wae  a 

Seat    advantage.      He    thought    hon. 
ambers  would  agree  with  him  that  tb« 
good  working  of  the  Poor  Law  depended 
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almost  entarely  on  the  pereonB  whom 
tiiey  got  to  diechat^  the  onerous,  U- 
boriouB,  and  sometimea  painfal  duties  of 
Poor  Lav  Guardiane.  Bat  the  Act  had 
not  been  sufficiently  long  in  operation  to 
juBti^  anyone  in  giving  a  very  positiTe 
opinion  as  to  its  rMult«.  He  could  have 
'wished,  hoverer,  that  when  his  hon. 
Friend  (Mr.  A.  W.  Peel)  had  bo  strongly 
deprecated  anyretum  to  the  old  parochial 
system  he  had  ffitpresaed  an  equally 
Btrong  opinion  against  any  fiirther  ex- 
tension of  the  area  of  chargeability — 
any  approximation  to  what  was  called  a 
national  rate,  because  he  thought  that 
this  woold  be  a  fatal  blow  at  the  inde- 
pendence of  the  labourer,  the  interests 
of  the  rate-payer,  and  the  velfareof  the 
whole  kingdom.  Hin  hon.  Friend  the 
Member  for  East  Suffolk  (Mr.  Corrance) 
had  divided  his  subject  into  these  heads 
— ^treatment  of  chfldren  in  unions  or 
districts  of  unions,  treatment  of  the  sick 
and  aged,  and  treatment  of  the  able- 
bodied  and  vagrants.  Some  years  ago 
an  Act  was  passed  to  enable  unions  to 
combine  together  for  the  purpose  of 
forming  district  schools  ;  but  not  much 
good  had  resulted  from  that  Act.  There 
wore  difSculties  in  the  «'ay  of  carrying 
it  out,  which  he  thought  would  also  pre- 
sent themselves  if  attempts  were  made 
to  cany  out  the  suggestion  of  his  hon. 
Friend  on  this  head.  A  large  number 
of  the  children  entered  workhouses  vith 
their  parents  when  the  Utter  were  ill  or 
out  of  employment ;  bat  in  these 
the  children  remained  only  a  short  time 
in  the  workhouses — a  few  months,  or 
perhaps  a  few  weeks.  It  would  be  of 
use  to  send  those  children  to  district 
schools.  It  was  true  that  a  certain  num- 
ber of  children  remained  in  the  work- 
houses a  BufSdently  long  time  to  enable 
them  to  receive  the  advantages  of  a 
good  school ;  but  if  district  schools  were 
formed,  the  number  of  children  left  in 
the  workhouses  would  be  so  small  that 
the  expenditure  necessary  to  providi 
good  B(^oolmasters  and  mistresses  would 
be  greater  than  that  number  would 
warrant.  In  his  own  district  tho  num- 
ber of  scholars  was  tdxteen  or  eighteen, 
and  if  several  of  these  were  sent  to  the 
district  school  the  local  school  would 
have  to  be  given  up  altogether.  With 
respect  to  the  s^ed  poor  his  hon.  Friend 
had  made  a  suggestion  fbr  which  he  ten- 
dered him  his  Dianks.  The  great  difK- 
tsaity  with  that  class   was  to  provide 
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themselves  with  house  accommodation 
when  they  got  out-door  relief.  In  the 
country  districts  the  allowance  made  to 
these  poor  people  was  uecessuily  limited, 
but  it  was  such  as  wxiuld  provide  them 
with  food  and  clothing  of  the  humblest 
description  if  they  had  no  rent  to  pay. 
In  many  cases  country  gentlemen  pro- 
vided their  poor  labourers  whose  work- 
■  1^  days  were  passed  with  rooms  in  the 
Bighbourhood  where  they  had  been 
accustomed  to  live  ;  but  where  this  was 
not  done  the  pressure  was  so  great  on 
those  poor  people  that  they  were  obliged 
to  go  into  the  workhouse.  His  hon. 
Friend  had  suggested  that  where  there 
were  some  local  charities  not  at  present 
very  well  applied  those  charities  might 
be  applied  to  found  almshouses  in  which 
those  aged  poor  could  live.  As  for  the 
able-bc^ed  poor  the  Secretary  to  the 
Poor  Law  Board  said  that  the  hon. 
Member  for  East  Suffolk  had  passed 
slightly  over  that  subject ;  but  the  hon. 
Member  had  said  that  the  workhouse 
test  should  be  apphed,  which  was  indeed 
saying  almost  all  that  could  be  said. 
The  other  question  was  that  of  vagrancy, 
in  respect  (tf  which  a  vmt  considerable 
difficulty  stiU  existed.  The  Secretary  to 
the  Poor  Law  Board  had  called  in  ques- 
tion the  figures  quoted  by  his  hon.  Friend 
the  Member  for  East  Suffolk.  He 
thought  that  the  figures  with  respect  to 
vagrants  must  necessarily  be  moom- 
plete,  because  vagrants  came  under 
very  different  management  in  different 
localities.  Until  a  comparatively  recent 
date  not  much  attention  was  given  to 
statistical  returns  relating  to  vagrants, 
because  it  was  only  within  the  last 
few  years  vagrancy  had  oome  eo  pro- 
minently under  the  notice  of  those  en- 
gaged in  the  administration  of  the  Poor 
Law  and  of  the  public  generally.  He 
could  fiilly  corroborate  the  statements 
made  by  Ms  hon.  Friend  with  regard  to 
the  increase  of  vagrancy.  In  the  county 
of  Dorset  it  had  been  thought  advisable 
to  take  a  course  which  had  been  adopted 
in  many  other  counties — namely,  to  bring 
vagrants  more  under  the  control  of  the 
poOco  than  they  hitherto  had  been.  The 
^tums  showed  tiiat  the  number  of 
vagrants  receiving  relief  in  Dorsetshire 
in  1668  was  6,000  and  odd,  as  against 
3,000  and  odd  in  1B67.  He  was  aware 
that  this  had  been  attributed  to  the  af- 
fects of  the  commercial  crisis;  but  as 
that  criaie  oocurred   in  1866,  and  its 


499 


Paitperitm  and  ' 


{COMMONS}  VogtMey  {Eitglafti).         fiW 


^ects  weie  felt  as  hx^Ay  io  1B67  as  in 
1868,  he  did  not  believe  that  the  panic 
would  oocount  for  this  ^lormouB  increase. 
He  was,  he  confessed,  at  a  Iobs  to  asugn 
a  cause.  They  knew,  upon  the  autho- 
rity of  those  beat  acquainted  with  these 
matters,  that  when  persons  once  took  to 
mendicancy  they  hardly  ever  became 
laborious  and  industrious  members  of 
the  community,  while  this  olaes  was  con- 
stantly being  recruited  by  those  who, 
&om  some  cause  or  another,  dropped 
out  of  the  ranks  of  those  who  earned  an 
honest  livelihood.  Meudiconcy  was  re- 
garded as  a  profesaioD,  and  this  was 
a  most  alarming  feature.  Vagranoy  had 
been  pronounced  by  the  law  to  be  a 
orime,  and  even  if  mey  looked  at  it  in 
its  modified  character  it  veij  nearly  ap- 
proached the  ofiCence  of  obtaining  money 
under  false  pretences,  for  it  was  only  by 
false  pretences  and  by  &lse  representa- 
tions  that  vagrants  were  able  to  obtain 
assistance  from  the  benevolent  and  cha- 
ritable. It  was  also  closely  connected 
with  crime  properly  so  called.  Accord- 
ing to  a  statement  which  he  held  in  his 
bajid,  and  which  bad  been  put  forth  by 
several  magistrates  of  Westmoreland, 
the  chief  constable  of  that  county  ex- 
pressed his  firm  conviction  that  ninety- 
nine  out  of  every  1 00  tramps  were  pro- 
fessional mendicants,  and  that  a  large 
proportion  were  convicted  thieves,  and 
liv^  by  plunder.  The  chief  constable 
attributed  to  them  the  greater  number 
of  the  burglaries,  highw^  robberies, 
and  petty  larcenies  which  had  been  com- 
mitted in  the  county  for  some  years,  and 
said  that  if  tbe-present  system  of  allow- 
ing professional  tramps  to  wander  about 
tlte  country  were  put  an  end  to,  a  great 
deal  of  crime  would  be  prevented,  and 
immense  good  would  be  conferred  upon 
the  general  oommunity.  In  the  course 
which  should  be  adopted  to  check  this 
growing  evil,  he  regretted  to  say  he 
could  not  concur  with  his  hon.  IViend 
(Mr.  Corrance).  If  he  had  followed  his 
argument  rightly,  his  hon.  Friend  pro- 
posed that  relief  should  be  withheld 
&om  a  man  who  had  been  previously 
relieved.  But,  in  this  opinion,  he  could 
not  i^ree.  The  great  cause  of  mendi- 
cancy was,  no  doubt,  the  large  chari- 
table heart  of  this  country.  People  in 
giving  recognized  the  fact  that  many  of 
tiiose  whom  they  relieved  were  impostors, 
and  utterly  unworthy  of  thair  cbarity ; 
but  they  &lt  that,  if  they  refused  to  give, 
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some  fellow  creature,  in  oonsequ^ioe  of 
their  refusal,  might  sufTw  seriously  irom 
the  privations  of  hunger  and  want  of 
shriter.  Aa  long  as  they  fe^  that  their 
refusal  might  possibly  be  attended  by 
these  results,  so  long  would  they  open 
their  hand  with  the  same  readiness  that 
they  now  did.  The  r«nedy  was  that 
every  destitute  person  in  the  county 
should  find  food  and  abater  forthcoming 
immediately  upon  application.  Tha^ 
he  believed,  to  be  the  solitary  condition 
upon  which  we  migbt,  if  not  put  down, 
at  least,  materially  check  this  great  evil. 
Vagrancy  was  partly  the  re^t  of  old 
habits  and  old  times,  when  the  first 
question  that  was  asked  was — "  Whers 
do  you  belong?  "  Instead  of  that  be- 
ing the  first  question  it  should  be  the 
last.     The  first  question  should  be — 


'Are 


^^„ 


\  want,  and  bow  do  yon 


prove  it?"  If  relief  were  afforded 
whenever  there  was  destitution  there 
would  be  no  excuse  for  men  to  travel 
about  the  country  and  obtain  alms  on 
the  representation — too  £«quently  ut- 
terly without  foundation — that  they  were 
traveliinff  towards  their  homes  to  mt 
relief.  He  did  not  understand  that  Uie 
hon.  Member's  (Mr.  Corrance's)  Motion 
went  the  length  of  an  indictment  against 
Poor  Law  Act.  But,  no  doubt,  the  Poor 
Law  Act  of  1 834  was  an  Act  of  severity. 
As  far  as  he  (Mr.  floyer)  could  imder- 
stand  the  intention  of  Uie  framers  of  the 
Act,  their  object  was  to  restrict,  as  far 
as  possible,  the  relief  of  the  poor  to  re- 
lief in  the  workhouse.  That  principle, 
he  believed,  to  be  eeeentiaUy  wrong. 
He  had  never  hitherto  heard  it  denied 
that  the  workhouse  should  be  given  to 
the  able-bodied ;  but  to  drive  the  sick, 
aged,  and  infirm  into  the  workhouse  wu 
not  only  an  error  in  legislation,  but  was 
contrary  to  the  first  principles  of  charity. 
Fortunately,  the  a^ninistration  of  liia 
Poor  Laws  felt  into  good  bonds.  For 
more  than  thirty  years,  as  Chairman  of 
a  Board  of  Guardians,  he  had  &om  time 
to  time  been  brought  into  conunnnioa- 
tion  with  the  Poor  Law  Board,  and  he 
was  bound  to  say  that  on  all  ocoaoions, 
whichever  party  hod  been  in  powev,  be 
had  found  the  greatest  readiness  to  pro- 
mote the  views  of  the  Guardians,  if  it 
oould  be  done  justly  and  safety ;  and,  on 
the  whole,  be  believed  the  law  had  been 
administered  by  the  Poor  Law  Board 
fbr  the  Kood  of  the  oountiy.  But,  as  hs 
had  said,  it  was  a  great  error  to  drive 
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&%  o^eA  poor  into  the  worUiouM,  and  it 
vss  one  of  the  most  important  BUgges- 
tiona  of  his  hon.  Friend  that  eome  pro- 
visioD  ahoald  be  made  for  the  aged  poor 
in  respect  of  that  vhicfa  oonetituted  tKeir 
greatest  difficulty,  the  means  of  obtain- 
ing house  room  and  lodging.  If  that 
suggestion  should  lead  to  any  result  the 
hon.  Member  would  have  achiered  some- 
thing b;  bringing  the  subject  before  the 
House. 

Me.  E.  DENISON  said,  he  had  lis- 
tened with  satisfaction  to  a  lai^e  part  of 
the  speech  of  the  hon.  Member  for  East 
Suffolk  (Mr.  Corrance).  He  concurred 
with  the  hon.  Member  in  thinking  that 
the  object  to  be  kept  in  view  was  the 
absolute  abolition  of  the  Poor  Laws, 
which  were  incapable  of  achieving  that 
which  they  were  intended  to  do.  He  also 
agreed  tlut  the  time  was  nearly  come 
^en  the  work  should  be  completed.  This 
was  not  a  subject  to  be  dealt  with  in  s 
paitial  and  half-hearted  way ;  a  very  se- 
rious refoim  must  be  introduced  if  any- 
thing were  to  be  done  at  aU.  He  further 
ooncuired  in  the  opinion  that  one  of 
the  most  deplorable  features  of  Poor 
Law  administration  under  the  Act  of 
1834  had  been  the  marvellouB  weakness 
oX  the  Central  Board,  which  had  been 
anything  but  the  de^>ot  it  had  been 
proph«aied  it  would  be,  and  had  at 
times  found  itself  absolutely  paralyzed  by 
the  resistance  of  Guardians,  andhadbeen 
repeatedly  foiled  in  the  attempt  to  carry 
out  common-sense  reforms.  He  further 
concurred  in  the  absolute  necessity  of 
confining  relief  to  the  able-bodied  within 
the  waUs  of  the  workhouse.  There 
seemed  to  be  an  obvious  distinction  be- 
tween their  case  and  that  of  the  sick  and 
infirm ;  and  certainly  the  framera  of  the 
Act  of  1634  made  a  great  mistake  in 
dubhing  together  the  sick,  the  aged, 
and  infirm,  and  the  able-bodied  in  one 
building,  and  thus  confounding  in  one 
treatment  two  classes  that  deserved  to 
be  treated  in  a  different  way — those 
whom  every  one  would  admit  to  be  the 
legitimate  objects  of  the  teudereet  care 
of  the  charitable  disposition  of  the  conn- 
try,  and  those  to  whom  a  bare  sus- 
tei^oe  should  be  grudgingly  allowed  to 
avert  the  scandal  and  disgrace  of  their 
suffering  absolute  starvation.  It  was 
obvious  there  must  be  some  test  of  the 
actual  condition  of  those  who  applied 
for  relief  and  it  must  be  a  self-aoting 
test;   because  no  human  bung  oonM 
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possibly  tell  at  sight  whether  a  man  wu 
actually  in  want  or  was  not.  The  test 
must  be  acceptable  to  those  who  were  in 
want,  and  unacceptable  to  those  who 
were  not.  There  was  little  fear  of  per- 
sons  beooming  sick  to  obtain  relief,  and 
they  could  not  make  themselves  aged 
and  infirm.  There  was,  therefore,  no 
danger  of  increasing  the  numbers  of 
these  classes  in  receipt  of  relief  by  ad- 
ministering relief  outside  the  walls  of 
the  workhoose.  The  importance  of  va- 
grancy was  to  be  estimated,  not  only  by 
the  aggregate  number  of  vagrants  and 
the  acwolutfl  expense  to  whitm  they  put 
the  country,  but  by  the  demoralisation 
it  produced,  the  scandal  it  involved,  and 
the  abuse  of  charity  that  prevailed.  No 
doubt  the  suocess  with  which  vagrants 
preyed  on  the  charity-giving  portion  of 
the  population  offered  a  most  dangwous 
and  pemicioiw  inducement  t«  the  honest 
labourer  in  time  of  temporoiy  depres- 
sion to  go  on  tramp,  seeing  that  he 
might  earn  more  in  that  way  than  he 
could  by  honest  labour  at  the  best  of 
times.  As  the  hon.  Member  for  Dorset- 
shire (Mr.  Floyer)  said,  there  was  only 
one  way  in  wMch  the  Poor  Law  could 
be  made  at  all  efficient,  and  that  was 
by  affording  relief  everywhere  to  every 
destitute  person  who  applied  for  it.  It 
had  been  repeatedly  ai^owledged  that 
that  that  was  the  principle  of  the  Poor 
Law,  although  the  hon.  Member  for 
East  Suffolk  seemed  to  call  it  in  ques- 
tion. The  right  hon.  Member  for  wol- 
verhamptMi  (Mr.  Yilliers)  had  laid  it 
down  that  every  person  who  was  realty 
destitute  was  entitied  to  receive  relief 
upon  application,  and  that  a  workhouse 
being  full  did  not  relieve  Onardians 
from  responsibility.  As  this  principle 
of  the  Poor  Law  could  not  be  repudi- 
ated, the  only  thing  to  be  done  was  to 
see  if  we  could  not  find  out  a  method  of 
applying  that  principle  which  would  not 
render  it  liable  to  abuse.  This  ^tpeared 
to  have  been  an  object  long  songht  for 
by  the  Poor  Law  Board,  ana  in  the  weU- 
known  Minute  Issued  by  Mr.  Buller  in 
1848,  be  described  the  then  state  of 
things  in  words  which  might  be  repeated 
now — he  deplored  the  remissness  of  the 
Guardians  in  regard  to  the  casual  words, 
and  their  n^lect  to  observe  the  recom- 
mendation of  the  Poor  Law  Board  to 
apply  the  labour  test,  and  so  compel 
vagrants  to  do  scunething  in  return  for 
the  food  and  lodging  &ey   obtained. 


G03  Pawperum  and 

However  good  the  intention  of  the  giver 
of  ahns,  there  was  no  doubt*  he  did  un- 
qualified mischief ;  and  he  was  not  justi- 
fied in  relieving  his  benevolent  impulaes 
at  the  expense  of  the  oommunily.  It 
woe  within  hie  knowledge  that  a  certain 
gentleman  was  in  the  habit  of  giving 
nalf-a-pound  of  bread  to  every  tramp 
that  called  at  hia  house,  and  of  course 
OB  long  as  this  was  done  begging  would 
flouTi^.  Mr.  Cobbett  once  drew  an  ei- 
traordinary  parallel  between  the  ali- 
mentary etandard  of  each  of  the  three 
Hngdoms  and  the  degree  in  which 
they  had  respectively  enjoyed  tho  blesa- 
iog  of  a  Poor  Law.  The  people  of 
England,  who  had  enjoyed  a  Poor 
Law  for  two  centuries  and  a  half,  ate 
meat  with  a  knife  and  fork ;  the  Scotch, 
with  an  incomplete  system,  ate  porridge 
with  a  spoon;  and  the  Irish,  with  no 
Poor  Law  ate  potatoes  with  their  fingers. 
But  a  Poor  Law  system,  to  bo  perfect 
should  have  the  confidence  of  the  peo- 
ple to  such  an  extent  that  they  would 
recognize  it  as  the  only  proper  system 
of  relieving  the  poor,  ana  make  it  the 
medium  for  their  charitable  donations. 
The  Marquess  of  Salisbury,  when  in 
that  House,  in  1S61,  had  observed  that 
the  theory  of  the  English  Poor  Law  is 
that  nobody  should  be  allowed  to  starve 
in  the  streets ;  and  in  order  to  obtain  that 
result  it  must  offer  to  distressed  persons 
the  bare  necessaries  of  life,  a  roof  to 
their  head  and  a  meal.  No  doubt,  if 
the  theory  were  carried  out,  indiscrimi- 
nate almsgiving  would  cease  then,  for 
people  only  give  to  beggars  because  they 
fancy  they  would  starve  without  their 
aid.  But  there  was  a  possibility  of 
creating  another  evil — the  increase  of 
vagrancy.  No  hon.  Member  had,  as 
yet,  chu^d  the  Casual  Poor  Act  with 
having  increased  vafprancy ;  hut  he 
feared  the  charge  could  be  to  some 
eztont  substantiated.  A  liberal  supply 
of  casual  wards  offering  improved  ac- 
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would,  not  improbably, 
tempt  many  idlers  to  a  wandering  life. 
Pood  and  shelter  being  offered  every- 
where to  all  destitute  persons,  the  ques- 
tion was  how  to  counteract  the  induce- 
ment thus  held  out  to  idleness?  The 
counterpoise  waa  to  be  found  in  a  strict 
aj^lication  of  the  Vagrant  Act  in  all  the 
caffoal  wards,  and  this  could  only  be 
done  by  investing  the  Board  with  greater 
powers  over  the  Ouardians,  either  to 
ooenw  or  to  entice  them  to  act  upon 
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their  auggestiona.     It   appe^ed  very 
desirable  that  if  coercion  was  not  ap- 

?licable  some  form  of  inducement  should 
e  offered,  and  that  it  should  be  in  the 
power  of  the  Poor  Law  Board  to  hold 
out  certain  hopes  to  local  boards,  to  be 
realized  on  condition  that  they  should 
comply  with  the  recommendations  of 
the  central  body.  The  Tagrant  Act  had 
been  in  existence  for  about  a  century, 
and  it  was  nearly  inoperative  during 
the  whole  of  that  time,  because  there 
was  no  universal  provision  for  the  relief 
of  destitute  people,  and  in  the  absence 
of  such  provision  the  humanity  of  the 
public  would  not  suffer  the  enforcement 
of  such  a  law,  but  as  soon  as  relief  of 
the  deetitnte  universally  was  conceded, 
it  was  necessary  to  find  a  countorpoiss 
in  the  proper  administration  of  re- 
pressive measures.  The  hon.  Member 
for  Dorsetshire  seemed  to  have  spoken 
■very  leniently  of  vagrancy  when  he  said 
it  was  almost  a  crime.  It  seemed 
to  him  (Mr.  B.  Denison)  to  be  a  crime 
of  a  veiy  had  description,  and  it  waa 
treated  so  by  the  Act.  No  person  not 
guilty  of  a  crime  could  be  treated  in 
the  manner  prescribed  by  the  Tagrant 
Act.  The  difficulty  was  to  ascertain 
at  what  particular  point  the  crimi- 
nal act  was  consummated,  because, 
at  first  sight,  the  casual  who  addressed 
himself  to  the  workhouse  for  relief  could 
not  be  set  down  as  a  criminal  vagrant. 
But  they  constantly  found  that  when 
vi^rants  were  in  the  wards  they  pro- 
fessed themselves  to  belong  to  the  class 
of  criminal  vagrants,  and  brought  them- 
selves under  the  provisions  of  the  Act. 
One  of  the  most  important  duties  of 
the  masters  of  workhouses  ought  to  be 
to  prosecute  tramps  for  the  violation  of 
the  Vagrant  Act.  'Wherever,  in  return 
for  the  wants  of  the  wayfarer  being  pro- 
vided for,  a  task  of  work  was  ngidly 
exacted,  wherever  the  magistrates  were 
willing  to  convict,  and  the  persons  so 
convicted  were  committed  to  the  House 
of  Correction  or  the  gaol  for  two  or 
three  months,  they  veir  speedily  got  rid 
of  vagrants.  They  had  recently  a  vety 
good  proof  of  that  in  the  Beports  &om 
tiie  counties  of  Westmorelana  and  Cum- 
berland.  The  chief  constable  at  Car- 
lisle stated  that,  from  the  practical  ex- 
perience furnished  by  these  two  coun- 
ties, he  felt  pereuaded  if  the  law  were 
strictly  and  uniformly  carried  out  tramp- 
ing and  vagrancy  and  the  crimes  with 
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which  they  were  attended  would  soon  be 
pat  a  stop  to.  He  attributed  these  good 
effects  to  the  operatioiL  of  the  Act,  and 
die  eril  consequencee  of  which  they 
oom^|aiDed  to  the  general  neglect  of 
the  Boards  of  Guardians  to  euct  the 
task  of  work,  to  the  disinclination  to 
prosecute  refractoiy  vagrants,  and  also 
to  the  failure,  &om  wHateTor  cause,  of 
the  Central  Board  to  secure  that  uni- 
formity of  procedure  throughout  the 
ijnited  Kingdom  which  seemed  to  be 
absolutely  necessary  to  put  a  stop  to  the 
praotices  complained  of.  At  present  the 
very  beat  odministratioD  of  toe  laws  in 
one  or  two  counties  had  only  the  effect 
of  diverting  the  stream  of  vagrancy  else- 
where. But  even  if  the  existing  law 
were  administered  in  the  best  possible 
manner,  there  were  three  ditiderata 
without  which  its  operation  would  be 
distinctly  hampered.  In  the  first  place 
the  discretionary  powers  of  detention  by 
the  masters  of  workhouses  aught  to  be 
enlarged  beyond  the  four  hours  to  which 
they  were  now  limited.  It  was  also 
desirable  that  the  charge  for  the  erec- 
tion and  maintenanoe  of  casual  wards, 
which  in  small  counbr  unions  where 
Tyrants  were  few  would  lead  to  great 
difficulties,  should  be  laid  upon  the 
county  rate  instead  of  the  Union  rate. 
And  thirdly,  there  should  be  proper 
places  to  which  the  ragronte  after  convic- 
tion, could  be  committed  to  serve  out 
their  two  or  three  months  at  hard  labour. 
"Wherever  a  proper  place  existed  to 
which  vagrants  could  oe  sent  there  it 
appeared  that  vagrancy  was  very  much 
checked.  With  regard  to  the  enlarge- 
ment of  the  power  of  detention,  work- 
house masters  were  ahuost  unanimous 
as  to  its  necessity  for  the  proper  dis- 
crimination between  the  deserving  way- 
farer and  the  vagrant,  and  discrimina- 
tion was  at  the  root  of  the  due  adminis- 
tration of  the  Poor  Law.  The  only  pos- 
sible way  in  which  the  deserving  could 
be  sifted  out  was  by  putting  them  under 
conditions  which,  wliile  meeting  their 
ease,  would  be  im^easant  and  ustaste- 
fiil  to  the  undeserving.  Providence  had 
fortunately  furnished  us  with  a  self-act- 
ing test  in  the  nature  of  the  criminal  va- 
grant, because  there  was  nothing  be  so 
much  abhorred  as  order,  regularity,  de- 
cency, and  all  that  was  most  acceptable 
to  the  moral,  intelligent  way&rer.  He 
might  quote  various  high  authorities  in 
support  of  that  statement,  but  he  would 


only  refer  to  one,  Mr.  Arthur  Arnold, 
who  said  that  there  was  nothing  so  ab- 
horrent to  the  nature  of  the  criminal 
classes  as  steady  discipline  and  labour. 
The  establishment  of  new  wards  and  im- 
provement of  the  accommodation  for  va- 
grants had  not  tended  largely  to  increase 
me  numbers  of  those  resorting  to  the 
workhouses.  As  to  the  enlargement  of 
the  area  of  cbatgeability,  tiiat  would  be 
very  much  contested ;  but  he  did  not 
think  it  could  be  contested  very  logically 
considering  the  principles  that  were  laid 
down  during  the  debate  on  the  Casual 
Poor  Act  in  1863.  The  area  of  diaige- 
ability  should  be  such  as  could  be  re- 
garded on  economical  grounds  as  having 
one  common  interest.  It  should  form, 
so  to  speak,  an  economic  unit.  The  me- 
tropolitan area  ought  fkirly  to  be  com- 
paml  with  the  area  of  a  county.  The 
President  of  the  Poor  Law  Board,  in  a 
debate  some  years  ago  had  used  words 
to  the  effect  mat  the  nouseless  poor  did 
not  belong  to  east  or  west,  but  were  the 
common  chaise  of  the  entire  metropolis, 
and  that  any  measure  which  made  the 
metropolis  support  them  was  a  proper 
one,  and  would  in  no  degree  interfere 
with  the  principle  that  every  district 
should  provide  for  its  own  poor.  In 
conclusion,  he  should  be  glad  to  receive 
fix)m  the  Poor  Law  Board  some  distinct 
assurance  that  they  were  at  length  about 
to  adopt  the  principles  which  for  twenty 
years  they  had  acknowledged  to  be 
sound.  He  had  confined  his  observa- 
tions to  the  question  of  vagrant^,  not 
wishing  to  enter  upon  the  grave  and  al- 
most overwhelming  question  raised  by 
the  hon.  Member  for  East  Suffolk,  though 
he  fiilly  believed  that  next  year,  or,  at 
all  evente,  before  long,  a  searching  in- 
vestigation must  be  made  into  the 
whole  question,  and  strenuous  measures 
adopted.  At  present,  however,  there 
were  a  number  of  laws  in  existence,  and 
regulations  which  had  been  established ; 
but  the  laws  were  inoperative,  and  the 
regulations  were  disregarded.  Before 
any  new  system  was  introduced  they 
ought,  in  his  opinion,  to  see  what  could 
be  effected  in  tie  way  of  improvement, 
by  putting  those  laws  into  operation  and 
by  procuring  some  regard  for  these  re- 
Ma.  W.  W.  BEACH  said,  an  attack 
had  been  made  upon  tbe  Act  of  1834, 
but  it  must  be  admitted  to  have  been,  to 
a  great  extent,  successful  in  oooompliah- 
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ing  llie  parpooea  for  wfaidi  it  waa  brought 
fbrvsrii.  At  the  time  it  was  &amed  the 
evils  of  the  Poor  Law  system  had  grown 
confessedly  to  a  Tery  great  height.  Not 
only  had  ^e  cha^e  for  the  Poor  Laws 
enormouBly  increased,  but  instead  of 
being  appUed  for  the  benefit  of  the  in- 
firm, and  aged,  and  reduced  in  circum- 
Btancee,  that  charge  vaa  largely  carried 
ont  in  aid  of  wagee.  That  he  felt  to  be 
a  most  objectionable  principle:  those 
who  empl<7ed  Inbourera  onght  to  pay 
fair  Tagee,  and  not  call  upon  the  gene- 
ral pubUc  to  assist  them  out  of  the  rates. 
The  Act  of  1834  sprang  into  enatence, 
he  might  almost  say,  by  die  general 
sense  of  the  oommunity  being  enHsted  in 
its  favour,  and  it  soon  snccoeded  in 
checking  the  evils  complained  of.  La- 
bour received  its  proper  remmteratioii, 
and  the  chai^  which  liad  grown  to  so 
enormous  a  weight  was  reduced  to  its 
natural  and  jiiopeT  proportions.  The 
population  of  Ehgland  in  1834  was 
14,372,000,  and  the  total  amount  ex- 
pended in  the  relief  of  the  poor — as  fer 
the  figures  could  be  relied  on — appeared 
to  be  £6,317,255,  or  at  the  rate  of  8f.9i<;. 
per  head  of  the  population.  The  Poor 
Law  Guardians  were  called  upon  to  per- 
form  duties  to  whjch  they  were  alto- 
gether untrained;  but  though  theymight 
in  some  cases  have  over&voured  the 
poor,  and  in  others  have  leant  to  over- 
hardahip,  yet,  on  the  whole,  eiverybody 
mnst  feel  that  the  country  was  greatly 
indebted  to  them  fbr  the  trouble  which 
they  had  taken  to  carry  out  the  system 
intrusted  to  them,  and  tJiat,  on  the  whole, 
the  community  had  benefited  by  their 
labours.  The  present  population  num- 
bered 21,320,000,  and  the  total  amount 
expended  fi)r  the  relief  of  the  poor  was 
£6,959,841,  being  at  the  rate  of  6».  6id. 
per  head  of  the  population.  It  ap- 
peared, therefore,  that  although  there 
had  since  the  year  1834  been  an  increase 
in  the  expenditure,  there  was  a  some- 
what considerable  diminution  in  the 
burden  imposed  on  each  member  of  the 
population.  At  present,  however,  the 
amount  expended  in  relief  was  steadily 
increasing.  It  had  been  said  that  that 
was  a  result  arising  &om  exceptional 
causes,  but  still  it  was  one  which  ur- 
gently demanded  tiie  serious  attention 
of  the  Legislature.  He  would  proceed 
to  direct  uie  attention  of  the  House  to 
the  charge  incurred  fbr  the  maintenance 
In  the  year  IB67,  134,061 
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in-door  panpers  vers  maintained  at  a 
coat  of  £1,428,721,  or  £10  13*.  per 
h«id;  and  791,493  out-door  paupers 
were  maintained  at  a  cost  of  £8,487,764, 
or  £4  8f.  per  head.  He  did  not  think 
that  the  difference  in  the  charge  per 
head  was  excessive,  especially  when  the 
terror  with  which  a  man  looked  upon 
being  an  inmate  of  a  workhouse  was  ta- 
ken into  account.  In  olden  times  in- 
door relief  was  almost  unknown,  and 
but  little  mercy  was  shown  for  the 
"  sturdy  b^^gar,"  as  he  was  called. 
Now-a-days,  however,  the  numble  of  able- 
bodied  panpers  was  considerable.  A 
good  deal  of  this  able-bodied  pauperism 
might  occasionally  be  accoontod  for  by 
a  temporary  deu1;h  of  work,  but  as  a 
rule  ample  work  would  be  found  by 
those  who  chose  to  seek  fbr  it.  On  the 
Ist  of  January,  1868,  the  nmnber  of 
able-bodied  paupers  in  the  receipt  of  in- 
door relief  was  28,646,  and  the  number 
receiving  out-door  relief  was  166,984, 
making  a  total  number  of  able-bodied 
paupers  of  166,630.  That  was  a  laige 
number  of  able-bodied  persons  to  be 
destitute  of  work  and  thrown  upon  the 
general  resources  of  the  community. 
The  poorer  classes  might  be  divided  into 
three  partictdar  classes  —  namely,  the 
able-bodied  labourer,  the  pauper,  and 
the  criminal.  The  treatment  of  the  lat- 
ter dasB  of  late  had  been  such  as  to  pre- 
vent crime  being  adopted  as  a  vocation 
with  any  hope  of  success.  To  a  certain 
extent  the  pauper  was  placed  in  a  bet- 
ter position  than  the  criminal.  Although 
his  fbod  might  not  be  so  generous,  his 
work  was  less.  The  case  of  the  labourer 
was  very  hard.  When  worn  out  by  hard 
and  continuoue  labour  hia  only  resource 
was  to  go  to  the  workhouse,  there  to  end 
the  remainder  of  his  days.  He  was 
glad,  however,  to  say  that  the  aid  af- 
forded by  friendly  societies,  which  en- 
abled a  man  by  the  work  of  his  own 
right  hand  to  accumulate  a  provision  for 
old  age,  was  largely  on  the  increase. 
He,  however,  did  not  agree  with  the 
hoQ.  Member  that  any  assistance  ^ould 
be  given  to  such  societies  from  public 
The  utmost  caution  was  neces- 


being  doled  out  when  it  ^ 
gently  required.  He  knewa  case  in  which 
a  man  who  was  in  the  receipt  of  14«. 
a  week  met  with  an  accident.  His  em- 
ployer continued  to  pay  him  his  wages, 
and  he  got  8*.  a  week  from  his  club,  but 
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■till  he  applied  for  puoehial  relief.  He 
vae  detected  and  refiued,  but  still  his 
appliea,tion  showed  the  necaesity  for  ex- 
enoBiiig  caution.  With  respect  to  the 
question  of  vagrancy  he  found,  sb  a  ge- 
Beral  rule,  that  bo  many  did  not  apply 
forrelief  at  the  U^e  houses  in  the  coun- 
try as  there  oaed  to  be.  Their  applica- 
tiona  were  generally  made  to  the  oot- 
fagere,  and  they,  wiu  moat  philentluopic 
motivea,  no  doubt,  gare  indiaoriminate 
relief  mnall  as  far  as  the  individual  iraa 
eoncemed — large  in  the  aggregate,  and 
gufficieDt  to  enoour^e  large  numbers  of 
tramps.  The  prineiple  (d  increaong  the 
acea  <rf  ohai^^bility  was  a  right  one. 
It  was  manifestly  uiiiair  that  the  poorer 
pariahee  in  the  metropolis  should  be 
eompeUed  to  support  their  own  poor, 
while  the  richer  parishes,  &om  which 
the  poor  were  expelled  by  reason  of  the 
dlass  of  the  dwelfing-houses,  should  es- 
cape  almost  entirely  &om  the  burden. 
It  was  a  system  that  made  poverty  sop- 
port  poverty.  If  possible,  an  equal  rate 
shoiud  be  chargeiC  not  only  throughout 
the  metropolis,  but  throughout  the  coun- 
try. One  great  difficulty  in  the  way  of 
adopting  such  a  system  was,  however, 
that  it  would  be  almost  imposeible  to 
obtain  an  adequate  local  supervision. 
He  would  be  for  a  national  rate  if  a  good 
local  supervision  could  be  obtained.  Ho 
did  not  &now  whether  this  could  be  se- 
cured; but  the  more  we  could  extend 
the  area  of  ohargeabflity,  the  more  we 
should  make  the  poor  rate  approach  to 
what  it  ought  to  be,  a  nationBl  rate — 
one  levied  on  the  community  at  large. 

Db.  lush  said,  he  desired  to  make  a 
fsw  remarks  upon  the  question  of  medi- 
cal relief.  Though  he  could  claim  no 
special  authority  on  the  subject,  he  could 
tuain  special  experience,  because,  for 
twenty  years,  he  had  served  as  a  Poor 
Law  medical  officer.  The  point  was 
most  important,  for  about  72  per  cent  of 
of  pauperism  in  this  oountry  was  aaeo- 
dated  with  aicknees.  Before  touching 
upon  that  matter,  however,  he  might  be 
permitted  to  remark  that  he  concurred 
VMy  generally  in  the  observations  of  the 
hon  Member  for  Doraetahire  (Ur.  Floyer) 
but  differed  firam  the  hon.  Gentleman 
on  one  point — ^he  thonght  that  union 
ohairgeabilitj  aliould  be  fiirther  extended. 
He  oonld  have  wished  that  the  question 
of  vagrancy  had  not  been  inttoduoed  in 
this  ^MntiMrinn  He  regaided  vagianoy 
OB  as  exiireacence  on  panpmem,  mi  not 
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pauperism  itself.  It  did  not  fallow 
that  a  vagrant  was  a  pauper,  while  as  a 
rule  paupers  had  no  indination  for  va- 
grancy ;  they  were  strongly  attached  to 
meir  own  localities.  As  regarded  medi- 
cal relief,  his  opinion  was — and  it  was 
only  the  more  confirmed  the  longer  be- 
came his  experience  —  that  the  whole 
flystem  of  its  administration  was  unsatis- 
faotoTy  alike  to  t^e  mediaal  officers,  the 
gnar^auB,  the  rate-payers,  and  the  poor 
Uiemselves.  The  medical  men  employed 
by  unions  were  very  insnfficieiitly  remn- 
nerated~BO  insufficiently  that  the  poor 
thought  that  services  which  were  so  badly 
paid  for  could  not  be  worth  much ;  the 
poor  came  to  think  they  did  not  recdve 
that  care  and  attention  &om  the  medical 
officers  which  they  required,  and  they 
showed  a  growing  dispositdon  to  depend 
on  their  own  aich  clubs.  So  f ar  oa  me- 
dical relief  went  Ireland  was  far  in  ad- 
vance of  England.  Inthe  year  1867  the 
population  of  Ireland  was  4,500,000, 
wule  that  of  England  was  21,000,000. 
The  rates  for  the  relief  of  the  poor  in 
Ireland  amounted  to  £795,000,   and  in 


while  in  England,  which  was  so  much 
la^er  and  richer,  the  amount  expended 
was  only  £272,000.  Id  other  words,  in 
Ireland  £]  in  every  £d  lOa.  of  the  total 
expenditure  for  the  relief  of  the  poor 
was  expended  in  medical  relief,  wnilst 
in  England  the  proportion  was  only 
£1  in  about  £20.  Every  man  in  the 
medical  profession  expressed  dissatisftic- 
tion  with  the  present  state  of  thingH 
as  regarded  the  English  system.  He 
thought  that  in  this  respect  the  practice 
of  this  oountiy  should  be  as  much  as  pos- 
sible assimilated  to  that  of  Ireland,  whidi 
worked  so  well. 

Mb.  MUWDELLA  said,  he  did  not 
derive  much  comfort  &om  the  statements 
of  the  Secretary  to  the  Poor  Law  Board 
(Mr.  A.  W.  Peel).  He  (Mr.  Mundella) 
believed  there  was  no  country  in  Western 
Europe  in  which  poverty  existed  in  more 
squalid,  and  more  appalling  forms  thcui 
it  did  in  this  country.  From  the  Poor 
Law  statistics  it  appeared  that  there  were 
about  1,000,000  paupers  in  England  and 
Wales^  That  would  be  sufficiently  sad ; 
but  we  knew  that  it  did  not  represent  the 
total  of  the  paaperism  of  this  eonntry. 
In  a  pamphlet  addressed  to  his  right  hon. 
Friend  A»  Secretary  of  Btat«  fbr  the 
Home    Dspartment,    his   him.    Friend 
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the  Member  for  Carlisle  (Mr.  £.  Potter) 
pointed  out  how  nearly  allied  to  the  state 
of  pauperism  vaa  the  condition  of  about 
3,000,000  in  addition  to  the  1,000,000 
trho  were  actual  paupers.  He  believed 
that  the  remedy  must  go  deeper  than 
any  change  in  the  administration  of  the 
Poor  Law.  He  concurred  with  the  hon. 
Member  for  East  Suffoli  (Mr.  Corraace) 
that  the  education  of  the  juvenile  pau- 
pers was  a  very  important  point  and 
would  bean  efficadoiis  remedy.  A  Com- 
mittee whidi  had  reported  on  this  sub- 
ject in  his  own  neighbourhood  stated  that 
the  worst  paupers  were  those  who  had 
been  in  pauper  schools.  The  boys  turned 
out  very  badly  in  many  coses,  and  a  large 
percentage  of  the  girls  returned  to  the 
workhouse  as  prostitates.  From  Ms  own 
experience  he  could  bear  testimony  to 
the  shocking  effectsofmixingup  children 
of  both  sexes  with  the  adult  paupers. 
Girls  were  heard  to  express  the  hope  that 
the  time  would  soon  come  when  they 
might  be  able  to  go  out  and  earn  fine 
clothes  by  the  wages  of  infamy.  The  only 
hope  of  improving  the  present  state  of 
thijigB  lay  in  a  careful  segregation  of  the 
pauper  children.  As  long  as  they  con- 
tinued the  present  ^tem  so  long  he  be- 
lieved would  they  be  only  contributing 
to  the  manufacture  of  paupers.  8el^ 
respect  was  lost  early  in  life,  and  it  was 
found  almost  impossible  to  restore  it. 
He  did  not  agree  that  State  aid  should 
be  afforded  to  friendly  societiea.  The 
neat  object  to  be  aimed  at  was  to  make 
ttie  working  man  helpful  and  self-de- 
pending, and  towards  this  something 
might  be  done  by  a  better  management 
of  the  ill-directed  charities  now  existing. 
He  knew  a  village  of  4,000  inhabitants, 
where  about  £30  was  spent  in  education 
and  £SO0  doled  away  in  gifts,  and  the 
week  after  the  distribution  of  the  doles 
was  always  one  of  drunkenness  and  de- 
bauchery. He  earnestly  hoped  that  Gki- 
vemment  would  do  something  to  secure 
the  bettor  employment  of  these  chariteble 
ftmds,  which  were  sufficient  in  amount 
to  provide  for  the  education  of  the  whole 
country.  With  regard  to  emigration,  he 
expected  little  from  it,  because,  according 
to  his  own  experience,  it  took  away  the 
best  and  most  careful  artizans,  men  who 
were  the  bookbone  and  sinew  of  the 
country,  and  did  not  touch  that  residuum 
of  pauperism  and  misery  of  which  we 
were  anxious  to  get  rid.  The  skilled 
workmen  took  our  trade  secrets  with 
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them  to  Amerioa,  and  became,  perhapsi 

OUT  most  dangerous  competitors.  'Die 
best  hope  of  effectual  remedy  lay  in  a 
sound  and  effective  system  of  national 
education,  in  a  reduction  of  national  ex- 


£10,000,000  in  the  expenditure,  as  set 
forth  by  the  President  of  the  Board  of 
Trade,  would  be  equivalent — ^taking  the 
cost  of  collection  saved  into  account — to 
a  relief  of  £16,000,000  or  £17,000,000, 
which  would  swell  the  wage  fund  and 
give  increased  employment  to  the  labour- 
ing classes.  In  the  metropolis  it  was  a 
melancholy  fiacfrthat  the  amount  of  out- 
door relief  had  increased  with  the  last 
few  years  130  per  cent.  He  could  not 
help  being  of  opinion  that  the  Gama 
Laws  had  a  great  deal  to  do  with  the 
increase  of  pauperism  in  the  country 
generally.  Youcould  noteonvict  10,000 
or  12,000  men  every  year  without  reduc- 
ing their  families  to  pauperism ;  for  what 
were  these  wretched  people  to  do  when 
their  bread-winner  was  taken  from  them 
and  confined  in  a  dungeon?  He  felt 
deeply  the  pernicious  consequences  of 
these  laws,  and  those  who  had  seen  like 
himself  2,000  pheasante  or  more  by  the 
side  of  a  covert  would  be  able  to  estunate 
the  amount  of  temptation  to  the  pocv  in- 
volved in  the  extensive  system  of  game 
preservingcarriedonintlus  country.  He 
was  imfressed  with  the  deep  importance 
of  the  House  turning  their  attention  to 
these  questions,  which  had  the  most  in- 
timate connection  with  both  the  moral 
and  physical  wel£u«  of  the  people,  and 
from  inquiries  conscientiously  prosecuted 
into  them  they  might  expect  toe  noblest 
resulte  in  the  ameUoration  of  the  lot  of 
the  poor,  and  of  many  who  were  upon 
every  account  entitled  to  their  commise- 
ration. 

Mb.  W.  H.  smith  said,  he  trusted 
that,  as  a  metropolitan  Member,  he 
might  be  permitted  to  say  a  few  words 
on  this  question,  which  had  been  de- 
scribed by  the  hon.  Member  for  Sheffield 
(Mr.  Mundella)  as  one  of  the  most  im- 
portant of  the  present  day.  He  (Mr, 
W.  H.  Smith)  concurred  in  that  descrip- 
tion. The  Secretary  to  the  Poor  Law 
Board  (Mr.  A.  W.  Feel)  had  read  some 
statistics,  which  might  seem  to  indicate, 
that  the  operation  of  the  law  was  satis- 
factory ;  but  his  hon.  Friend  the  Hem- 
ber  for  Suffolk  (Mr.  Corraoce),  had  been 
at  pains  to  show  that  the  law  hadfioiled. 
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Sveii  if  the  operation  of  the  law  were 
deemed  satiaiaotory  in  the  couuti;  at 
large,  he  waa  not  prepared  to  admit  that 
it  oould  be  deemed  aatialactory  ao  far  as 
the  metropoliB  was  concerned.  If  they 
were  to  regard  the  law  as  one,  the  ob- 
ject of  which  was  to  diminish  pauperism, 
while  it  was  to  relieve  persons  overtaken 
by  suffering  and  unforeseen  calami^,  and 
to  meet  emei^ncies  which  resulted  &om 
the  contingenciea  to  which  those  engaged 
in  trade  were  liable,  he  waa  prepared  to 
contend  that  the  amount  of  pauperism 
existing  in  the  metropolis  was  greater 
in  amount  than  ia  to  be  attributed  justly 
to  unforeseen  causes.  He  had  heard  a 
description  given  by  a  noble  Duke  who 
held  a  high  position  in  the  Government, 
and  who  described  the  Poor  Law  as  the 
"  expression  of  the  legal  right  of  every 
man  who  did  not  work,  or  who  could 
not  work,  or  who  would  not  work,  and 
who  did  not  poBsees  property,  to  food, 
clothing,  and  belter,  at  the  expense  of 
those  who  did  work,  could  work,  would 
work,  and  did  possess  property."  That 
might  aeem  a  harsh  mode  of  expreeaion, 
but  he  thought  it  was  well  to  look  at 
questions  of  uiat  sort  in  a  plain,  straight- 
forward point  of  view.  Within  the  last 
few  years  there  had  not  only  been  an  ap- 
pallijig  increase  in  pauperism,  but  in  the 
relative  degree  of  pauperism  in  the  me- 
tropolis. It  was,  doubtless,  their  duty 
to  relieve  the  distressed  and  suffering, 
especially  when  they  were  reduced  to 
that  condition  by  no  fault  of  their  own  ; 
but  it  was  also  their  duty  to  discourage 
pauperism  in  every  way,  because  not 
only  was  the  charge  on  the  rates  ren- 
dered heavy,  but  alargs  portion  of  those 
who  had  to  pay  them  were  very  little 
raised  above  the  condition  of  those  they 
were  called  upon  to  relieve.  This  had 
become  a  very  serious  matter  in  London, 
as  well  as  elsewhere,  and  it  seemed  to 
him  that  we  did  the  pauper  a  grievous 
wrong,  for  we  afforded  him  facilitiea  for 
forsaking  that  aelf-dependence  and  that 
confidence  in  his  own  resources  which 
were  the  birthright  of  every  Englishman. 
He  was  prepared  to  contend  that  there  was 
nothing  in  the  present  day  so  di^raceful 
to  our  civilization  as  the  condition  of  a 
large  portion  of  our  population,  and  it 
waa  incumbent  on  the  Government  to 
deal  most  seriously  and  eamestiy  with 
this  state  of  things.  He  would  glance 
at  the  amount  now  spent  on  pauperism 
in  London  itself.  Taking  1851  as  the 
TOL.  CXOVI.    [rsan  asRisa.] 
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period  when  the  new  Poor  Law  had  been 
brought  into  full  operation,  and  when 
the  Poor  Law  Board  was  constituted,  he 
found  that  the  cost  of  poor  relief  in 
London  had  doubled  since  that  time.  In 
1851  the  whole  amount  spent  for  this 
purpose  was  £659,000 ;  in  1858,  it  was 
£870,000;  in  1867,  £1,160,000;  in  1868, 
£1,317,000.  Between  1851  and  1868 
the  population  had  increased  from 
2,360,000  to  an  estimated  population  of 
3,100,000 ;  so  that  while  the  population 
had  increased  only  by  30  or  34  per  cent, 
the  cost  of  relief  had  exactly  doubled. 
That  alone  was  a  very  grievous  matter, 
but  he  found  that  the  paupers  who  were 
relieved  in  London  in  the  course  of  the 
year  1851  were  tSper  cent  of  the  whole 
population,  while  m  1868  they  had  in- 
creased to  16  per  cent  of  the  whole 
population.  They  were  constantly  re- 
ceiving statements  from  the  Poor  Law 
Board  purporting  to  be  averages,  and 
according  to  them  5  per  cent  of  the 
population  were  chargeable  upon  the 
poor  ratea  j  but,  from  careM  inquiries 
he  had  made,  a  large  proportion  of 
these  were  only  chargeable  on  the  rates 
for  three  or  four  months — in-paupere 
for  four  months  and  out-paupers  for 
eleven  or  twelve  weeks.  They  had  never 
realized  the  whole  number  in  England 
.who  were  of  the  pauperized  class — of 
those  whom  the  Poor  law  had  educated 
and  taught  to  fall  back  on  it  for  re- 
lief when  thrown  down  by  ill-success 
or  want  of  work,  so  that  they  were 
made  careless,  and  took  no  care  to  pro- 
vide something  against  the  rainy  day. 
To  justify  these  statoments  he  would 
give  the  House  a  few  figures,  which  he 
had  obtained  by  the  kmdneae  of  the 
Guardians,  in  reference  to  the  Strand 
Union,  by  no  means  the  poorest  in  the 
metropolis.  The  population  of  the  union 
in  1861  was  43,000,  and  it  was  decreas- 
ing. In  1868,  8,305  persons,  or  20 
per  cent  of  the  whole  population,  re- 
ceived relief,  aud  this  was  a  state  of 
things  which,  in  his  opinion,  was  alarm- 
ing, and  demanded  the  serioue  conside- 
ration of  the  House.  He  maintained 
that  the  tendency  in  London  was  to  an 
increase  of  pauperism  and  to  a  loss  of 
self-reliance  and  independence.  Advan- 
tages were  ofi'ered  in  connection  with 
reHef  that  the  poor  man  was  unable  to 
resist.  The  cost  of  relief  in  the  work- 
house had  increased  very  considerably  in 
the  last  five  years,  and  the  cost  of  food 
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whicli  the  law  was  administered.  WMo 
he  entirely  recc^nized  the  epirit  in 
which  recent  changes  had  been  made, 
he  could  uot  think  that  the  multi- 
plication of  Boards,  resulting  &om  the 
Act  of  1867,  had  tended  to  improve  the 
administration  of  the  law.  They  had 
now  the  Poor  Law  Board  and  Board  of 
Gnardians,  and  in  addition  they  had  in 
the  metropolis  the  Aiiylum  District  Board, 
the  Sick  Aaylum  District  Board,  and  the 
School  District  Board,  each  of  which 
possessed  separate  t&xing  power  and 
dealt  with  a  separAte  class  of  the  poor  in 
the  same  parish,  and  each  of  which 
Boards  came  into  contact  with  the  otiiers. 
He  did  not  think  that  this  was  a  de- 
sirable system.  He  thought  that  tiiere 
should  be  greater  personal  responeibili^ 
either  with  the  Ooardians  or  with  the 
Poor  Law  Board,  and  that  it  tbould  be 
known  distinctly  what  policy  was  fo  be 
pursued.  Where  a  power  of  increasing 
or  diminishing  taxation  amounting  to 
£8,000,000  or  £9,000,000  a  year  resided 
there  should  surely  be  responaibility. 
There  wae  another  conclusion  at  whi^ 
lie  had  arrived,  and  it  was  that  the 
principle  upon  which  relief  should  be 
administered  ought  to  be  that,  as  far  as 
possible,  it  ehould  be  given  in  exchange 
for  work.  He  knew  that  in  saying  thia 
he  was  touching  upon  delicate  ground, 
but  he  was  not  himself  afraid  of  Inter- 
ference with  the  labour  market  as  many 
people  were,  and  he  very  much  preferred 
the  risk  of  such  interference  to  the  cer- 
tain demoralization  which  arose  &om 
giving  relief  as  a  matter  of  right  to  the 
person  claiming  it,  without  value  given 
or  a  sense  ofgratitude  in  return. 

Mb.  SAMtJDA  said,  that  while  a^ee- 
ing  with  the  hon.  Member  for  East 
Suffolk  (Mr.  Corrance),  that  the  tendency 
of  our  legislation  of  late  years  had  not 
been  altogether  such  as  to  decrease  pau- 
perism, he  differed  totally  irom  the  con- 
clusions which  the  hon.  Gentleman  drew 
from  hie  premises  that  in 


consumed  in  the  house  per  head  had  in- 
creased &om  2«.  Qd.  in  1853  to  4«.  \ld. 
in  1668,  and  this  while  they  had  the 
authority  of  Professor  Leone  Levi  for  the 
statement  that  the  farm  labourer  spent 
upon  his  own  food  only  3*.  a  week.  The 
Eetums  of  the  Poor  Law  Board  showed 
that  the  total  cost  of  children  who  were 
educated  in  their  schools  was  irom  £15 
to  £20  per  head  per  annum,  and  al- 
though he  was  not  prepared  to  say  that 
was  a  charge  which  should  be  reduced, 
it  was  obvious  that  that  expenditure  was 
greater  than  could  be  afforded  by  most 
of  the  rate-payers  for  the  education  of 
their  own  children.  This  fact  had,  at 
all  events,  the  appearance  of  great  in- 
justice to  the  rate-payers,  and  might 
tempt  the  poor  among  them  to  become 
careless  of  tneir  children,  and  eventually 
to  throw  them  on  the  parish.  A  circum- 
stance had  come  to  his  knowledge  which 
confirmed  this  view.  He  found  that  in 
a  union  district  si'hoo!  there  were  five 
children  of  one  parent,  and  the  cost  of 
each  child  was  7».  per  head,  the  cost  for 
the  five  being  35».  It  was  ascertained 
that  Uie  mother  was  capable  of  Eupport- 
tng  her  children,  and  she  was  required 
to  take  them  out ;  but  she  declined  to  do 
BO  unless  a  certain  allowance  was  made, 
and  it  was  made.  Another  important 
matter  was  the  question  of  medical  re- 
lief. It  was  an  indisputable  fact  that  in 
many  instances  the  receipt  of  medical  re- 
lief was  the  first  step  to  pauperism ;  and 
In  all  cases  it  tended  more  or  less  to  de- 
stroy the  spirit  of  self-respect  and  inde- 
pendence which  had  done  so  much  in 
past  times  for  the  country.  The  ques- 
tion of  the  administration  of  the  law,  too, 
demanded  attention.  In  the  debates  in 
1847,  when  the  Poor  Law  Board  was 
newly  constituted,  nothing  was  so  much 
insisted  on  as  the  necessity  for  respon- 
sibility ;  but  he  ventured  to  say  that 
they  had  not  obtained  it.  There  was 
vacillation  and  uncertainty  in  the  ad- 
ministration of  the  law  which  arose 
from  the  frequent  changes  of  Presidents 
and  Secretaries  of  the  Poor  Law  Board, 
from  the  want  of  power  in  reference  to 
Boards  of  Guardians,  and  the  opportu- 
nity that  existed  of  shifting  responsi- 
bility from  one  to  the  other.  Moreover, 
it  had  become  a  by-word  that  the  Poor 
Law  Board  was  strong  against  a  weak 
Boaid  of  Guardians,  and  weak  against  a 
strong  one ;  and  this  caused  uncertainty 
and  want  of  confidence  in  the  way  in 
Jfr.  W.  E.  Smith 


be  absolutely  impossible  under  the  pre- 
sent state  of  things  that  the  house  could 
be  applied  under  the  exceptional  circum- 
stances  which  from  time  to  time  arose, 
and  to  which  Poor  Law  relief  had 
been  extended  to  a  lam  extent.  To 
prove  that,  he  would  refer  to  what  had 
oocun^d  in  his  own  district.  A  sudden 
collapse  of  commercial  credit  and  prck- 
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daetive  induiFtFy  occurred,  and  in  the 
oooree  of  an  incredibly  sJiort  time  no 
fewer  tlian  9,000  futizans  out  of  a  total 
number  of  14,000  in  one  branch  of  in- 
dustry only  were  thrown  out  of  employ- 
ment. Theee  were  the  heads  of  fiuulies, 
and  represented  such  a  number  of  per- 
sons dependent  on  them  that  the  work- 
houses in  the  district,  multiplied  by 
twenty,  would  not  have  been  sufficient  to 
contain  them.  If,  then,  &om  forethought 
they  were  to  attempt  the  providing  of 
workhouses  for  such  a  state  of  thmgs 
the  weight  and  pressure  on  the  rate- 
payers of  the  district  wouH  be  so  great 
ttiat  to  bear  it  would  be  impossible. 
This  distress  came  on  so  suddenly  that 
it  was  totally  out  of  the  question  to  en- 
force the  ordinary  rules  of  the  Guardians. 
It  was  found  necessary,  therefore,  to 
giro  out-door  relief  in  the  shape  of  an 
allowance  of  S«.  in  money  and  bread  to 

Eersons  with  five  In  family  in  order  to 
eep  body  and  soul  together.  But  it 
appeared  that  two-thirds  of  the  labourers 
employed  in  the  docks  could  not  earn  as 
much,  and  the  result  was  that  when  they 
could  no  longer  earn  their  7».  or  St.  they 
applied  to  the  workhouse  for  relief,  and 
were  afterwards  very  unwilling  to  go 
back  to  the  docks.  No  doubt  this  was  a 
matter  upon  which  it  was  very  difficult 
to  l^slate.  He  had  read,  and  he  be- 
lieved it  to  be  correct,  that  in  an  ordinary 
atate  of  things  one  man  was  able  to  pro- 
duce enough  of  com  from  the  land  for 
thirty  men  to  live  upon.  He  could  not 
help  thinking  that,  though  we  looked 
upon  ourselves  as  the  most  civilized 
people  in  the  world,  we  were  hardly  in 
a  healthy  state  when  S  per  cent  of  oui 
population  were  Uterally  without  any- 
thmg  to  eat.  He  agreed  with  the  hon. 
Member  (Mr.  Oorranee)  who  had  intro- 
duced the  subject  that  our  legislation  of 
late  years  had  tended  to  increase  pau- 
perism, and  he  thought  he  could  put  his 
linger  upon  the  exact  thing  that  had 
|Boduced  it.  Nothing  had  tended  so 
much  in  that  direction  as  the  limited 
liability  system.  That  system  had  stimu- 
lated production  to  a  point  at  which  it 
could  not  be  permanent^  preserved ;  and 
nothing  was  a  greater  source  of  pauper- 
ism and  of  misery  to  the  working  popu- 
lation than  these  great  and  sudden  tran- 
sitiona  in  the  demand  for  labour.  Bj 
means  of  the  limited  liability  system  an 
enormous  quantity  of  capital  was  col- 
lected without  a  corresponding  amount 
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of  eiperienoB  or  knowledge  to  use  it, 
and  the  consequence  was  that  at  tlie 
first  turn  of  the  tidq,  commercial  pros- 
perity ceasing,  was  followed  by  a  col- 
lapse, capital  was  lost,  and  the  labour 
which  had  been  attracted  to  the  district 
by  means  of  it,  and  had  been  depend- 
ent on  it,  became  shipwrecked  and  de- 
prived of  all  means  of  support.  Then 
there  was  another  thing,  the  absence  of 
which  led  to  an  increase  of  pauperism, 
and  that  was  a  good  bankruptcy  law, 
which  would  distinguish  between  the 
man  whose  miafortunes  were  the  result 

unforeseen  circumBtances  and  the  man 
whose  bankruptcy  was  due*to  his  own 
misconduct.  For  the  want  of  this,  spe- 
culative and  unsound  trading  was  greatly 
on  the  increase ;  for  the  q)eculator  per- 
ceived no  difference  in  the  treatment  of 
a  bankr^  of  one  description  or  the 
other.  There  was  a  third  subject  which 
had  been  alluded  to  in  connection  with 
the  question  before  the  House,  and  that 
was  emigration.  It  had  been  said  that 
emigration  if  encouraged  would  deprive 
us  of  the  fiower  of  our  rising  popu- 
lation. But  he  could  not  help  flunking 
that  it  was  the  absolute  duty  of  every 
statesman  to  open  out  a  road  to  emigra- 
tion for  such  as  could  not  findproper 
employment  in  this  country.  He  was 
entirely  opposed  to  employing  the  public 
purse  for  emigration  purposes ;  out  he 
inclined  to  the  belief  that  much  good 
might  be  done  by  setting  aside  a  large 
portion  of  land  in  the  colonies,  which  at 
present  was  wholly  unused,  and  by  mak- 
ing advances  on  suitable  securities  to 
industrious  members  of  society  to  enable 
them  to  emigrate.  The  proposal  ofi'ered 
to  the  House  within  the  last  few  weeks 
to  make  advances  under  certain  condi- 
tions to  purchase  the  tithe  rent-charge 
in  Ireland  did  not  involve  lees  risk  than 
the  proposal  that  the  Government,  taking 
suitable  securities,  should  enable  persons 
to  emigrate.  Whether  the  larger  esti- 
mate of  the  hon.  Member  for  West- 
minster (Mr.  W.  H.  Smith)  or  the  more 
moderate  figures  of  die  Secretary  to  the 
Poor  Law  Board  were  adopted,  we  had 
evidently  to  deal  with  a  vast  amount  of 
pauperism,  and  the  true  way  in  which  to 
approach  the  subject  was,  not  by  apolo- 
gizing for  the  action  of  the  Board  hither- 
to, but  by  setting  to  work  to  discover 
some  ameliorating  process. 

Mr.  PEIjL  said,  he  hoped  to  hear 
from  some  of  the  hon.  Members  repre- 
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senting  lai^  towns  explanatdonB  of  the 
awfiil  state  of  poor  peraons  exietin^  in 
them,  and  of  the  reaaone  for  the  collapse 
of  the  Poor  Law  syetem  in  the  ^at 
eitjes,  whidi  was  not  equally  observabie 
in  the  country.  In  the  union  he  at 
tended  himself — which  he  took  as  a  typi 
of  others — he  found  that  the  amuuat 
given  to  the  poor  In  the  shape  of  direct 
relief  had  varied  veiy  little  during  the 
last  fifteen  years,  though  almost  every 
housekeeping  necessary  had  risen  in 
price.  ITie  explanation,  however,  lay 
in  the  &ct  that  a  great  deal  had  been 
done  in  the  shape  of  medical  relief ;  that 
was  to  aay,*  indirectly  and  by  the  agency 
of  very  badly  paid  officers,  England  had 
been  saved  &om  a  condition  of  things  she 
would  have  blushed  to  see.  As  the  re- 
sult of  inquiries  instituted  in  the  county 
of  Northampton,  it  was  ascertained  that 
the  amount  given  for  medical  extras 
one  large  union  had  increased  over 
400  per  cent  in  fifteen  years.  A  man 
with  some  disorder  about  him  actually 
enjoyed  an  advantage  in  the  country, 
for  he  did  not  go  to  the  Guardians  oi 
the  relieving  officer,  but  to  the  medical 
officer,  and  got  what  he  really  wanted — 
a  tittle  re&eshing  food.  His  fear  with 
regard  to  the  Act  of  1634  was  that,  in 
the  present  day,  we  were  growing  raliier 
lax  in  practice  and  sliding  back  to  the 
old  state  of  thii^s  by  consenting  to  give 
relief  in  aid.  He  was  led  to  this  con- 
clusion by  cases  which  had  &Uen  under 
his  own  observation ;  and  the  mis- 
chievous state  of  things  ought,  in  hie 
opinion,  to  be  remedied  by  a  strict  ad- 
ministration. He  was  disposed  to  agreE 
in  the  remarks  of  the  hon.  Member  for 
the  Tower  Hamlete  (Mr.  Samuda)  as  to 
the  evils  which  had  resulted  in  lai^ 
towns  from  over-sjpeculation.  He  be- 
lieved that  the  deplorable  state  of  things 
at  the  East-end  was  attributable,  in  a 
degree,  to  the  hope  which  persons  enter- 
tained of  bettering  their  condition  by 
the  high  wages  which  obviously  could 
not  last  for  any  lengthened  period. 
These  were  tempted  away  from  the 
green  fields  and  those  moderate  wages 
which  philanthropists  made  it  a  practice 
to  deprecate ;  but,  having  enjoyed  en- 
hance wages  for  a  very  short  time,  the 
period  of  prosperity  was  too  often  suc- 
ceeded by  a  time  of  distress,  approaching 
nearly  to  starvation.  It  was  impossible 
to  offer  to  vast  numbers  of  men  the 
shelter  of  the  workhouse,  and  it  was 
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equally  difficult  to  discriminate  in  grant- 
ing out-door  relief.  What,  therefore, 
foUowed  too  often,  was  the  placing  men 
at  labour  unprofitable  and  unsuitable — 
when  they  asked  for  bread,  a  stone  was 
given  to  them.  It  was  ijie  duty,  he 
ttought,  if  not  of  the  State,  certainly  of 
individuals,  te  assist  ^nigration,  when- 
ever  this  would  open  to  men  abroad  op- 

EDrtuntties  of  mamtaining  their  families 
oneatly  which  were  denied  to  them 
at  home.  He  did  not  believe  with 
the  hon.  Member  for  Sheffield  (Mr. 
Uundella)  that  in  this  way  we  should 
lose  all  our  beat  workmen.  The  most 
highly  educated  would  have  reason  suf- 
ficient to  induce  them  to  remain.  But 
those  who  bad  not  been  strictly  ap- 
prenticed, but  bad  found  their  way  into 
the  profession  through  some  by-lane, 
were  legitimate  candidateB  for  the  emi- 
grant ^p,  and  should  be  assisted  to 
depart.  As  a  tenant-lkrmer  and  land- 
owner, he  could  never  bring  himself  to 
believe  that  there  was  any  necessary 
connection  between  poverty  and  the 
Game  Laws.  He  was  strongly  opposed 
to  excessive  preserving  of  game ;  but  it 
was  really  trifiing  witti  the  question  to 
say  that  the  distress  of  men  was  in  any 
way  caused  or  aggravated  by  the  pre- 
sence of  birds,  preserved  or  not  pre- 
in  the  country.  He  believed 
that  the  personal  payment  of  poor  rates 
would  have  a  very  beneficial  effect,  as 
nothing  had  tended  more  than  the  Pay- 
ment of  poor  rates  by  the  landlord 
to  the  destruction  of  independence  and 
consequent  increase  of  pauperism.  The 
attention  of  the  email  tenants  whose 
rates  were  formerly  paid  by  their  land- 
lords was  never  called  to  the  increase  of 
pauperism ;  but  now  that  they  had  to 
pay  their  own  rates  they  took  a  deep 
interest  in  the  matter,  and,  therefore, 
apart  from  pohtical  reasons,  that  change 
the  law  nad  proved  very  wholesome 
in  its  effects.  He  thought  the  House 
was  greatly  indebted  to  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  East  Suffolk  (Mr.  Corrance)  fop 
having  brought  forward  the  subject,  and 
he  hoped  that,  in  any  future  considera- 
tion of  the  case,  the  House  would  not 
forget  how  a  large  portion  of  the  cost  of 
the  maintenance  of  the  poor  was  con- 
fined to  one  class.  If  any  want  of  libe- 
rality was  to  be  attributed  to  those  who 
distributed  the  funds  and  to  levy  the 
rates,  it  must  not  be  forgotten  that  the 
area   on  which  they  were  levied  was 
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very  limited  in  extent,  and  that  it  was 
possible  that  more  liberality  might  be 
shown  if  the  ai«a  was  made  wider  than 
it  was  at  present. 

Mr.  G08CHEN  said,  that  those  who 
had  listened  to  his  hon.  Friend  the  Se- 
cretary to  the  Poor  Law  Board  (Mr.  A. 
W.  Feel)  would  make  a  great  mistake 
if  they  Uiought  that  the  figures  he  had 
quoted  were  intended  to  induce  the 
House  to  believe  that  the  Departmeut 
of  the  Poor  Law  Board  was  not  tho- 
roughly alive  to  the  alarming  extent  of 
pauperism  which  existed  at  this  mo- 
ment, and  to  the  increase  is  the  expen- 
diture upon  pauperism,  which  during 
the  last  few  years  all  had  had  so  much 
oocaeion  to  deplore.  It  was,  however, 
equally  important  that  at  a  time  like  the 
present,  when  every  one  was  devising 
remedies  for  this  state  of  pauperism,  the 
public  should  not  take  an  exaggerated 
view  of  the  matter,  as  that  they  should 
not  under-rato  the  amoimt  of  the  increase 
in  pauperism.  It  was  important  that  no 
confusion  should  be  suffered  to  exist  be- 
tween the  increase  in  the  number  of  pau- 
pers and  the  increase  in  the  cost  of  their 
maintouance.  While  the  increase  iu  the 
expenditure  had  beeu  most  remarkable, 
the  increase  in  the  actual  number  of 
paupers  relatively  to  the  population  had 
been  but  slight  during  the  last  seven 
years.  Where  there  had  been  a  startling 
increase  of  pauperism — as,  for  instance, 
in  the  metropolis — that  was  owing  to  an 
aggregation  of  pauperism  in  some  places 
and  a  displacement  of  it  in  others.  The 
hon.  Member  for  Westminster  (Mr,  W. 
H.  Smith),  who  had  addressed  the  House 
with  so  much  ability  and  clearness,  had 
reason  to  say  that  in  the  metropolis  the 
increase  in  pauperism  was  really  appall- 
ing, the  number  of  paupers  having  risen 
from  100,000  to  145,000  within  the  last 
few  years.  But  it  was  apparent,  from 
the  figures  which  had  been  laid  before 
the  House  by  his  hon.  Friend  the  Secre- 
tary of  the  Poor  Law  Board,  that  this 
increase  in  the  pauperism  of  tho  metro- 

rolis,  and  in  that  of  other  lai^  towns, 
ad  arisen  fi«m  the  pauper  class  congre- 
gating in  those  towns  more  than  they 
did  formerly — partly,  no  doubt,  in  con- 
sequence of  the  course  of  recent  legisla- 
tion in  removing  every  artifidal  barrier 
to  the  circulation  of  labour.  Of  course, 
this  influx  of  labour  to  the  large  towns 
hul  imported  with  it  a  certain  refuse, 
which  entailed  an  inoreaso  in  pauperism, 


{Mat  10,  1669]  Vagraney  (Sngland).         522 

but  surely  the  places  that  had  benefited 
by  the  labour  had  not  a  right  to  com- 
plain of  the  burden  which  it  entailed, 
and  which  had  been  partly  met,  and 
might  be  met  to  a  greater  extent,  by 
distributing  the  expense  over  the  whole, 
instead  of  over  portions  of  them.  Union 
chargeability  was  a  natural  sequel  to 
making  the  poor  irremovable.  He  would 
not,  at  that  hour,  and  after  the  long  de- 
bate that  had  arisen  upon  this  subject, 
trouble  the  House  wim  many  statistics 
upon  the  question  before  them.  While, 
must  admit  that  the  state  of  pauper- 
i  was  most  unsatisfactoi;,  he  mnst 
yet  contend  that  it  was  not  alarm- 
ing, that  it  was  not  such  as  to  jus- 
tify a  panic,  or  to  induce  the  House  to 
deviate  from  those  sound  principles  of 
political  economy  which  were  sometimes 
forgotten,  when  they  were  asked  to  le- 
gi^ate  upon  pauperism.  He  would  take 
flie  amount  of  pauperism  which  existed 
in  1849,  in  six  agricultural  counties, 
taken  at  random,  and  would  compare  it 
with  the  amount  of  pauperism  which 
existed  in  those  counties  at  the  present 
time.  The  number  of  paupers  in  the 
counties  of  Buckingham,  Somerset,  Suf- 
folk, Dorset,  Norfolk,  and  Lincoln,  in 
the  year  1849,  was  137,000;  whereas,  in 
1868,  it  was  only  124,000,  showing  a 
diminution  of  13,000.  The  pauperism  of 
those  counties  in  1648  formed  IS  per 
cent  of  the  entire  pauperism  of  the  coun- 
try; whereas,  in  1868,  it  only  formed  12 
per  cent.  On  the  other  hand,  taking  the 
three  metropolitan  counties  of  Sent, 
Middlesex,  and  Surrey,  he  found  that 
tho  number  of  paupers  they  contained 
in  1849  was  96,000,  whereas,  in  1868, 
they  contained  171,000,  showing  an  in- 
crease of  75,000  in  these  three  counties, 
and  the  pauperism  of  these  three  counties 
which  formed  10  per  cent  of  the  total 
pauperism  of  the  country  in  1 849,  formed 
1 7  per  cent  of  it  at  the  present  time. 
In  round  numbers,  therefore,  it  might 
be  taken  that  the  metropolis  accounted 
for  the  whole  increase  in  the  pauperism 
of  the  country  during  the  last  twenty 
years.  He  particularly  wished  that  he 
should  not  be  misunderstood  upon  this 
point.  He  did  not  wish  it  to  be  supposed 
that,  because  he  said  that  the  number  of 
paupers  had  not  increased  to  any  alarm- 
ing extent,  he  was  satisfied  with  the  ex- 
isting state  of  things.  He  was  far  from 
being  satisfied  with  the  existing  state  of 
thing* ;  and  he  thought  the  most  ener- 
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^etic  steps  should  be  adopted  to  dimin- 
ish pauperism.  But,  although  the  pro- 
portionate increase  of  pauperism  was 
not  BO  great,  the  increase  in  the  amount 
of  the  expenditure  had  been  enormous. 
He  must,  however,  first  be  permitted  to 
say  that  an  increase  in  pauperism  did 
not  necessarily  depend  upon  Poor  Law 
legislation.  On  the  contrary,  when  there 
was  any  unnecessary  Imperial  expendi- 
ture, or  when  any  mistake  was  made 
in  our  social  legislation,  the  result  was 
to  be  found  in  the  register  of  pauper- 
ism. As  regarded  the  increased  expendi- 
ture, why  is  it,  that  the  expenditure 
had  increased,  while  we  had  not  a 
very  much  larger  number  of  paupers  7 
He  believed  uiat  public  opinion  wa« 
quite  as  much  responsible  for  it  as  that 
House,  the  Poor  I^w  Guardians,  or  the 
Poor  Law  Board.  In  1864  and  1665, 
the  public  conscienra,  if  he  might  say 
so,  was  first  roused  tu  the  state  of  the 
sick  poor  in  workhouses,  and  public 
opinion  was  not  satisfied  with  the  treat- 
ment which  the  nxir  received.  The 
consequence  was  that  every  kind 
provement  in  the  sanitary  and  general 
condition  of  the  workhouses  had  been 
demanded  from  that  time  to  this,  and 
the  expenditure  had  increased  accord- 
ingly. He  did  not  say  whether  this 
was  to  be  regretted  or  was  not ;  but 
could  not  expect  the  two  things —  ,,  > 
could  not  expect  the  rates  to  be  kept 
down  at  the  same  time  that  we  w€ 
establishing  a  higher  standard  of  tret 
ment  for  die  poor.  He  had  heard 
good  deal  of  sound  language  with  res- 
pect to  expenditure  in  the  course  of  this 
debate — language  very  different  from 
some  which  had  been  held  in  former  de 
bates  on  this  subject.  Having  been  only, 
short  timeat  the  Poor  Law  Board,  hecould 
speak  independently  and  impartially  on 
tbe  point,  and  he  would  express  hit 
opimon  that,  in  former  years,  the  expen- 
diture had  been  curtailed  and  cut  down 
by  the  Poor  Law  Board  to  a  lower  point 
than  tbe  public  feeling  woul4  nave 
sanctioned.  The  country  must  make  up 
its  mind  to  spend  a  good  deal  of  money 
in  improving  the  condition  of  the  in- 
matos  of  workhouses,  or  not  to  improve 
it  up  to  so  high  a  standard  as  that  to 
which  the  pubUc  had  been  looking.  But 
how  did  his  hon.  Friend  the  Member 
for  East  Suffolk  (Mr.  Corrance)  pro- 
pose to  meet  the  increased  expenditure  ? 
y^y<    by   opening   a   new  tap.    Hia 
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hon.  Friend  suggested  that  the  rates 
should  be  contributed  locally,  Im- 
perially,  and  by  the  owners  of  pro- 
perty. The  observations  of  hie  hon. 
Friend  with  respect  to  tbe  latter  mode 
of  contribution  were  veiy  pregnant, 
and  he  was  rather  surprised  that  they 
had  not  elicited  an  expression  of  opi- 
nion from  the  owners  of  land.  He 
should  like  to  hear  what  they  thought 
of  the  proposal  to  place  a  portion  of  the 
burden  directly  on  the  owners  of  land. 
He  was  not  prepared  to  say  that  his  hon. 
Friend's  suggestion  on  Qie  point  was 
not  a  good  one.  He  did  not  think  he 
desired  its  adoption  with  the  view  of 
lessening  the  burden,  but  with  the  view 
of  interesting  the  owners  of  land  more 
in  the  administration  of  the  Poor  Law. 
This  would  be  a  good  object  to  attain. 
Nor  would  the  plan  be  a  shifting  of  the 
incidence  of  taxation,  because  political 
economists  hold  that  the  owners  of  land 
pud  the  rates.  It  might  be  desirable, 
therefore,  that  the  owners  of  land  should 
do  what  his  hon.  Friend  suggested ;  but 
the  hon.  Member  for  South  Leicester- 
shire (Mr.  Pell)  did  not  seem  to  think 
it  would  lead  to  a  decrease  of  the  ez- 
diture,  because  he  proposed  that  the 
latter  object  should  be  brought  about 
by  making  the  occupiers  pay  the  rates. 
For  himself  he  must  say  that,  though 
he  dissented  from  other  remedies  pro- 
posed by  his  hon.  Friend  the  Member 
for  East  SufTolk,  he  did  not  dissent  from 
that  one.  With  regard  to  the  children, 
he  agreed  with  lus  hon  Friend  that 
where  it  could  be  done — but  this  was  a 
large  limitation— district  schools  should 
be  eatabhshed.  He,  however,  endorsed 
all  that  had  been  said  on  this  point  by 
hifl  hon  Friend  the  Secretary  to  the  Poor 
Law  Board.  These  district  schools  could 
only  be  formed  with  the  consent  of  the 
Ciuardians ;  and  as  in  many  cases  they 
preferred  to  keep  the  children  under 
their  own  eye  the  matter  was  sometimes 
one  of  difficulty.  In  some  parts  of  tbe 
country  the  distances  to  which  children 
would  have  to  be  sent  to  the  distriot 
school  would  be  very  great.  That  might 
be  overcome  if  the  children  had  to  be 
sent  only  once  for  all ;  but  here  arose 
another  difficulty.  The  pauper  children 
in  and  out  of  workhouses  were  not  a 
permanent  class.  To  this  drcumstanoe 
might  be  attributed  tbe  comparative 
f^ure  of  what  was  known  as  S^nieon's 
Act.     The  children  oould  not  be  left 
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long  enough  in  echool.  The  law  allowed, 
the  Bchool  penny  to  be  paid  only  as  long 
as  the  chud  was  in  receipt  of  relie' 
That  miffht  be  only  a  month.  To  insure 
tfae  children  being  kept  long;  enough  at 
school,  it  would  be  necessary  to  keep  them 
there  even  afterthe  Guardians  had  ceased 
to  give  them  relief.  But  evidently  this 
was  a  part  and  parcel  of  the  question  of 
compulsory  education ;  and,  while  he 
felt  as  strongly  on  the  subject  of  the 
education  of  pauper  children  as  his  hon. 
Friend  the  Member  for  Sheffield  (Mr. 
Ifundella),  he  thought  it  would  be  pre- 
mature to  lay  down  any  new  plan  for 
that  class,  inasmuch  as  liie  UoTemment 
hoped  to  introduce  next  Session  a  gen- 
eral Bill  on  primaiy  education.  He 
empathized  in  what  had  been  said  by 
me  hon.  Member  for  Westminster  (Mr. 
W.  H.  Smith)  in  respect  to  the  children 
in  workhouse  schools  costing  three  times 
as  much  as  children  in  their  own  homes; 
but  he  believed  that  the  assistance  given 
to  those  children  obtained  more  general 
approval  than  any  other  advantage  con- 
ferred by  the  Poor  Law  system.  He 
thought  that  his  hon.  Friend  the  Mem- 
ber for- Sheffield  had  been  rather  hard 
on  the  large  district  schools.  In  the 
metropolis  there  were  but  comparatively 
few  cases  in  which  the  school  was  in 
the  same  building  as  the  workhouse.  Then 
aa  regarded  the  sick.  The  hon.  Member 
.for  Newark  (Mr.  E.  Denison) — who  had 
spoken  that  evening  bo  exhaustively  upon 
the  subject — had  said  that  he  recog- 
nized in  the  sick  a  class  who  were  on  all 
Kaunds  entitled  to  relief.  The  hon.  Mem- 
r  for  Salisbury  (Dr.  Lush)  had  stated 
that  in  his  opinion  eveiy  pauper  had  a 
right  to  the  services  of  the  medical  officer, 
and  he  even  went  so  far  as  to  deplore  that 
some  paupers  actually  preferred  paying 
for  their  medical  relief.  Now,  he  admit- 
ted that  the  nek  must  be  treated  with 
humanity  when  they  became  paupers, 
but  he  could  not  help  thinking  that  the 
hoQ.  Member's  (Mr.  Gorrance's)  pro- 
posal with  regard  to  the  sick  and  the 
aged  was  one  that  would  strike  at  the 
root  of  the  independence  of  the  English 
labourer.  Where  wotdd  the  insurance 
and  the  friendly  societies  be  if  the  State 
accepted  sucli  a  responsibility,  and  if 
every  man  wIlo  had  attained  a  certain  , 
age,  or  had  fallen  info  a  certain  slate  of 
Ikealth,  was  to  be  entitled  to  be  main- 
tained at  the  national  expense  ?  It  Kag, 
he  confessed,  with  a  feeling  of  shame, . 


that  he  saw  so  many  persons  thrown 
upon  t^e  rates  with  the  first  sign  of  a 
&ost.  Was  the  English  labourer  so 
differently  &amed  trwa  others  that  he 
could  not  provide  even  for  two  or  three 
weeks  in  advance;  but  that  any  of  these 
accidents,  of  which  he  ought  to  have 
foreseen  the  possibility,  must  at  once 
throw  him  upon  the  rates?  He  was 
quite  prepared  to  admit  that  it  was  their 
duty  in  such  cases  to  provide  the  mini- 
mum relief ;  but  he  denied  that  they 
were  bound  to  make  the  class  of  paupers 
thoroughly  comfortable,  or  that  mey 
must  accept  the  doctrine  that  they  were 
guilty  of  barbarism  and  cruelty  in  re- 
vising to  do  BO.  Why  should  England 
be  the  only  country  with  this  elaborate 
system  of  superannuations  7  Lot  them  do 
what  they  could  to  reduce  the  numbers  of 
the  aick,  and  to  improve  the  system  of  oat- 
door  medical  relief,  but  do  not  let  them 
lay  down  doctrines  which  struck  at  the 
root  of  the  independence  of  the  English 
working  population.  With  regard  to 
the  question  of  vagrants,  there  was  no 
doubt  that  persons  belonging  to  this 
class  ought  to  be  more  effectually  dealt 
with,  and  his  right  hon.  Friend  the 
Secretary  of  State  for  the  Home  Depart- 
ment and  himself  had  been  very  anxious 
to  submit  to  Parliament  during  this 
Session  a  measure  relating  to  this  sub- 
ject. Now,  his  hon.  Friend  the  Se- 
cretary to  the  Poor  Law  Board  had 
not  attempted  to  deny  the  increase 
which  had  occurred  in  the  number 
of  vagrants;  but,  at  the  same  time, 
he  had  very  properly  attempted  to  correct 
the  impression  that  there  were  33,000 
vagrants  receiving  relief,  when,  in 
reditj,  they  only  nimibered  7,000— -too 
many,  he  was  q^mte  willing  to  admit,  and 
a  number  requiring  to  be  dealt  with,  but 
not  so  numerous  as  was  commonly  be- 
lieved. With  regard  to  the  vagrants  he 
would,  moreover,  say,  that  the  regret- 
table increase  which  had  occurred  in  this 
direction  might  be  traced  partly,  as  the 
hon.  Member  for  North  Hampshire  (Mr. 
W.  W.  Beach)  had  said,  to  the  alms 
given  along  the  road,  and  partly  to  the 
mdiepoaition  on  the  part  of  the  magis- 
trates to  coDunit  the  vagrants  when 
caught.  Vagrants  were  put  in  the  casual 
wards,  and  there  were  frequently  twenty 
vagrants  to  two  or  three  workhouse 
officials.  The  next  morning  when  these  ' 
vagrants  were  let  out  of  the  casual  ward 
and  told  to  do  a  certain  amount  of  woric, 
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if  they  refused  to  do  it — as  they  fre- 
quently did — ^the  workhouse  authoritieB 
had  no  power  to  coerce  them.  All  the 
Circulare  of  the  Poor  Law  Board  would 
never  get  over  a  difficulty  of  that  kind. 
It  might  be  aaked,  why  two  or  three 
were  not  selected  to  be  prosecuted  7  That 
had  been  tried  over  and  over  a^u,  but 
there  was  a  difficulty  in  procuring 
victions,  because  the  ma^stratee  did  not 
regard  the  offence  as  one  of  a  serioue 
character,  and  argued,  moreover,  that 
to  send  the  vagrants  to  gaol  would  only 
throw  a  great  expense  on  the  county. 
He  was  prepared  to  concxir,  however,  in 
the  opinion,  that  the  vagrants  ought  to 
be  placed  under  the  control  of  the  police. 
Now  he  felt  himself  compelled  to  say  a 
few  words  with  regard  to  the  financial 
proposals  of  the  hon.  Member  for  East 
Suffolk.  The  hon.  Member  proposed 
that  charities  should  be  placed  under  the 
control  of  the  Poor  Law  Board.  Per- 
sonally he  had  no  objection  to  that  pro- 
posal, which  he  regarded  as  infinit«ly 
preferable  to  the  proposal  made  the 
other  evening  to  ejiempt  charities  from 
contributing  to  the  rates-  But  the  hon. 
Member  was  a  bold  man  to  propose  the 
diseudowment  and  the  disestablishment 
of  all  the  charities  in  London  and  else- 
where. If,  however,  the  hon.  Member 
could  propose  anyplan  by  which  the  ineffi- 
cacious and  mischievous  system  of  doles 
could  be  put  an  end  to,  and  by  which 
the  money  now  wasted  could  be  utilized, 
he  would  be  performing  a  great  service. 
The  whole  question  of  charities  was  one 
deserving  attention.  In  them  they  might 
possibly  find  a  new  resource,  though  a 
great  deal  of  what  the  hon.  Member 
referred  to  was  the  result  of  voluntary 
annual  subscriptions;  and,  unless  they 
were  exceedingly  careful,  they  were  far 
more  likely  to  check  the  entire  flow  than 
to  succeed  inplacing  it  at  the  manage- 
ment of  the  Poor  I^w  Board.  But  Sie 
hon.  Member  had  said  that  a  certain 
contribution  ought  to  be  made  for  Poor 
Law  purposes  from  the  Imperial  Ex- 
chequer. Now  he  ventured  to  think 
that  the  arguments  against  such  a  pro- 
posal were  so  overwhelming  that,  how- 
ever ably  supported,  it  would  never  find 
much  favour  in  that  House.  No  doubt 
the  hon.  Member  woidd  find  those  who 
would  be  ready  to  give  him  their  assist- 
ance in  his  desire  to  reach  the  Consoli- 
dated Fund  ;  but  he  was  quite  sure  that 
the  Conservative  party  to  which  the  hon. 
Mr.  Ooiehen  I 


Member  belonged  would  be  afraid  of 
opening  up  a  system  which,  in  its  re- 
sults, deserved  no  other  name  than  that 
of  Communism.  When  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber spoke  of  pensioning  off  the  aged 
poor  at  the  expense  of  the  Stat«— though 
the  word  might  he  a  hard  one — that  was 
the  beginning  of  Communism.  It  would 
be  a  dangerous  course  for  the  House  to 
embark  upon  to  open  the  unlimited  sup- 
plies which  were  to  be  found  in  the  tax- 
ation of  the  country  for  Poor  Law  pur- 
poses, and  all  the  more  dangerous  when 
the  hon.  Member  avowed  what  was  to 
be  done.  It  was  not  to  secure  a  mini- 
mum of  subsistence,  but  for  purposes 
which  he  had  clearly  defined.  He  thought 
that  the  discussion  which  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber had  raised  had  not  been  without 
its  advantages.  Sound  doctrines  had 
been  advocated  by  many  hon.  Members; 
but  when  they  heard  and  saw  that  under 
the  pressure  of  local  taxation,  and  that 
of  increased  rates,  tJiere  were  men  who 
said  that  we  were  bound  to  provide  public 
works  and  to  employ  all  those  who  were 
without  work,  and  when  they  heard  and 
saw  that  there  were  others  who  main- 
tained that  it  was  their  duty  to  educate 
the  children  of  the  paupers,  to  take  care 
of  the  old  men  and  cure  the  sick,  it  be- 
hoved them  all  to  be  careful  as  to  what 
theywereto  do.  He  quite  agreed thatsome- 
thing  might  be  done  in  the  way  of  emigra- 
tion, but  not  nearly  so  much  as  seemed 
to  be  expected.  He  did  not  think  that 
the  hon.  Member  intended  to  press  his 
Motion  to  a  division.  U  that  Motion 
meant  that  the  Government  ought  to  be 
exceedingly  careful  and  pay  every  at- 
tention they  could  to  the  question  of 
pauperism,  then  all  he  could  say  was 
that  a  Resolution  of  that  House  was  un- 
necessary, for  they  were  perfectly  aware 
of  their  responsibility  in  that  respect. 
The  hon.  Member  for  Westminster 
seemed  t«  think  that  the  Poor  Law  Board 
as  not  a  responsible  body,  but  that  waa 
mistake.  The  Poor  Law  Boiunl  was 
responsible  for  the  administration  of  the 
law,  if  not  for  the  law  itself,  and  they 
would  not  shrink  from  their  responsi- 
bility. As  for  the  head  of  that  Depart- 
ment, he  ^Mr.  Gtoschen)  did  not  know 
that  anything  could  increase  the  indi- 
vidual sense  of  responsibili^  which  he 
felt  as  the  President  of  the  Eloard  . 
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confined  himself  to  one  branch  of  thie 
ereat  subject,  for,  in  consequence,  the 
oiscuBBioa  of  that  evening  bad  ranged 
over  a  variety  of  topics,  each  in  itself 
sufficiently  important  for  conaideration. 
With  regard  to  the  hon.  Member's  pro- 
posal to  throw  more  of  the  burden  on 
tike  owners  of  property,  he  was  sure  he 
should  be  in  accordance  with  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  opposite  (the  President 
of  the  Poor  Law  Board)  if  he  said  that 
he,  for  one,  was  very  much  incbned  to 
concur  in  it ;  but  be  did  so  on  condition 
only  that  it  was  possible  to  find  some 
means  by  which  the  own'ers  who  might 
thus  he  taxed  should  manage  the  expen- 
diture of  the  taxation.  The  increase  in 
the  poor  rates  and  in  the  numbers  re- 
lieved was  generally  admitted ;  but 
some  of  the  remedies  proposed  had 
been  remarkable,  and  some  impracti- 
cable. He  would  not  say  that  the  law 
had  been  in  all  respects  well  admini- 
stered ;  there  had  been  defects,  and  one 
source  of  the  defects  was  that  greater 
powers  had  been  obtained  &om  Parlia- 
ment by  the  Poor  Law  Board  than  they 
were  inclined  to  exercise.  The  propoetd 
to  provide  public  works  for  the  em- 
ployment of  the  people,  and  to  aid 
clubs  for  medical  relief  and  for  super- 
annuation firom  the  rates,  waa  one 
which  he  hoped  it  would  be  long  before 
the  House  sanctioned,  for  he  agreed  with 
the  right  hon.  Gteutleman  opposite  (the 
President  of  the  Poor  Law  BoardJ  that 
it  involved  nothing  less  than  a  social  re- 
volution. The  great  panacea  of  the  hon. 
Member  for  Dorsetshire  (Mr.  Floyer) 
appeared  to  be  almshouses,  and  the  hon. 
Member  seemed  to  think  that  food  and 
shelter  should  be  forthcoming  to  any 
vagrant  without  inquiry.  Those  ideas 
were  by  no  means  practicable,  and  he 
hoped  they  would  not  receive  the  assent 
of  the  House.  Anyone  who  had  had 
experience  of  almhouses  knew  the  evil  of 
them.  They  were  an  endless  source  of 
quarrelling  to  occupants  and  would-be 
occupants ;  they  were  inimical  to  a  spirit 
of  self-reliance ;  and  they  made  no  pro- 
vision for  the  labourer  in  his  old  age 
beyond  the  shelter  of  the  bare  wa]&. 
The  views  of  the  hou.  Member  for 
Sheffield  (Mr.  Mundella)  as  to  the  re- 
medies which  should  he  adopted  were 
very  remarkable.  Education,  particularly 
Bocnlar  education,  would  not  of  itself  stop 
crime,  the  feeder  of  pauperism ;  and 
equally  futile  was  the  proposal  with  re- 
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gard  to  decreasing  the  national  expen- 
diture, for,  unfortunately,  those  who 
became  paupers  were  not  tax-payers. 
The  game  laws  doubtless  required 
amendment,  but  was  it  f^  to  charge 
a  man  who  preserved  pheasants  with 
encouraging  pauperism,  any  more  than 
to  charge  ajewdlerwho  displayed  his 
stock  in  the  window  with  encouraging 
theft  ?  He  concurred  with  everytiSing 
that  had  been  said  in  favour  of  district 
schools,  and  he  would  be  only  too  glad 
to  give  the  right  hon,  Qentleman  any 
help  in  removing  difBculties  in  the  way 
of  establishing  them.  Nothing  better 
could  be  wished  for  the  chUdren  than 
their  removal  from  the  danger  of  being 
contaminated  W  adult  paupers  in  the 
workhouses,  lliis  mainly  applied  to 
girls,  for  in  country  workhouses  few 
boys  remained  beyond  a  tender  age,  but 
girls  were  always  to  be  found  there, 
learning  little  but  what  was  bad.  There 
was  a  system  called  the  boarding-house 
system  which  prevailed  in  Lincolnshire 
and  Edinburgh,  and  from  a  Paper  re- 
cently presented  to  the  House,  it  ap- ' 
fieared  that  the  Poor  Law  Board  had 
ately  given  a  qualified  sanction  to  that 
system.  But  he  trusted  it  would  not  be 
generally  sanctioned  until  it  had  been 
ftirther  tried,  for  it  was  veir  difficult  to 
secxire  proper  supervision,  without  which 
the  results  might  be  worse  even  than 
those  of  the  present  system;  there  was  no 
real  guarantee  that  children  were  Tiot 
overworked,  and  that  they  were  pro- 
perly fed  and  properly  instructed,  unless 
some  charitable  person  would  devote 
his  time  and  attention  unremittingly 
to  their  supervision.  He  had  hoped 
to  have  heard  from  the  Government 
something  more  definite  as  to  their  in- 
tentions with  reference  to  vagrancy.  He 
would  have  been  glad  to  see  a  Bill  in- 
troduced without  delay  for  dealing  with 
that  serious  evil.  It  was  not  a  new 
question — indeed,  it  was  centuries  old, 
and  we  had  gone  so  far  as  to  brand,  to 
endave,  and  even  to  hang  vagrants ; 
but  without  such  absurd  harshness, 
which  only  defeated  itself,  he  believed  it 
would  be  possible,  by  a  combination  of 
measures,  to  secure  a  great  diminution 
of  vagrancy.  The  fiiat  suggestion  he 
would' offer  was  that  every  new  vagrant 
ward  should  be  built  with  separate  cells, 
that  each  vagrant  should  be  kept 
apart  from  the  others  both  for  labour 
and  for  rest,  and  that  vagrants  should 
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be  placed  entirelT  under  the  inepectioii  of 
the  police.  At  Oswestry  and  Bichmond 
separate  wards  had  been  established, 
and  with  the  most  satisfactoiy  results,  aa 
testified  in  one  case  by  tiie  Report  of  tlie 
Inspector  of  Constabulaiy.  He  hoped 
the  right  hon.  Oeotleman  would  press 
separation  on  the  Guardians,  and  if  they 
did  not  adopt  it,  that  further  measures 
would  be  passed  by  Parliament  to  com- 
pel them.  There  must  also  be  unifor- 
mity— uniform  work,  imiformly  insisted 
upon,  with  uniform  diet,  and  then  va- 
grants would  not  be  tempted  to  go  from 
one  workhouse  to  another.  It  would  be 
W'ell  also  to  extend  the  ticket  system, 
which  had  already  been  adopted  in 
Gloucestershire  and  several  other  coun- 
ties ;  so  that  any  one  on  the  production 
of  a  ticket  showing  that  he  was  travel- 
ling straight  to  hie  destination  in  search 
of  work,  might  receive  food  and  shelter 
without  the  exaction  of  the  task  of 
work ;  and  the  public  would  thus  be 
deterred  from  indieeriminate  charity, 
knowing  that  deserving  persons  were 
GverywEare  properly  provided  for.  Ano- 
ther point  of  great  importance  was  the 
proper  performance  of^  their  duties  by 
the  magistrates ;  for  it  appeared  from 
the  Reports  of  the  Inspectors  of  Consta- 
bulary that  in  some  districts  the  police 
were  not  generally  supfyorted  in  appre- 
.  bending  vagrants,  and  in  others,  as  in 
Cumberland  and  Westmoreland,  they 
wefcj  and  the  result  was  that  profes- 
sional tramps  were  scared  from  the  places 
where  the  law  was  enforced,  in  such  a 
way  as  to  suggest  that  if  it  were  equally 
carried  out  in  all  couuties,  the  tramps 
would  have  to  give  up  their  trade  and  re- 
sort to  honest  labour.  He  might  add, 
that  there  were  two  valuable  c&usea  in 
the  Habitual  Criminals  Bill  which  would 
lacilitate  the  supervision  of  criminal 
vagrants.  These  remedies  might  check 
the  spread  of  vagrancy;  but,  in  his 
opinion,  the  admitted  increase  of  pau- 
perism, properly  so  called,  arose  from  the 
fact  that  the  Poor  Law  was  now  ex- 
pected to  work  under  conditions  never 
anticipated.  The  corner-stone  of  the  old 
Poor  Law  was  that  the  workhouse  should 
be  a  test  for  the  able-bodied,  but  it  bad 
ceased  to  be  so ;  It  had  become  a  hospital 
for  all  the  sick  poor  in  the  union ;  and 
as  in  our  large  towns  this  class  alone  had 
become  so  numerous  that  all  the  wards 
in  the  workhouses  were  overcrowded 
with  them,  tbe  Guardians  bad  no  room 
Sir  Mekiut  Hickt-Beach 
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to  take  in  the  able-bodied,  and  therefbre 
could  not  apply  that  test.  Out-door  re- 
lief, practically  unchecked,  was  therefore 
their  only  resource;  and  this  was  in 
some  places  almost  indiscriminately 
given ;  nence  the  enormous  increoae  is 
the  expenditure  and  in  pauperism  in 
London  and  other  lai^  towns.  He  did 
not  complain  of  giving  the  sick  poor  pro- 
per accommodation,  but  he  deprecated 
making  the  workhouse  too  coi^ortsble 
even  for  them.  Having  visited  the  new 
infirmarv  wards  of  Uarylebone  Work- 
house wben  Secretary  to  the  Poor  Law 
Board,  be  could  say  without  hesitation 
I  that  they  surpassed  in  comfort  and 
elegance  the  squalid  homes  the  paupera 
had  left  nearly  as  much  as  a  West-end 
residence.  It  was  a  fact  that  the  inde- 
pendent spirit  which  formerly  kept  people 
from  the  workhouse  had  to  a  great  extent 
failed,  and  little  else  kept  them  from  it 
now  but  the  strictness  of  the  discipline 
therfl  enforced.  In  the  absence  of  the 
workhouse  test,  the  labour  test  should 
be  applied ;  but  in  some  cases — in  Lan- 
cashire and  Yorkshire,  for  instance — 
neither  the  workhouse  nor  labour  test 
could  fiafrly  be  said  to  be  in  force ;  it 
could  not,  therefore,  be  a  matter  of  sur- 
prise that  the  able-bodied  paupers  in  the 
large  towns  in  those  couuties  had  much 
increased  of  late.  The  administration 
of  out-door  relief  had  been  far  too  lax ; 
the  officials  who  administered  the  relief 
wero  underpaid,  and  the  Quardions 
failed  to  exercise  the  personal  supervi- 
sion thefr  duty  required  of  them.  But 
all  this  supported  the  demand  for  pro- 
per classification,  for  some  time  past  in- 
sisted upon  by  the  Poor  Law  Board, 
which,  if  carried  to  its  full  extent,  would 
include  separate  houses  for  the  sick, 
which  might  be  comfortable  hospitals, 
for  the  able-bodied,  which  should  really 
be  a  workhouse,  and  separate  echoou 
for  the  children.  This  could  well  be 
done  in  the  metropolis  and  the  larger 
towns,  but  it  could  not  be  the  rule  in 
thinly  populated  districts,  where  the  pau- 
pers had  to  travel  ten  or  twelve  miles 
to  their  union.  The  principle  had 
beau  adopted,  with  regard  to  the  metro- 
polis, in  the  Bill  passed  at  the  instance 
of  his  right  hon.  Friend  the  Member  for 
the  University  of  Oxford  (Mr.  Gathome 
Hardy),  by  which  lunatic  asylums,  fever 
hospitals,  houses  for  the  sick,  and  work- 
houses for  the  able-bodied  might  be  se- 
parated from  one  another ;  and  he  would 
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bsTe  beeo  glad  to  hear  Hhe  Govenunent 
had  resolvod  to  extend  the  pnnciple  to 
l&rge  towns  in  other  porta  of  Elngland. 
The  only  way  of  dealing  with  the  able- 
bodied  pauper — for  whom  he  had  httle 
sympathy — was  to  set  apart  a  house  for 
hun,  and  meet  him  at  eyeiy  turn  with  a 
good  strict  test.  He  did  not  refer  in 
saying  this  to  cases  such  as  that  men- 
tlonea  by  the  hon.  Member  for  the 
Tower  Hamlets  (Mj.  Samuda),  in  which 
a  number  of  men  were  suddenly  thrown 
out  of  work;  that  was  a  case  whioh 
would  very  properly  have  been  met  by 
an  emigration  test,  under  which  emigra- 
tion might  be  offered  as  the  sole  kind 
of  reUef.  Altt^ether,  the  facts  ad- 
duced by  the  hon.  Member  for  East 
Suffolk,  and  those  admitted  by  the 
President  of  the  Poor  Law  Board 
showed  exactly  where  the  Poor  Law 
had  fuled.  He  agreed  with  a  sugges- 
tion that  had  been  made  that,  while  in 
some  cases  the  strict  legal  relief  only 
should  be  given,  in  others  it  might  be 
possible  to  supplement  it  from  Amds 
subscribed  by  the  charitable,  and  thus 
to  combine  the  administration  of  our 
Toluntaiy  charities  with  that  of  the  local 
rates.  He  hoped  that,  in  considering 
the  question,  the  Qovemment  would 
attempt  in  some  measure  to  carry  out 
Ihis  suggestion. 

Ma.  ANDEESON  said,  that  the  sys- 
tem of  boarding  pauper  children  with 
decent  families  had  been  carried  out  in 
Edinbutgh  with  marked  success.  By 
this  means  the  taint  of  pauperism  was 
removed,  and  the  children  were  ab- 
sorbed into  the  general  mass  of  the  po- 
Ction.  He  agreed  with  the  hon. 
iber  for  Sheffield  (Mr.  MundeUa) 
that  the  reduction  of  taxation  would  di- 
minish pauperism  by  increasing  com- 
merce and  manufactures  and  giving  em- 
ployment. As  to  vagrancy,  if  they 
should  determine  to  deal  with  it  as  a 
crime,  great  care  must  be  taken  to  dis- 
tiugui^  between  ordinary  vagrants  and 
honest  working  men  travdling  from 
jdace  to  place  in  search  of  employment. 
Me.  JOSHUA  FIELDEN  said,  that 
this  was  a  subject  iu  whioh  his  constitu- 
ents took  a  great  interest,  and  he  wished 
therefore  to  say  a  few  words  upon  it.  It 
had  been  ahnost  taken  for  granted  that 
the  principles  of  the  Poor  Law  of  1834 
were  the  oorrect  prindples  upon  which 
Budh  a  law  should  be  based.  Some  years 
ago  he  was  Chairman  of  the  Board  of 


Quardians  of  the  Todmorden  Union.  In 
that  union  there  was  no  union  work- 
house f^etem,  and  he  could,  therefore, 
speak  from  some  amount  of  experience, 
not  only  of  the  working  of  the  Poor  Law, 
but  of  the  effects  of  that  law,  where 
out-door  relief  only  prevailed.  It  must 
be  remembered  that  the  principles  now 
avowed  as  proper  to  guide  us  in  the  ad- 
ministration of  relief  were  not  the  prin- 
ciples which  were  acknowledged  when 
the  new  Poor  Law  was  introduced.  The 
Secretary  to  the  Poor  Law  Board  had, 
it  was  true,  stated  to-night  that  we  had 
done  well  whenever  we  had  followed  the 
principles  of  the  measure  of  1 834 ;  but  he 
would  be  a  bold  man  indeed  who  at- 
tempted now  to  carry  them  into  effect. 
The  principles  of  the  new  Poor  Law 
were  clearly  shown  in  a  remarkable 
document  which  was  never  intended  to 
meet  the  eye  of  the  public — a  document 
which  the  late  Mr.  Walter,  then  Mem- 
ber for  Nottingham,  accidently  die- 
covered  among  the  papers  of  a  writer 
for  ITie  Timet.  That  paper  Mr.  Walter 
brought  before  the  House  of  Commons, 
and  he  would  rend  a  passage  from  it 
which  clearly  showed  what  the  intention 
and  object  of  the  framers  of  the  new  Poor 
Law  were.  The  paper  was  entitled — 
"  Measures  submitted  by  the  Poor  Law 
Commissiouere  to  Hia  Majes^'s  Mini- 
stors,"  and  was  submitted  to  them  in 
1833.     The  following  appeared  in  that 

"  That  at  anr  time  aftor  tbs  pa«ing  of  thii 
Act  the  Board  of  Control  [whioh  held  the  iBms 

CUo«  M  the  Poor  Law  Board  beld  now]  ihalt 
XTB  power,  hj  od  order,  with  luoh  eioeptioDS  u 
■hall  be  thooght  neoeiasr)'.  to  disallow  the  eon- 
tinuaucBoCreiief  totheiadigent,  the  aged,  and  the 
impotent,  in  any  other  mode  Chan  in  a  workhouae, 
regulated  in  iDah  a  [Dannor  as  by  the  aforesaid 
Board  of  Oonlrol  shall  be  detsrminad.  The  power 
of  the  Commissionen  would  be  to  redaoe  allow- 
anoes,  but  not  to  enlarge  them.  A^r  this  has 
hseu  aceompliahed,  orders  maj  he  sent  forth  di- 
recting that  after  such  a  da;  all  out-door  nlisf 
should  be  given  partlf  in  kisd  ;  that  alt«r  sueh 
another  period  it  should  be  graduall;  dimiDiihsd 
in  quantity  until  that  mode  of  relief  wai  eitio- 
guiBhed.  From  the  first  the  relief  should  ba 
altered  in  quality,  coarse  brown  bread  being  lob- 
stituted  for  fine  white,  and,  oonourrently  witb 
theaa  measures  a>  to  the  out-door  poor,  a  gradual 
reduction  should  be  made  in  the  diet  of  the  in- 
door poor  and  stHet  regulations  enforced." 

For  a  long  time  the  principles  embodied 
in  that  paper  were  carried  out.  Orders 
were  issaed  of  the  most  fearful  and  in- 
human kind.    Could  it  be  believed  that 
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in  the  Andover  TTnion  Inquiry  it  waa  ad- 
mitted by  Sir  Frankland  Lewis,  one  of 
tbe  CoiumiBsioiiers,  that  Mr.  Edwin 
Cbadwick  had  written  and  induced  the 
ConuniBsioners  to  issue  an  order  that  the 
bells  should  not  be  tolled  at  the  fiineral 
of  a  pauper.  Mr.  Chadwick  knew  that 
Sir  Frankland  Lewis  was  opposed  to  the 
issue  of  any  such  order,  and  therefore 
brought  it  before  the  Commissioners 
during  the  absence  of  Sir  Frankland 
Lewis.  Eventually  the  order  was,  at 
the  urgent  intrea^  of  Sir  Frankland 
Lewis,  altered  by  forbidding  the  "exces- 
sive "  tolling  of  the  bells.  The  adminis- 
tration of  the  law  had  been  most  harsh 
and  cruel.  Would  it  now  be  believed 
that  it  had  been  shown  in  the  rerelationB 
tfhich  came  out  before  the  Andorer 
TTnion  Committee  that  the  people  in  that 
union  workhouse  were  so  famiBhed  that 
they  were  in  the  habit  of  eating  raw 

SDtatoes,  grains,  and  refase  food  which 
ad  been  thrown  to  the  hc^  and  fowls ; 
and  still  worse  revelations  came  out  be- 
fore the  Oonunittee.  It  was  proved  be- 
fore the  Committee  that  all  this  was  done 
with  the  knowledge  of  the  Commissioners. 
What  was  the  result  ?  What  must  al- 
ways be  the  result  in  such  a  case.  They 
might  drive  the  poor  Irom  the  workhouse 
doors,  they  might  make  relief  so  odious 
that  the  poor  would  not  accept  it,  but 
they  would  not  thereby  get  nd  of  the 
pxir.  It  was  said  that  the  Poor  Law 
Board  never  did  break  u|)  a  cottage; 
but  he  knew  of  instances  in  which  the 
Poor  Law  Board  had  decided  that  a  man 
should  sell  his  furniture  before  he  could 
get  relief.  At  all  events,  they  had  evi- 
dence of  what  the  intentions  of  the  Com- 
missioners were.  He  found  in  the  Third 
Annual  Report  of  the  Poor  Law  Com- 
missioners, pages  86  and  87,  the  follow- 
ing "Instructional  Letter,"  issued  by  the 
Commissioners  to  Boards  of  Guardians 
on  their  formation  : — 

"  Wbsre  tho  pauper  is  the  hex)  of  »  fkauij, 
and  tie  dcolorea  Lb«t  lie  hu  no  work,  and  proTea 
■Alisfnctonljr  thnt  lie  oan  obtain  none,  eitber  in 
bla  own  0!  ia  un/  of  Ihe  pnriibe*  witbin  a  reaion- 
able  ditlance.  be  maj  be  offorod  (eiriporarj  relief 
*ilbin  the  irorkhouie  until  be  ean  get  aome  kind 
of  work— relief  *h»lly  or  abieflr  in  kind  being 
given  in  the  intenal  to  the  family,  to  preient  the 
imniedints  necceiitr  of  selliDg  off  their  goods  and 
brvnl>in|-  up  the  collage  eitsbliihinent.  The 
pnuper  (bould  dislinotlf  be  told  Ibat  luob  an  ar- 
nngement  ean  only  be  temporatj,  io  order  that 
bi>  wife  and  ramilT  ma;  Mek  work  for  him  ;  and 
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antar  the  home,  and  gire  ap  thnr  propMi;  fiir 
tbe  benefit  of  lbs  pari^.* 
The  avowed  intention  of  the  framers  of 
the  New  Poor  Law  Amendment  Act  of 
1834  was  to  make  the  condition  of  re- 
ceiving relief  so  harsh  and  cruel  that  thg 
poor  would  reeort  to  anything  rather 
than  submit  to  the  degradation  of  the 
union  workhouse  test — for  degradation 
it  was  to  the  honest  labourer,  ready  and 
willing  to  work — and  it  must  be  remem- 
bered there  was  no  distinction  made  be- 
tween such  an  one  and  the  idle  and  tJie 
dissolute.  The  effect  of  the  Poor  Law  had 
been  to  drive  men  away  from  the  country 
to  tbe  large  towns,  and  from  one  large 
town  to  another,  till  eventually  th^ 
found  their  way  up  to  London ;  and  we 
were  now  face  to  face  with  the  large  army 
of  v^abonds  and  vagrants  thus  created. 
A  man  once  compelled  to  break  up  his 
house,  once  driven  from  the  locality  to 
which  he  was  attached,  and  where  hia 
family  had  lived,  perhaps,  for  centuries, 
became  of  necessity  a  vagrant,  and  but 
one  short  step  was  needed  to  make  him 
a  thief.  In  proof  of  what  he  had  stated 
he  would  refer  to  the  42nd  Report  of 
the  London  Fever  Hospital  for  1844, 
issued  just  ten  years  after  the  passing 
of  this  inhuman  law.  At  page  14  it 
was  stated  by  the  physician.  Dr.  South- 
wood  Smith — 

"A  Urge  proportion  of  the  labjectt  of  fsTer, 
reoeived  into  the  Hospital  daring  the  pnit  jear, 
were  agrieaitaral  lalonrers  and  proTinoial  me- 
ehaniei,  who  bad  been  indoocd  to  leare  their  na- 
tite  counties  iu  search  of  work,  and  who,  eitber 
on  their  road  to  the  metropolis,  or  soon  after  Ifaeir 
arriral  in  il,  were  seised  with  the  disease.  Thv 
causes  assigned  for  their  illness,  hj  Ihete  poor 
creatures  themselvet,  were  Tsriaua,  sgiiie  stating 
that  it  was  owing  to  sleeping  bj  the  aide  of  hedgel^ 
others  to  want  of  clothing — manj  being  without 
BtocLlngs.  shirts,  shoes,  or  »nj  ipparel  enpible  of 
defending  them  from  the  incleoiencj  of  the  WM- 
Iher ;  while  others— end  these  oonatitnt«d  a  rerj 
large  proportion  of  the  number— attributed  it  to 
want  of  food,  being  driren  bj  their  intcnsp  hunger 
to  eat  raw  Togetnblea,  turnips,  and  rotten  apples  ; 
and  eertainlj  their  appearance,  in  manj  Instances, 
(a]ly  oorroborated  the  truth  of  their  rspr«s«nl*< 

The  effect  bad  been  such  as  he  had  de- 
scribed, and  we  had  now,  in  London,  an 
army  of  vagrants,  vagabonds,  and  cri- 
minals, that  we  were  at  our  wits'  ends  to 
know  how  to  deal  with.  ["Divide."]  He 
hoped  that  bon.  Members  would  permit 
him  to  give  a  few  figures  on  this  subject 
more  especially  as  they  differed  materially 
from  the  figures  given  by  the  Presidentof 
tbe  Poor  Iaw  Board.  Those  he  wa«  about 
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to  quote  had  been  taken  &om  a  little 
book  called  Statittieal  Ahitraet,  and  pub- 
lished bjauthoritj,  in  1868,  andpresented 
to  both  Houses  of  Parliament.  The  Re- 
turns extended  &om  1653  to  1867,  the 
very  period  during  which  the  operation 
of  ihs  Com  Laws  wa«  said  to  have  given 
to  the  country  such  unprecedented  pro- 
iperity.  In  1853  the  population  of  Eng- 
land and  WaleB  was,  in  round  numbers, 
18,404,368,  and  in  1867,  21,429,508, 
being  an  increase  of  3,025,140.  The 
number  of  paupers  excluBive  of  vagrants, 
in  receipt  of  relief  in  England  and 
Wales  was,  in  I8S4,  818,337;  and  in 
1868,  1,034,823,  showing  an  increase  of 
216,486.  The  total  amount  expended 
in  relief  to  the  poor  and  for  other 
purposes,  county  and  police  rates,  Ac, 
was,  in  1853,  £6,854,788;  and  in 
1867,  £10,905,173,  showing  an  in- 
crease of  £4,050,385.  This  total  ex- 
penditure was  distributable  under  two 
heads.  The  amount  expended  in  actual 
relieftothepoorwasin  1853,  £4,939,064 
as  against  £6,959,840  in  1867,  being  an 
increase  of  £2,020,776.  The  amount  ex- 
pended for  other  purposes,  county  and 
police  rates,  &c.,  was,  mie53,£l,915,724, 
against  £3,945,333  in  1867,  showing  an 
increase  of  £2,029,609.  The  same  figwes 
might  be  given  in  another  and  more 
convenient  form.  The  population  of 
England  and  Wales  between  1853  and 
1867  increased  16  per  cent;  the  number 
of  paupers,  exclusive  of  vagrants,  re- 
ceiving relief  increased  26  per  cent; 
the  amount  expended  in  actual  relief  to 
the  poor — not  including  the  county  and 
police  rates — increased  no  less  than  41 
per  cent,  while  the  amount  expended 
upon  the  county  and  pohce  rates,  indi- 
cating the  number  of  extra  pohce  put  on 
to  combat  this  army  of  vagrants,  au&  to 
the  new  Poor  Law  and  union  workhouse 
system  of  recent  years,  increased  by  the 
enormous  amount  of  1 05  per  cent.  These 
figures,  taken  horn  official  sources,  cer- 
tainly did  not  harmonize  with  the  figures 
put  forward  on  behalf  of  the  Poor  Law 
Board.  If  they  continued  to  treat  the 
hard-working  poor  of  England  upon  the 
same  plan  in  all  respects  as  they  treated 
vagrants  the  evils  i^t  at  present  would 
go  on  increasing.  The  true  remedy  was 
to  subdivide  tiie  unions,  and  circum- 
scribe the  arrears  of  relief;  and  to  bring 
to  bear  more  individual  responsibility  in 
the  persons  engaged  in  the  distributiDn 
of  relief. 
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Mr.  carter  said,  he  thought  that  the 
hon.  Gentleman  opposite  (Mr.  Fielden) 
did  not  truly  represent  the  feelings  of 
the  West  Biding,  and  that  his  ^eech, 
instead  of  being  delivered  to  the  House 
of  Commons,  ought  to  have  been  de- 
livered to  Chartists  twenty-five  years 
ago.  For  his  own  part  he  asserted  that 
satid^ction  was  generally  felt  at  the 
mode  in  which  the  Poor  Law  was  admi- 
nistered. The  best  mode  of  preventing 
pauperism  were  first  by  educating  the 
people,  and  next  by  limiting  the  hquor 
traffic. 

Mb.  CORBAKCE,  in  reply,  said,  he 
had  no  difficulty  in  acceding  to  the  re- 
quest made  opposite  that  he  ^ould  with- 
draw his  Motion.  He  had  nothing  to 
complain  of  in  the  speech  of  his  hon. 
Friend  the  Secretary  of  the  Poor  Law 
Board  (Mr.  A.  W.  Peel), who  had  shown 
much  official  capacity  in  defending  a  bad 
case.  The  figures  which  he  (Mr.  Oor- 
rance)  had  put  forward  at  the  beginning 
of  the  debate  had  been  much  distorted 
and  misrepresentod,  but  their  substan- 
tial accuracy,  as  far  as  related  to  the  in- 
crease of  pauperism,  had  not  been  dis- 
puted. He  had  been  misunderstood 
upon  several  points  by  the  right  hon. 
Ghentleman  the  President  of  the  Poor 
Law  Board,  and  hon.  Members  opposite, 
especially  with  regard  to  the  manner  in 
which  he  had  proposed  to  deal  with 
the  charities  of  the  metropolis  and  the 
&iendly  societies.  He  was  told  that 
it  woidd  be  a  long  time  before  the 
scheme  he  proposed  was  adopted,  and  he 
thought  that,  perhaps,  no  stronger  rea- 
son could  have  been  given  for  its  venti- 
lation that  night.  It  might  be  so ;  but, 
at  all  events,  he  felt  that  in  bringing  for- 
ward this  matter  he  had  only  dischai^ed 
a  duty  that  was  binding  upon  his  con- 
science, and  as  he  trusted  no  less  so  upon 
other  hon.  Members  of  that  House. 

Motion,  by  leave,  toithdraten. 


COURTS  OF  JUSTICE  (SEW  SITE)  BILL. 

LEAVE.      FIB8T  KEADIHO. 

Mb.  LAYAUD  said,  he  rose  to  move 
for  leave  to  bring  in  a  Bill  to  repeal 
portions  of  the  Act  of  the  twen^-eighth 
and  twenty-ninth  years  of  Victoria,  <£ap- 

ter  forty-nine,  and  to  enable  the  Com- 
missioners of  Her  Majesty's  Works  and 
Public  Buildings  to  acquire  a  New  Site 
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tor  the  wectdon  and  concentratian  of 
Courts  of  JoBtioe  and  of  various  Offices 
belonging  to  the  same.  He  reeretted 
that  he  vas  unable  to  aocede  to  ue  ap- 
peal of  the  hon.  Uember  opposite  tbat 
be  should  not  bring  on  tbis  subject  at 
that  late  hottf  of  the  evening ;  but  as  he 
should  hare  no  oOiet  opportunity  of 
doing  BO  before  the  Beceee  it  was  a  mat- 
ter of  ui^nt  neceBsity  that  he  should 
proceed  with  his  Motion.  He  had  hoped 
that  the  discussion  on  the  Motion  of  the 
hon.  Member  for  East  Suffolk  (Mr. 
Corrance)  would  have  terminated  earlier ; 
but  as  he  was  simply  moving  for  leave 
to  introduce  the  BUl,  he  would  merely 
make  a  statement  of  facts  respecting 
which  both  the  House  and  the  public 
were  in  a  great  degree  ignorant,  and  he 
hoped  that  any  discussion  upon  the  sub- 
ject would  be  reserved  for  the  second 
reading  of  the  fiill.  It  was  unnecessary 
for  him  to  enter  into  any  hiatoiy  of  the 
proposal  for  the  concentration  of  the 
Lav  Courts,  and  he  should  merely  refer 
to  what  had  occurred  in  order  to  put 
aside  at  the  outset  the  aigument  that  the 
Thames  Embankment  site  had  already 
been  discussed  and  had  been  rejected. 
There  was  no  doubt  that  the  idea  of 
erecting  an  embankment  on  the  Thames 
had  prevailed,  he  might  say  for  some 
G6nturi6B.  As  far  back  as  after  the  Great 
Fire  of  London,  Wren  and  Evelyn  put 
forward  the  idea  of  constructing  a 
Thames  Embankment,  and  &om  that 
time  to  this  it  had  been  the  constant 

Eroject  of  persons  desirous  of  embel- 
shuig  the  metropolis  to  form  an  em- 
bankment on  the  Thames.  But  it  was 
only  within  the  last  two  or  three  years 
that  that  idea  had  became  a  substan- 
tial reality,  and  that  the  advantages 
it  offered  for  the  erection  of  public 
buildings  had  been  ftilly  appreciated. 
When  the  question  of  me  site  of  the 
new  Law  Courte  was  discussed  in  this 
House  on  a  former  occasion,  and  when 
it  was  referred  to  the  Boyal  Commission, 
there  were  in  fact,  only  three  sites  taken 
into  consideration — that  of  Westminster, 
that  of  Carey  Street,  and  that  of  Lin- 
coln's Inn.  Consequently  the  Embank- 
ment site  for  the  new  Law  Courte  has 
never  been  fairly  considered.  The  right 
hon.  Gientleman  the  Chancellor  of  the 
Exchequer  had  entered  so  flilly  into 
the  financial  pooition  of  the  Carey  Street 
site  that  it  would  be  unnecessary  for 
him  to  go  into  that  branch  of  the  subject 
Mr.  Zayard 
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at  any  length.  He  would  merely  remind 
the  House  that  Parliament  had  been  in- 
duced to  accede  to  the  Carey  Street  nto 
on  the  condition  that  the  expenses  of  the 
building  and  the  site  together  should  not 
exceed  £1,600,000,  and  that  a  certificate 
should  be  given  by  the  Commisbioners 
that  that  sum  should  not  be  exceeded 
before  the  compulsory  powers  for  the 
purchase  of  land  should  be  exercised. 
The  required  certificate  was  given  by 
the  Commissioners,  that  the  Carey  Street 
site  would  not  cost  more  than  £760,000, 
and  that  the  building  could  be  erected  Ibr 
an  equal  sum.  Tip  to  the  present  timd, 
however,  no  less  than  £880,991  7«.  id. 
had  been  expended  upon  the  site  alone, 
and  the  Commissioners  now  put  the 
total  expense  of  purchasing  the  land 
required  and  for  erecting  the  build- 
ing at  £3,200,000.  The  land  abeady 
purchased  had,  as  he  had  just  stated, 
cost  nearly  £900,000;  the  additional 
land  to  be  purchased  was  put  down 
at  £700,000  more ;  the  building  waa 
estimated  to  cost  £1,574,000;  archi- 
tect's commission,  £74,000;  Aimiture, 
£160,000,  maHngthe  total  of£3,200,000. 
This  estimate,  however,  made  no  pro- 
vision whatever  for  the  approaches.  It 
was  absolutely  necessary  that  these  ap- 
proaches should  be  made  in  the  event 
of  the  Carey  Street  site  being  se- 
lected, because  access  to  three  of  ite 
sides  for  carriage  traffic  was  almost 
prevented  either  by  lofty  buildings, 
or  by  squalid  and  wretehed  houses, 
which  must,  of  course,  be  swept  away 
in  the  event  of  the  new  Courte  of  Jus- 
tice being  erected  on  that  spot.  Hia 
hon.  and  teamed  Friend  the  Member 
for  Eichmond  (Sir  Boundell  Palmer) — 
who  made  so  able  a  speech  in  favour  of 
the  Carey  Street  site — admitted  that  ap- 
preaches  to  it  were  necessary,  but  he  threw 
the  expense  of  making  those  approaches 
on  the  Metropolitan  Board  of  Works,  a 
duty  and  expense  which  he  (Mr.  Layard) 
was  quite  sure  no  metropobtan  Member 
would  for  a  moment  accept.  When  ha 
took  the  Office  which  he  now  had  the 
honour  to  fill,  he  found  this  state  of 
things  existing — that  he  was  expected 
to  bring  in  a  Bill  to  acquire  additional 
land  which  would  cost  about  £700,000 
— that  the  House  had  acted  upon  repre- 
sentations which  had  turned  out  to  be 
inaccurate — that  vast  expense  was  bong 
incurred — that  the  proposed  approaches 
to  the  Carey  Street  site  could  not  be  oon- 
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stnicted  for  lees  than  £1,000,000  at  r  alluded  to  the  BuggestiOD  th&t  Somerset 
least.  He  would  venture  to  say  that  a  j  House  might  have  another  story,  and  - 
titii'Ming  on  the  scale  proposed  on  the :  might  become  another  Lincoln's  Tnn^ 
Carey  Street  site  would,  in  the  end,  in-  and  the  plans  for  the  utilization  of 
TolveanezpenditureofaboTe£4, 000,000. 1  the  Carey  Street  site.  These,  however, 
Well,  he  communicated  with  his  right  { really  formed  no  part  of  Sir  Charles 
hon.  Friend  the  Chancellor  of  the  Ex-  Trevelyan'e  scheme  ;  but  he  thought  the 
chequer,  and  he  found  that  he  had  oome  >  great  objection  to  Uiat  scheme  was  that 
to  exactly  the  same  result  on  the  finan- 1  m  order  to  obtain  the  site  between  the 
Dial  part  of  the  question  that  he  (Mr. '  Strand,  theEmbankment,  King'sCoUege 
Layaid)  had  on  the  architectural.  They  and  tiie  Temple,  and  to  erect  suitaUe 
both  felt  that  it  was  impossible  to  eauo- 1  buildings  on  it,  a  sum  of  £3,250,000 
tion  this  enormous   expenditure ;    and  would  be  required ;  but  he  believed  that 


they  therefore  determined  to  prevent  any 
farther  step  being  taken  in  the  matter 
until  the  House  should  have  been  con- 
sulted with  regard  to  it.  Having  ar- 
rived at  that  conclusion,  it  had  become 
his  duty  to  look  at  the  several  schemes 
which  had  been  proposed  for  the  erection 
of  the  Law  Courte.  First  of  all  there 
was  the  scheme  propmed  by  the  hon. 
Member  for  Bath  (Mr.  Tite),  accord- 
ing t»  which  the  new  Law  Courts  were 
to  be  erected  upon  the  Carey  Street 
site  without  any  additional  haid  being 
purchased,  and  the  offices  ui  connection 
with  tliem  were  to  be  built  upon  the 
Thames  Embankment.  The  cost  of  that 
scheme,  however,  had  been  estimated 
amount  to  £2,710,000.  He  objected 
that  scheme  because  of  the  expense,  be- 
cause he  was  satisfied  that  more  offices 
were  proposed  to  be  erected  than 
necessary,  and  because  he  thought  that 
the  separation  of  the  strictly  law  offices 
&om  the  Law  Courts  would  be  attend- 
ed with  great  inconvenience.  A  con- 
verse proposition  to  build  the  Law 
Courte  on  the  Thames  Embankment 
aud  the  law  offices  on  the  Carej 
site  be  had  rejected  for  simiJ 
sons ;  the  cost  would  have  been  about 
£3,000,000.  Then  there  was  the  plan 
of  Sir  Charles  Trevelyan,  which  was,  no 
doubt,  an  attractive  and  comprehensive 
plan.  So  attractive  was  it  that  it  had  a 
very  lat^  amount  of  public  support  in 
its  favour.  Sir  Charles  Trevelyan  had 
ohown  that  his  plan  was  not  only  a  veir 
magnificent  and  convenient  one  m  iteelf, 
hut  one  that  would  necessarily  bring 
about  a  great  many  changes  even  to  the 
north  of  the  Strand,  which  would  be  so 
many  public  improvements.  He  thought 
Sir  Charles'  views  were  correct,  although 
some  considered  them  as  visionary ;  but 
he  r^retted  that  they  had  been  put  for- 
ward m  connection  with  his  scheme,  as 
it  indisposed  many  persons  to  it.    He 


even  that  site  would  be  cheaper  than  the 
Car^  Street  site,  because  you  had  all 
the  necessary  approaches  to  it  abeady 
in  existence.  He  said  this,  under 
the  assumption  that  there  would  be  a 
considerable  loss  on  the  re-sale  of  the 
Carey  Street  site.  On  the  question  of 
building  the  Courts  on  the  Thames 
Embankment  the  Lord  C^ef  Baron  had 
written  him  a  letter,  in  which  that 
learned  Judge  said  that  he  had  not  had 
time  to  bring  the  matter  formally  under 
the  consideration  of  the  Judges,  but  all 
of  them  with  whom  he  hod  spoken — 
except  one  who  thought  the  proximitr 
of  Lmcoln'ainn  important — ^^eed  witA 
him  in  thinking  that  for  the  Bar,  the 
solicitors,  suitors,  and  the  public,  the 
Thames  Embankment  was  die  best  site. 
The  InnerTempIe  and  the  MiddleTemple 
had  sent  in  memorials  in  favour  of  that 
site ;  and  the  fact  that  Lincoln's  Tim 
had  not  memorialized  against  it  showed 
that  there  was  a  difference  of  opinion  on 
the  subject  among  the  members  of  that 
Inn.  No  doubt,  a  number  of  solicitors 
had  placed  themselves  in  Mr.  Field's 
ranks  as  opponents  of  the  Embankment 
sit« ;  but  ne  knew  of  his  own  knowledge 
that  a  lat^  number  of  sohcitors  were 
in  favour  of  it.  Solicitors  of  the  high- 
est position  and  largest  practice,  in  the 
east,  the  west,  and  the  south  of  London 
favour  of  it,  as  well  as  sohcitors 
ountry.  But  he  must  say  that  be 
thought  the  area  bounded  by  the  Strand 
and  &e  Embankment  on  the  north  and 
south,  and  by.  the  Temple  and  King's 
College  on  the  east  ana  west,  was  too 
large  a  one  on  which  to  erect  the  Law 
Courts,  and  the  offices  in  connection 
therewith.  He  must  now  mention  an- 
other plan,  which  ttom  a  paper  issued 
by  the  Law  Institution  tiiis  morning 
would  seem  t«  be  acceptable  to  them. 
This  was  one  for  erecting  on  the  Carey 
Street  site  Law   Courts  and  offices  on 
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a  reduced  scale,  siicb  as  those  wliicli  |  Street  was  very  little  below  the  lerel  of 


the  Govenuaeat  was  atwut  to  pro- 
pose to  erect  on  the  Thames  Embank- 
ment. That  was  said  to  be  the  cheap- 
est scheme.  They  had  the  land  ready, 
and  might  commence  the  buildings  at 
ooce ;  but  be  thought  he  could  show 
the  House  that  even  this  plan  would 
be  much  more  expensiTe  than  that  which 
the  Oovemment  was  about  to  propose. 
The  land  at  Carey  Street  had  already 
cost  about  £900,000.  The  buildings 
would  coat  £1,000,000,  which  would 
make  the  expenditure  for  land  and  build- 
ings £1,900,000.  But  there  were  no 
approaches  except  the  one  &om  the 
Strand,  and  a  great  public  building 
could  not  be  left  there  in  a  hole.  On 
the  north  was  a  pile  of  lofty  buildings 
belonging  to  Lincoln's  Inn,  which  would 
prevent  a  free  circulation  of  the  air 
to  the  Courts.  At  one  side  Uiere  was 
a  road  scarcely  more  than  thirty  feet 
wide,  and  on  the  other  an  alley  about 
fifteen  feet  wide.  To  provide  the  ne- 
cessary approaches  would  coat  at  least 
£500,000,  but  in  his  opinion  the  cost 
would  be  nearer  to  £1,000,000.  It  was 
now  his  duty  to  propose  an  alternative 
plan,  which  had  already  been  suggested 
to  the  House  by  his  right  hon.  Friend 
the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer,  and 
which  had  met  with  much  adverse  cri- 
ticism. He  was  quite  prepared  to  bear 
the  blame  of  having  suggested  this  plan 
to  his  right  hon.  Fnenf  Anyone  who 
looked  to  a  map  would  see  a  street 
which  ran  from  Arundel  Street  to  Surrey 
Street,  parallel  to  the  Strand  and  the 
Thames  Embankment.  It  was  called 
Howard  Street.  Some  alleys  formed  a 
continuation  of  it  to  I^aex  Street.  The 
block  of  land  which  was  proposed  as 
the  site  had  Howard  Street  and  these 
lanes  or  alleys  on  the  north.  It  was 
bounded  on  the  west  by  King's  College, 
and  had  Essex  Street  and  the  Temple  to 
■'  e  east.    To  the  south  was  the  Thames 


the  Strand,  there  being  but  a  sl^ht  fall 
bam  the  Strand  to  the  end  of  Howard 
Street,  and  its  level  could,  without  much 
difEiculty,  be  made  ec^ual  throughout  its 
whole  length.  On  this  site  the  eighteen 
Courts  and  all  the  necessary  offices  could 
be  erected.  He  had  gone  fully  into  the 
whole  plan  with  Mr.  Street,  who  had 
met  hirn  most  honourably,  and  though 
at  first  in  favour  of  the  Carey  Street  site, 
and  anxious  to  carry  out  that  plan, 
now  approved  of  the  new  proposal. 
The  House  would  remember  that  in  Mr. 
Street's  plan  for  the  buildings  on  the 
Carey  Street  site  the  Courts  were  to  stand 
in  the  centre  of  a  quadrangle.  The 
buildings  forming  the  quadrangle  were  to 
contain  the  offices,  and  persons  would 
have  to  pass  through  the  quadrangle 
to  get  to  the  Courts.  In  adapting  his 
plan  to  the  new  sito  Mr.  Street  had 
acted  upon  a  much  better  principle 
than  the  one  which  he  had  described, 
though  there  was  no  necessity  for  al- 
tering the  general  arrangements  of  the 
Courts  and  cffices.  He  proposed  to 
erect  near  King's  College,  on  me  west, 
the  Courts,  and  on  the  east  would  be 
placed  all  the  offices.  Now,  according 
to  the  plan  issued  by  the  Incorporated 
Law  Society  in  the  hands  of  hon.  Mem- 
bers, the  buildings  were  to  project  eighty 
feet  beyond  Somerset  House.  But  that 
was  contrary  to  the  fact,  for  they  would 
be  continued  in  a  line  with  the  terrace 
of  Somerset  House.  The  only  part  where 
there  would  be  a  considerable  projection 
was  at  the  extreme  east  comer,  where 
there  was  a  piece  of  reclaimed  land  be- 
longing to  the  Board  of  Works,  on 
which  it  was  proposed  to  build  a  railway 
station,  and  wnich  the  Board  might  have 
used  for  building  purposes  to  which  he 
would  presently  ^ude.  This  site  afibrded 
at  once  every  necessary  approach  except 
one,  and  that,  too,  witiiout  any  expense 
'"   the  public.     The  only  approach  it 


Embankment.      The  whole  site  which  it  ^  would  be  necessary  to  construct  was  one 
was  proposed  to  use — including  the  land    to  the  north  of  the  Strand,  and  joining 
'i  acres    it  with  Holbom,  and  that  approach  they 


re-claimed  from  the  river — was 
in  extent.  Now,  the  House  would  observe 
the  advantage  of  this  sito.  In  the  first 
place,  by  taking  it  an  expensive  frontage 
to  the  Strand  would  be  avoided.  Thenal- 


would  have  to  provide  whichever  site 
they  might  select.  The  Embankment, 
would  be  accessible  by  road,  river,  and 
rail,  and  when  the  circular  line  was  com- 


most  the  whole  of  the  property  belonged  I  pleted  country  solicitors  would  be  able  to 
to  one  proprietor,  the  Duke  of  Norfolk,  j  get  to  the  Courts  without  having  to  cross 
The  site  was  not,  as  alleged,  a  hole ;  { even  a  single  street.  The  torraco  in 
the  position  was  one  of  the  most  oom- 1  front  of  Somerset  House  already  existed 
manding  on  the  Thames,  and  Howard  i  as  a  carriage  road,  and  could  be  used 
Mr,  Layard 
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b;  the  Judges,  who  wotdd  be  able  to 
drire  along;  it  and  alight  on  a  level 
with  the  Oourte.  By  Norfolk  Street 
they  could  reach  the  Courts  with  equal 
ease;  whereas  on  the  north  aide  of  a 
building  on  the  Carey  Street  site  they 
woold  cave  to  ascend  forty  stops,  and 
from  the  Strand  serenty  or  eighty, 
while  the  public  would  have  to  ascend 
100.  There  was  another  advantage  in 
having  the  Courts  and  offices  separated 
— that  either  would  admit  of  extension, 
if  necessary,  towards  the  north  without 
interfering  with  the  building.  Now, 
aa  regarded  the  expenses  of  the  scheme, 
be  had  gone  most  carefully  into  the  es- 
timates. Those  estimates  had  been  pre- 
pared by  Mr.  Hunt,  the  consulting 
BUireyor  of  the  Board  of  Works.  Mr. 
Hunt,  whose  estimates  were  rarely  if  ever 
exceeded,  and  who  was  a  geudeman  of 
great  eegaci^,  had  set  down  the  value 
of  the  land  at  £600,000.  He  believed 
that  the  cost  of  the  building  would,  at 
the  outside,  be  £1,000,000,  ^erefore  the 
whole  sum  would  be  £1,600,000.  But 
eetimatee  were  so  often  exceeded  that  the 
House  might  naturally  ask  what  guaran- 
tee they  had  that  sutji  would  not  be  the 
case  in  the  present  instance.  He  believed 
he  could  give  the  House  ample  guarau- ' 
tee.  £600,000  he  believed  to  be  about 
the  value  of  the  land,  and  with  regard 
to  the  estimate  of  £1,000,000  for  the 
buildings,  the  House,  might,  perhaps, 
remember  that  when  the  Carey  Street 
site  was  limited  to  six  acres  the  buildings 
were  proposed  to  be  erected  for  £750,000, 
and  it  was  with  an  enlarged  area  that 
the  estimate  was  increased.  Now,  the 
EmbanloneDt  site  was  only  six  acres.  He 
believed  that  the  Courts  of  Law  might 
be  built  upon  it  for  £750,000;  but  he 
he  could  undertake  that  the  estimate  of 
£1,000,000  should  not  be  exceeded. 
He  believed  that  the  office  of  the  Board  of 
Works  was  now  better  oi^anized  than  it 
vas  formerly,  and  be  would  undertake 
that  not  a  stone  should  be  laid  or  a  bit 
of  earth  turned  until  contracts  for  the 
performance  of  the  work  within  the  es- 
timated amount  had  been  entered  into ; 
he  would  point  out  to  the  House  one  or 
two  sources  of  economy  on  the  Embank- 
ment site.  The  building  materials  re- 
quired might  be  brought  by  water,  and 
might  be  carried  over  the  Embankment 
wiuiout  interfering  with  tbe  trafBc.  Let 
them  contrast  with  this  the  state  of  things 
which  would  result  from  the  continual 
TOL.  OXOVI.    [thibd  tsaxsa.'] 
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blocking  of  the  traffic  in  the  Strand  for 
so  many  years  in  case  they  adopted  the 
Carey  Street  site.  Another  and  not  un- 
important feature  was  due  to  a  consi- 
deration which  hon.  Gentlemen  experi- 
enced in  architecture  would  eaaUy  com- 
prehend. When  a  building,  owing  to 
ita  position,  could  only  be  eeen  in  part 
andT  in  detail,  it  was  necessary  to  re- 
sort to  ornamentation  to  make  it  effec- 
tive, and  it  was  in  this  way  that  large 
sums  of  money  were  spent-  When,  how- 
over,  there  was  an  extensive  frontage,  it 
was  unnecessary  to  spend  so  much  upon 
omamentotion.  The  general  effect  of 
the  building  would  then  depend  upon  ite 
proportions,  and  upon  the  judicious  ar- 
rangement of  the  masses,  which  pro- 
duced light  and  shade.  It  was  not 
the  smallest  recommendation  of  the  new 
site  in  his  eyes  that  here  the  space 
would  be  contracted  on  two  sides — so 
that  there  would  be  no  temptetion  to 
throw  away  million  after  million  in  the 
purchase  of  unnecessary  land,  though  it 
would  be  easy  toextend  the  buildingatany 
time  towards  the  north  if  further  accom- 
modation should  hereafter  be  required. 
One  of  the  objections  urged  against  the 
Embankment  site  was  that  £500,000 
would  be  lost  by  re-selling  the  Carey 
Btreetsite.  Inanswertothatobjectionbe 
might  say  that  he  had  received  offers  from 
parties  of  the  highest  respectability  who 
were  willing  to  purchase  the  site  on  the 
basis  of  the  price  paid  for  it  by  the 
Oovemment  —  he  did  not,  of  course, 
include  the  law,  and  other  contingent 
expenses.  He  was  advised  by  Mr.  Hunt 
not  to  be  hasty  in  closing  with  any 
offer  that  might  be  made.  Of  course, 
they  must  take  care  not  to  put  the  whole 
of  the  laud  into  the  market  at  once  ;  but 
if  it  were  re-sold  prudently  Uio  (Sovem- 
ment  might  not  only  be  able  to  recoup 
themselves,  but,  perhaps,  do  something 
more.  Another  difficmty  was  the  ques- 
tion of  the  railway  station  on  the  Em- 
bankment; and,  no  doubt,  if  this  had 
to  be  placed  in  the  very  centre  of  the 
Law  Courts  it  would  be  exceedingly 
objectionable ;  but  he  had  communi- 
cated with  the  Metropolitan  District 
KaUway  Con^any  and  with  the  autho- 
rities of  the  Temple,  and  he  had  every 
reason  to  believe  that  arrangements 
might  and  would  be  made  to  remove  the 
railway  station  to  a  spot  near  the  en- 
trance to  Essex  Street.  Another  objec- 
tion raised  to  the  change  of  site  was  th? 
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loss  of  time  which  would  thereby  be  oe- 
oasioRed.  Now,  under  no  circumstancea 
could  you  commence  building  on  the 
Carey  Street  aite  within  a  year ;  because 
if  you  had  to  acquire  additional  land  you 
must  give  the  necessair  notices  next  au- 
tamn,  and  even  if  this  &esh  acquisition  of 
land  were  given  up,  no  working  draw- 
ings or  elevationB  had  been  made.  The 
plaii  at  present  in  existence  was  a  mere 
sketch  plan,  and  he  was  informed  on 
anthori^  that  a  year  must  elapse  before 
working  drawings  and  specification  s 
could  be  made  so  that  contracts  might 
be  entered  into  and  the  building  com- 
menced. Now,  on  the  Embankment  site 
he  proposed  to  proceed  at  once  as  if  no- 
tices had  been  given.  The  course  was 
an  irree;ular  one,  and  in  order  to  carry 
the  Bill  it  would  be  necessary  to  ask  the 
House  to  suspend  its  Standing  Orders. 
The  GoTemment  proposed  to  proceed  aa 
if  notices  of  intention  to  take  this  site 
had  been  given  in  Kovember  last,  to 
serve  notices  to  treat  immediately  after 
the  passing  of  the  Act ;  to  bind  them- 
selves to  tote  within  three  months,  if 
called  upon  by  the  owners  to  do  so ; 
and  to  limit  themselves  to  the  30tti  of 
June,  1870,  for  putting  the  compulsory 
powers  into  execution.  The  Bill  would 
be  referred  to  the  Examiners,  who  would, 
of  course,  report  that  the  Standing  Orders 
had  not  been  complied  with.  It  would 
then  be  for  the  Standing  Orders  Com- 
mittee to  decide  whether  this  was  an  ex- 
ceptional case  in  which  the  House  might 
be  advised  to  suspend  its  Standing  Or- 
ders. If,  as  he  hoped,  the  Committee 
gave  and  the  House  acted  on  this  ad- 
vice, and  if  the  Bill  were  read  a  second 
time,  it  would  be  referred  to  a  Commit- 
tee, who  would  see  that  no  injustice  was 
done  to  occupiers  or  owners.  He  was  ad- 
vised that  the  course  he  proposed  to  take 
'would  be  of  great  advantage  both  to 
occupiers  and  owners  by  ^iug  away 
with  the  uncertainty  which  now  often 
hung  over  their  heads,  owing  to  the  de- 
lay which  took  place  before  me  Govern- 
ment came  to  a  decision  as  to  the  exercise 
of  compulsory  powers.  In  this  case  the 
Government  would  be  bound  forthwith  to 
p've  the  notices  to  treat,  and  avail  them- 
selves by  June  30  in  next  year  of  the 
compulsory  powers  given  to  them  by  the 
Bill.  As  he  had  satd,  there  were,  for- 
tunately, few  persons  to  deal  with.  The 
chief  owner  was  the  Duke  of  Norfolk, 
and  he  had  reason  to  believe  that  on  the 
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part  of  his  Grace  no  obstacles  wouldb* 
thrown  in  the  way  of  the  Government. 
If,  therefore,  the  House  assented  t«  the 
Bill  there  would  not  be  a  single  hour's 
delay.  The  sketch  plaus  for  the  Carey 
Street  site  had,  by  some  changes,  been 
adapted  for  the  new  site  ;  they  were  now 
being  lithographed;  and  the  Govern- 
ment would  be  in  exactly  the  same  posi- 
tion as  if  they  were  goii^  to  build  oa 
the  Carey  Street  aite.  As  to  the  argu- 
ment against  delay,  he  thought  that  in  a 
great  work  of  this  kind  a  year  more  or 
leas  was  of  very  little  importance,  and 
that  to  sacrifice  a  magnificent  site  and 
make  a  bad  building  for  the  sake  of  postd- 
bly  saving  a  year  would  be  a  most  seriooa 
misfortune.  However,  if  tiie  Bill  pass«d 
they  could  begin  at  once  to  clear  the  sits 
and  commence  the  building  between 
Howard  Street  and  the  Embankment. 
He  did  not  bind  himself  to  all  the  de- 
tails of  Mr.  Street's  sketch  plans.  The 
accommodation  asked  for  by  the  dif- 
ferent departments  and  offices  might 
be  too  large ;  whatever  anybody  had 
asked  for  seemed  to  have  been  given  in 
these  plana.  The  thing  had  been  done 
on  &r  too  vast  a  scale,  aud  he  thought 
it  would  be  possible  to  cut  down  theS6 

Elans  and  make  the  costof  the  baildings 
ws.  Ho  would  undertake  to  say  that  on 
the  six  acres  proposed  to  be  required  on 
the  Embankment,  every  necessary  Court 
and  all  the  dependent  offices  could  be 
easily  accommodated,  and  for  a  moderate 
sum.  He  had  been  asked  for  a  model, 
and  was  strongly  of  opinion  that  no  great 
public  building  ought  to  be  erected  with- 
out a  model  upon  a  lai^  scale,  havii^ 
first  been  submitted  to  the  public.  But  a 
model  could  not  be  made  until  the  ele- 
vation had  been  decided  upon.  It  would 
be  his  duty  to  see  that  such  an  elevatioii 
as  he  thought  would  satisfy  the  public 
was  designed  by  Mr.  Street,  and  then  a 
model  should  be  prepared  and  placed 
in  some  public  place  in  order  tnat  it 
might  be  seen  and  criticized.  A  great 
deal  of  criticism  had  been  bestowed  upon 
the  Chancellor  of  the    Exchequer    for 


by  Inigo  Jones,  for  a  Boyal  Palace  at 
WTutenall.  Now,  his  right  hon.  Friend 
had  not  pledged  himself  to  that  idea, 
and,  aa  he  behoved,  had -no  wish  to 
insist  upon  it.  Evidently,  the  plan  of 
Inigo  Jones  had  been  prepared  for  en 
entirely  different  purpose.  It  was  a 
design  tor   a  palace,  and  would  not, 
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therefore,  be  suitable  for  Conrta  of  Law. 
Not  would  it  be  desirable  to  have  a 
long  Palladian  building  nmniag  con- 
tinuously with  Somerset  House,  £)r  the 
effect  of  that  would  be  monotonous.  His 
own  impression  was  that  we  ought  to 
adopt  a  style  that  was  thoroughly  Eng- 
lish in  its  character,  and  he  believed  that 
none  was  more  suitable  than  the  Gkitfaic, 
but  not  eocleaiastical  Qothic.  A  great 
mistake  had  been  made  in  adopting  ec- 
dsaiastical  Gothic  for  secular  purposee. 
The  Italians  had  auccesafuUy  adopted 
the  Gothic  st^le  for  public  buildings, 
as  in  Veuice,  where  the  great  ducal 
palace  asxA  the  lone  line  of  Palladian 
buildings  presented  a  V017  fine  effect; 
and  in  the  town  halls  of  Piaceuza  and 
other  cities  in  the  North  of  Italy.  It 
was  altogether  a  mistake  to  suppose  that 
Oothio  architecture  necessarily  required 
Buperfluons  ornamentation.  Such  orna- 
mentation was  not  seen  in  the  Italian 
secular  Gothic,  and  there  was  no  reason 
why  we  should  not  adopt  a  similar  mode 
of  treatment  in  our  Gothic  building  in- 
tended for  secular  purposes.  Besides,  it 
would  be  unfair  to  Mr.  Street,  who  was 
essentially  a  Gothic  architect,  to  impose 
upon  him  a  style  of  architecture  which 
he  had  not  made  the  subject  of  special 
study.  If  the  House  adopted  the  scheme 
which  he  had  just  sketched  out  we  should 
have,  he  felt  satisfied,  on  the  Thames  Em- 
bankment a  magnificent  building,  which, 
besides  being  calculated  to  serve  all  the 
purposes  for  which  it  was  intended  in 
point  of-  utility  and  convenience,  would 
be  an  ornament  to  the  metropolis  and 
the  country.  The  right  hon.  Gentleman 
concluded  by  moving  for  leave  to  bring 
in  the  Bill. 

Sm  EOTINDELL  PALMEE ;  Sir,  it 
is  much  too  late  an  hour  to  enter  into 
the  question  of  ecclesiastical  and  Pal- 
ladian Gothic,  but  it  is  impossible  for 
me,  after  the  speech  which  we  have  just 
heard  irom  the  right  hon.  Gentleman,  to 
remain  alt<wether  silent  on  the  present 
occasion.  I  do  not,  of  course,  propose 
to  ask  the  House  to  refuse  the  Govern- 
ment leave  to  introduce  this  Bill,  but  I, 
at  the  same  time,  beg  to  give  notice  that 
I  intend  to  take  the  sense  of  the  House 
upon  it  when  it  comes  on  for  the  second 
reading.  It  appears  to  me  that  no  worse 
scheme  was  ever  proposed,  or  one  more 
calculated  to  interfere  with  and  mar  a 
moat  useful  project  of  reform.  I  must 
now  complain,  as  I  complained  on  a  for- 
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mer  oocason,  that  much  which  has  been 
said  on  this  subject  is  calculated  to  raise 
a  false  issue.  Nothing  more  unjust  or 
uncandid  could  possibly  be  said  than  has 
been  said  to-nignt  and  vaa  said  then  as 
to  the  proceedings  and  recommeudatjons 
of  the  Boyal  CommisBion.  It  is  said 
that  the  House  had  only  to  choose  be- 
tween those  recommendations  and  the 
present  plan  of  the  Government.  This 
IB  the  plain  history  of  the  Commission — 
It  was  forced  on  tie  Government  which, 
in  1865,  introduced  a  measure  which  is  at 
this  moment  the  law  of  the  land,  and 
which  it  is  now  sought  to  undo.  The 
Commission  consisted  of  persons  repre- 
senting all  the  different  branches  of  tile 
law.  The  most  eminent  Judges  were 
among  its  members.  It  embraced  a 
Dumeroiw  selection  from  the  Bar,  &om 
among  solicitors,  and  from  all  the  officers 
of  the  Courts.  It  represented  the  real 
views  of  all  those  parties,  and  was  not— 
whoever  has  been  so  informed — simply  a 
body  giving  formal  expression  to  ^e 
views  of  some  other  persons.  The 
Conunissioners  met  from  time  to  time, 
generally  in  lai^e  numbers.  They  ap- 
pointed sub-Committees,  and  went  tho- 
roughly to  work  in  the  production  of 
their  scheme.  To  the  Commission  also 
from  time  to  time  belonged  representa- 
tivcB  of  the  Board  of  Treasury  under 
the  Governments  of  Lord  Palmerston, 
Lord  Pussell,  Lord  Derby,  and  Mr. 
XXisraeh.  My  right  hon.  Friend  now 
the  First  Lord  of  the  Admiralty  was  not 
merely  a  nominal,  hut  a  workuig  mem- 
ber of  it.  The  things  which  have  been 
said  by  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  below 
me,  that  right  hon.  Gentleman  (the  First 
Lord  of  the  Admiralty)  therefore  knows 
best  of  all  men  how  to  answer.  He  can 
give  the  best  account  of  the  wicked  and 
prodigal  expenditure,  and  the  idle  ex- 
tension of  site  which  the  Commission 
have  recommended.  Over  the  proceed- 
ings of  the  Commission  the  members  of 
the  Board  of  Treasury  exercised  a  j  ealous 
supervision.  Is  It  true,  then,  that  the 
Commissioners  went  beyond  their  pro- 
vince and  spent  a  single  farthing  of 
public  money  which  they  were  not  autho- 
rized to  spend  ?  It  is  not  the  fact.  They 
never  committed  the  Government  nor 
this  House  to  the  expenditure  of  a  single 
farthing,  or  to  the  purchase  of  a  single 
acre  of  land  without  the  concurrence  of 
the  Treasury,  or  beyond  that  which  by 
law  they  were  empowered  to  do.    The 
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subject  was  discussed  in  fhis  House 
the22Qdof February,  1867.  Ithenaaid 
tliat  the  ComioisBionera  were  of  opinion 
tliat  it  would  be  of  advantage  to  have 
additional  land,  because  tlie  work  would 
by  that  means  be  likely  to  be  made  more 
perfect.  The  CkimmiBsioners  did  not 
ahange  their  minds  as  to  the  practica- 
bility of  erecting  the  Courts  for  the  sum 
named,  but  they  believed  that,  if  the 
opportunity  of  purchafiing  additional 
land  before  the  erection  of  the  building 
were  lost,  the  land  would  acquire  in- 
creased value,  and  if  it  were  found  after- 
wards to  be  desirable  to  secure  it,  the 
public  would  have  to  pay  higher  for  it. 
The  execution  of  the  work,  however,  did 
not  at  all  necessarily  depend  upon  that 
land  being  taken,  and  no  part  of  it  could 
be  taken,  or  was  proposed  to  be  taken, 
without  a  new  Act  of  Parliament.  It 
was  for  the  Treasury  and  for  Parlia- 
ment to  decide  upon  that  point.  If  the 
Treasury  came  to  the  decision  that  they 
would  not  take  more  land,  at  an  in- 
creased cost,  it  was  always  possible  for 
them  to  have  the  Courts  well  erected 
on  the  site  which  had  been  purchased 
for  the  purpose;  in  fact,  to  do  more 
than  can  be  done  on  what  is  called  the 
Howard  Street  site.  Nothing,  there- 
fore, can  be  more  unreasonable  than 
to  assign  the  reasons  which  have  been 
assign^  for  throwing  over  the  origi- 
nal scheme  of  the  Commissioners,  as 
if  tho  increased  expenditure  complained 
of  were  necessary  in  order  to  cany 
out  that  scheme.  You  have  seven  and 
a-half  acres,  which  would  give  six  acres 
for  the  building,  and  with  uie  extra  acre 
and  a-half,  a  sufficiently  brosd  street, 
east  and  west,  leaving  no  inconsiderable 
portion  of  surplus  land  available  for  extra 
purposes.  AH  this  could  be  done  on  your 
present  site.  And  recollect  that  it  took 
four  years  to  clear  that  site,  that  a  large 
labouring  population  has  been  unhoused 
by  that  clearing,  and  that  it  involved  an 
expense  of  £880,000,  the  annual  interest 
of  which,  at  5  per  cent,  is  nearly  £45,000. 
The  work  would  be  proceeding,  but  all 
this,  it  seems,  is  to  be  turned  overboard 
to  please  my  right  hon.  Friend  below 
me.  It  is,  I  may  add,  totally  incorrect 
to  say  that  the  Carey  Street  site  need 
cost  £3,000,000.  That  was  an  estimate 
made  entirely  on  the  supposition  that  Ihe 
Government  would  choose  to  buy  the 
six  additional  acres  of  land,  and  it  is 
quito  clear  that  what  they  need  not  spend 
Sir  Soundtll  Falmsr 
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in  erecting  a  building  on  one  site  they 
need  not  spend  on  another.  It  has  been 
thrown  in  our  toeth  that  the  site  cost 
more  than  the  original  estimate ;  the  es- 
timate being  £750,000,  and  the  actual 
cost,  according  to  the  Government,  being 
£880,000.  But  who  waa  it,  let  me  ask, 
who  made  the  estimate  ?  "Why  (he  very 
same  person  who  has  made  the  estimate 
of  the  value  of  the  land  on  the  Howard 
Street  site — a  gentleman  on  whose  inte- 
grity and  ability  I  agree  the  utmost  re- 
Hauce  is  to  be  placed ;  but  it  is,  of  course, 
quite  obvious  that  there  may  be  a  mar- 
gin in  the  one  case  as  weU  as  in  the 
other.  I  am  now  about  to  refer  to  what 
I  am  sure  my  right  hon.  Friend  the 
Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  will  feel 
much  indebted  to  me  for  mentioning. 
It  is  a  matter  with  which  he  could  not 
possibly  have  been  acquainted  when  he 
on  a  former  occasion  addressed  the  House 
on  this  subject.  He  then  stated,  in  a 
manner  which  produced  an  evident  effect 
on  the  House,  that  an  account  had  been 
sent  in  &om  the  firm  of  Field  and  Boscoe 
— Mr.  Field  being  a  gentleman  who  I 
believe,  entirely  on  public  grounds,  takes 
a  great  interest  in  this  subject,  and 
whose  firm  have  been  employed  as  soli- 
citors in  connection  with  it — for  £27,832 
in  the  shape  of  a  bill  of  eoste.  Those 
who  put  these  figures  into  the  hands  of 
the  nght  hon.  Gentleman  forgot  to  in- 
form him  that  the  amount  comprised  an 
actual  paymentoutofpocketof  £23,881, 
and  that  the  costs  of  ^lese  gentlemen  as 
distinguished  &om  the  payments  made 
by  them  out  of  pocket  were,  for  conduct- 
ing the  whole  <n  thia  very  large  business 
for  over  a  period  of  three  years  and-o- 
half,  only  £3,951.  The  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man, moreover,  did  not  state  that  of  the 
sum  which  the  firm  were  out  of  pocket, 
£8,925  was  for  expenses  of  Ooremment 
surveyor  other  than  those  employed  by 
Mr.  Fownall,  and  that  large  sums  wera 
paid  for  abitrators,  juries,  counsels'  fees, 
and  disbursements  of  other  descriptions. 
I  do  not  think  my  right  hon.  Friend  will 
find  that  he  can  avoid  having  a  simOar 
bill  to  pay  over  again.  And  now  let  me 
say  a  few  words  on  the  new  scheme. 
My  right  hon.  Friend  the  Chancellor  of 
the  Exchequer  said  that  it  was  most  ab- 
surd first  to  clear  the  north  side  of  the 
Strand  and  then  the  south  side;  but 
that  is  exactly  what  they  are  going 
to  do.  With  regard  to  space,  you  are 
going  to  take  six  acres  only,  without 
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making  the  emallest  allowance  for  an; 
approaches  east  or  west ;  because  in  order 
to  ^t  six  acres  for  the  building,  as  we 
do  on  the  Carey  Street  site,  wi%  good 
approaches  on  each  side,  it  will  he  ne- 
cessary on  the  Embankment  site  to  cany 
it  on  to  the  Temple  on  one  side  and 
to  King's  CoUege  on  the  other.  [Mr. 
Latabd  :  No!  no!  no!]  I  say,  yes! 
yes!  yes!  [Mr,  Latard:  1  say  that 
Essex  Street  will  be  transformed  into  a 
street  60  feet  wide.]  You  will  have  to 
take  more  land  than  you  mention,  or 
else  to  take  some  fnaa  the  site.  Then 
you  advance  your  building  in  an  irre- 
gular line  to  the  very  edge  of  the  rail- 
way cutting,  bringing  it  forward  in  &ont 
of  the  Temple  Gardens  considerably,  al- 
though not,  according  to  my  right  hon. 
Friend  {the  Chief  Commissioner  of 
Works),  in  &ont  of  Somerset  House. 
The  levels  will  be  much  worse  than  those 
on  the  Carey  Street  site.  I  have  said 
BOmediing  about  the  approaches  on  the 
east  and  west  of  the  Embankment.  It  is 
suggested  that  the  public  at  large  may 
come  to  the  Embankment  by  the  railway ; 
but  certainly  the  lawyers  will  not  come 
that  way,  because  they,  most  of  them,  will 
have  to  come  &om  the  north.  My  right 
hon.  Friend  accordingly  admits  dtat  he 
must  make  approaches  from  the  north  ; 
but  in  the  Carey  Street  site  the  northern 
approaches  are  alone  necessary.  It  is 
veiT  well  fo  talk  about  approaches  east 
and  west  which  will  be  great  metropo- 
litan improvements,  but  if  they  ore  to 
be  made  simply  as  great  metropolitan 
improvements  they  are  not  necessaiy  for 
this  scheme.  If  you  take  the  Carey 
Street  site  it  would  be  desirable  to  make 
a  good  approach  from  the  Turnstile  in 
Holbom ;  but  that,  and  much  more  than 
that,  will  be  equally  necessaiy  under  the 
new  scheme,  because  you  must  also  have 
a  good  approach  to  the  new  Courts,  if 
they  are  placed  on  the  river  side,  through 
the  Carey  Street  site.  Then  the  portion 
of  the  Strand  in  front  of  the  new  site  is 
the  very  narrowest  portion  of  that  tho- 
roughfare— namely,  the  narrow  place 
where  Holjfwell  Street  comes  in  be- 
the  churches  of  8t.  Clement  Banes  and 
St.  Mary's  in  the  Strand.  We  now  un- 
derstand that  it  is  on  the  western  pBxt  of 
this  site,  forsooth,  the  part  furthest  from 
Lincoln's  Inn,  that  the  Courts  of  Justice 
ore  to  be  placed,  and  it  is  this  very  part 
which  must  be  approached  ittmi  the 
narrowest  part  of  the  Strand.    Now,  can 


that  has  been  done  everybody  who  looks 
at  the  plan  will  see  how  much  more  con- 
venient the  central  would  be  for  those 
engaged  in  the  business  of  the  law  than 
this  site,  so  much  further  to  the  souUi. 
We  were  told  on  a  former  night  that 
somebody  had  run  down  there  in  three 
minutes.  On  Saturday  last,  in  company 
with  three  other  Gentlemen,  one  of 
whom  is  now  present,  I  took  an  oppor- 
tunity of  making  the  experiment  myself. 
Two  of  us  had  our  watches  out,  and  in 
order  to  make  the  observation  in  the 
fairest  way  we  went  straight  across  the 
cleared  Carey  Street  site  in  a  way  much 
shorter  tiian  it  would  be  possible  to  go 
hereafter,  and  it  took  us  six  minutes, 
walking  feirly,  to  get  from  Lincoln'sinn 
gate  to  the  nearest  point  on  the  Embank- 
ment site.  Well,  then,  six  minutes  there 
and  six  minutes  back  ie  the  least  time 
which  would  be  occupied  in  fetching 
to  the  Courts  from  his  chambers  any 
gentleman  carrying  on  business  in  Lin- 
coln's Ton,  and  this  is  just  time  enough 
to  make  htm  run  such  serious  risk 
that  he  would  often  rather  dance  attend- 
ance all  day  in  the  new  Courts.  This 
would  be  a  real  inconvenience  to  the 
profession,  or,  in  other  words,  to  the 
persons  whose  business  the  lawyers 
transact.  Then  how  in  the  world  are 
the  barristers  on  the  north  of  the  Strand, 
and  Gray's  Inn  and  Lincoln's  Inn,  to 
come  backwards  and  forwards?  Are 
they,  with  or  without  their  wiga  and 
gowns,  in  all  sorts  of  weather,  to  bo 
constantly  going  to  the  Courts  which  are 
to  be  at  the  west  side  of  this  site,  close 
to  King's  College  ?  Can  any  one  con- 
ceive anythingmore  utterly  inconvenient 
than  that?  We  were  told  something 
about  the  blocking  of  the  Strand  which 
would  be  necessary  while  the  Carey 
Street  buildings  were  going  on;  but 
there  will  be  double  blocking  if  you  sell 
the  Carey  Street  site  -to  jobbers.  And 
now  let  us  consider  what  will  bo  tlie 
architectural  effect  of  the  new  site.  You 
are  goiiig  to  erect  this  beautiful  building, 
in  this  fine  Falladian  or  ecclesiastical 
style  of  architecture,  in  what  I  may  be 
allowed  to  term  a  "hole."  People  sail- 
ing up  the  river  and  crossing  the  bridges 
wul  have  much  delight  in  seeing  it,  and 
I  suppose  my  right  hon.  Friend  who 
represents  Southwark  (the  Chief  Com- 
missioner of  Public  Works)  will  be  fre- 
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quently  there  to  admire  it;  but  the 
general  public  will  not  have  the  pleasure 
of  seeing  the  building  the;  have  paid 
for.  It  will  be  no  decoration  to  Hie  me- 
tFopolis  at  all,  and  it  vill  not  be  seen 
fi^m  the  Strand,  whereas  the  Carey 
Street  site  ie  a  truly  magnificent  one. 
I  hare  never  myself  aigued  this  question 
on  architectural  grounds,  but  simp^  on 
the  ground  of  public  convenience.  Still, 
if  architecture  reasons  are  to  be  taken 
into  consideration,  I  say  that  in  Carey 
Street  you  may  have,  on  an  elevated 
site  visible  from  the  Strand,  a  splendid 
building  which  will  be  a  real  decoration 
for  the  metropolis.  But  this  thing  you 
are  going  to  put  down  into  a  hole.  It 
may  be  a  fine  specimen  of  architecture, 
but  it  will  not  be  visible  from  any  other 
place.  In  1866  I  was  put  forward  by 
the  Qovemment  to  speak  of  the  estimate 
which  had  been  then  carefully  framed, 
and  most  of  the  Government  of  that  day, 
I  may  remark,  ilow  sit  on  the  Treasury 
Bench.  Some  passages  horn  the  speech 
I  then  made  were  quoted  t^^nst  me  the 
other  night  by  the  present  Chancellor  of 
the  Exchequer,  who  was  also,  I  think, 
a  Member  of  that  Government.  [The 
Ckascellor  of  the  Ezchequeb  :  No.] 
I  beg  his  pardon ;  accidentally  and  un- 
fbrtunately,  he  was  not.  Well,  when  I 
was  put  forward,  I  said  in  the  innocence 
of  my  mind  that  I  was  quite  satisfied  that 
the  estimates  were  cajreiiilly  prepared, 
and  that  I  was  sure  the  House  might 
rely  on  them.  I  did  not  say,  however, 
that  they  might  rely  on  me  as  being  a 
perfectly  competent  person,  who  was 
quite  capable  of  checlong  the  estimates. 
At  the  same  time,  I  sincerely  believed  that 
those  who  gave  me  the  instructions  were 

Serfectly  competent  to  do  that,  and  that 
ley  had  the  same  mind  and  will  to  do  it  aa 
my  right  hon.  Friend  himself.  My  ex- 
perience, therefore,  does  not  convince 
me  that  the  present  estimate  of  the  cost 
of  the  Howard  Street  site,  and  the  build- 
ings on  it,  and  the  approaches  to  it,  will 
not  be  exceeded,  although  my  right  hon. 
Friend  seems  to  think  we  ought  all  to 
be  satisfied  with  his  assurance  that  he 
would  take  care  of  that.  I  should  like 
to  see  an  account  of  the  money  that 
has  been  laid  out  upon  the  Foreign 
Office,  the  India  Office,  and  Burlington 
Gardens.  The  taste  for  expenditure 
grows  as  the  work  goes  on;  and  we 
have  had  some  indication  of  it  to-night. 
My  right  hon.  Friend  seemed  to  be  uke 
Sir  £eand«a  Paima- 
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Trinoulo,  and  to  have  two  voices,  for 
in  one  part  of  his  speech  there  was 
a  word  for  the  friends  of  Sir  Charles 
Trevelyan,  and  in  another  there  was  a. 
word  for  the  friends  of  economy ;  and  &a 
friends  of  Sir  Charles  Trevelyan  were 
comforted  with  the  idea  that  sooner  or 
later  the  whole  of  their  plan  mi^ht  bfl 
adopted,  not  in  their  day,  not  m  my 
Friend's  day,  and  not  under  his  jealoos 
supervision,  not  till  ihe  public  taste 
came  to  see  it  would  not  do  to  keep  this 
fine  building  at  the  bottom  of  a  hcAe, 
but  that  it  would  be  highly  desirable  to 
have  it  where  it  could  be  seen.  Th« 
House  may  depend  upon  it — ^though  it  i> 
a  sin  for  the  Commission  to  have  en- 
larged its  ideos,  and  to  have  recom- 
mended greater  expenditure — althou^ 
not  one  farthing  of  pubEc  money  faoi 
been  spent  nor  one  acre  of  ground  pur- 
chased which  was  not  authorized — it  wiB 
be  just  as  possible,  without  any  breach 
of  faith  on  the  part  of  those  who  can 
influence  Government  if  ihey  do  not 
constitute  it,  when  jrou  have  once  aban- 
doned the  old  plan  and  started  a  new 
one,  to  find  out  now  preposterous  it  will 
be  to  do  this  and  that  how  great  an 
opportunity  of  decorating  IJondon  wiU 
be  lost,  how  inadequate  will  be  the 
Courts  and  the  offices,  how  much  more 
desirable  it  will  be  to  bring  some  things 
together  which  have  not  been  brougnt 
together,  and  so  there  will  be  at  least 
OS  great  a  probabiUty  of  increased  ex- 
penditure under  the  new  scheme  as  tfaers 
ever  was  under  the  old  one.  Nothing 
is  more  simple  than  for  the  Government 
to  say  under  the  new  scheme  there  shall 
be  none ;  and  so  it  may  be  with  the 
old  scheme.  I  never  Uked  these  very 
enlarged  views,  and,  as  far  as  my  in- 
fluence  as  a  Commissioner  went,  I  waa 
always  rather  for  telling  them  I  had 
a  little  fear  that  their  enemies  might 
take  advantage  of  them,  and  make  uat 
use  of  them  which  has  now  been  made. 
Ton  may  depend  upon  it,  what  occurred 
in  good  faith  and  with  a  view  to  the 
public  interests  in  that  case  is  just 
as  likely  to  occur  in  any  other,  and  is 
most  certain  in  this  in  which  you  are 
launching  a  scheme  that  has  not  one 
advantageous  feature,  that  has  less  con- 
venience,  less  architectural  beauty,  that 
blocks  up  the  Strand  more  than  it  was 
blocked  up  before,  that  wastes  time, 
that  wastes  money,  that  gives  you  no 
guarantee  whatever   for  getting  what 


yoa  want  in  the  tesy  you  vant  it  ajid  at 
the  time  von  want  it.  I  think  we  may 
judge  of  me  other  arguments  of  my  right 
non.  Friend  by  what  he  eaid  of  the  opi- 
nions of  the  solicitors  and  barriBters. 
With  regard  to  the  Judges,  I  know  for 
certain  mey  are  not  unanimous  in  &vout 
of  the  Embankment  site.  I  have  not 
presumed  to  canvass  them ;  and  all  that 
we  can  infer  &om  what  my  right  hou. 
Friend  hae  eaid  is  that  some  of  the 
Judges  of  th^  Court  of  Exchequer,  over 
wM3i  Chief  Baron  Kelly  presides,  are 
in  favour  of  the  Embankment  site.  It 
is  said  the  two  Societies  uf  the  Temple 
are  in  favour  of  it ;  that  is  to  say,  some 
bodies  in  the  Temple  are ;  but  I  know 
a  great  many  in  the  Temple  who  are 
against  it,  because  I  presented  a  Peti- 
tion, numerously  signed  by  Templars  and 
others,  against  it ;  and  if  the  societieB 
are  in  favour  of  it,  it  is  not  very  difficult 
to  understand  why,  seeing  that  the  adop- 
tion of  that  ^te  might  increase  the  value 
of  their  property.  I  believe  there  is  in 
substance  no  cQiCerence  of  opinion  in 
Lincoln's  Inn  on  the  subject,  although 
of  course  you  may  find  an  eccentric  man 
here  and  Uiere ;  the  universal  opinion  is 
that  the  Embankment  site  will  greatly 
prejudice  all  who  have  business  to  trans- 
act. The  members  do  not  petition,  be- 
cause they  do  not  make  a  corporate  busi- 
ness of  thati  which  is  not  for  the  pecuniary 
interests  of  the  Iim,  which  would  have 
been  better  promoted  by  keeping  things 
as  they  are.  With  regard  to  the  so- 
licitors I  should  like  to  know  on  what 
ground  my  right  hon.  Friend  speaks  of 
them  as  he  does.  The  two  oi^anized 
bodies  representing  the  metropolitan  and 
provincied  solicitors  are  against  it,  and 
they  tell  me  that  tho  whole  profession 
is  as  nearly  unanimous  against  it  as  it  is 
possible  for  an^  such  body  to  be.  Most 
assuredly  nothing  which  I  can  possibly 
do  shall  be  wanting  to  prevent  this  mea- 
sure from  being  carried. 

The  CHANCELLOR  of  the  EXCHE- 
QUEIt :  Sir,  as  my  hon.  and  learned 
Friend  (Sir  Eoundell  Palmer)  is  kind 
enough  to  allow  us  to  bring  in  the  Bill, 
I  will  not  enter  upon  the  various  topics 
which,  in  the  whirlwind  of  his  eloquepce 
he  has  commented  upon,  but  wUl  re- 
serve myself  until  the  second  reading. 
For  myself,  I  am  cool  and  calm ;  and  I 
hope  whatever  the  House  does  it  will 
do  that  which  is  beet  for  the  public  inte- 
reBt,  and,  at  any  rate,  will  not  go  ia  the 
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enormous  expenditure  which  I  found 
contemplated  when  I  came  into  Office. 
My  hon.  and  learned  Friend  has  dealt 
rather  hardly  with  us.  He  has  accused 
me  of  raising  false  issues,  and  of  being 
uncandid,  unjust,  and  unfair.  I  must, 
therefore,  re-state  to  the  House  what  I 
stated  before — that  the  fault  has  not 
been  so  much  in  the  original  estimate 
that  was  made,  as  it  has  been  that  after 
it  had  been  made,  and  after  the  certi- 
ficate was  granted  in  accordance  witii  it, 
and  an  Act  was  passed  on  the  faith  of  it, 
matters  were  not  allowed  to  remain  so, 
but,  in  accordance  with  a  wish  of  the 
Commission,  of  which  my  hon.  and 
learned  Friend  was  a  Member,  another 
Act  was  introduced  in  the  succeeding 
year,  1866,  which,  as  far  as  I  can  trace 
in  Matuard,  never  was  discussed  at  all. 
That  Act  undid  all  that  was  done  before, 
and  gave  the  Commissionera  unlimited 
f  ers  for  spending  money  for  a  puipose 
which  the  House,  after  much  deube* 
ration  Uie  year  before,  had  granted  only 
limited  powers.  By  the  onginal  Eeso- 
lution  the  expenditure  was  not  to  exceed 
£1,500,000.  That  is  the  real  state  of 
the  case.  It  is  true,  that  when  I  called 
attention  to  Messrs.  Field  and  Boaooe's 
bill,  I  did  it  without  stating  the  details; 
and  I  said — and  I  repeat  it — that  it  was 
a  grave  error  in  the  Commissioners, 
having  appointed  Mr.  Field  their  secre- 
tary, to  appoint  a  firm,  of  which  he  was 
a  member,  their  soUcitors.  I  am  not 
aware  of  any  recommendation  of  the 
Commissioners  t«  complete  anything  ex- 
cept the  building  plaimed  by  Mr.  Street, 
involving  an  outlay  of  £3,250,000  ;  and 
when  I  came  into  Office  I  foimd  that 
extraordinary  powers  had  been  obtained, 
and  the  Ccnninissianers  proceeded,  as 
thev  lawAdly  might,  to  act  upon  them. 
If  mere  was  any  other  recommendation, 
my  hon.  and  learned  Friend  will,  on  the 
second  reading,  have  an  opportunity  of 
pointing  it  out.  If  there  was  not,  then 
he  must  retract  ahttle  of  the  indignation 
he  has  expressed.  The  matter  does  not 
end  there  ;  my  hon.  and  learned  Friend 
says  he  never  ^proved  the  extravagant 
expenditure.  But,  on  the  Motion  of  the 
hon.  Member  for  Galway  (Mr.  Gregory) 
he  moved  an  Amendment  that  the  House 
should  proceed  at  once  with  the  Carey 
Street  site,  and  spend  all  that  might  be 
necessary  for  the  purpose.  He  may 
shelter  himself  behind  uie  expression — 
"  as  much  as  was  necessary '' ;  but  wa 
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building  on  the  Carey  Street  ate  stoald 
not  cost  more  than  £750,000,  for  the 
simpJe  Teason  that  the  foundations  on 
the  Embankment  would  cost  more  than 
those  on  the  Carey  Street  aite.  It  was, 
therefore,  clear,  that  the  Carey  Street 
site,  since  it  was  now  in  the  possession 
of  tiie  country,  would  be  the  cheapest. 
On  the  second  reading  he  would  cordially 
support  his  hon.  andleamed  Friend  (Sir 
Boundell  Palmer). 

Mb.  GOLDNET  said,  that  in  intro- 
ducing this  Bill,  the  Goremment  were 
departing,  not  only  &om  principle,  but 
from  fact.  The  origin^  object  in  view 
in  erecting  new  Courts  of  Justice  was 
the  bringing  together  of  all  the  Conrts 
in  the  neighbourhood  of  those  who  prac- 
tised in  ttiem.  He  hoped  before  the 
second  reading  that  the  proceedings  of 
the  Conunissioners  woula  be  printed, 
because  it  would  then  be  seen  that  every 
one  of  their  acta  was  submitted  to  the 
Treasury  before  it  was  carried  out.  On 
what  ground  was  the  Carey  Street  site 
taken,  except  that  it  was  deemed  abso- 
lutely necessary  for  the  public  advuitage 
to  obtain  it  ?  K  the  Govenunent  sanc- 
tioned a  departure  &om  a  plan  so  sanc- 
tioned, what  confidence  could  be  placed 
in  any  arrangement  made  by  them  ?  He 
hoped  the  plan  before  the  House  would 
be  rejected  by  a  large  majority, 

Mb.  TITE  said,  he  intended  to  reserve 
his  opinion  on  the  new  proposal  until  he 
had  seen  the  plans,  but  he  would  re- 
mark that  theCommissionerehad  brought 
all  these  counter  proposals  upon  them- 
selres.  But  now  that  it  had  been  re- 
solved to  reduce  the  buildings  to  mode- 
rate dimensions,  and  the  expenditure, 
consequently,  to  a  moderate  sum,  it  did 
not  appear  to  him  to  be  necessary  to  spend 
more  on  the  Carey  Street  site  than  on 
the  Embankment.  To  this  extent,  at 
least,  the  public  had  gained  by  the  die* 
cussion  which  had  been  raised. 

8iB  GEORGE  JENKINSON  said, 
he  wished  to  know  when  correct  plana 
would  be  furnished  to  Members  ? 

Mb.  LAYAED  said,  that  they  were 
being  pressed  forward,  and  would  be  in 
the  hands  of  Members  before  the  second 
reading.  The  plan  the  hon.  Baronet 
held  in  his  hand  nad  been  issued  by  the 
Council  of  the  Incorporated  Law  Society, 
with  a  view  to  discredit  his  scheme,  and 
was  in  no  single  instance  to  be  relied  on. 


most  take  this  with  reference  to  the  then 
state  of  things.  It  is  too  much  to  turn 
round  upon  me  and  say  I  was  unfair, 
and  that  I  raised  false  issues,  because  I 
took  the  things  as  they  were  given  me. 
Dealing  with  it  as  I  found  it,  I  say  it  is 
a  lan;e  and  extravagant  expenditure, 
and  Ishould  not  be  doing  my  duty  if  I 
assented  to  it.  I  do  not  pretend  to  any 
judgment  or  taste  in  these  matters,  and, 
therefore,  I  can  aigue  them  with  good 
temper.  All  I  want  is  to  save  the  public 
&om  an  unjustifiable  expenditure,  and 
if  the  House  will  only  accomplish  that 
I  shall  be  satisfied.  If  the  House  thinks 
the  Carey  Street  ute  better  than  the 
Embankment,  by  all  means  let  the  Courts 
be  erected  on  the  Carey  Street  site, 
though  I  prefer  the  other  site.  If  the 
House  will  allowme  to  save  the  £2,500,000 
I  shall  be  satisfied  j  and  I  hope  the 
House  will  do  me  the  justice  to  say  that 
I  am  actuated  simply  by  a  desire  to  do 
my  duty.  

LoBD  JOHN  MANNERS  said,  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  was  unjust  to  tiie 
Commissoners  in  saying  that  tney  passed 
the  Bill  in  1866.  It  was  the  Govern- 
ment, and  the  right  hon.  Gentlemen  op- 
posite were  the  Government. 

The  CHANCELLOK  of  the  EXCHE- 
QUEBsaid,  he  begged  the  noble  Lord's 
pardon  ;  the  noble  Lord  himself  formed 
part  of  die  Gk>vemment  in  August,  1866. 

LOED  JOHN  MANNERS  said,  that 
was  when  the  BiU  passed  the  House  of 
Lords.  They  all  knew  that  Eorl  Russell 
was  First  Minister  of  the  Crown,  with 
the  present  First  Minister  for  his  Chan- 
cellor of  the  Exchequer,  when  the  Bill 
was  framed  and  introduced,  and  when 
the  sobcitors  to  the  Conunissioners  were 
appointed  with  the  consent  of  the  Go- 
vernment. With  regard  to  the  main 
issue,  he  had  two  remarks  to  make.  If 
the  new  scheme  was  carried  out,  the  Go- 
vernment would  become  land  jobbers 
on  the  most  gigantic  scale ;  the  Carey 
Street  site  was  to  be  sold  in  dribblets, 
and,  until  it  was  got  rid  of,  it  woiild  re- 
main a  disgrace  to  Parliament  and  every 
one  connected  with  it.  In  the  second 
place,  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  had 
pledged  himself — as  no  Chancellor  of 
the  Exchequer  had  ever  pledged  himself 
before,  or  ever  would  again — that  the 
building  on  the  Embankment  should  not 
cost  more  than  £1,000,000.  K  so,  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  could  with  much 
more  certain^  pledge  himseK  that  the 
n*  Chancellor  o/  the  Exekeqwr 
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the  Courts  of  Justice,  and  of  ti 


at  Offlcu  be- 
Dnd  the  Aots 
relatiug  to  ths  conoeDtrstion  of  the  Coiirti  of 
Justice,  erdtred  to  be  brouahC  in  b^  Mr.  Litud. 
Mr.  CKiaciLi.OB  of  tbe  KsoaiqinB,  sod   Mr. 

AlHIOH. 

Bill  ;r«jm(«({,BDd  read  the  flnt  time.  [Bill  113-3 

FIEK  ABB  HAABOtnt  OfiDEBS  CONTIKUATION 
BILL. 

Coruidered  in  CommitCe*. 

(In  the  CommiCtee.) 

JUiotved,  That  the  Cbiirman  be  directed  to 
mOTB  tbe  House,  that  leave  be  giren  to  bring  la  a 
Bill  for  coDflrmiug  oerCaia  ProvislDnal  Order* 
made  bj  the  Board  of  Trade,  under  "  Tbe  General 
Pier  and  Uarbour  Act.  18B1,"  relaling  to  CUfton- 
Tille,  Gillingham,  llfracombe,  R«salsre,  and  Saint 
Just. 

Resolution  reporUd :  —  Bill  ordertd  to  b« 
brought  in  b^  Mr.  Lmrmk  and  Mr.  JoHHBuaHT. 

BiU}7rM»i/«<f,andread  the  first  time.  [Billlll.] 


HOUSE    OF    LORDS, 
T^day,  Uthitay,  1869. 

MINDTES.]  —  Sat  Firil  in  Parliament— The 
Lord  WjofoTd,  afur  tbe  death  of  his  Father. 

Pdbuo  Biujt—Firil  femfinj— SUnnaries  •  [98). 

Second  Rtading — AggraTaled  AssanlCl  Amend* 
ment  (66),  ntgatived. 

Third  Rtadina—Se*.  Birds  Preserralion*  (92). 

Wilkdraum — Lodgers^Propertr  Protection  (6fi). 


Petition  of  the  Bight  Eonoarable  Walter  Con- 
ingsb;  Earl  of  Kellio,  claiming  also  to  be  Earl  of 
Mnr ;  and  also  the  Petition  of  the  Right  Honour- 
ablo  John  Francis  Erskine  Goodeve  Erskine  Earl 
of  Mar,  Baron  Garioch,  progented  on  the  7th 
instant:  Committee  for  Priiilegae  on,  met;  the 
AtCornef  General  and  tbs  Lord  Adiooate  being 
Ivesent  (aocording  to  Order) ;  counsel  heard  ;  and 
Cemmittee  resolied,  That  the  petitioner  the  Earl 
of  Kellie  haTing  bj  his  counsel  prajcd  leave  to 
withdrair  his  petition,  the  Committee  do  not  think 
it  expedient  to  inTestigatethe  doahlo  return  under 
tbe  certifloate  of  the  Lord  Clerk  Register  with  ■ 
Tlew  to  its  amendment ;  and  report  thereof  lo  Im 
made  to  the  House. 

The  Dttke  of  BrCCLEUCH  desired 
to  call  attention  to  the  fact  that  there 
vas  a  double  return  in  the  nmnber  of 
Scotch  Peers  returned  to  Parliament  at 
the  last  electiDn.    Nov,  though  it  might 
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be  true  that  two  Peers  had  each  an 
equal  number  of  votes  it  did  not  foUoir 
that  there  was  a  double  return.  But,  aa 
the  Committee  of  Privileges  had  decided 
that  they  could  not  enter  this  question 
of  a  double  return,  he  wished  to  call  the 
attention  of  Her  Majesty's  Government 
to  the  queetion,  to  consider  whether  it 
vroB  possible  to  advise  Her  Majesty  to 
issue  a  proclamation  under  tbe  Great 
Seal  for  filling  up  the  vacancy  which 
practicallv  now  existed. 

The  LOED  CHANCELLOR  said,  aU 
he  could  state  on  tbe  present  occasion 
was  that  Her  Majesty's  Oovemment 
would  take  the  matter  into  cousidera' 
tion.  Under  the  statute  tbere  seemed 
to  be  some  doubt  whether  they  could 
issue  such  a  Froolamatioii ;  and,  of 
course,  that  doubt  must  be  cleared  up 
before  they  could  decide. 

Report  read,  and  agreed  to ;  and  to  be 
printed.    (No.  99.) 


LODGERS'  PROPERTY  PROTEOTIOH 

BILL-(No.  65.)— SECOND  READING. 

{Tht  Marquett  TowMhend.) 

Order  of  the  Day  for  the  Second 
Reading,  read. 

The  Maequebs  T0WN8HEND,  ia 
moving  that  the  Bill  be  now  read  the 
second  time,  said,  its  object  waa  to  pro- 
tect lodgers  from  the  seizure  of  their 
property  in  case  of  de£ault  in  payment 
of  rent  by  the  tenant.  The  equitable 
rights  of  the  landlord  would  be  placed 
in  no  jeopardy  by  the  operation  of  the 
Bill.  If  the  landlord  was  caielesa 
enough  to  let  his  property  to  bad 
tenants,  he  had  no  claim  to  considera- 
tion, and  was  not  entitled  to  shift  the 
burden  on  to  the  shoulders  of  the  inno- 
cent lodger.  The  proper  security  for  a 
landlord  was  the  solvency  and  respect- 
ability of  his  tenant ;  and  if  he  did  not 
exercise  suMcient  caution  on  this  head, 
he  ou^ht  not  to  make  the  lodger  suffer 
for  circumstances  entirely  beyond  his 
control.  It  was  true  that  the  lodger  and 
the  superior  landlord  could  enter  into  an 
agreement;  but  the  latter  had  no  in- 
ducement to  take  this  course;  and  the 
lodger  was  not  always  able  to  ascertain 
who  the  superior  landlord  was.  A 
tenant  was  now  able  to  send  part  of  his 
goods  to  a  place  of  securi^,  knowing 
that  the  landlord  would  come  upon  the 
lodger's  effects  to  make  up  the  defi- 
ciency, and  the  applications  which  were 
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oonstantiy  made  at  tlie  police  courts  on 
this  subject  prored  how  harshly  the  law 
operated.  Frovisioii  was  made  in  the 
£11  to  prerent  possible  collusion  be- 
tween the  tenant  and  his  lod^r  to 
de&aud  the  landlord  of  his  rights  in 
respect  to  the  tenant's  fiimiture,  by  re- 
quiring the  lodger  to  satisfy  a  justice  of 
^e  peace  for  an  order  to  protect  his 
property  against  distraint  by  the  supe- 
rior landlord  ;  and  the  justice,  on  being 
satisfied  that  the  goods  were  the  goods 
of  the  lodger,  was  to  give  a  protection 
order,  which  was  to  be  registered  with 
the  registrar  of  the  County  Court. 

Moved,  "That  the  Bill  be  now  read 
2'." — {The  Marqtmi  Tinentkend.) 

The  LOED  CHANCELLOR  said,  he 
had  no  doubt  of  the  noble  Uarqueaa' 
benevolent  intentions  towards  persons 
who  suffered  great  inconvenience  &om  a 
seizure  of  their  furniture  for  rent  due  to 
the  superior  landlord.  A  right,  how- 
ever, which  had  been  vested  in  the  land- 
lord &om  the  remotest  times  as  a  security 
for  his  rent  ought  not  to  be  lightly  inter- 
fered witti.  But  the  BUI  afforded  no 
security  against  the  grossest  frauds  being 
practised  on  the  landlord.  It  proposed 
that  the  lodger  might  obtain  a  certificate 
from  a  m^strate  that  the  proper^  be- 
longed to  him,  and  that  on  this  certifi- 
cate being  registered  the  property  should 
be  protected  from  the  supenor  landlord. 
A  compact  would  obviously  be  made  in 
many  cases  between  the  lodger  and  his 
immediate  landlord,  who  of  course  did 
not  wish  his  goods  to  be  seized,  by  which 
the  furniture  of  the  latter  would  be  re- 
presented as  the  property  of  the  lodger ; 
and  thus  the  security  hdd  by  the  supe- 
rior landlord  would  be  altogether  de- 
feated. It  might  or  might  not  bo  that 
the  Law  of  Distress  sometimes  pressed 
heavily  on  lodgers ;  but  the  remedy  for 
this  would  be  a  reinodelling  or  abolition 
of  the  power  of  distress,  and  the  House 
could  not  be  reasonably  asked  to  assent 
to  this  BUI. 

An  Amendment  moved  to  leave  out 
("now"J  and  insert  ("this  day  three 
months"). 

After  a  few  vords  from  the  Marquess 

TOWMSHEND, 

Amendment,  together  with  the  ori- 
(nnal  Motion,  and  the  Bill  (by  Leave  oi 
the  House)  withdraien. 

The  Marjueti  Tmmhitd 


AGGaA.VATED  ASSAULTS  AMGITDUENT 
BILL— (No.  «e.)— SECOND  READING. 

( The  Manpien  Towiahend.) 
Order  of   the  Day   for   the  Second 
Beading,  read. 

The  MABdOEsa  TOWNSHEND  moved 
that  this  Bill  be  now  read  the  second 
time,  describing  ita  object  to  be  to  give 
power  to  two  justices  of  the  peace  in 
petty  sessions,  or  a  police  magistrate, 
to  punish  in  a  summary  way  persons 
convicted  of  assaults  on  females  and 
children  under  fourteen  years,  occasion- 
ing actual  bodily  harm ;  and,  under  cer- 
tain circumstances,  to  add  to  imprison- 
ment the  punishment  of  dogging.  On 
one  occasion  he  obtained  t£e  second 
reading  of  a  similar  measure  in  the 
House  of  Commons,  though  it  failed  to 
pass  the  farther  stages,  and  the  Betums 
of  the  convictions  which  occurred  under 
the  present  Act  showed  the  necessity 
of  a  more  stringent  punishment.  The 
punishment  of  Uie  lash  had  been  suc- 
cessfully applied  to  garott«r«,  and  theee 
brutal  offenders  were  even  more  deserv- 
ing of  it. 

Moved,  "That  the  BiU  be  nov  read 
2"." — {lU  Mar^MU  Tounuhmd.) 

The  Eakl  of  MOELET  said,  that 
while  sympathizing  with  the  noble  Mar- 
quess's object,  he  md  not  believe  the  Bill 
would  promote  that  object.  The  Pre- 
amble recited  that  the  present  law  had 
been  found  inefficient  for  the  protection 
of  women  and  children ;  but  ne  learnt 
from  Sir  Thomas  Henry — than  whom 
there  could  be  no  higher  authority — that 
"  ras  working  satisfactorily,  the  number 
offences  against  which  it  provided 
having  materially  diminished.  In  St. 
Giles's,  and  other  poor  districts  of  the 
metrt^olis,  it  was  a  common  thing  for  m 
wife  who  was  being  beaten  by  her  hus- 
band to  bid  him  take  care  what  he 
was  doing,  or  he  would  get  a  "  sixer," 
meaning  six  months'  imprisonment ;  and 
this  warning  had  a  considerable  effect. 
The  Bill  would  require  the  testimony  of 
two  competent  witnesses  in  case  the  ag- 
grieved person  was  not  examined,  and 
this  alone  would  render  the  measure  in- 
operative, for  in  districts  inhabited  to  a 
great  extent  by  notorious  criminals, 
where  these  offences  were  chiefly  com- 
mitted, it  was  difficult  to  get  competent 
witnesses.  He  saw  no  reason  why 
Fitzroy's  Act  of  18JS3  should  be  altered 
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in  this  respect,  nor  why  the  evideiice  of 
a  eingle  constable  should  not  suffice. 
He  oDJected  also  to  authority  beings 
given  to  a  magistrate,  on  summaiy  con- 
viction, to  sentence  offenders  to  flogging ; 
for  such  sentences  required  ^eat  care 
and  discretion,  and  the  natursl  indigna- 
tion of  a  magistrate  might  induce  him 
to  impose  sucn  a  punishment — rhich  at 
present  he  could  only  do  in  the  case  of 
juvenile  offenders — without  eufficient 
consideration.  Such  a  punishment, 
moreover,  would  excite  vindictive  feel- 
ings on  the  part  of  a  husband  towards 
his  wife ;  for  whereas,  in  case  of  im- 
prisonment, he  mi^ht  often  be  released 
on  her  petition — in  which  case  there 
was  ground  for  hoping  that  better  feel- 
ings would  influence  bitn — she  could 
never  unflog  him.  On  obtaining  his 
liberty  he  would  be  likely,  therefore,  to 
abandon  her  alt<^ther-  Moreover,  the 
reluctance  to  prosecute  which  at  present 
existed  would  be  much  increased.  The 
Bill,  a^ain,  would  allow  an  appeal. 
Now  this  would  be  seldom  resorted  to, 
and  no  sufficient  reason  had  been  shown 
for  altering  the  Act  of  1853.  He  moved 
that  the  Bill  be  read  a  second  time  this 
day  three  months. 

An  Amendment  moved  to  leave 
("now")  and   insert  ("this  day  six 
months.") — (2^  £arl  of  MorUy.) 

The  llAEdDEss  T0WN8EEND,  in 
reply,  admitted  that  the  Act  of  1853  was 
a  great  improvement,  but  contended  that 
fbr  extreme  cases  the  maximum  punish- 
ment of  six  months'  hard  labour  was  in- 
sufficient. The  number  of  these  offences, 
in  comparison  with  other  countries,  was 
a  disgrace  to  England.  The  power  of 
appe^  would  be  a  protection  against 
hasty  sentences ;  and  as  to  the  desertion 
of  the  wives,  they  would  be  better  off  if 
thoy  did  not  see  their  husbands  again. 
The  requirement  of  two  witnesses  was 
an  inadvertence  which  he  should  be 
willing  to  remedy,  as  he  did  not  wish  to 
deviate  irom  the  [vesent  Act  on  this 
point.  He  could  not  consent  to  with- 
draw the  Bill. 

Eakl  DE  grey  AMD  EIPON  hoped 
the  noble  Marquess  would  not  press  for 
a  division,  since  the  House  could  not 
pass  the  second  reading  in  the  face  of 
Sir  Thomas  Henry's  testimony  to  the 
afficienn^  of  the  present  law. 
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On  Question,  Th^t  ("now")  stand 
part  of  the  Motion?  Jteii^td  in  tfaa 
negaiivt ;  and  Bill  to  be  read  2*  on  thii 
dtK/  tix  month*. 

NORTH  BRITISH  RAILWAY— StTODEN  OR 
ACCIDENTAL  DEATHS  (SCOTLAND). 

UOTIOir  FOB  A  FAFEB. 

Loan  KINWAIED  wished  to  bring 
ander  the  notice  of  the  Qoremment  the 
state  of  the  law  in  Scotland  with  respect 
to  inquiry  into  cases  of  sudden  or  acci- 
dental death.  In  !Ekkgland  coroners'  in- 
quests were  held  under  such  circum- 
stances, but  he  was  not  prepared  to  say 
that  that  mode  of  inquiiy  was  altogether 
satisfactory;  indeed,  in  many  districts 
in  England  it  was  very  uusatisfactoi7 ; 
and  it  was  within  his  own  knowlege,  as 
a  member  of  the  Mines  Commission,  that 
in  many  of  the  mining  districts  the  jury 
consisted  of  mining  agents,  or,  as  they 
were  termed,  "mine  captains,"  whose 
policy  was  to  bring  in  no  verdict  con- 
trary to  the  interests  of  the  mine-owners, 
and  during  the  time  that  he  sat  on  the 
Commission,  though  the  accidents  were 
fearfully  numerous,  the  verdict  was  nni- 
formly  "accidental  death."  Nor  wae 
this  surprising,  when  not  only  the  jury 
but  frequently  the  coroner  also  was,  in- 
terested in  mines.  The  accidents  from 
the  bursting  of  boilers  were  veiy  fre- 
quent, there  being  in  man;  cases  no 
steam  guage,  and  the  boilers  being 
worked  till  they  became  so  thin  that  he 
had  seen  them  almost  palpitating  under 
the  pressure  of  the  steam.  In  one  case  in 
which  two  deaths  occurred,  the  boiler  was 
third-hand,  having  been  worked  in  two 
mines,  and  having  then  been  purchased 
by  another  set  of  mine-owners,  though 
well  known  to  be  dangerous.  Notwitn- 
standing  the  strong  evidence  of  the  im- 
perfect state  of  the  boiler,  and  of  the 
men  having  expected  an  accident,  a  ver- 
dict of  "  accidental  death"  was  returned. 
Wbile  doubting,  for  these  reasons,  whe- 
ther the  principle  of  coroners'  inqnesta 
should  be  applied  to  Scotland,  he  thought 
it  important  that  there  should  be  some 
public  inquiry.  At  present  no  inquiry 
was  made  into  cases  of  sudden  death, 
or  death  from  accident,  unless  it  waa 
brought  under  the  notice  of  the  public 
irosecutor,  or  Procurator  Fiscal,  whose 
luty  it  then  was  to  make  inquiry.  It 
thus  depended  on  the  vigilance  of  the 
police,  or  on  the  chance  of  hie  hearing 
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of  the  accident,  whether  an  inquiry  was 
instituted,  and  numerous  deaths  occurred 
of  which  no  notice  was  taken.  An  acci- 
dent which  occurred  on  the  6th  of  No- 
vember laat,  on  the  North  British  Bail- 
way,  had  appeared  tJ3  him  to  present  an 
opportunity  of  drawing  attention  to  the 
subject — more  especiidly  as  an  inquiry 
was  now  going  on  wii  regard  to  the 
Scotch  system  of  judicature.  In  this 
case  there  had  been  an  investigation  by 
the  Railway  Department  of  the  Board  of 
Trade,  and  doubtleas  also  by  the  Procu- 
rator Fiscal.  St.  Boswell's  wasa  station 
where  seventeen  trains  ran  daily  each 
way  ;  and  Mr,  lisle,  a  tradesman,  who 
was  on  a  journey  for  the  purpose  of  visit- 
ing his  daughter,  from  want  of  proper  ac- 
commodation, had  to  cross  the  line  in 
order  to  change  carriages.  While  so 
doing  a  train  threw  him  down  and  so 
seriously  injured  him  that,  while  being 
carried  away,  he  expired.  The  station- 
master,  six  of  the  company's  servants,  and 
several  passengers  were  on  the  platform 
at  tho  tame,  but  it  could  not  be  ascer- 
tained that  any  of  them  saw  hirf  crossing 
the  line — and,  indeed,  it  never  happened 
that  railway  officials,  when  inquiry  was 
made,  had  seen  anything.  The  report 
added  that  the  accommodation  at  the 
station  was  inadequate  to  the  traffic 
carried  on  upon  the  railway.  What  had 
been  the  result  1  The  railway  company 
had  done  nothing,  although  the  state  of 
things  at  this  station  was  notoriously 
bad;  and  the  Board  of  Trade  had  no 
power  to  enforce  any  order,  or  to  compel 
the  company  to  improve  the  station. 
The  noble  Lord  concluded  by  moving 
for  a  Beport  of  proceedings  taken  by 
the  legal  authorities  of  the  district 
of  St,  Boswell's,  N.B.,  with  reference  to 
the  death  of  Mr.  Lisle,  who  was  killed 
on  the  North  British  Bailway  on  the 
nirfit  of  the  6th  of  November,  1868. 

The  Easl  of  MOBXET  said,  there 
would  be  no  objection  to  furnish  the 
Beport  for  which  the  noble  Lord  just 
moved.  The  accident  occurred  on  the 
6th  of  November,  and  next  day  informa- 
tion in  the  usual  form  was  sent  to  the 
Board  of  Trade,  and  ten  days  afterwards 
the  Crown  Counsel  at  Edinburgh  in- 
structed the  Procurator  Fiscal  that  it  was 
not  a  case  in  which  criminal  proceedings 
should  be  instituted,  but  directing  him 
to  communicate  to  the  company  that  there 
was  a  want  of  proper  accommodattou  at 
thestation.  On  the  26th  of  December  the 
Lard  Sinnaird 


Board  of  Trade  ap^ed  for  the  evidence 
taken  before  the  Procurator  Fiscal ;  so 
that  no  delay  had  occurred  in  the  mat- 
ter. The  inquiry  was  found  to  have 
been  conducted  in  tho  most  excellent 
manner,  and  the  decision  was  clearly  a 
correct  one.  Under  these  circumstances, 
tho  case  rather  tended  in  favour  of  the 
Scotch  system,  which  might,  he  thought, 
compare  favourably  wiOi  the  inquiries 
conducted  in  England  under  similar  cir- 
cumstances. There  was  no  power  to 
compel  the  railway  company  to  provide 
proper  accommodation ;  but,  if  they 
neglected  to  do  so  after  the  warning 
given  by  tho  Procurator  Fiscal,  it  might 
be  of  serious  consequence  to  the  com- 
pany if  any  future  accident  occurred. 
He  had  been  told  on  the  best  authority 
that  there  was  scarcely  an  authenticated 
instance  of  any  sudden  death  in  Scotland 
occurring  that  was  not  inquired  into,  or 
of  any  abuse  arising  through  the  inquiiy 
being  conducted  in  secret.  If  they  re- 
ferred to  the  returns  of  the  proportion 
of  persons  convicted  to  the  whole  num- 
ber tried,  -it  would  be  foimd  that  in 
Scotland,  in  the  year  1867,  the  propor- 
tion was  89  per  cent,  while  in  EngUnd 
it  was  only  74  per  cent.  The  onus  of 
showing  that  the  Scotch  system  did  not 
work  well  was  thus  rather  upon  those 
who  wished  to  alter  it  than  upon  those 
whose  duty  it  was  to  defend  it. 

The  Eahi:  of  DA1H0U8IE  held  that 
something  was  to  be  said  in  favour  of 
the  Scotch  system,  though  probably  it 
admitted  of  improvement.  It  was  the 
duty  of  tho  Procurator  Fiscal  to  take 
cognizance  of  all  deaths  &om  accident 
and  sudden  deaths,  if  they  came  to  his 
knowledge ;  but  it  was  well  known  that 
many  cases  of  sudden  death  and  death 
irom  accident  occurred  which  ought  to 
be  inquired  into,  but  which  never  came 
to  the  knowledge  of  the  Procurator 
Fiscal.  That  system  was  upon  the  whole 
a  veiy  good  one,  but  it  might  be  very 
much  improved  if  a  law  were  passed  to 
make  it  compulsory  on  parties,  upon  the 
occurrence  of  any  fatal  accident,  to  re- 
port to  the  Procurator  Fiscal,  so  that  he 
might  inquire  into  the  cause.  If  that 
were  done  no  accident  could  occur  with- 
out due  inquiry,  and  at  the  same  time 
the  inquiry  would  be  made  without  in- 
jury to  the  feelings  of  the  parties  con- 
cerned. He  hoped  that  theXord  Advo- 
cate would  call  the  attention  of  the  Law 
Conunission   to  the  subject.    If  there 


Hbrth  Britiih 


{Mat  11,  1869] 


were  some  compulsory  means  of  bring- 
ing these  matters  to  the  knowledge  of 
the  Procurator  Fiscal  that  was  all  that 
was  required  to  amend  the  law  of  Soot- 
land  on  this  subject. 

The  Ddke  of  M0NTE08E  said,  he 
did  not  thiak  it  would  answer  to  make 
it  penal  to  give  notice  to  the  Frocurator 
Fiscal. 

Thb  Easl  of  DALHOTJSIE:  I  did 
not  say  penal,  but  compulsory. 

The  IWe  of  MONtElOSE :  He  did 
not  see  that  there  was  much  difference 
between  the  two.  In  England  the 
ooroner  got  feee  for  holding  the  in- 
quest, while  the  Procurator  Fiscal  had 
not  the  same  inducement.  The  result 
was,  that  in  England  inquiries  were 
instituted  which,  if  due  r^;ard  had 
been  had  to  the  feelings  of  the  but- 
Tivors,  might  very  well  be  spared.  The 
law  in  Scotland  depended  very  much 
upon  the  Procurator  Fiscal.  In  cases 
wnere  he  was  a  very  active  man  few  or 
no  cases  escaped  inquiry  ;  but  where  he 
was  old  or  negligent,  he  was  tempted  to 
abstain  from  making  inquiries  &om 
which  he  derived  no  pecnniary  benefit. 

Tee  £abl  of  MINTO  said,  he  was 
ojad  Ms  noble  Friend  (Lord  Kinnaird) 
had  brought  this  matter  under  their 
Lordships'  notice.  The  first  steps  of 
criminal  proceedings  in  Scotland  were 
taken  entirely  iu  secret,  and  his  firm 
conviction  was,  if  the  matter  were  tho- 
roughly investigated,  great  advantage 
woiud  be  found  in  the  system  of  publicity. 
There  would  be  much  less  chance  of  abuse 
if  these  proceedings  took  place  before  the 
eyes  of  the  public.  Some  evidence  was 
taken  on  this  subject  incidentally  last 
year  by  a  Conunittee  of  which  he  waa  a 
Member ;  but,  as  it  was  felt  they  wt 
getting  rather  beyond  the  fair  scope 
their  inquiry,  it  was  not  thought  proper 
to  pursue  the  investigation.  The  chief 
constable  of  the  county  of  Ayr,  among 
others,  was  examined,  and  stated  that 
he  considered  great  public  benefit  was 
missed  by  not  having  inquiries  into  cases 
of  sudden  death.  These  cases  were  not 
ovwlooked — they  were  carefully  inquired 
into — but  the  public  knew  nothing  of 
the  facts.  It  was  quite  possible  to  have 
a  good  system  of  public  prosecution — 
which  waa  most  valuable  in  Scotland — 
and  at  the  same  time  to  give  publicity 
to  the  earlier  proceedings.  Mi.  Jamie- 
son,  a  practitioner  in  the  Sheriff's  Court, 
Elgin,  thought  the  system  of  private 
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precognitions  should  be  altered,  and  that 
all  inquiries  diould  be  made  before  the 
magistrates  sitting  in  open  court.  The 
sheriff  of  Aberdeen,  wno,  in  some  re- 
spects, was  in  favour  of  the  present  sys- 
tem of  private  precognition,  'bought  that 
in  cases  of  sudden  death  publicity  was 
most  desirable.  They  might  have  all 
the  benefit  of  coroners'  inquests  without 
their  abuses.  The  principle  of  having 
public  prosecutors  in  Scotland  waa  most 
admirable ;  but  the  office  of  Procurator 
Fiscal  was  one  not  only  of  importance, 
but  great  delicacy ;  it  was,  therefore,  to 
be  regretted  that,  with  the  exception  of 
Edinburgh,  Glasgow,  Dundee,  and  four 
other  places  in  Scotland,  these  officers 
were  allowed  to  accept  private  agencies 
and  acted  as  legal  aiMsers  in  their  capa- 
city as  lawyers-  He  had  been  told  of  a 
case  in  which  an  assault  had  been  com- 
mitted with  a  deadly  weapon :  the  public 
prosecutor  happened  to  be  the  private  law 
agent  of  the  offender ;  nothing  more  was 
heard  of  the  case.  Of  course  the  com- 
ments of  the  public  were  uncompli- 
mentary. In  another  case  a  horse  was 
stolen  ;  an  action  was  raised  for  delivery 
of  the  horse  or  payment  of  the  price. 
The  public  prosecutor  entered  an  appear- 
ance for  the  horse  stealer  and  defended 
him.  These  facts  showed  that  there 
were  ample  grounds  for  inquiry  into  the 
whole  of  this  subject. 

Lofip  COLONSAY  thought  the  sug- 
gestions which  had  been  thrown  out  by 
his  noble  Friend  were  valuable  ;  but  the 
office  of  public  prosecutor  in  Scotland, 
as  an  institution  for  investigating  and 
discovering  crime,  for  the  prevention  of 
crime  and  the  preservation  of  the  peace, 
was  a  most  valuable  one.  It  was  a  very 
grave  question  whether  any  material 
interference  could  be  made  with  the  ex- 
isting system  without  producing  unsatis- 
factory results.  The  whole  system  hung 
together,  and  it  was  a  system  gene- 
rally approved,  practically  useiul,  and 
which  had  long  existed  ;  no  part  of  Her 
Majesty'^  donunions  could  boast  of  more 
successful  means  for  the  detection  and 
prevention  of  crime.  It  was  a  very  se- 
rious thing  indeed,  therefore,  to  open  this 
large  question  or  do  anything  that  would 
tend  to  throw  discredit  on  such  a  system. 
At  the  same  time  he  was  not  going  to  de- 
fend abuses.  If  there  really  was  an  unwor- 
thy officer  who  did  not  execute  his  duties 
property  there  were  the  means  of  deal- 
ing with  him.    That  was  no  objection  to 
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the  system ;  it  was  an  indiTidnal  case 
whioh  miglit  happen  under  any  system. 
If  the  whole  investigation  into  crime 
with  aviewtoitsdiscoTery  orprerention, 
and  to  the  preservation  of  the  peace, 
were  made  public  that  would  be  uproot- 
ing a  beneficial  part  of  the  present  sys- 
tem, and  might  often  frustrate  the  ends 
of  justice.  A  system  prevailed  in  Eng- 
land  different  &om  uiat  in  Scotland, 
and  they  had  heard  from  the  noble 
Earl  (the  Earl  of  Korley)  the  prac- 
tical results.  With  regard  to  tiie  par- 
ticular case  of  the  railway  accident  in 
question,  no  benefit  could  have  been  de- 
nved  from  a  public  inquiry.  The  inves- 
tigation had  been  complete,  and  ma- 
ohinety  was  inmiediately  set  in  motion 
to  have  Buoh  improvements  made  in  the 
railway  station  as  would  prevent  such 
aooidents  in  future.  Aa  to  whether  this 
matter  was  within  tiie  range  of  the  Com- 
mission which  had  been  referred  to,  he 
should  say,  speaking  for  himself  alone, 
that  an  inquiry  into  the  whole  system  of 
public  prosecutor  in  Scotland  was  not 
within  ue  scope  of  the  Commission.  If 
the  duly  of  inquiring  into  and  reporting 
on  that  system  was  intended  to  oe  de- 
Tolved  on  any  Commission,  it  would 
certainly  have  been  expressed  and  not 
left  to  inference.  But  some  matters  con- 
nected with  the  system  did  cxnae  inci- 
dentally before  the  Commission,  and  evi- 
dence in  regard  to  these  matters  had 
been  taken  and  would  accompany  the 
Eeport. 

Lord  KINNAIRD  agreed  with  the 
soble  and  learned  Lord  as  to  the  advan- 
tage of  the  system  of  public  prosecutor 
in  Scotland ;  but  in  it,  as  in  all  other 
things,  amendments  might  be  made.  For 
instance,  the  public  prosecutor  ought  not 
to  be  allowed  to  continue  private  prac- 
tice. It  was  represented  as  an  advant^e 
that  the  inquiry  in  this  case  had  been 
immediate  ;  but  he  did  not  believe  that 
any  individuals,  except  the  officers  of  the 
Crown,  were  aware  of  the  investigation. 
If  it  had  been  known  that  ah  inquiry 
was  being  made,  the  relatives  might 
have  been  able  to  produce  evidence  with 
T^ard  to  the  death  of  the  mas  and  to 
the  state  of  the  railway  station. 

Tbb  Eakl  of  MORLEY  said,  the 
Board  of  Trade  sought  information  on 
the  subject  but  could  get  none. 

Motion  ^TMi  to.     {Pari.  P.  118.) 

Ilotuo  ndjourawl  >t  Ssvea  o'eloek, 
to  Tbortdaf  noit,  a  aoartar 
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The  House  met  at  Two  of  the  dock. 


I-ori  Cokiuay 


b«lM«  Four  ^elMk. 


ARMT— HOUSEnOLD  CAVALRT. 
ftUiaTIos. 

Gbxbbal  FOBESTER  said,  he  would 
beg  to  ask  the  Secretary  of  State  for 
War,  What  arrangement  is  contemplated 
for  the  purchase  of  the  four  Cometcdea 
of  each  Kegiment  of  the  Household  Ca- 
valry on  the  twelve  Cometcies  of  those 
Corps  being  absorbed  P 

Mb.  CA£DWELL  said,  that  the  Be- 
seire  Fund  would,  when  it  was  in  a 
state  to  do  so,  be  called  on  to  provide 
the  means :  and  he  might  take  the  op- 
portunity of  stating  that,  by  a  new  ar- 
rangement of  the  Estimate,  it  was  in- 
tended to  bring  that  Fund  more  directly 
under  the  control  of  the  House. 

REMOVAL  OF  HATORS.— QDESTIOH. 

Mb.  EASTWICK  said,  he  would  beg 
to  ask  the  Secret^r  of  State  for  the 
Home  Department,  Whether  he  has  any 
intention  of  bringing  in  a  Bill  to  enable 
the  Courts  of  Judicature  to  deal  with 
Mayors  who  may  be  guilty  of  conduct 
that  shall  bring  (he  administration  of 
the  Law  into  disrepute,  or  for  facilitating 
the  removal  of  Mayom,  who  may  mis- 
conduct themselves,  from  office  ? 

Mr.  BKUCE  :  Sir,  as  at  present  ad- 
vised, it  is  not  (he  intention  of  the  Go- 
vemment  to  propose  any  soch  BilL    It 
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is  obvioufl  that  the  question  is  one  |  Mb.  OHIOiiESTEB  FOBTESCTJE : 
wliioh  requires  some  consideration,  and  I  No  report,  Sir,  of  the  occurrenoe  in 
that  legislation  upon  it  ought  not  to  be  .  questioa  has  yet  reached  me.  But  upon 
attempted  under  the  influence  of  passings 
ere&ta. 


ARMY— BBANDINQ  DESERTERS. 

QUESTION. 

LoBO  QAKLIE8  said,  he  irould  beg 
to  ask  the  Secretary  of  State  for  War, 
K  he  will  lay  upon  the  Table  of  the 
House,  the  Correspondence  between  the 
'War  Office  and  the  Horse  Guards,  which 
resulted  in  the  Circular  (now  before  the 
House)  of  the  Horse  Guards  of  24th 
April,  in  refereuoe  to  marking  Deserters 
witi  the  letter  D;  and,  if  any  Officei 
confirming  the  sentences  of  Courts  Mar- 
tial has  approved  or  confirmed  any 
ill^al  sentence  in  regard  to  marking 
Deserters  ?      

Mb.   CAEDWEIX:   Sir,  the  Corre- 

3>ondence  has  not  yet  been  brought  to  a 
ose,  and  I  am  not  prepared  to  say  that 
I  shall  lay  it  before  the  House.  The 
House  Is  already  aware  that  a  Circular 
has  been  issued  from  the  Horse  Guards 
prohibiting  the  marking  a  second  time. 
But  I  am  not  prepared  to  declare  that 
any  officer  confirming  the  sentence  of  a 
court  martial  has  been  guilty  of  i 
iUegal  practice. 

IRELAND— STATIONERY  OFFICE. 

WJEBTIQS. 

Mb.  BAGWELL  said,  he  wished  to 
ask  the  Secretary  to  the  Treasury,  If  it 
is  true  that  the  GoTemment  Stationery 
Office  in  Uerrion  Street,  Dublin,  is  about 
to  be  abolished  ? 

Mb.  AYRTON  said,  in  reply,  that  he 
conld  only  state  that  no  proposal  for 
abolishing  the  Stationery  Of&ce  in  Dublin 
had  been  submitted  for  the  consideration 
of  Her  Majesty's  GoTemment. 

IRELAND-HE  ETING  IK  CORK. 

aUBSTION. 

CoLONXL  FOKDE  said,  he  wished  to 
a^k  the  Chief  Secretary  for  Ireland,  If 
the  report  be  true  of  a  meeting  having 
taken  place  in  the  Cily  of  Cork,  at  which 
banners  and  colours  were  displayed;  and 
whether  the  opinion  of  the  Irish  Law 
Officers  has  been  taken,  or  is  intended 
to  be  taken,  by  the  GoTemment,  as  to 
how  far  this  was  a  breach  of  the  Far^ 
Fiocessions  ActP 


seeing  the  Question  of  the  hon.  and  gal- 
lant Member  I  immediately  o^ed  for  a 
Beport,  and  I  expect  to  receive  it  in  a 
day  or  two. 

FIRE  INSURANCE  POLICIES. 


Mb.   H.  B.   SHEBIDAN    said,    he 

would  beg  to  ask  Mr.  Chancellor  of  the 
Exchequer,  Whether  it  is  intended  by 
the  GoTemment  Bill  that  those  persons 
only  who  have  renewed  or  effected  Firs 
Insurance  Policies  since  the  announce- 
ment of  the  Budget  for  periods  extend- 
ing beyond  Midsummer,  at  which  time 
the  Fire  Duty  is  to  cease,  will  be  entitled 
to  the  rebate  or  drawback  for  the  excess 
of  Duty  so  paid  ? 

The  CH  ANCELLOE  of  the  EXCHE- 
QTJEB :  Sir,  this  Question  depends  on 
the  I2th  section  of  the  Customs  and  In- 
land Bevenue  Act.  That  section  pro- 
Tides  for  the  case  of  persons  who  may 
effect  any  insurances  a^^ainst  fire  after 
the  12th  of  April,  but  ia  silent  as  to  all 
persons  making  assurances  before  that 
date.  They  therefore  would  not  be  en- 
titled to  rebate. 


QUEENSLAND-ALLEGED  SLAVERY  W. 

QUESTION. 

6iK  JOHN  SIMEON  said,  he  wished 
to  ask  the  Under  Secretary  of  State  for 
the  Colonies,  Whether  his  attention  has 
been  drawn  to  a  statement  that  the 
demand  for  labour  in  Queensland  has 
induced  the  Colonial  Legi^ture  to  pass 
an  Act  which  has  led  to  the  procuring 
from  the  South  Sea  Islands  kidnapped 
slaTes  for  the  use  of  the  Queensland 
planters ;  and  whether,  he  is  aware  that 
a  public  meeting  has  been  held  at  Sydney 
for  the  purpose  of  protesting  against 
atrocities  alleged  to  have  been  perpe- 
trated under  the  aforesaid  Colonial  Le- 
gislation ? 

Mb.  MONSELL  said,  he  could  assure 
the  hon.  GenUeman  it  was  porfectiy 
erroneous  to  stete  that  the  Act  referred 
to  was  passed  by  the  Legislature  of 
Queensland  for  the  purpose  of  procur- 
ing slaves  &om  the  Soutii  Sea  Islands. 
Immigration  fkim  the  Polynesian  Is- 
landshad  been  going  on  for  some  time, 
but  a   statement   having   reached  the 
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Colonial  Office  that  abuses  had  grown 
up,  the  Duke  of  Buckingham,  then  Se- 
oretaiy  of  State  for  the  Goloniee,  Bent 
a  despatch  to  the  Governor  of  Queens- 
land, directing  him  immediately  to  have 
an  Act  introduced  for  the  p^pose  of 
controlling  that  immigration.  The  prin- 
cipal points  of  tliat  Act  vere  defined 
to  be  that  none  but  well-found  ships 
should  be  employed  ;  the  prohibition  of 
recruiting,  except  under  non-transferable 
license  firom  the  Ooremment;  the  appro- 
val of  contracts  of  labour  by  the  Colonial 
Immigration  Agent ;  the  immigrants 
when  arrived  were  to  be  supervised  by 
&e  local  magistracy;  and  no  contract 
was  to  be  made  for  more  than  five 
years  and  the  immigrants  were  required, 
under  stringent  conditions,  to  be  sent 
back  to  their  own  country  after  the  expi- 
ration of  five  years.  But  while  that  des- 
patch was  on  its  way,  the  Legislature  of 
Queensland  had  tnemselve  taken  the 
matter  in  hand,  and  passed  an  Act  to 
the  same  effect,  but  even  more  stringent, 
and  that  Act  was  now  in  operation.  It 
was  one  not  in  any  way  calculated  to 
facilitate  evil  practices,  but  on  the  con- 
trary to  diminish  them.  Her  Majesty's 
present  Government,  however,  upon  see- 
ing an  account  of  ^e  meeting  at  Syd- 
ney referred  to  by  his  hon.  Friend,  issued 
the  most  stringent  directions  to  the  Go- 
vernor to  take  care  that  the  Home ' 
Government  was  not  misled,  and  that 
fiill  information  respeetiag  the  immigra- 
tion into  Queensland  was  sent  home  to 
this  country.  Serious  attention  was 
called  to  the  matter  in  order  that  Her 
Majesty's  Government  might  be  in  a 
position  to  vindicate  the  character  of  the 
colony,  or  to  take  such  steps  as  might 
be  necessary  to  put  a  stop  to  the  immi- 
gration if  need  be. 

CSDLLIVAS'S  DISABILITT  BILL. 

(Jfr.  Attorney  Oeneral  far  Ireland,  ifr. 

Ciiehetter  ForUtcut.) 

[eill  108.]     sEGomi  nsADiNa. 

Orders  for  Second  Reading,  and  for 

Counsel  and  Witnesses  to  attend,  read. 

The  attorney  GENEEtAL  fob 
IRELAND  (Mr.  Sullivas)  said,  he  had 
to  inform  the  House  that,  acting  under 
its  Orders,  he  had  taken  care  that  evi- 
dence should  be  forthcoming  in  support 
of  the  Preamble  of  this  Bill,  and  that 
witnesses  were  now  in  waiting  in  the 
House ;  and  he  had  also,  acting  on  the 

Mr.  Mmull 


Order  of  the  House,  appointed  counsel 
to  be  heard  at  the  Bar.  They  were  the 
Solicitor  General  for  Ireland,  Mr.  Ser- 
jeant Ballantine,  and  Mr.  Edward  Barry. 
He  had  now  to  move  that  counsel  be 
called  in. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
"That  Counsel  be  now  called  in." — 
(ifr.  Attorney  Qemralfor  Ireland.) 

Mr.  MAGUIRE  said,  it  was  his  in- 
tention to  move  a  direct  negative  to  the 
Motion  of  the  right  hon.  and  learned 
Gentleman ;  but,  perhaps,  it  might  sim- 
plify matters  very  much  if  the  House 
would  permit  him  to  read  a  letter  which 
he  had  received  that  day,  and  which  he 
was  authorized  to  read  to  the  House. 
That  letter  was  written  by  the  gentle- 
man against  whom  Uie  Bill  was  pro- 
posed, and  it  was  in  these  terms — 

"LoDdon,  U«r  "•  13(t'- 

"  My  do»r  Mr.  Maguire, 

"TAiDg  into  coosidantioD  the  pMuliu  cir- 
oamitaiuMi  of  the  inomeDt,>pdthe  grare  int«restl 
of  InUad  involTed  in  the  gniA  meiiBure  now  be- 
fore PBrliimeDt.  I  haTsresalfed  to  place  my  re- 
fignation  of  the  majorality  of  the  Citj  of  Cork  in 
j(na  bandi  and  thoie  of  The  O'Dooaghue ;  and  I 
do  10  bjthis  letter. 

"  Id  aooepling  that  office,  my  entire  with  and 
desire  vu  to  aot  for  the  pablie  good,  and  to  pro- 
teet,  to  the  beat  of  my  power,  the  humbler  elauea 
of  the  commoiiity  from  what  I  could  not  help 
regarding  »  an  arbitrary  odminittntion  ud 
TiolalioD  of  the  law. 

"  But,  hafing  regard  to  my  penonal  hononr 
and  oonaiatenoy,  I  declare,  in  the  mait  lolenin  and 
emphatie  manner,  that  the  language  attribnted  ts 
me  did  not  in  any  way  expreii  or  repretent  my 
real  meaning ;  and,  further,  I  aolamaly  deel^B 
that  I  would  myselfbe  the  flnt  peraon  to  mih  to 
the  proteotion  of  human  life  if  I  knew  it  to  be  cq 
dangered.  I  may  alio  state  that  I  look  to  thft 
regeneration  of  my  country  throughoonititntional 
and  remedial  meotnres  such  ai  that  now  passing 
through  the  House  of  Commons,  and  my  hsli^ 
that  the  battle  army  coantryii  to  be  fought  on  the 
Boor  of  that  House. 

''  My  only  objeot  in  thui  retiring  ti  to  put  aa 
end  to  a  serioui  difflaulty  which  in  no  way  offeota 
mysilf  or  my  social  position  ;  for  even  if  the  Bill 
of  Pains  and  Penalties  pass  into  law,  it  can  be  no 
Injury  to  me  in  the  estimation  of  those  whom  I 
respeot,  and  whoie  opinions  I  value.  I  do  this 
solely  for  what  I  ooniider  the  interests  of  tnj 
conntry. 

"  Tonr*  bilhfnlty, 

Daniil  O'SniuTaa." 
He  only  hoped  that,  after  reading  that 
letter,  ne  might  be  allowed  to  caiiy  out 
his  intention  of  moving  a  negative  to 
the  Order,  and  of  explaining,  if  neces- 
sary, the  reason  why  he  did  so. 

The  O'DONOGHUI!  said,  that  per- 
haps he  might  be  allowed  to  state  that 
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Mr.  O'SuUivan  had  authorized  him  to 
say  that  he  intended  to  write  hy  that 
evening'spoat  to  the  Town  Clerk  in  Cork, 
placmg:  hie  resignation  in  the  hands  of 
the  Town  Council;  and  he  would  also 
add  that,  from  bia  own  knowledge  of 
Mr.  O'SuUiTan'B  character,  anything  he 
said  he  would  do  mi^t  be  relied  upon. 

Me.  GLADSTONE:  Having  listened 
to  the  letter  which  has  been  read  by  my 
hon.  Friend  the  Member  for  Cork — of 
the  contents  and  purport  of  which  I  was 
prerioualy  unaware — a  fact  which  I  men- 
tion only  in  case  that  in  any  minute 
particular  I  should  have  failed  to  gather 
its  sense  aright, — having  listened  also  to 
the  statement  of  the  hon.  Member  who 
last  addressed  us,  I  think  that,  withoat 
reference  to  any  particular  terms  or  ex- 
pressions in  that  letter,  my  duty  is  to 
stat«  that,  as  I  understand  the  matter — 
and,  of  course,  I  invite  correction  from 
either  of  the  hon.  Members  in  caee  I  am 
inaccurate — Mr.  O'Sullivan,  the  Mayor 
of  Cork,  has  absolutely,  although  not 
technically,  resigned.  That  I  under- 
stand to  he  the  case.  [Mr.  Maouibe 
andTheO'DoNOGHTE:  Hear,  hear!]  As 
far  Eis  regards  certain  matters  of  torm 
connected  with  his  resignation,  these,  ae 
I  clearly  gather,  are  still  in  the  &ture. 
But  we  have  a  distinct  guarantee  in  the 
character  of  my  two  hon.  Friends  that  the 
resiniaticin  will  be  carried  into  effect, 
and  1  am  bound  to  say  that  hod  we  re- 
ceived a  clear  and  authentic  intimation 
to  that  effect  from  Mr.  O'Sullivan  himself, 
oven  unsupported  by  those  unquestion- 
able guarantees,  we  could  not  have  re- 
«trded  it  with  the  slightest  distrust. 
The  situation  in  which  the  matter  at 
present  stands  is  this — We  have  now 
before  us  the  unconditional  resignation 
of  the  Mayor  of  Cork  and  as  regards 
everything  except  the  fulfilment  of  cer- 
tain formalities,  I  think  I  should  be 
ring  the  truth  if  I  were  to  say  that 
O'Sullivan  is  Mayor  of  Cork  no 
loi^r.  Bir,  if  that  be  so— if  I  am  cor- 
rect in  that  assumption — I  have  to  state 
that  in  the  view  of  Her  Majesty's  Go- 
vernment it  would  not  be  desirable  to 
prosecute  the  measure  which  we  have  in- 
troduced into  the  House — and  which  we 
are  prepared  to  vindicate  and,  if  neces- 
saiy,  to  carry  forward — ^^ainst  a  gentle- 
man who,  by  his  own  voluntary  and  un- 
solicited act,  has  divested  himself  of  the 
office  he  held.  I  am  perfectly  aware 
that  the  letter  which  has  been  read  by 
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the  hon.  Member  contuns  no  pledge  on 
the  part  of  Mr.  O'SulIivon  with  refer- 
ence to  any  future  contingencies.  The 
terms  of  that  letter  and  the  engagements 
contracted  by  it  would,  if  I  understand  it 
aright,  be  actually  fulfilled  by  the  act  of 
resignation,  and  anything  that  might 
subsequently  happen  in  the  Ci^  of  Cork 
would  be  a  matter  lying  entirely  out- 
side that  engagement.  As  whatwehave 
had  in  view  has  been  the  vindication  of , 
the  authority  of  the  law  and  of  order, 
and  not  the  mere  punishment  of  an  in- 
dividual or  the  desire  to  bring  the  power 
of  Parliament  into  conflict  with  the  for- 
tunes and  character  of  an  individual,  on 
the  one  hand,  as  I  have  said,  the  Go- 
vernment do  not  think  it  right  under  the 
circumstances  to  carry  forward  this  Bill 
against  Mr.  O'Sullivan ;  but,  on  the 
oUier  hand,  it  would  be  necessary  for 
them  to  keep  within  their  own  discretion 
the  power  of  asMng  the  House  to  proceed 
with  the  Bill,  were  it  needful,  against 
the  future  Mayor  of  Cork.  The  ques- 
tion arising  upon  the  vacancy  made  by 
the  resignation  of  Mr.  O'SnIlivan  must, 
I  apprehend,  be  decided  within  a  very 
short  time;  but  ae  to  when  that  time 
may  be  neither  myself  nor  my  right  hon. 
and  learned  Friend  near  me  (the  At- 
torney General  for  Ireland)  have  been 
exactly  informed.  Under  these  circum- 
stances, as  undoubtedly  the  re-election 
of  Mr.  O'Sullivan  would  place  us,  in  the 
opinion  of  the  Govenmient,  in  precisely 
the  same  position  in  which  we  now  stand. 
I  think  that  the  most  becoming  course, 
in  justice  to  Mr.  O'Sullivan,  injustice  to 
the  dignity  of  this  House,  and  as  regards 
the  duty  of  the  Government,  is  that  I 
should  move  that  all  further  proceedings 
upon  this  Bill  should  be  postponed  for 
such  a  time  as,  according  to  the  best  es- 
timate I  can  form,  will  probably  be  suf- 
ficient to  dispose  of  the  matter  of  the  re- 
election. My  hon.  Friend  the  Member 
for  Cork  wiU  observe  that  I  make  no 
complaint  whatever  of  the  engagement 
entered  into,  on  the  ground  that  it  does 
not  contemplate  any  future  contingency. 
I  do  not  think  that  is  a  matter  on  which 
I  am  bound  to  give  any  opinion,  far  less 
to  express  any  blame,  beyond  this — that 
my  hon.  Friend  will,  I  hope,  distinctly 
understand  the  object  the  Government 
have  in  view.  I  do  not  know.  Sir, 
whether  I  ought  to  move  that  the  debate 
be  adjoumed,  or  that  the  proceedings 
be  adjoumed;  but,  perhaps,  you  mH 
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Idndl;  inform  me  what  the  form  of  the 
Motion  should  be ;  but  my  intention  ie 
to  move  that  the  proceedings  should  be 
adjourned  for  four  weeks  from  this  day, 
within  which  period,  as  iax  ea  I  can  ob- 
tain information,  the  matter  of  the  re- 
election will  be  settled;  and  I  do  this 
with  the  full  hope  Uiat  this  day  four 
weeks  we  may  find  ourselvee  in  a  con- 
dition to  drop  the  Bill  and  these  proceed- 
ings altogether — piw^edings  most  pain- 
fiil,  I  can  assure  the  House,  to  Her  Ma- 
jesty's Qoremment;  most  painftil  to  my 
right  hon.  and  learned  Friend  near  me 
as  the  chief  Law  Officer  of  the  Crown 
in  Ireland ;  most  painfiil  I  believe,  to 
Qentlemen  on  both  aides  of  this  House ; 
but  proceedings  trom  which  we  could  not 
shrink  without  violatingthe  highest  of  all 
our  duties — namely,  the  duty  to  maintain 
the  peace  and  order  of  the  country,  the 
authority  of  the  law,  and  the  purity  and 
efficai?  of  the  administration  of  justice. 
Sir,  I  beg  to  more  that  the  Motion  be 
now  withi&awn. 

Mb.  NEWDEGATE  ;  It  will  be  in 
the  recollection  of  the  House  that  when 
this  subject  arose,  before  I  veutured  to 
point  out  that  the  proceedings  which 
ware  contemplated  by  the  Government 
against  the  Mayor  of  Cork,  in  the  event 
of  his  contumacy,  were  objected  to  on 
the  ground  of  this  being  exceptional 
I^^tion,  absolutely  personal,  and  also 
ex-poii  facto,  I  then  urged  upon  the 
House  that  the  proper  remedy  hes  in  an 
alteration  of  the  general  law.  I  did  not 
utter  that  opinion  lightly,  and  I  hope 
the  House  will  forgive  me  for  having 
ventured  such  a  suggestion  when  I  state 
to  them  that,  in  1861,  this  question  arose 
in  this  House,  when  the  Municipal  Cor- 
poratioDS  Act  was  under  discussion.  I 
divided  the  House  on  that  subject.  Pre- 
vious to  1861  the  law  of  England  was 
not  assimilated  to  the  law  of  Ireland 
with  respect  to  the  position  of  mayors ; 
but  in  that  year  the  Government  brought 
in  B  Bill,  and,  contrary  to  a  recent  de- 
cision of  the  Court  of  Queen's  Bench, 
and  contrary  to  the  express  declaration 
of  Lord  John  Russell  in  introducing  the 
original  Corporations  Act,  they  passed 
a  aause  in  Uus  House  giving  the  mayor 
precedence  as  a  ma^strate,  and  a  right 
to  the  choirmanehip  of  the  bench  of 
magistrates,  thereby  constituting  him, 
not  only  a  magistrate  by  Act  of  Parlia- 
ment, which  the  original  Act  constituted 
him,  but  also  constituting  him  chairman 
Mr.  Olaiilone 
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of  the  magifltrstes  by  Act  of  Fariiament, 
having  precedence  and  to  become  iha 
organ  of  the  municipal  bench  of  magia' 
trates,  in  every  borough  where  there 
was  not  a  stipendiary  magistrate  or  a 
Secorder,  and  whenever  that  functionaiy 
might  be  absent.  I  directed  the  atten- 
tention  of  the  House  at  that  time  to  this 
very  great  innovation  on  the  principle  of 
the  original  Municipal  Corporations  Act. 
The  Government  were,  however,  pleased 
to  think  that  I  was  actuated  by  local 
feelings  which  had  arisen  in  the  case  of 
the  borough  of  Birmingham.  Although 
I  had  then  recently  joined  with  the 
Members  for  Birmingham  in  canying 
the  Corporations  Act  for  that  very  town, 
the  House  put  me  in  a  minority,  al- 
though I  tfiok  two  dividone  on  thia 
point.  The  Bill  went  to  the  House  of 
Lords,  where  the  matter  wad  taken  up 
by  my  noble  Friend  (Lord  Chelmsford), 
supported  by  Lord  Wensleydale,  and 
that  clause  to  which  I  objected  in  this 
House  was,  after  full  consideration,  car- 
ried by  a  majority  of  1  vote.  Now,  it 
is  in  this  very  particular  that  the  dif&- 
culty  has  arisen  with  respect  to  the 
Mayor  of  Cork.  Had  he  stood  in  the 
same  position  as  other  justices  of  the 
peace,  he  might  have  been  displaced  by 
the  Lord  Chancellor ;  but,  being  a  ma- 
gistrate and  chairman  of  the  bench  a^ 
pointed  under  an  Act  of  Parliament,  thia 
House  is  placed  in  the  position  (k  at- 
tempting an  exceptional  Act  in  the  case 
of  an  individual,  the  Mayor  of  the  City 
of  Cork.  I  do  not  wish  to  detain  the 
House  by  citing  the  various  authorities 
which  I  submitted  to  the  House  in  1861. 
Suffice  it  that  they  had  the  approval  of 
a  majority  of  the  Law  Lords  in  the  other 
House  of  Parhament,  although  the  olause 
in  the  English  Act  passed  by  a  majority 
of  I.  I  would  nrge  on  Uie  attention 
of  the  Government  that,  after  this  grave 
case  has  arisen,  if  th^  introduce  any 
future  Bill  on  the  subject,  they  should 
re-oonsider  the  decision  to  which  the 
House  came  in  1861,  because  I  am  most 
fully  convinced,  after  examining  the  di- 
vision lists,  that  if  it  had  not  been  at  the 
end  of  July,  that  objectionable  provision, 
which  was  contrary  to  the  decision  of 
the  Court  of  Queen's  Bench,  and  con- 
trary to  the  principle  of  the  original  Act, 
would  never  had  stood  on  the  statute 
book.  It  is  based  upon  an  evil  prec»< 
dent  in  the  law  of  Ireland. 


3y  Google 


581  ffSullipan't  (Mat  11, 

CoLOHEL  WILSON-PATTEN  :  I  do 
not  quite  understand  the  course  propoeed 
to  be  taken  by  my  rigbt  bon.  Friend  at 
the  bead  of  tbe  Government.  The  Bill 
introduced  by  the  right  hon.  and  learned 
Gendeman  tbe  Attorney  General  for  Ire- 
land is  one  not  only  to  remove  Mr. 
O'Sullivan  irom  &6  office  of  Mayor  of 
Cork,  but  to  tender  him  ineligible  to  fill 
the  office  of  magistrate  now  or  at  any 
fiiture  time.  I  wish  to  know  whether 
my  right  hon.  Friend  intends  to  reel 
■atisfied  with  the  assurance  of  the  Mayor 
of  Cork  that  he  will  not  stand  for  a  re- 
election to  that  office  at  the  next  election 
of  mayor,  or  whether  be  will  take  an  as- 
surance which  will  prevent  Mr.  O'Sul- 
livan  from  filling  the  office  of  magistrate 
at  any  future  tune  as  provided  in  the 
Billf 

Mb.  GLADSTONE :  My  statement 
was  meant  to  convey  to  the  House  that 
oar  proceeding  was  intended  to  be  one 
whoUy  against  the  Mayor  of  Cork,  and 
■gainst  Mr.  CSuUivan  as  Mayor  of 
C^k.  I  oug^t,  perhaps,  to  have  stated 
— though  I  thmk  it  was  implied — that 
Mr.  O'Sullivan,  bm&  _fide,  ceasing  to  be 
Mayor  of  Cork,  and  on  his  f^ure  to  be 
re-alectMl  or  his  declining  to  be  re-elec- 
ted to  that  office,  in  our  judgment  the 
contingency  would  arise  when  it  would 
be  wise  to  drop  altogether  eve^thing  in 
this  penal  proceeding.  The  Mayor  of 
Cork  having  placed  himself  in  the  posi- 
tion of  a  private  citizen,  we  should  for- 
bear to  a&  the  House  to  pass  a  measure, 
brought  in  as  a  proceeding  against  bini 
not  in  his  private  capacity,  but  as  a  re- 
presentative of  pubhc  auUiority,  and  an 
administrator  of  justice  in  the  City  of 
Cork. 

Mb.  UDDELL  wished  for  a  moment 
to  direct  the  attention  of  the  House  to 
general  question  which  had  arisen  out 
of  the  discussion.  Circumstances  not 
nnireqnently  added  great  weight  to 
argument,  and  be  wished  to  a^  whe- 
ther the  time  had  not  arrived  when  a 
oarefiil  and  calm  inquiiy  should  be  in- 
stituted into  the  cucumstances  under 
which  the  House  abandoned  the  privi- 
lege of  taking  evidence  upon  oathP 
He  wanted  to  know  what  the  circum- 
stanoes  were,  and  whether — tanght  by 
the  experience  of  the  last  few  dai 
["Order,  Order!"] 

Mb.  speaker  :  I  beg  to  inform  the 
h<ni.  Member  that  this  ia  a  suliject  that 
cannot  properly  be  debated  now. 
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Ma.  BOUYERIE:  Perhamtbe  House 
will  allow  me  to  say  that  I  think  the 
Government  have  taken  a  most  prudent 
and  proper  course.  They  brought  for- 
ward a  measure  of  an  extreme  nature,- 
in  its  character  almost  unexampled  in 
the  annals  of  Parliament — for  I  oelieve 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  opposite  (Mr. 
Disraeli)  was  right  in  saying  that  tJiere 
has  been  no  instance,  even  in  the  worst 
times  of  Parliamentary  oppression,  of  a 
Bill  of  this  kind  being  introduced  for 
the  use  of  mere  words— they  brought 
forward  this  measure,  no  doubt  with 
extreme  reluctance,  but  as  being  the  only 
mode  with  which  they  could  cope — con- 
sidering the  condition  of  things  in  Ire- 
land— with  a  very  great  evil.  They 
brought  forward  mis  measure  on  their 
responsibility;  but  I  am  afraid,  if  it 
had  been  prosecuted  fiirtber,  we  should 
have  embarked  on  a  most  difficult  course, 
beset  with  troubles  and  shoals  and  quick- 
sands of  eveiy  kind.  It  seems  to  mo 
that  the  course  now  taken  by  the  Mayor 
of  Cork,  though  it  has  been  somewhat 
late,  is  that  which  his  sense  of  public  . 
duty  has  dictated  to  him,  and  through 
that  action  we  probably  shall  escape 
tram  those  difficultieB.  I  think,  there- 
Ibre,  that  the  course  of  adjourning  the 
further  proceedings  on  this  Bill  is  a  pro- 
per one,  and  trust  that  we  shall  hear  no 
more  of  it.  I  have  no  idea,  as  I  appre- 
hend he  has  none,  that  Mr  O'Sullivan 
will  ever  again  be  elected  mayor.  [Mr. 
Maouibe  :  Hear,  bear !]  We  shall  now 
escape  placing  a  precedent  upon  our 
Journals,  wbim  in  difficult  and  troublous 
times,  might  have  a  most  evil  influence. 

Mb.  CANDLISH  asked  the  Law  Offi- 
cers of  the  Crown,  whether  the  law 
was  the  same  in  Ireland  as  in  England, 
imder  which  the  mayor  of  any  borough, 
after  ceasing  to  be  mayor,  remained  a 
ma^^trate  for  twelve  months  after* 
wards? 

The  ATTOBNEY  GENEEAL  toe 
IRELAND  (Mr.  Sullivak)  ;  In  Ireland 
that  is  not  so. 

Mb.  murphy  said,  untU  his  hon. 
Colleague  read  the  letter  which  he  had 
placed  before  the  Konse  he  was  totally 
unaware  of  the  course  which  the  Mayor 
of  Cork  had  taken ;  but  he  must  say 
that  &om  his  personal  knowleilge  of  bim 
— and  he  appreciated  the  motives  of 
public  duty  which  had  actuated  him  in 
placing  his  resignation  in  the  hands  of 
the  hon.  Gentleman — he  must  eqwesa 
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his  opinion  that  he  vos  actuated  b;  an- 
cere  motiTea,  and  that  what  he  had  done 
he  believed  had  been  for  the  public 
good.  He  congratulated  the  House  on 
.tiie  result  which  had  been  arrived  at. 

Me.  O'EEILLY  :  I  am  sure  the  House 
joins  with  me  in  the  feeling  of  satiefaC' 
tion  that  it  is  unnecessary  to  prosecute 
this  Bill  any  further,  although  I  believe 
both  sides  would  have  supported  it  if 
the  Oovemment  had  found  it  necessary 
to  carry  it  forward.  The  difBculty  in 
which  the  matter  has  been  placed  has 
arisen  from  this — that  there  is  no  method 
known  to  the  Constitution  by  which  the 
mayors  of  any  towns  can  be  removed 
fram  office.  It  was  felt  by  many  that 
it  would  be  more  desirable  to  make  a 
change  in  the  general  law  than  to  l^s- 
late  specially  against  the  Mayor  of  Cork, 
It  was  also  felt  that  it  would  be  tamper- 
ing with  the  independence  of  our  great 
towns  to  make  the  law  more  stringent ; 
and  that  it  was  not  desirable  to  g^ve  the 
Government  more  authority  over  the 
local  magistrates  of  a  borough  than  they 
now  possessed,  in  consequence  of  the 
error  of  one  of  them.  There  are  two 
ways  of  dealing  with  the  administrators 
of  the  taw  known  to  our  Constitution. 
One  is,  in  the  case  of  ordinary  magis- 
trates, to  give  the  Lord  Chancellor  power 
to  remove  them,  and  the  other  ia,  in  the 
case  of  our  Judges,  who  are  irremoveable 
by  the  Executive  Oovemment,  to  remove 
them  from  office,  when  necessary,  by  an 
Address  to  the  Crown  from  the  two 
Bouses  of  Parliament.  H  it  should  be 
thought  desirable,  as  I  believe  it  is,  not 
to  interfere  with  the  self-government 
and  independence  of  our  municipahties, 
I  would  surest  whether,  in  any  general 
measnre  introduced  upon  this  subject, 
it  would  not  be  better  to  provide  that 
municipal  officers,  when  found  unworthy 
to  be  entrusted  with  the  administration 
of  justice,  should  be  removeable  upon  an 
Address  firom  Parliament,  and  not  by 
the  action  of  the  Government.  They 
are  popularly-elected  magistrates,  and  I 
think  the  task  of  removing  them  might 
be  safely  entrusted  to  their  representa- 
tivea  in  Parliament. 

Mr.  MAGUlItE :  I  wish  to  say  a  few 
words  in  reply  to  a  question  which  has 
been  put  by  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
the  First  Lord  of  the  Treasury.  I  have 
to  state  that  I  am  sure  that  this  is  a 
lonA  fide  resignation,  and  that  Mr. 
O'SulUvon  has  no  intention  whatever  of 

Jfr.  Murphy 


presenting  himself  again  to  solicit  the 
office  of  mayor;  and  I  do  not  believe 
there  is  any  intention  on  the  part  of  the 
municipal  body  in  Cork  to  place  him  in 
that  position. 

Mb.  downing  ;  I  believe  the  House 
need  have  no  apprehension  whatever 
that  Mr.  O'Sullivan  will  ever  again  be 
elected  Mayor  of  Cork  after  the  course 
he  has  taken  this  day. 

Mr.  HADFEELD:  We  have  now 
demonstrated  that  there  is  a  power 
qiiite  sufficient  to  put  down  anything 
opposed  to  Her  Majesty  the  Queen,  and 
wMch  represents  vast  interests  which 
now  lie  dormant,  but  could  at  any  time 
be  awakened  to  mighty  efibrts.  But, 
powerfiil  as  we  are,  and  representing, 
as  we  do,  the  force  of  the  people  of  Eng- 
land, yet  there  is  a  power  stronger  than 
Parliament  —  and  that  power  is  not 
merely  justice,  but  mercy,  which  is  a 
far  greater  power  than  even  justice  in 
this  country.  This  is  a  time  of  transi- 
tion, thanks  to  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
the  Member  for  Buckinghamshire,  who 
has  awakened  a  power  in  the  public 
mind  which  cannot  be  driven  back 
again.  That  power  is  one  that  will 
best  be  sustained  during  the  transition 
period  through  which  we  are  passing, 
and  while  a  certain  amount  of  excite- 
ment is  natural,  by  our  showing  our- 
selves forbearing,  patient  and  merciM, 
it  will  make  this  United  Kingdom  of 
Great  Britain  and  Ireland  ommpotent. 

Thb  ATTORNEY  GENERAL  tor 
IRELAND  (Mr.  Sullivan)  moved  that 
the  Order  for  the  attendance  of  Coonsd 
and  Witnesses  be  dischai^ed. 

Motion,  by  leave,  withdraunt. 
Order  for  attendance  of  Counsel  and 
Witnesses  this  day  dUehmrgtd. 

Mr.  GLADSTONE  moved  that  th9 
Bill  be  read  a  second  time  on  that  day 
four  weeks. 

Sir  PERCY  BURHELL:  Who  is 
going  to  pay  the  expenses  that  have  al- 
ready been  incurred  in  this  ease  ? 

Mr.  GLADSTONE:  The  ChanceUor 
of  the  Exchequer,  who  has  the  means  of 
paving. 

Sir  PERCY  BURRELL:  I  think 
that  is  very  hard  on  the  country. 

Motion  ogrttd  to. 
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CDSTOMS    AND   INLAND   REVENDE 

DDTIES    BILt^BiLL  05.] 

(Jfr.  Dtdton,  Mr.  Cha«eeUor  afthe  JCasditqatr, 

Mr.  Ayrlon.) 

SBCOND  KEADDfO. 

Order  for  Second  Beading  read. 

Ms.  HUNT  said,  he  thoi^ht  it  would 
be  quite  impossible  for  the  House,  in  its 
state  at  that  moment,  to  diecuss  the  mea- 
sure. But  he  hoped  that  if  the  Motion 
for  the  second  rea^Une  were  then  adopted, 
the  Goremment  wowd  put  down  the  Bill 
for  Committee  on  some  day  after  the 
Whitsuntide  Becessr  when  its  details 
could  be  fully  considered. 

Me.  GLADSTONE  said,  that  it  was 
material  for  public  convenieuce  that 
there  should  be  as  little  delay  as  possi- 
ble iu  the  progress  of  the  measure,  and 
it  was  proposed  to  take  the  Committee 
on  Thursday  fortnight,  when  it  would  be 
taken  as  the  first  Order  of  the  Bay.  It 
would,  however,  be  convenient  that  the 
altered  Besotutions  which  stood  upon 
Paper  should  be  proceeded  with  ttiat 
evening. 

Bill  read  a  second  time. 

Mr.  hunt  asked  what  it  was  pro- 
posed to  do  with  Uie  amended  Beaolu- 
tions? 

Me.  GLADSTONE  said,  those  Beso- 
lutions  would  be  reported  on  Thursday 
next. 

Bill  eemmitUd  for  Tkurtdai/  27th  May. 


PAItLIAMENT— THE  WHITSUNTIDE 
RECESS. 

Mb.  dent  asked,  on  what  night  this 
week  it  was  intended  to  adjourn  for  the 
Becess,  and  on  what  day  it  was  intended 
that  the  House  should  re-asaemble  ? 

Mb.  GLADSTONE  said,  that  the  day 
on  which  the  House  would  adjourn  de- 
pended partly  upon  the  time  which  the 
Beport  on  the  Irish  Church  Bill  would 
occupy.  It  was  impossible  to  form  an 
opinion  on  that  subject  with  any  cer- 
tainty, but  as  matters  stood  at  present 
he  thought  it  probable  that  the  discus- 
sion on  the  B^ort  might  be  concluded 
on  Thursday — possibly  even  at  an  early 
hour.  In  that  case  it  was  the  intention 
of  the  Government  to  move  that  the 
House  should  then  adjourn  to  that  day 
fortnight. 


REAL  PROPERTY.— RESOLDTION. 
Mb.  W.  FOWLEE  :  The  Eesolution 
with  which  I  shall  close  my  remarks  is 
as  follows  :— 

"  Thnt,  in  th«  opinion  of  this  irouse,  Iha  Law 
n*  10  ibe  Dulj  on  lliu  snccosion  lo  Ri'nl  Kttiiio, 
and  na  lo  tlie  eicmpllon  of  Itpnl  Kilnte  trom 
Probnle  Diil.r,  t>  niiomntou*  anil  nnrquni,  nnd 
demand)  llw  onilj  nnil  Kiious  nUi-iiliuii  of  lh» 
~  *  '  a  Tiew  lo  ill  nmoailintnt." 


I  must,  in  the  first  place.  Sir,  say  a  few 
words  as  to  the  histoiy  of  this  subject, 
that  I  may  make  my  meaning  clear.  It 
is,  no  doubt,  well  known  to  many  hon. 
Members  that  in  early  times,  when  land 
was  held  by  feudal  tenure,  it  could  not 
be  disposed  of  by  will.  It  passed  from 
fattier  to  son  without  the  aid  of  any 
court,  save  it  might  be  the  King's  Court 
of  Wards  or  the  Court  of  a  Manor.  But 
in  those  days  things  "personal,"  or 
chattels,  were  of  small  account,  and  in 
veiy  early  times  they  could  be  bequeathed 
by  will.  Wills  were  known  to  the  Bo- 
mans,  and  to  ttie  Saxons,  and  to  the 
Normans;  and  in  days  when  none  but 
the  clergy  could  write  it  was  very  na- 
tural that  they  should  have  much  to  do 
with  the  making  of  wills  and  the  admi- 
nistration of  men's  estates.  But,  of 
course,  cases  often  occurred  where  men 
died  intestate,  and  it  was  very  early 
understood  that  in  such  a  case  a  man  a 
goods  were  divided  by  the  Church,  pro 
talult  animtB  of  the  dead  man.  Thence 
it  followed  that  if  a  man  made  a  will, 
the  j  urisdiction  of  the  Church  was  ousted, 
and  so  it  became  the  custom  that  the 
fact  of  the  existence  of  a  will  should  be 
"proved,"  and  hence  the  name  "pro- 
bate." How  the  spiritual  courts  ob- 
tained their  jurisdiction — whether  by 
mere  custom,  or  by  the  authority  of  the 
Crown — is  not  very  clear,  and  is  not  ma- 
terial to  my  present  purpose.  When 
once  this  juris^ction  was  established,  it 
was  natural  that  these  courts  should 
charge  fees  for  the  work  done  by  them, 
and  these  fees  soon  became  burdensome. 
Thus  in  the  reign  of  Edward  III.  we 
find  in  the  recital  of  a  statute  that 
"grievous  and  outrageous  fines"  had 
been  imposed  by  the  "  Ministers  of  Holy 
Church,  in  respect  of  the  probate  of 
wills.  These  were  pared  down  by  statute 
on  several  occasions,  and  finally,  in  the 
reign  of  William  and  Mary,  a  stamp  was 
imposed  on  the  probate.  Thiswaavaried, 
,  as  to  amounts  and  as  to  the  maximum  on 
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wUch  duty  was  payable,  in  1 779  and  aub- 
sequectly,  and  in  1 859  the  present  Prime 
Uinieter  abolished  the  maximum,  and 
made  propertiee  of  all  aizea  pa;  duty. 
The  House  will  tbue  see  that  lajid  was 
exempt  &om  this  duty  merely  because 
it  did  not  come  within  the  power  of  the 
courts  spiritual.  A  will  of  land  required 
no  proof,  it  being  merely  a  conveyance 
by  statute,  and  it  requires  no  "  probate" 
now.  I  must  refer  to  one  other  andent 
distinction  which  affects  my  whole  anb- 

i*act.  I  allude  to  that  between  "&ee- 
lold"  and  "  leasehold."  "  Freehold" 
meant  land  held  by  free  service,  but  it 
got  at  last  the  meaning  of  an  estate  in 
&nd  of  inheritance  or  for  life,  these 
being  considered  of  more  importance  and 
more  dignified  ;  but  an  estate  for  years, 
however  long,  was  regarded  as  a  chattel, 
and  BO  was  part  of  a  man's  personal 
estate,  though  forming  part  of  the  land, 
just  as  much,  aa  an  estate  for  life,  or  in 
fee.  Being  port  of  the  land,  leasehold 
estate  paid  aU  rates  as  land,  but,  being 
personal  estate,  it  paid  probate  and 
le^cy  duty.  Let  me  now  refer  to  the 
history  of  Ate  legacy  duty  apart  from 
the  probate  duty.  Legacy  duty  took 
its  rise  with  the  Bomans,  who  made 
a  man's  estate  pay  5  per  cent  duty. 
In  our  country  there  was,  in  feudal 
times,  an  "  inqumtio  poit-morUm,"  and 
very  heavy  charges  were  payable  to 
the  King,  or  other  Lord,  by  the  heir. 
But  legacy  duty  was  first  imposed 
by  the  law  of  England  in  1780  by 
a  stamp  chai^d  on  receipts  given  for 
legacies.  This  Act  was  repealed  by  the 
famous  Act  of  1796,  brought  in  by  Mr. 
Pitt.  He  wished  to  tax  real  estate  and 
personal  estate  alike ;  but,  knowing  there 
was  a  doubt  as  to  getting  Farliament  to 
tax  the  former,  he  brought  in  two  Bills, 
and  passed  the  Bill  as  to  personal  estate, 
but  was  compelled  to  abandon  the  other, 
after  it  had  been  read  a  third  time,  by 
the  casting  vote  of  the  Speaker.  I  will 
read  to  the  House  Lord  Russell's  account 
of  this  transaction — 

"  Mr.  Fox  objected  i 
»llo  to  the  (ax  on  per  ,   ., 

jnatanc*  in  the  ver;itronge>t  mnnoer.  Hi 
cipls  ofoppoiition  10  both  wm  the  same. 
WHS  bnMd  on  the  principle  Ihnt  be  dnired 
no  *ddilioniil  meana  foroarrjing  on  the  wai 
Pitt  vai  intent  upon  incraaaing  the  me 
cnrrjing  on  thnt  var.  Mr.  Fox,  oppoaed  lo  that 
war,  iraa  equallj  intent  npon  drpriiing  him  of 
tboae  meana.  Bnt  Mr.  Fox,  who  bad  enlirelj 
hiled  in  oppoaing  the  tax  upon  peraonni  propertf. 


rben  be  joitied  ii 
W.  Fowhr 


the  oppoailion  to 


the  tax  on  real  property.  And  let  me  a«k  what 
n*  the  oanae  of  that  auooeas  !    It  wa«  that  Mr. 

Pitt  had  failed  in  the  earlier  period  of  his  life  in. 
carrying  thnt  reform  of  rarliament  at  whioh  ho 
had  been  the  advocate.  Ai>d  Ibare  no  doabt  that 
if  tho  oommereinl  and  niano&clnring  intereata 
had  been  duly  repreieoted  in  this  House  in  IT9S, 
'  Lt  he  would  haTs  carried  the  two  taxes  toge- 
T."— {3  Santard,  oixriu.  110.] 

So  the  lawremained  until  the  year  1B53, 
when  the  present  Prime  Minister  passed 
the  Act  imposing  a  duty  on  successions, 
both  to  real  and  personal  estate.  Under 
this  Act  settled  proper^  paid  duly  which 
it  did  not  pay  previously,  and  leaseholds 

—  1 pjy^   gg  ordinary  personal 

as  land.  Under  this  Act  a 
distinction  is  made  between  land  and 
personalty.  A  person  coming  into  land 
pays  only  on  the  value  of  Ms  Ufe  interest, 
even  though  he  takes  the  fee  in  the 
land ;  but  the  law  as  to  personalty  is  un- 
changed, and  a  person  taMn^  it  pays  on 
the  whole  value.  Now,  Sir,  m  speaking 
of  this  Act,  I  wish  to  acknowledge  the 
courage  of  the  Prime  Minister  in  pro- 
posing and  carrying  such  a  measure  in 
the  House  which  then  existed.  He  did 
the  best  he  could  at  the  time.  Sir  James 
(Graham  said  it  was  the  greatest  legisla- 
tive feat  which  had  ever  come  imder  his 
notice.  The  House  will  see  that  under 
this  Act  the  man  who  succeeds  to  a  fee 
pays  no  more  than  the  man  who  succeeds 
to  a  life  estate,  and  this  is  my  first  ob- 
jection to  the  Act.  I  would  observe,  in 
passing,  that  tlie  results  of  the  Act  have 
been  disappointing.  Nor  is  this  sur- 
prising, seemg  that  owners  in  fee  only 
pay  aDout  one-half  of  the  full  duty. 
The  present  proceeds  of  the  suoceseion 
duty,  as  distinguished  from  legacy  duty, 
are  about  £600,000  a  year ;  whereas  the 
right  hon.  Oentleman  [Mr.  Gladstone), 
in  1853,  distinctly  stated  that  he  ex- 
pected to  receive  £2,000,000  a  year  from 
tbis  duty.  The  legacy  duty,  on  the  other 
hand — though  leaseholds  are  excluded 
from  it — is  remarkably  expansive.  In 
1853  it  produced  £l,200,000;-and  in 
1868,  £1,900,000.  I  have  said  that  I 
object  to  the  Act,  in  the  first  place,  be- 
cause the  tenant  for  life  pays  the  same 
as  the  tenant  in  fee.  In  bringing  in  the 
Bill  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  ai^ed 
that  the  owner  of  the  life  estate  in  a 
large  property  gets  nearly  all  the  ad- 
vant^^e  of  the  estate ;  he  is  in  possee- 
sion  of  the  land ;  he  is  the  great  man 
on  the  estate;  and,  in  &ct,  enjoys 
the  practical  benefit  of  the  estate  irnich 
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descends  to  his  children,  and  so  there 
is  ver^  little  difference  between  Mm 
and  an  owner  in  fee  simple.  Now, 
I  altogether  dispute  tikis  proposition, 
and  I  maintain  tliat  it  is  a  very  dif- 
ferent thing  to  be  tenant  for  life  and 
tenant  in  fee.  We  must  remember  that 
we  have  to  deal  with  moderate  and 
small  properties,  as  well  as  with  lai^ 
estates.  Take  ^e  case  of  two  men,  to 
each  of  whom  land  worth  £10,000  is 
left,  but  to  the  one  for  life  and  the  other 
in  fee.  The  man  who  has  the  fee  can  do 
as  he  likes  with  it.  He  can  sell  it,  and 
invest  the  proceeds  in  securities  which 
yield  a  better  interest;  or  he  can  im- 
prove it,  and  get  the  full  benefit  of  his 
improvement ;  but  the  man  who  has  the 
life  estate  can  merely  keep  it,  and  take 
the  very  m<>derate  interest  on  its  value. 
But  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  went  on 
to  say  that,  if  the  law  should  be  as  I 
propose,  the  duty  would  faJl  more  often 
on  small  estates  than  on  large,  because 
large  estates  are  generally  settled.  This 
is  true ;  but  I  would  obsOTve  that  no 
pity  is  shown  to  the  legatees  of  small 
portions  of  personalty ;  they  have  to  pay 
to  the  very  last  fartmng.  A  man  wrote 
to  me  the  other  day,  stating  that  he 
lately  received  a  litUe  over  £100  &om 
hie  step-mother,  and  had  to  pay  £13  to 
the  Government  as  duty.  Then  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  said  that  if  the  lull 
duty  was  chained  on  the  fee,  people 
would  more  often  settle  the  land,  in  or- 
der to  escape  the  duty.  Now,  I  believe 
that  settlements  are  made  in  general  for 
family  reasons,  and  not  upon  such  small 
consideratioDa  as  the  duty ;  but,  even  if 
this  were  otherwise,  that  is  not  a  matter 
fbr  the  House  to  consider.  The  Legisla- 
ture ought  to  do  what  is  right  and  J  ust, 
and  leave  the  results.  Certainly,  I 'am 
the  last  man  to  encourage  settlements  of 
land ;  I  should  great^  prefer  to  see 
much  leas  land  settled  than  is  now  set- 
tled. I  believe  that  the  settlement  of  so 
much  land  is  veryinjurious  to  the  State, 
because  it  prevents  a  great  mass  of  ca- 

{lital  which  ought  to  be  applied  to  the 
and,  horn  being  so  used.  At  die  same 
time,  we  ought  not  to  make  an  ijinjust 
law  in  order  to  discourage  settlements. 
The  right  hon.  QenUeman  added  that 
the  imposition  of  the  duty  where  a  man 
came  into  an  embarrassed  estate,  might 
compel  him  to  sell  it.  If  so,  I  should 
say,  so  much  the  better,  because  such  a 
man  had  better  sell  the  estate  to  a  man 


of  capital,  who  could  do  justice  to  the 
laud.  I  am  convinced  that  we  have  far 
too  many  embarrassed  owners  in  this 
country,  and  I  would  gladly  see  their 
number  diminished.  And  now.  Sir,  I 
come  to  my  second  objection  to  the 
working  of  this  famous  Act — namely, 
that  I  think,  as  a  matter  of  common 
justice,  the  owner  of  the  fee  in  land 
ought  to  pay  the  same  duty  as  the  owner 
of  the  ateolute  interest  in  personal  es- 
tate. The  right  hon.  Gentleman  says 
that  laud,  including  leaseholds,  is  rate- 
able ;  and,  therefore,  he  imposes  on  it  a 
less  duty,  while  personalty  is  invisible 
and  not  rated ;  and  therefore  he  charges 
it  with  a  higher  duty — that  is — the  full 
l^acy  duty.  That  was  the  substance  of 
the  argument  of  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man ;  but  I  regard  it  as  unsound,  how- 
ever plausible  it  may  be.  Now  I  main- 
tain, m  the  first  place,  that  land  is  far 
more  staple  in  value  than  personalty. 
That  value  increases  as  the  nation  in- 
. .  ses  in  wealth  and  power.  The  area 
of  the  land  is  limited ;  but  population 
and  wealth  increase  rapidly,  and  with 
them  the  demand  for  the  produce  of  the 
soil.  It  has  been  often  observed  by  Mr. 
Mill  and  others,  that  the  owner  of  lajid 
sits  still,  and  his  property  goes  on  im- 
proving ;  whereas,  the  man  of  business 
has  to  work  hard,  and  incur  much  risk 
and  pains  to  obtain  the  improvement  of 
his  prqoerty  and  the  increase  of  his  es- 
tate. Now,  without  laying  loo  much 
stress  on  this,  I  would  observe  that  it 
cannot  be  denied  that  the  value  of  an^^ 
given  amount  of  personal  property  la 
exceeding^  fluctuating  and  uncertain. 
Take  the  Funds — .in  the  last  sii  years 
they  have  varied  about  8  per  cent, 
merely  trtaa  commercial  causes.  A 
Member  of  this  House  told  me  that  he 
gained  2  per  cent  last  week  on  the  eale 
of  a  large  amount  of  stock.  Consider, 
again,  how  fluctuating  is  the  value  of 
the  vast  amount  of  money  which  is  in- 
vested in  stock-in-trade.  There  are 
large  masses  of  property  of  this  descrip- 
tion, the  value  of  which  is  more  nominal 
than  real,  and  is  continually  undergoing 
depreciation.  If  we  look  at  the  efiect  of 
war,  we  shall  find  that  at  first,  at  any 
rate,  it  increases  the  value  of  land,  while 
it  diminishes  enormously  the  value  of 
personalty.  Suppose,  for  instance,  we 
were  to  engage  in  war  with  the  United 
States,  what  a  mass  of  personal  property 
would  be  destroyed.    Were  such  a  ca^ 
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lamity  to  befal  ub,  many,  whose  faces 
are  vei?  £uuiliar  in  this  House,  would 
find  their  ^sition  Tei:y  different.  I  al- 
lude to  thoe,  merely  to  show  what  a 
fiindamental  distinction  there  is  between 
landed  properW  and  personal  estate. 
Accordingly,  alt  or  nearly  all,  political 
economists,  are  agreed  tlmt  land  ought 
to  bear  more  taxation  than  personal  pro- 
perty. It  is  entirely  a  question  of  de- 
gree. But  even  if  it.  could  be  shown 
mat  land  pays  more  than  it  ought  to 
pay,  this  would  be  no  answer  to  my  ar- 
gument, because  I  say  that  it  is  not 
right  to  compensate  one  unfairness  by 
another.  I  agree  with  Mr.  Cobden, 
when  he  said  fliat  he  objected  to  what 
he  called  the  "  odious  principle  of  com- 
peusatton."  But  I  ask — is  it  a  fact  that 
the  land  pays  more  than  it  ought  to  pay 
in  the  shape  of  local  taxation  ?  Now,  aU 
of  us  are  well  aware  of  the  magnitude 
of  these  local  taxes,  which  are  supposed 
to  amount  to  between  £18,000,000 
or  £19,000,000.  This  taxation  hae 
increased,  is  increasing,  and  ought  to 
be  diminished,  and  I  do  cot  say  one 
word  in  its  favour.  I  wish  something 
could  be  done  to  lessen  this  heavy  bur- 
den. Let  us  consider  for  a  moment  of 
what  these  taxes  consist.  We  have,  in 
the  first  place,  the  highway  rates,  the 
county  rates,  and  the  town  rates,  and 
with  regard  to  these,  I  thinh  it  clear  as 
a  matter  of  common  sense,  that  they 
should  fajl  pretty  much  as  they  do  at 
present.  For  instance,  those  who  hve 
in  a  place  ought  to  pay  for  the  roads 
which  they  use.  But  then  it  is  said  that 
owners  of  personal  estate  have  the  bene- 
fit of  roads  and  other  things,  and  do  not 
pay  as  they  ought  towards  keeping  up 
the  accommodation  of  which  they  have 
the  benefit.  Now,  as  to  this,  I  think 
in  the  first  place,  that  we  may  leave 
the  towns  out  of  the  question.  I  believe 
that,  taking  the  poor  rates  and  the  other 
local  rates  together,  the  towns  pay  fiillv 
one-half  of  the  whole  rates.  And  if 
there  be  a  hardship,  the  hardship  is 
greater  on  the  owners  of  houses  in  towns 
than  on  the  owners  of  land,  because  the 
former  very  often  live  in  part  from  in- 
come derived  from  personalty,  or  from 
their  own  industry,  and  so  pay  both 
sets  of  taxes.  But,  on  the  other  hand, 
they  are  the  men  who  are  the  most  able 
to  control  the  local  expenditure  in  towns, 
as  they  generally  have  more  influence 
and  more  time  at  their  disposal  than 
Mr.  W.  Foviltr 


the  bulk  of  the  inhabitants.  At  pre- 
sent they  have  the  strongest  motive  for 
keeping  a  vigilant  watch  over  the  ex- 
penditure, and  I  think  it  would  be  dan- 
gerous to  diminish  the  force  of  this 
motive  by  extending  the  tax  to  the 
mass  of  the  people,  who  would  have 
very  httle  power  of  curtailing  the  ex- 
penditure, however  galling  the  burden 
might  be.  Now,  it  is  to  be  observed 
that  these  lai^e  towns  ask  no  favour 
in  this  matter.  They  send  Liberal  Mem- 
bers who  are  quite  disposed  to  do  away 
with  all  these  exemptions,  and  to  act 
fairly  as  between  realty  and  personalty. 
They  are  very  generally  men  who  own 
personal  as  wellas  real  estate,  and  any- 
thing taken  off  one  would  &I1  on  the 
other.  Those  who  complain  most  are 
the  owners  of  land,  and  I  admit  that 
they  are  heavily  taxed.  I  wish  the  bur- 
den could  be  made  lighter.  I  am  the 
last  man  to  say  that  the  present  stato 
of  things  is  satisfactoiy.  We  heard  last 
night  a  ereat  deal  about  pauperism. 
On  that  subj  ect  I  shall  only  say  that  while 
I  fully  admit  it  to  be  a  grievous  thing 
that  we  should  have  to  expend  so  vast  a 
sum  of  money  in  this  way,  I  do  not 
think  the  burden  on  the  land  as  such 
is  heavier  than  it  ought  to  be,  when  aU 
the  circumstances  of  the  country  and  the 
nature  of  landed  property  are  taken 
into  account.  It  is  laid  down,  by  Mr. 
Baxter,  that  in  the  case  of  land,  one- 
fourth  of  this  rate  falls  on  the  tenants, 
and  in  the  cases  of  houses  one-half — 
so  that  the  owner  of  the  land  does  not 
bear  the  whole  burden.  Different  opi- 
nions prevail  on  this  point,  but,  however 
this  may  be,  I  ask,  how  are  we  to  pre- 
vent the  vast  waste  which  must  take 
place  if  part  of  the  burden  of  the  poor 
rate  should  be  home  by  the  Imperial 
Exchequer  ?  Now  on  this  point  we  have 
aprecedent;  in  1849  therighthon.  Gen- 
tleman the  Member  for  Buckinghamshire 
proposed  that  half  of  the  poor  rates 
should  be  thrown  on  the  Consolidated 
Fund  ;  but  in  1852,  when  he  brought  in 
his  Budget  as  a  responsible  Minister,  he 
gave  up  that  idea  altogether.  I  would 
further  remark  on  this  point  that  our 
present  mode  of  payment  is  a  bad  one. 
The  landlord  does  not  pay  with  his  own 
hand,  and  so  does  not  look  after  the  ex- 
penditure as  he  otherwise  would  do.  It 
would  be  far  better  that  half  should  be 
paid  by  the  landlord  and  half  by  the  oc- 
cupier, so  that  the  former  might  feel  the 
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necessitj  of  havings  an  ere  on  tlie  expen- 
diture of  the  money.  I  have  only  one 
word  more  to  Bay  on  this  subject.  I 
think  the  landlords  have  the  matter  to  a 
great  extent  ia  their  own  hands.  If 
more  capital  were  applied  to  the  soil, 
and  the  land  were  better  cultivated,  we 
should  hear  much  less  about  poor  rates 
than  we  do  at  present.  The  other  day 
I  went  over  an  estate  of  3,000  acres  he- 
longiaff  to  a  wealtliy  gentleman.  There 
was  only  one  cottage,  on  it,  and  I  believe 
I  could  have  bought  it  for  £20  an  acre, 
whereas  with  proper  cultivation  it  would 
soon  be  worth  £60  or  £70.  I  want  to 
see  lesa  of  this  state  of  things.  The  | 
truth  is  that  the  land  needs  more  capi- ; 
tal  to  be  expended  on  it,  and  thus  more  | 
employment  would  he  given  to  the  peo-  ^ 
pie.  I  agree  with  what  Mr.  Cobden 
said  in  1849— 

"lbclicT«we  hiTS  no  ndcqnnW  coneaplton  of 
wh.ictlioninonnt  of  proiluoriim  might  bo  fnim  a 
limiUrl  suifiee  of  Inml  proviilcd  onlj  tlie  amoant 
ol  enpitnl  von  lufflcient..  I  ite  no  r«nwn  vbiil- 
evcr  chir  [  ilionld  not  liira  to  kb  the  il;ij  irbcn  a 
mn'i  wlio  l.iti  out  £I,00O  on  ci^lny  .icres  of  Innd 
will  1k)  a  more  iinli'pvnilent,  mora  proipf  roui,  niitl ' 
moi-o  UKful  iiinn  Ilinn  in.nnj  firiners  who  row 
oocupy  AQO  or  GUO  ncrci,  villi  not  one-qunrlDr 
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And  now  I  wish  to  observe  that  however 
heavy  the  burdens  on  land  now  are, 
they  are  not,  relatively,  eo  heavy  as 
they  were  formerly.  During  the  present 
Session  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the 
President  of  the  Poor  Law  Board  has 
told  us  that,  in  1815,  the  land  rated  to 
the  poor  wan  assessed  at  £37,000,000, 
while  the  other  property  so  rated  was 
assessed  at  £16,000,000;  but,  in  1866, 
the  land  was  assessed  at  £46,000,000, 
and  the  other  properQr  at  £64,000,000. 
I  will  only  mention  one  other  set  of 
figures.  In  1842-3,  the  farmers  of 
Great  Britain  were  assessed  for  Schedule 
B  of  the  Income  Tax  on  b  rental  of 
£22,800,000 ;  but,  in  1866,  they  were  as- 
sessed on  a  rental  of  £32,500,000 ;  so 
that  the  rents  had  risen  50  per  cent  in 
that  interval.  It  is,  at  any  rate,  satis- 
factory to  feel  that  liiere  is  an  increasing 
fund  on  which  the  burden  is  to  fall.  I 
should  hke  jnst  to  mention  that  in 
America  land  pays  on  its  value  and  not 
on  its  income,  eo  that  here  it  has  a  great 
advantage  as  compared  with  other  pro- 
perty, inasmuch  as  the  income  from  land 
IB  only  a  small  per  centage  on  its  sale- 
able value.     And  now.   Sir,   whatever 


may  be  thought  of  what  I  have  so  tax 
said,  there  can  be  no  doubt  that  the 
law  is  grossly  incoiisiatent  in  this  matter 
of  rating,  aa  I  shall  proceed  to  show. 
Let  me  take,  in  the  first  place,  the  case 
of  the  farmer.  We  hear  much  of  the 
landed  interest  and  its  unity,  and  yet  the 
farmer  pays  legacy  duU^  on  the  fuH  value 
of  hia  lease,  and  all  his  stock-in-trade 
and  effects,  while  his  landlord  pays  only 
on  the  value  of  his  life  interest  in  the 
estate.  This  seems  harsh  and  unequal. 
But  my  second  case  is  far  stronger.  The 
railway  companies  of  this  country  pay 
£900,000  in  local  rates  of  all  binds,  and 
about  £500,000  for  carriage  duty,  and 

J  ret  railway  stock,  being  regarded  by  the 
aws  as  personalty,  pays  probate  and 
legacy  duty  in  full.  I  will  read  to  Uie 
House  a  statement  I  have  received  from 
the  Secretary  of  the  North  Eastern  Sail-  - 
way  Company — 

"  Ruilmr  comp.lni(*  nre  liable  to  nil  hinds  of 
ralei — nameir,  p->or,  highwiij',  diatricE,  borough, 
nntcliin;  nnd  lighting,  improTonient.  piiving  and 

which  are  iinpoied  bj  nny  local  board  or 
nnlhorjtj. 

"  Ton  will  bo  nw^re,  1  pmnme,  Ihnt  b;  tho 
Local  GoTorninpnt  Act  (21  k  23  Vie.,  o.  OS) 
railwaj'i  and  oilier  kindi  of  progicrtj  nre  nM^iiiHl 
nc  onoTourlh  of  the  •ntli  aaauul  falue,'  for 
'general  district  rntei.' 

"The  North  Knitcm  Company  pnid  for  mtca 
within  a  triBa  of  £80,000  in  I8U8.  'I'his  \i^  piT 
cent  on  oar  grois  reecipta.  nenrlj  1  |>cr  cent  on 
nett  raceiplf,  and  9J  per  cent  on  naionnt  paid  lo 
the  ordinary  ■haroholdcra ! " 
I  cannot  conceive  anything  more  unfoir 
than  this  state  of  things.  Nor  is  this  all. 
In  rating  a  banking  house,  you  do  not 
take  into  account  the  profits  of  the  bank ; 
but  in  rating  a  railway  company,  you 
do  take  into  account  the  profits  made  or 
supposed  to  be  made  by  the  company, 
and  I  believe  it  will  be  foimd  that  these 
companies  are  assessed  for  a  far  lareer 
amount  than  that  which  they  really 
divide.  Now  this  is  a  ver^  large  matter. 
The  amount  of  the  ordmary  stock  of 
raUwaya  ia  about  £250,000,000,  to  say 
nothing  of  bji  equal  amount  of  dehen- 
tures  and  preference  stocks.  I  say, 
therefore,  that  it  is  high  time  this  state 
of  things  was  considered  and  amended. 
Before  1  pass  from  this  part  of  my  sub- 
ject I  wiek  for  a  moment  to  refer  to  the 
state  of  the  law  as  to  burdens  on  land  in 
other  countries.  Speakingin  1849  Lord 
TTBlifii.T  said  that — 

"  Then  i«  hardly  a  ooantrj  in  Europe  in  which 
a  larger  propartion  of  the  national  laxalion  I*  not 
paid  bj  raal  proputr  aad  Uad  (hut  ia  Eogluil." 
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I  am  glad  to  be  able  to  confirm  this 
statement  as  to  France  in  tbe  words  of 
M.  de  Lavergue,  one  of  tbe  first  of 
French  economists.  Writing  a  few  days 
oince  he  says — 

"  In  Pranaa  >U  local  tuea  come  noder  tbe 
Dune  of  Mntimei  addiiiontlt,  beoanw  in  luldition 
to  tba  four  direct  cantnbationi  to  tha  :ilate^ 
namal]',  (1)  la  eoalribution ,pi>nt&n  ;  (3)  U»  ron- 
tribationt  ptrtonelU  tt  tniMliiTe :  (3)  tbe  Ux  on 
vindoKi  >nd  doora ;  (1)  the  tax  on  lioeoMS, 
moveibie  property  pnja  duties  on  luooeaaiona  and 
Imnifisn,  but  muoh  lighter  than  tboM  whicb  fell 
on  immOTiable  propertj.  Tou  ma;  aSnn  that 
immoTeablB  propartjr  beara  in  France  three- 
qunrten  of  (he  general  taxation  direct]]'  oon- 
tributed  to  the  State,  and  almoat  tbe  irbols  of  the 
deparlmenlal  aed  communal  taiation, 
Now  this  shows  clearly  that,  aa  com- 
pared with  other  coimtries,  tbe  land- 
owners of  this  country  have  no  cause  to 
complain.  I  am  not  arguing  that  the 
French  system  is  good,  but  tbe  com- 
parison is  certainly  interesting.  Before 
I  conclude  I  must  say  a  few  words  as  to 
tbe  probate  duty.  What  I  have  said  as 
to  the  legacy  duty  applies  to  this,  with 
this  distinctiou,  that  the  exemption  of 
real  estate  in  this  case  is  total,  as  the 
Prime  Minister  made  no  change  as  to 
|)robate  duty  when,  in  1853,  he  sub- 
jected the  land  to  succession  duty  on  the 
value  of  the  life  interest.  This  exemp- 
tion, as  I  have  explained,  rests  on  no 
principle,  but  results  merely  &om  the 
accident  that  landed  estate  never  got 
within  the  jaws  of  tbe  spiritual  courts. 
Let  us  take  aa  illustration  of  its  effect. 
Tbe  leaseholders  on  the  vast  proper^  of 
the  Marquess  of  Westminstw',  hard  by 
where  we  are,  pay  heavy  rates,  as  many 
hon.  Oentlemen  knowj  and  these  lease- 
holds are  subject  to  probate  duty  because 
they  are  considered  in  law  to  be  perso- 
nal estate;  but  tbe  reversioner — tbe 
Marquess — pays  very  little  in  tbe  way  of 
rates,  and  yet  his  reversion  pays  no  pro- 
bate duty.  I  say  that  this  is  amonstxoua 
anomaly.  It  has  sometimes  been  sug- 
gested that  there  would  be  a  difficulty  as 
to  the  valuation  of  land  for  the  puiposee 
of  probate.  I  do  not  t^''"^^  the  House 
need  listen  to  any  such  ai^ument,  for  if 
this  matter  were  left  to  tbe  ingenious 
gentlemen  of  tbe  Inland  Bevenue  De- 
partment, they  would  soon  dispose  of  it 
without  incurring  any  serious  expense. 
Now,  Sir,  I  have  thus  endeavoured  to 
show  that  the  burdens  on  tbe  land  are 
natural  burdens,  and  that  the  land  from 
the  nature  of  the  case,  enjoys  pecitliar 
advantages  which  enable  ita  owners  *~ 
Mr.  W.  Foicki- 
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bear  those  burdens  without  undue  pres- 
I  desire  the  prosperity  of  tbe 
landed  interest,  for  I  conceive  that  tbe 
prosperity  of  no  interest  is  of  more  im- 
portance to  the  State.  I  ask  them  to 
treat  this  question  as  an  Imperial  ques- 
tion—to  put  aside  all  class  distinctions 
and  feeungs,  and  to  bear  cbeerfully 
whatever  burdens  rightly  fall  on  them 
without  claiming  any  unf^  exemptions, 
and  I  trust  that  they  may  long  enjoy  tbs 
pre-eminent  state  and  dignity  wbich  ara 

theirs.  

Mb.  white  seconded  the  Motion. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
"  That,  in  the  opinion  of  thla  Hod»,  the  Law 
to  the  Dntf  on  the  niconaion  to  Eteal  Eatule, 
and  aa  to  the  exemption  of  Real  Eatata  fren 
Probata  Duly,  ia  anemaJona  and  unequal,  and  da- 
manda  the  earlj  and  aeriou*  atlentioo  of  lb* 
GoTaRiment,  with  a  view  to  ita  amandmant."— 
{Mr.  WiUiam  FowUr.) 

Mr.  G.  GREGORY  said,  he  was  not 
connected  with  tbe  landed  interest,  and 
did  not  address  the  House  as  its  obam- 
pion ;  but  having  been  generally  brought 
into  connection  with  luid  as  a  matter  of 
business,  be  could  speak  with  regard  to 
the  burdens  and  obligations  which  be- 
longed to  it.  So  far  as  he  knew,  the 
only  exemption  which  landed  property 
enjoyed  from  taxation  was  in  respect  of 
probate  duty,  and  recently  tbe  succes- 
sion duty  bad  been  imposed  as  a  coun- 
terpoise to  that  which  was  chaived 
upon  personal  property  in  anomw 
shape.  He  could  state  from  personal 
experience  that  the  succession  duly 
had  worked  injustice  in  many  instances. 
There  was  an  element  in  that  dutv 
which  was  frequently  lost  sight  of, 
but  which  was  severely  felt  by  those 
who  were  liable  to  it,  and  which  ma- 
terially tended  to  increase  its  amount, 
that  was  the  mode  in  which  the  de- 
scent was  traced  for  the  purposes  of  the 
duty.  With  regard  to  personal  property, 
there  was  onfy  one  descent — namely, 
from  the  deceased  to  his  successor,  and 
be  pcdd  according  to  relationship.  But 
not  so  with  regard  to  the  succession 
duties,  because  they  were  frequently 
assessed  with  regard  to  that  predecessor 
in  the  title  who  was  a  remote  ancestor, 
and  possibly  a  stranger  in  blood.  Tbe 
party  who  succeeded  was  often  charged 
-with  annuities  and  jointures  paid  to 
persons  who  were  strangers  to  him, 
and  upon  tbe  foiling  in  of  them  them 
he  had  to  pay  a  succession  du^  of  10 
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on  liad  been  tcikea 
f  these  duties  on  ths 
life  estate  oqIt,  but  be  bardly  sav  an; 
otber  principle  on  which  Uie  charge 
could  be  made  than  as  on  a  tenant 
for  life.  Most  large  estates  were  either 
settled  or  entailed,  but  looking  at  the 
difSculties  and  the  great  expenses  which 
must  always  attend  real  property,  the 
person  succeeding  to  it  was  in  nine  cases 
out  of  ten,  for  all  practical  purposes, 
tenant  forUfe.  The  mode  of  assessment 
on  land,  too,  involved  a  good  deal  of 
complication,  the  exhibition  of  titles, 
valuation,  the  disclosure  of  charges,  and 
other  liabilities  on  the  estate,  all  of 
which  added  considerably  to  the  expense 
of  getting  the  succession  duty  assessed 
on  real  property.  Personal  estate  paid 
only  \h  psi^  oemt  as  probate  duty,  but 
real  property  had  to  bear  a  number 
of  what  he  called  natural  liabilities, 
such  as  charities,  allowances  to  tenants, 
and  other  matters  of  a  like  kind,  and 
above  all  a  great  demand  was  made 
upon  it  for  local  taxation,  from  which 
the  greater  portioD  of  personal  pro- 
perty was  Dee.  Then  there  were 
the  stamp  duties  on  the  alienation  of 
real  property.  No  man  could  transfer 
his  property  without  paying  a  tax  of  5«. 
per  cent,  (uid  how,  he  should  like  to 
Know,  would  the  hon.  Gentleman  like  to 
have  personal  property  subject  to  the 
same  tax  ?  How  would  he  like  to  have 
it  imposed  on  the  transfer  of  shares,  of 
Consols,  on  time  bai^^ns,  and  on  bUla 
of  lading?  Was  he  prepared  to  go  to 
that  extent,  because  if  equalization  were 
to  be  established  at  all  it  must  be  es- 
tablished to  all  intents  and  purposes. 
He  submitted  there  were  some  species  of 
personal  property,  as  where  lucrative 
businesses  were  carried  on,  which  ought 
to  be  taxed  according  to  the  extent 
of  the  business  carried  on  upon  the  pre- 
mises. The  good-will  of  a  large  bank- 
ing house,  or  a  flourishing  mercantile 
business,  ought  to  be  called  on  to  con- 
tribute something  to  the  taxation  of  the 
country.  He  denied  that  the  Law  of 
En^ — as  it  had  been  frequently  stated 
in  that  House  and  elsewhere — created  a 
dearth  of  land  in  the  market,  and  that 
there  was  a  difficulty  in  obtaining  small 
holdings.  He  received  every  fortnight 
trom  the  auctioneers  of  the  metropMts, 
statements  giving  deecriptiona  of  eight 
or  ten  properties  in  every  county  in  the 
kingdom,  which  were  to  be  had  at  all 
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prices,  some  no  doubt,  at  a  fancy  price, 
but  the  greater  portion  by  fiir  on  terms 
constituting  eligible  investments.  He 
believed,  there^re,  that  there  was  no 
difflculty  in  the  way  of  persons  who  de- 
sire to  invest  their  money  in  landed 
property.  In  conclusion,  he  thanked 
the  House  for  the  manner  in  which  they 
had  listened  to  him. 

Mb.  M'LAREN  stud,  it  had  been 
stated  that  land  was  not  unduly  ex- 
empted from  taxation,  but  he  ventured 
to  state  that  it  was  so,  particululy  in  re- 
ference to  the  assessment  of  the  income 
tax  on  farmers,  and,  consequently, 
whatever  exemption  they  obtained  was 
in  favour  of  the  landlords.  If  they  took 
the  years  1813,  1814,  and  1815,  when 
the  old  income  tax  was  in  existence, 
they  would  find  that  the  income  tax 
paid  by  farmers  amounted  to  one- 
seventh  of  the  whole  tax.  If,  how- 
ever, they  went  back  for  the  last  ten 
years,  and  took  an  average  of  ten  years, 
and  of  three  years,  they  would  find  the 
proportion  paid  by  the  mrmers  was  one- 
seventeenth  for  the  ten  years  j  and  for 
the  last  two  years  only  one-twentieth  of 
the  total  sum  paid  for  income  tax; 
whilst  the  rest  of  the  community  had 
paid  a  far  greater  proportion  during 
the  last  two  years  than  they  paid  at 
the  termination  of  the  Frencm  war. 
The  rents  of  farms  had  of  late  years 
greatly  increased ;  and  this  proved  that 
ttie  farmers  were  unduly  favoured  by 
the  artificial  mode  now  adopted  of  com- 
puting their  profits ;  and  the  benefit 
ultimately  went  to  the  landlords.  He 
hoped  the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer 
would  look  into  the  matter,  and  next 
year  do  an  act  of  justice  by  making  all 
peTsons  contribute  according  to  meir 
real  incomes  to  this  tax.  

The  CHANCELLOB  of  the  EXCHE- 
QtlER  said,  he  had  some  difficulty  in 
dealing  with  this  Motion,  as  he  had  so 
veiT  recently  become  acquainted  with  it, 
and  he  might  venture  to  remark  that  for 
the  future  it  would  be  very  desirable, 
when  hon.  Gentlemen  intended  to  sub- 
mit Motions  of  this  g;reat  importance  to 
the  House,  they  should  put  them  on  the 
Paper  a  day  or  two  beforehand,  in  order 
that  the  Qovemment  might  have  the 
benefit  of  considering  them.  The  hon. 
Gentleman,  however,  had  merely  given 
notice  that  he  should  move  aKeeolution. 
He  confessed  that  not  having  had  any 
great  experience  of  the  matter  he  fen 


,yCoogIe 


lUal  Property—  (COMMONS) 


SeiotutioM. 


himaelf  at  a  considerable  disadvantage; 
but  he  trusted  that  the  bon.  Gtentleman, 
having  done  all  he  desired  to  do  in 
bringiog  the  matter  forward,  would  not 
press  the  Government  to  give  a  dedaion 
off-hand  on  a  subject  of  auch  vast  im- 
portance. The  question  involved  no- 
thing less  than  the  whole  problem  of  the 
principle  on  which  all  property  should 
be  taxed,  and  how  far  local  arrangements 
ought  to  be  taken  into  coueideration. 
There  was  one  part  of  the  hon.  Gentle- 
man's argument  to  which  he  could  not 
subscribe — namely,  where  the  hon.  Gen- 
tleman seemed  to  endeavour  to  prove 
that  the  question  of  local  taxatioa  was 
immaterial,  and  might  be  put  aside  in 
the  regulation  of  the  taxation  of  laud. 
Now,  although  people  might  differ  as  to 
the  weight  which  ought  to  be  given  to 
the  locfU  element,  no  one,  he  thought, 
could  disregard  it  altogether.  Indeed, 
the  hon.  Gentleman  himself  appeared  to 
be  conscious  of  this  when  he  aigued  as 
to  the  actual  incidence  of  local  taxation. 
Land  paid  income  tax  on  the  gross 
amount  of  the  income,  and  consequently 
it  bore  an  immense  burden  of  lo<»l  tax- 
ation. Ou  the  other  hand,  it  was  equally 
clear  that  land  enjoyed  a  great  exemp- 
tion in  being  free  &om  probate  duty, 
and  in  having  the  succession  duty  put 
on  with  a  very  lenient  hand,  to  say  the 
least  of  it.  The  interest  of  the  tax  was 
assessed  as  a  life  interest,  and  paid  ac- 
cordingly ;  but  although  the  law  could 
do  most  things.  It  could  not  give  a  man 
the  enjoyment  of  the  land  for  a  period 
longer  than  bis  life.  In  the  abstract 
the  problem  might  be  difficult,  but  when 
the  different  elements  of  it  were  mus- 
tered together  it  was  not  difficult  to  show 
what  burdens  land  bore  and  what  immu- 
nities it  enjoyed.  Although  land  might 
yield  a  small  income,  yet  it  might  be  re- 
garded as  a  sort  of  lottery  ticket,  which 
sometimes  turned  out  to  be  a  great  prize, 
&om  the  discovery  of  mines,  or  the  es- 
tablishment of  manufactories  upon  it. 
These  were  matters  of  curious  specula- 
tion, and  if  followed  out  would  form  ad- 
mirable subjects  for  the  consideration  of 
a  statistical  society.  But  after  discussing 
these  elements  we  should  be  only  on  the 
very  outskirts  of  the  problem  proposed 
by  the  hon.  Gentleman,  because  we 
should  still  want  some  common  measure 
by  which  we  could  set  off  one  element 
against  another  and  come  to  some  defi- 
nite and  practical  conclusion  on  the  sub- 
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ject.  To  this  problem  he  confessed  him- 
self utterly  unequal.  He  thought  he 
apprehended  the  nature  of  the  subject, 
and  that  it  was  well  worthy  of  the  con- 
sideration of  the  House  and  the  Govern- 
ment. He  did  not  think  it  would  be 
wiseto  pass  a  Resolution  on  this  eubj  ect, 
which  might  instU  in  the  minds  of  some 
petnde  unfounded  hopes  on  the  one  side, 
and  unfounded  fears  on  the  other;  and 
he  therefore  ventured  to  suggest  that 
the  hon.  Gentleman,  after  havli^  drawn 
public  attention  to  this  question,  should 
not  think  it  necessary  on  this  occasion  to 
to  go  to  a  division.  He  (the  ChEmcellor 
of  the  Exchequer)  would  give  his  best' 
attention  to  the  subject,  and  if  he  could 
adopt  any  of  the  hon.  Gentleman's  views 
'  d  be  exceedingly  happy  to  do  so. 
lALJj  said,  he  thougnt  the  im- 
position of  probate  duty  upon  land  was 
highly  objectionable.  Probate  duty  was 
a  tax  imposed  on  personal  property,  and 
paid  by  the  executor  or  administrator 
out  of  the  general  mass  of  the  personal 
property  and  land.  This  was  objection- 
able as  regarded  land,  because  the  duty 
was  paid  totally  irrespective  of  the  en- 
joyment of  the  property.  A  person 
had  to  pay  it  before  he  could  enjoy 
the  property,  and  if  he  had  no  capital 
it  became  necessary  for  him  to  raise 
the  money  by  mortgaging  the  land. 
Nothing,  he  might  remai^,  could  be 
worse  than  a  system  which  encou- 
raged frequent  charges  on  landed  pro- 
perty. Apart  tiora.  the  general  question 
he  expressed  the  opinion  that  probat« 
duty  was  not  a  judicious  means  of  tax- 
ii^the  land. 

Colonel  COBBETT  observed  that 
the  land  tax  fell  very  unequally,  because 
of  its  having  been  redeemed  in  some 
cases  and  not  in  others.  He,  for  in- 
stance, paid  lOi^.  in  the  pound  for  land 
tax.  This  should  not  be  forgotten  in 
equalizing  chaiges  upon  the  land. 

Mb.  a.  JOHNSTON  said,  that  as  no 
hon.  Member  had  risen  to  reply  to  the 
arguments  of  the  hon.  and  learned  Mem- 
ber for  the  Dublin  University  {Dr.  Ball), 
he  would  endeavour  to  do  so,  althougli 
it  must  needs  appear  great  presumption 
on  his  part  to  attempt  to  confute  so  good 
an  authority;  but  the  hon.  Member'a 
arguments  were  such  as  could  not  be 
accepted  on  that  side  of  the  House.  The 
hon.  Gentleman  had  drawn  a  distinction 
between  duty  paid  by  executors,  and 
duty  paid  by  devisees,  but  he  contended 
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that  it  was  the  property  paid,  itself  wUch 
and  which  ought  to  pay,  the  probate 
duty,  no  matter  by  what  machinery  it  was 
paid ;  and  this  was  also  the  simple  reply 
to  the  hon.  Member  for  East  Susses 
(Mr.  G.  Gregory),  who  had  enlarged  on 
the  hardship  of  making  a  tenant  for  life 
pay  the  same  duty  as  one  who  enjoyed 
the  fee  simple.  He  would  get  over  all 
these  difficulties  by  charging  the  pro- 
perty itself  with  the  duty  every  time  it 
SEiaeed  by  death,  and  theu  the  tenant  for 
fe  would  pay  the  exact  duty  on  the  in- 
tereet  he  enjoyed,  and  no  more.  The 
foot  was  there  was  one  argument,  and 
one  only,  for  the  exemption  at  present 
enjoyed  by  landed  property — namely, 
the  way  in  which  it  is  ourdened  with 
local  taxation,  but  that  argument  had 
been,  to  a  great  extent,  met  by  his  hon. 
Friend  the  Member  for  Cambridge  (Mr. 
W.  Fowler),  who  had  shewn  that  reil- 
way  property  and  leasehold  property, 
although  as  heavily  burdened  as  any  for 
local  purposes,  yet  paid  legacy  duty  to 
the  fml.  There  was  no  doubt  that,  in 
some  manner,  before  long,  personal  pro- 
per^ would  be  made  to  bear  its  share  of 
local  burdens.  That  sultject  had  been 
most  ably  put  before  the  House  by  the 
hon.  Members  for  South  Devon  (Sir 
Uasaey  Lopes)  and  South  East  Norfolk 
(Mr.  Bead),  whose  views  must  shortly 
prevail,  and  then  the  last  rag  of  an  ail- 
ment for  the  exemption  of  real  property 
firom  Imperial  taxation  would  be  gone. 
The  Prime  Minister  had,  he  believed, 
more  than  once  advanced  this  point  as 
to  local  taxation ;  and  be  hoped  that  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  was,  on  those  oc- 
casions, expressing  his  past  mind  more 
than  his  present  or  future  mind  on  this 
question,  or  rather  he  would  say,  was 
resting  on  his  oars  after  the  long  and 
success^  stru^le  which  he  maintained 
in  1S63  against  a  compact  phalanx  of 
Gentlemen  on  the  other  side  of  Uie  House 
of  great  ability  and  l^al  knowledge, 
and  who  resisted  with  all  their  might 
the  imposition  even  of  succession  duhr. 
He  might  well  think  he  had  done  enough. 
But  now  the  circumstances  were  changed. 
In  those  days  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
was  greatly  in  advance  of  his  party  in 
financial  science ;  he  had  to  drag  them 
after  him,  but  he  now  led  an  enthusiastic 
band  of  followers,  who,  although  many 
of  them  were  closely  connected  with,  and 
interested  in  landed  property,  desired 
oquality  and  justice  for  all,  and  were 
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most  anxious  to  see  this  question  settled. 
They  had  now  a  new  Chancellor  of  the 
Exchequer,  and  he  had  listened  with 
pleasure  to  what  had  fallen  from  him 
this  evening,  and  he  hoped  that  he 
would,  before  long,  lead  them  on  to  abo- 
lish these  inequuities,  and  to  destroy 
what  was  really  nothing  more  than  a 
paltry  relic  of  feudal  privilegea. 

Mb.  W.  fowler  was  much  obliged 
to  the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  for 
what  be  had  said  upon  the  subject,  and 
of  course  would  not  divide  the  House 
against  his  wish.  But  the  question 
was  important;  it  involved  something 
like  £2,000,000  a  year,  and  he  hoped 
that  between  this  and  the  unfolding  of 
the  next  Budget  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man  would  give  some  attention  to  it. 

Motion,  by  leave,  withdrawn. 

COUNTY  FINANCIAL  BOARDS  BILL. 
LEAVE,      PIB8T  HEAItlNa. 

Me.  KNATCHBTJLL-HUGE88EN : 

In  accordance  with  the  promise  con- 
tained in  the  gracious  Speech  from  the 
Throne,  I  have  now  to  ask  leave  to 
bring  in  a  Bill  which  has  for  its  object 
the  introduction  of  the  principle  of 
representation  in  the  control  of  the 
county  rate,  I  wish  to  state  at  the  out- 
set that,  in  proposing  such  a  measure  to 
Parliament,  Her  Majesty's  Government 
have  not  the  least  wish  or  intention  to 
impute  any  mal- administration  or  want 
of  competency  to  those  who  have  hither- 
to had  the  entire  management  of  county 
rate  expenditure.  No  doubt,  through- 
out the  country,  there  are  many  magis- 
trates who  concern  themselves  very  little 
about  thegeneralandfinancialhuEiuees  of 
their  counties,  and  who  are  content  with 
the  occasional  discharge  of  judicial  func- 
tions in  their  own  immediate  locaUtiee. 
But  it  will  not  be  denied  that  in  every 
county  in  England  there  are  to  be  found  a 
certain  number  of  the  unpaid  magistracy, 
who,  at  great  personal  inconvenience, 
devote  much  of  their  time  and  attention 
to  the  administration  of  the  business  of 
their  counties,  other  than  judicial,  and 
who  conduct  that  adininiatration  in  a 
manner  creditable  to  themselves  and 
advantageous  to  the  public.  Amd  when 
we  are  about  to  legislate  in  the  direction 
which  I  have  to  propose  to-night,  I 
think  it  is  but  just  and  fair  to  express 
our  sense  of  the  value  of  services  thus 
gratuitously   rendered,    and   to  guard 
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against  Qie  poeaibls  Bappoeitian  that 
any  want  of  appreciation  of  thoee  ser- 
vicea  or  an;  doubt  of  their  value  liee  at 
the  root  of  our  propoeed  leoialatioa.  I 
would  observe,  moreorer,  Sir,  that  as 
many  of  die  magistrates  are  themBelvea 
Tate-payers  to  a  considerable  extent,  the 
interest  of  rato-payora  are  not  likely  to 
be  will^y  or  intentionally  neglected 
under  the  present  Bystem.  And  I  think 
that  many  of  those  vho  vish  that  sys- 
tem altered,  and  complain  of  the  large- 
ness of  county  expenditure,  are  really 
Bcaroely  aware  of  the  fact  that  a  very 
large  proportion  of  the  county  rate  is 
levied  under  the  authority  and  direction 
of  special  Acts  of  Parliament,  for  which 
the  magistratea  are  not  in  any  way  re- 
sponsible; and  that  of  the  expenditure 
thus  incurred  they  are  not  tne  origi- 
nators, but  only  the  miniHtera  and  agents 
of  the  law  in  its  administration — act- 
ing under  the  direct  supervision  of  Go- 
vernment Departments.  Still,  Sir,  it 
most  be  owned  that  even  in  that  ad- 
ministration there  is  a  certain  discretion 
according  to  the  due  or  undue  exercise 
of  which  greater  or  smaller  sums  may 
be  levied  upon  the  counties.  Taking 
this  into  account,  considering  that  the 
rate-payers  have  no  voice  whatever  in 
the  appointment  of  the  magistratea,  and 
bearing  in  mind  that  this  is  the  only 
part  of  the  fiscal  system  of  Great  Britain 
m  which  representation  and  taxation 
do  not  go  together,  we  can  hardly  won- 
der that  a  cry  has  been  somewhat  loudly 
and  extenaiyely  raised  in  favour  of  the 
establishment  of  Representative  Boards 
to  control  the  finance  of  counties.  Sir, 
— speaking  myself  as  a  magistrate  and 
country  gentleman,  I  would  venture  to 
say  that  such  a  proposal  will  be  by  no 
means  either  unpopular  with  the  class 
to  which  I  belong,  or  at  all  likely  to 
jUminiati  their  just  influence  in  the 
oountry.  I(  as  a  body,  we  have  hither- 
to exercised  the  powers  entrusted  to  us 
with  diligent  attention,  and  with  a  due 
regard  to  economical  considerations,  it 
cannot  be  otherwise  than  satisfactory  to 
DS  that  this  fact  should  be  more  gene- 
rally known  among  the  rate-payers  of 
our  respective  counties  by  means  of  the 
aeaodation  with  us  of  their  direct  repre- 
sentatives in  the  foture  exercise  of  those 
powers.  Nor  have  I  the  least  fear  that 
any  feeling  of  jealousy  will  prevent  the 
harmonious  working  of  the  old  and  new 
adminiBtrative  elements.  The  matter 
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has  been  already  tested.  On  Boards 
of  Guardians — on  Fishery  Boards—  on 
Cattle  Plague  Committees — on  Assess- 
ment Committees — tx-offieio  and  repre- 
sentative members  have  worked  t<^eth6r 
with  perfect  good  feeling  and  with  KTeat 
public  advantage,  and  I  do  not,  for  a 
moment,  doubt  that  these  elements  may 
be  blended  with  equal  advantage  in  the 
general  financial  government  of  coun- 
ties. Now,  Sir,  this  subject  is  by  no 
means  new  to  Parliament.  In  1850,  a 
right  hon.  Friend  of  mine,  whose  absence 
from  the  House  I  am  sure  we  all  re- 
gret— Mr.  Milner  Gibson — introduced  a 
Bill  which  proposed  the  establishment  fiS 
a  County  Financial  Board,  half  to  b« 
composed  of  ratepayers  elected  by  Boards 
of  Guardians,  and  half  of  magistrates 
elected  by  the  Court  of  Quarter  Seasions. 
The  question  was  referred  to  a  Select 
Committee,  whose  Beport  condemned 
the  proposal  to  take  the  power  out  of 
the  hands  of  the  magistrates — whose 
administration  they  found  to  be  efficient 
and  economical — and  negatived  the  Pre- 
amble of  the  Bill.  This  Committee, 
however,  made  several  recommendations 
upon  the  general  subject — they  recom- 
mended that  the  clerk  of  the  peace 
should  be  paid  by  salary  instead  of  fees, 
and  a  measure  was  passed  the  foUowii^ 
year  which  sanctioned  this  arrangement. 
They  recommended  that  annual  miandal 
statements  should  be  published  and  dis- 
tributed to  every  union.  Accordingly, 
an  Act  was  passed  (15  &  16  Viet.,  c.  81) 
to  consolidate  and  amend  the  statutes 
relating  to  the  assessment  and  collection 
of  county  rates,  which,  among  other 
provisions,  directed  that  all  financial 
nesa  should  be  transacted  in  open 
court,  and  that  county  treasurers  should 
publish  once  a  year  an  abstract  acoount 
of  their  receipts  and  expenditure,  and 
send  copies  of  the  same  to  clerks  of 
Boards  of  Guardians.  This  Committee 
also  recommended  that  "  the  accounta  of 
counties  should  be  annually  audited  "bj 
some  efficient  and  responsible  officer," 
and  although  no  legislative  action  has 
followed  this  recommendation,  it  has 
been  adopted  by  several  counties  with,  I 
believe,  considerable  advantage.  Mr. 
Milner  Gibson  introduced  his  Bill  ^ain 
in  18SI,  but  had  no  bettor  success  in 
passing  it.  Nothing  daunted,  he  brought 
m  another  BiU  in  1S52,  in  which  he  ig- 
nored Quarter  Sessions  altogethra-,  and 
proposed  that   the  rate-payen  slunild, 
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thionfh  the  Boards  of  Guardians,  elect 
the  whole  Financial  Boards.  This  Bill 
was  negatived  upon  the  second  reading, 
and  the  queetion  slumbered  for  some 
vearfl.  No  measure  vas  introduoed  till 
but  year  when  two  Bills  were  proposed 
■^one  by  the  hon.  Baronet  the  Member 
for  Thirsk  (Sir  William  Qallwej)  and 
tlie  other  by  Mr.  Wyld,  then  Member 
for  Bodmin,  the  result  of  which  was  the 
appointment  of  a  Select  Committee  which 
iras  presided  over,  with  hie  usual  ability, 
bymy  right  hon.  Friend  opposite  (Colond 
Wilson-Fatten),  I  ^>iinlc  that  the  result 
of  the  deUberations  of  this  Committee 
may  be  summed  up  in  two  seatences. 
Fint,  they  were  of  opinion  that  there  is 
no  great  uult  to  be  found  with  the  prac- 
tical results  of  the  working  of  the  pre- 
■ent  ^stem.  Secondly,  that  the  deaire 
of  the  ratepayers  to  be  directly  repre- 
sented in  the  management  of  county 
finance  is  a  just  and  reasonable  desire, 
and  one  that  ought  to  be  granted.  Then, 
Sir,  I  reduce  those  two  results  into  the 
filllDwing  proposition  as  a  hams  for  our 
legislation.  Let  us  introduce  the  repre- 
sentative principle  with  as  little  disturb- 
ance as  poBeible  of  the  present  adminis- 
trative system.  But  before  I  proceed  to 
describe  the  precise  nature  of  the  Bill 
which  I  shall  ask  leave  to  introduce,  and 
which  is,  in  some  respects,  founded  upon 
the  recommeudations  of  last  year's  Select 
Committee,  I  wish  to  point  out  what  I 
have  been  especially  desirous  of  avoiding 
in  attempting  to  legislate  upon  this  mat- 
ter. In  the  first  place,  it  is  vetr  unde- 
airable  to  have  a  very  long  Bill,  intro- 
duding  cumbrous  machinery  which  is 
calculated  to  confuse  the  minds  of  those 
who  have  to  administer  the  law.  This 
Bill  will  have  one  advantage  over  its 
predecessors  which  I  am  sure  the  House 
wiU  appreciate ;  for,  whereas  the  Bill  of 
1852  contained  122  clauses  and  last 
year's  Bill  140,  we  have  so  managed  as  to 
reduce  our  Bill  within  the  reasonable 
limiteoftwentyclauses.  And,  as  my  right 
hon.  Friend  near  me  (fi£r.  Gladstone]' sug- 
gests, if  we  can  only  contract  the  county 
expenditure  in  Ute  same  proportion,  we 
shall  achieve  no  inconsideracile  results. 
Then  we  have  been  anxious  to  avoid  the 
creation  of  any  new  districts.  Unral 
England  is  already  plagued  to  death 
with  sub-divisions  and  new  distriote. 
What  with  Petty  Sessional  Divisions, 
Local  Oovemment  Districts,  Highway 
Districts,  Union  Districts,  and  I  know 
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not  what  besides,  we  have  arrived  at  a 
state  of  confusion  which  I  think  really 
unfortunate.  We  therefore  avoid  the 
creation  of  new  districts,  and  we  take 
the  Board  of  Qnardians  as  the  consti- 
tuent body  from  whom  we  are  to  obtain 
our  representative  element,  confining 
ourselves,  however,  to  those  who  are 
themselves  elected  members  of  the  Boards 
of  Onardions,  and  who  in  electing  repre- 
sentatives may  be  supposed  to  offora  a 
&ur  index  of  the  feeling  of  those  who 
have  elected  them  as  guardians.  One 
at  least'of  last  year's  Bills  proposed  to 
introduce  the  permissive  principle.  Now, 
Sir, — especially  oonsidenng  the  discus- 
sion awaiting  us  to  morrow  upon  per- 
miadTe  legiuation — I  am  not  going  to 
commit  myself  or  the  Qovemment  for  or 
against  the  permissiTe  prinoiple,  but  I 
tUnk  it  especially  desirable  to  steer  clear 
of  such  a  princi^e  in  dealing  with  the 
question  at  present  under  discussion.  I 
take  leave  to  say  that  I  think  the  appli- 
cation of  the  permiBsive  principle  to  the 
Highway  Act  has  been  very  umbrtunate 
as  regards  the  working  of  that  Act.  Yoa 
have  persons  for  and  (gainst  its  adoption, 
and  where  it  has  been  adopted  against 
the  wishes  of  a  considerable  minon^,  it 
is  not  always  carried  out  with  that  cor- 
diality which  is  necessary  to  ensure  its 
good  working.  In  such  a  case  as  this. 
Parliament  is  quite  competent  to  decide 
whether  the  plan  which  we  propose  is  a 
wise  and  suutary  plan  or  the  reverse, 
and  I  do  not  think  we  ought  to  throw  it 
upon  the  rate-payers  or  the  magistrates 
to  decide  whemer  Parliament  has  been 
right  or  wrong,  but  if  our  measure  is 
piused,  it  should  be  equally  applied  to 
all  the  oountiee  of  England  and  Wales. 
Well,  Sir,  what  we  propose,  practically, 
is  to  divide  the  business  now  performed 
by  the  Court  of  Quarter  Sessions  into 
two  divisions — judicial  business  and  ad- 
ministrative business — to  reserve  to  the 
court  its  powers  as  to  the  former,  but, 
as  to  the  latter,  to  engraft  upon  it  a  body 
of  representatives  who  shall,  upon  terms 
of  equality,  share  in  the  transaction  of 
all  alministrative  business.  Thetochnical 
manner  of  achieving  this  object  is  aa 
follows : — We  establish  a  Ci)unty  Board, 
to  consist  of  official  and  elective  mem- 
bers ;  we  make  the  Justices  of  the  Peace 
in  every  county  the  official  members  <^ 
the  County  Board ;  and  we  supply  the 
elective  members  in  a  manner  wluoh  I 
shall  presently  describe.    Then  we  ro> 
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Beire  excIudTel;  to  the  Jueticea  in 
Quarter  Sessions  assembled,  the  tri^  of 
offenders,  the  hearing  of  ajweals,  and 
ell  other  judicial  business.  I  think  the 
line  of  demarcatiou  will  be  tolerably 
clear  in  practice  ;  but  if  any  question 
arises  as  to  whether  any  one  branch  of 
the  business  belongs  to  the  Quarter 
Sessions  or  to  the  County  Board,  we 
propose  that  there  shall  be  an  appeal  to 
the  Home  Secretaty,  whose  decision  shall 
be  final.  There  is  one  other  exception 
vhich  we  make  with  regard  to  the 
powers  of  the  new  Board.  It  la  with 
re^rd  to  the  Visiting  Justices  of  Prisons, 
and  to  the  making'  of  regulations  for 
prison  discipline.  We  thiii  this  power 
should  still  rest  with  the  ma^strates, 
and  ae,  in  boroughs  having  gaols  of  their 
own,  the  representative  council  of  the 
municipality  controls  the  funds,  whilst 
the  borough  magistrates  are  the  visiting 
authority  and  regulate  the  discipline. 
We  propose  to  apply  precisely  the  same 
principle  to  counties,  so  that  while  the 
County  Board  shall  control  the  finance, 
the  magistrates  shall  still  maintain  their 
power  over  the  prison  discipline,  for 
which  indeed  they  are  responsible.  All 
committees  appointed  by  the  County 
Board  are  to  consist  of  an  equal  number 
of  official  and  elected  members,  and,  of 
course,  the  Board  wiU  exercise  the  same 
control  over  its  committees  as  is  now 
done  by  the  Court  of  General  or  Quarter 
Sessions.  The  general  result  will  be  that 
all  the  financial  arrangement  of  counties, 
and  in  fact  all  arrangements  which  bear 
upon  the  e^^enditiire  of  the  county 
rate,  will  be  in  the  hands  of  the  new 
County  Board  ;  and  we  provide  that  the 
accounts  shall  be  annually  audited  and 
examined  by  an  auditor  whom  the  Board 
shall  appoint.  The  House  will  be  anxious 
to  know  the  method  by  which  we  pro- 
pose to  obtain  the  elective  or  representa- 
tive members,  and  the  proportion  which 
they  are  likely  to  bear  to  the  official 
element  upon  County  Boards.  Without 
going  into  details,  which  may  be  more 
advantageously  discussed  at  future  stages 
of  the  Bill,  I  will  state  the  brood  prin- 
ciple upon  which  we  desire  to  act.  We 
propose  that  the  Boards  of  Quardians 
throughout  the  country  shall  elect  the 
representative  members  of  their  County 
Boards  according  to  the  gross  estimated 
rental  of  their  respective  Unions — no 
Union  is  to  return  more  than  four  repre- 
sentatives. A  gross  estimated  rental  up 
Jfr.  XiwtehMl-Miiiutm 


to  £50,000  in  England,  generally,  and 
£25,000  in  Wales  and  two  or  three  of 
the  smallest  English  counties,  will  give 
one  representative ;  &om  £50,000  to 
£100,000,  two  representatives  ;  from 
£100,000  to  £150,000,  three  representa- 
tives; and  above  £150,000,  four  repre- 
sentatives. Now  it  is  imposeibleto  state, 
with  precision,  the  proportion  which 
these  elected  members  wUl  bear  to  the 
official  members  of  the  Board.  It  is  Im- 
possible, because  if  I  take  the  whole 
number  of  magistrates  who  are  upon  the 
roll  in  each  county,  and  who  are  quali- 
fied and  acting  magistrates,  I  find  that 
as  a  matter  of  practice,  only  a  proportion 
— greater  or  smaller  in  difl'erent  counties 
— attend  to  that  description  of  county 
business  which  I  have  cidled  administra- 
tive. I  believe  it  will  be  found  that  the 
proportion  of  elected  representative  mem- 
bers to  acting  magistrates  in  each  county, 
will  average  one  to  five  upon  paper ;  but 
this  must  by  no  means  be  t^en  to  be 
the  actual  and  reliable  proportion.  In 
counties  where  no  great  desire  to  be  re- 
presented exists  in  the  minds  of  the  rate- 
payers, it  is  certainly  likely  enough  that 
there  might  bo  no  great  attendance  of 
the  elected  members.  After  ell,  if  this 
is  BO,  no  one  need  complain,  and  the 
worst  that  will  happen  is  that  the  pre- 
sent system  will  remain  practicaDy  un- 
disturbed, and  undisturbed  because  it 
has  not  given  rise  to  complaints  among 
the  rate-payers.  But  considering  the 
wish  that  has  been  expressed  by  the  rate- 
payers for  representation^  and  that  these 
elective  menibers  of  the  County  Board 
will  have  a  constituent  body  to  look  after 
them,  to  whom  they  will  be  responsible, 
I  think  we  may  presume  that  where  thia 
wish  really  existe,  the  attendance  of  the 
elected  members  will  be  much  greater  in 
proportion  to  their  whole  number  than 
has  hitherto  been  the  case  with  the  body 
of  acting  magistrates.  If  this  be  so, 
the  proportionate  strength  of  elective  to 
official  members  attending  on  the  County 
Boards  wiU,  practically,  be  much  greater 
than  I  have  stated,  ai.d  they  will  be  able 
to  exercise  a  perceptible  influence  upon 
the  proceedings  of  the  County  Boards. 
Now,  Sir,  having  briefly  sketohed  the 
main  features  of  the  Bill,  I  do  not  know 
that  I  ought  to  anticipate  opposition, 
but  there  are  one  or  two  possible  oWec- 
tions  to  which  I  will  allude  before  I  sit 
down.  I  am  not  afraid  that  much  ob- 
jection will  be  raised  on  the  port  of  the 
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magistracy.  After  all  we  only  nropoee 
to  «ngraft  apon  their  body,  for  tne  pur- 
pose of  the  dieoharge  of  a.  certain  part 
of  their  duties,  a  number  of  men  who 
will  probably  be  selected  £rom  the  best 
of  their  class,  and  whose  local  and  prac- 
tical knowledge  will  frequently  prove  of 
great  public  utility.  I  think,  however, 
it  is  probable  that  some  of  m>r  hon. 
Friends  near  me  may  raise  the  objection 
that  we  do  not  introduce  a  sufficiently 
strong  infusion  of  the  representative 
element.  For  that  objectioQ  I  am  quite 
prepared ;  but  I  would  respectfully 
caution  the  House  not  to  form  a  hasty 
judgment  upon  this  point.  The  ob- 
jection arises,  I  thint,  in  the  minds 
of  those  who  cannot  get  rid  of  the 
idea  that  these  repreaentative  members 
are  about  to  enter  the  court  to  oppose 
the  existing  element.  That  is  a  great 
mistake.  We  are  not  going  to  supersede, 
but  to  strengthen  and  Improve  the  exist- 
ing body.  Tha  objectiou  IS  founded  upon 
the  same  sort  of  error  into  which  a  cer- 
tain class  of  debaters  always  fell  in  our 
old  franchise  debates.  There  were  some 
Qentlemen  who  always  appeared  to  con- 
sider that  the  new  voters  were  about  to 
be  banded  as  a  class,  and  as  one  man, 
against  all  who  had  been  voters  before. 
^Qiat  turned  ont,  as  I  always  felt  sure  it 
would,  to  be  an  entirely  erroneous  idea, 
some  of  the  new  voters  taking  one  side 
and  some  another.  Just  so  in  the  pre- 
sent instance ;  I  will  answer  for  it  that 
in  every  division  which  may  occur  in 
these  Finsjicial  Boards,  there  will  be 
found  »x-offioio  and  representative  mem- 
bers on  one  side  and  on  the  other  ;  and 
if  a  case  should  occur  in  which  the  whole, 
or  nearly  the  whole,  of  the  represen- 
tative members  voted — as  we  should  say 
here — in  one  Lobby,  they  would  have  on 
their  side  a  sufficient  number  of  the  tx- 
agUio  members  to  make  it  tolerably  cer- 
tain that  they  would  be  in  a  m^ority. 
There  are  two  more  objections  whidi 
may  probably  be  raised.  One  is  that 
there  is  anoUier  BUI  before  Parliament 
at  this  moment,  introduced  by  the  Presi- 
dent of  the  Poor  Law  Board,  which  con- 
stitutes another  Board  for  the  valuation 
of  the  property  in  counties,  and  that  a 
double  Bofud  may  be  held  unnecessary. 
I  think,  however,  without  going  further 
into  the  question,  that  the  process  of  as' 
certaining  the  proper  basis  upon  which 
property  should  be  rated,  and  the  dut? 
of  administering  the  rate  are  two  dif- 
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ferent  things,  and  that  the  two  plans  may 
go  forward  together  without  clashing  one 
with  the  other.  A  larger  and  more  for- 
midable objection  mayprobably  beraised 
by  those  who  desire  to  see  the  establish- 
ment, of  some  great  Financial  Board 
upon  the  electdve  system,  which  shall 
exercise  a  control  not  only  over  the  ei- 

f>enditure  of  the  county  rate,  but  over 
ocal  taxation  generally.  There  is  some- 
thing  in  this  idea  theoretically  beautiful, 
but  it  is  a  serious  question  whether  it 
would  be  found  practically  possible — 
what  may  come  hereafter  is  not  for  me 
to  prophesy,  but  such  a  scheme  could  not 
be  carried  out  at  the  present  moment 
without  great  difficulty  and  no  incon- 
siderable risk  of  failure.  But  I  venture 
igvest  that  those  who  look  forward 
to  such  a  change  may  well  accept  this 
as  a  tentative  measure.  If  it  is 
foimd  that  the  representative  element 
does  not  make  itself  felt — that,  as  some 
fear,  the  representative  members  of  the 
court  do  not  attend  or  are  over- ruled — at 
least  the  existing  machinery  will  remain 
unimpaired,  ana  the  ground  will  be  as 
clear  as  it  is  now  for  any  such  great 
cue  as  that  to  which  I  have  alluded. 
If,  on  the  other  hand,  the  Bill  works 
well,  and  fresh  vigour  and  popularly  is 
infused  into  the  county  governing  body 


element,  it  will  be  open  to  u 
to  extend  the  principle  and  to  engraft 
upon  it  any  improvemente  which  time, 
and  experience  may  surest.  But  those' 
who  wish  to  supersede  the  magistratea 
entirely,  as  an  elective  body,  must  re- 
member that  before  doing  eo  they  are 
bound  to  show  that  there  has  been  some 
failure — or  want  of  efficiency — in  their 
administration.  Every  inquiry  has  re- 
sulted in  a  conclusion  precisely  contrary  ; 
and  I  therefore  believe  that  we  are  doing 
that  which  is  just  as  well  as  wise  in  pre- 
serving the  present  system  of  adnunis- 
tration,  and  endeavouring  to  strengthen 
instead  of  to  subvert  it.  I  do  not  wish 
to  deceive  the  House  by  professing  to 
believe  that  any  great  changes  —  any 
vast  reductions  of  enienditure  —  wiU 
follow  upon  this  legislation.  What  I 
do  believe  is  that  a  grievance — partly 
sentimental,  no  doubt,  but  none  the  less 
for  that  a  grievance — will  be  removed — 
that  a  good  understanding  will  be  pro- 
moted between  the  magistrates  and  the 
rate-payers,  and  that  without  imparing 
the  efficiency  of  the  existing  system  W4 
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sball  add  to  its  vitality  attd  increase  Its 
popularity ;  that  ia  the  intention  of  the 
meaanre  which  I  ask  leave  to  introduce, 
and  believing  that  it  will  be  one  of  prac- 
tdcal  utility  and  will  satiefy  a  demand 
which  Parfiament  ia  bound  to  satisfy,  I 
MBpectfully  submit  it  to  the  conaideration 
of  the  House. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
"  That  leave  be  g>veu  to  bring  in  a  Bill 
to  establiab  County  Financial  Boards." 
— (Jfr.  SkatehhuU-Mugeum.) 

CoLOKEL  WILSON-PATTEN  aaid,  he 
could  not  allow  the  opportunity  to  pass, 
without  bearing  Ms  testimony  to  the  cor- 
rectnesa  of  the  description  ^ven  by  the 
hon.  Oentleman,  as  to  the  view  taken  by 
the  Committee  over  which  he  fColonel 
Wilson-Patten)  presided  laat  Session. 
That  Committee  had  been  unanimous 
upon  two  points — ^the  first  being  that  in 
every  part  of  the  country  there  exiatod 
a  desire  among  the  rate-payers  to  have 
a  greater  control  than  they  had  at  pre- 
sent over  county  financial  matters ;  and 
the  second  being  that  that  desire  ^as 
called  foriJi  by  what  was  regarded  aa 
a  constitutional  right,  rather  than  by 
any  extravagance  resulting  from  the 
operation  of  the  present  system.  After 
a  careful  investigation  into  the  facts,  the 
Committee  had  arrived  at  the  conclusion 
that  it  was  almost  impossible  that  the 
afiairs  of  the  English  counties  could  be 
managed  more  efficiently  or  more  econo- 
mically than  they  were  at  present.  In 
the  county  of  Lancaster — of  which  he 
might  aay  he  was  not  a  mi^etrate,  and, 
therefore,  he  spoke  disinterestedly  — 
financial  matters  were  managed  in  the 
most  economical  manner.  He  agreed 
with  the  hon.  Member  that,  whatever 
change  was  effected  in  this  matter, 
greater  economy  of  administration  was 
not  likely  to  result  from  it.  He  had  come 
to  the  conclusion  that  the  anxiety  for  a 
change  existed  to  the  greatest  extent  in 
those  counties  where,  unfortunately,  the 
magistrates  did  not  publish  their  ac- 
counts in  sufBcient  detail.  Wherever 
those  accounts  were  published  in  gr6at 
detail  there  was  very  little  dissatisfac- 
tion, although  the  finances  were  ad- 
ministered in  much  the  same  manner  as 
in  those  counties  where  the  conduct  of 
the  magistrates  was  open  to  the  freest 
criticism.  He  had  not  exactly  under- 
stood the  proposal  of  the  hon.  Member 
with  r^ard  to  expenditure  for  tha  police 
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and  the  gaols ;  bat  he  ahould  vote  for 
the  second  reading  of  the  Bill,  because 
he  believed  it  was  based  very  much 
on  the  Keeolutions  of  the  Committee, 
although  not  in  all  particulars.  He 
should  reserve  any  observations  on  the 
details  of  the  measure  until  the  Bill  had 
reached  another  stage.  There  was  a  dif- 
ference of  opinion,  as  to  the  mode  in 
which  County  Boaids  should  be  consti- 
tuted, and  there  was  a  general  feeling 
that  it  was  not  desirable  to  have  them 
exclusively  composed  of  rate-payers,  but 
that  the  nu^jistratee  should  have  a  lai^ 
interest  in  their  management.  It  woum, 
no  doubt,  be  imforhmate,  if  these  Boards 
were  so  constituted  as  to  discourage  the 
magistrates  from  taking  part  in  them. 

Mb.  BAIIROW  said,  he  was  glad  to 
find  that  th^were  recogniring  the  prin- 
ciple  that,  in  county  miance,  taxation 
and  representation  should  go  tt^^ether. 
He  had  been  acting  for  three  years  on 
the  assessment  committee  of  a  union, 
which  committee  was  composed  of  se- 
lected guardians  and  magistrates,  and 
no  difi'erences  had  arisen  between  the 
two  classes  of  members.  He  was  con- 
vinced, therefore,  that  the  plan  proposed 
in  this  Bill  woidd  work  well.  Ha 
thought,  however,  that  the  Committee 
would  be  a  great  deal  too  large.  He 
believed  that  one  member  t^ai  each 
moderate  sized  union  and  two  members 
from  each  large  union,  with  an  equal 
number  of  magistrates,  would  be  quite 
sufficient.  He  would  suggest,  also,  that 
the  Boards  of  Quardians  should  not  be 
limited  in  their  choice  to  elected  guar- 
dians, but  that,  if  they  chose  to  i£i  so, 
they  ahould  be  at  liberty  to  send  tx-officio 
guardians  to  represent  them  on  the 
Committee.  With  the  right  hon.  and 
gallant  Oentleman  ^Colonel  Wilson- 
Fatten),  he  did  not  think  there  was  any 
prospect  of  much  additional  economy, 
but  he  did  think  there  was  every  pros- 
pect of  additional  satisfaction  to  the  rate- 
payers.         

Da.  BEEWEK  said,  he  was  of  opi- 
nion,  from  hia  experience  as  chairman 
of  a  body  oonetituted  in  the  manner 
which  it  was  proposed  to  constitute  the 
Committee,  that  Uie  two  classes  of  mem- 
bers would  work  together  harmoniously. 
He  did  not  think  that  the  largenees  of  a 
consultative  body  was  any  objection  to  it. 
For  special  purposes  the  Committee  de- 
legate executive  fonotions  t 
of  the  body. 
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Me.  ASSHETON  CROSS  said,  he  did 
not  Uiink  the  maciistratos  would  have, 
or  ought  to  hare,  ttie  elightest  jealous; 
on  the  suhjeot  of  guardians  beis^  united 
vith  them  for  the  parposea  stated  by  the 
hou.  Gtentleman  the  Under  Secretary. 
HaglBtratee,  as  magiatrates,  had  nothing 
to  do  with  county  finance.  The  power 
they  had  in  Uiis  matt«r  waa  conferred  on 
them  by  the  representatives  of  the  peo- 
ple in  Parliament.  They  had  it  under 
statutes  passed  by  Parliament.  They 
were  responeible  to  the  country  for  the 
discharge  of  certain  duties  in  connection 
with  gaols  and  lunatic  asylums,  and  if  all 
control  over  matters  of  finance  in  con- 
nection with  those  institutions  were  put 
into  totally  irresponsible  hands  the  ma~ 
gistrates  would  have  reason  to  complain ; 
but,  as  he  understood  it,  the  proposition 
of  the  Government  was  to  unite  a  certain 
number  of  rate-payers  with  the  magis- 
trates in  a  sort  of  separate  sessions  for 
oonnty  financial  busmees.  He  did  not 
think  that  the  plan  would  lead  to  re- 
trenchment, because  he  believed  that  in 
boroughs  retrenchment  had  not  resulted 
from  placing  financial  control  in  the 
hands  of  rate-payeta ;  but  he  approved 
the  proposition  for  a  regular  audit  and 
publication  of  accounts.  Even  in  cbs^ 
where  expenditure  was  low  there  was 
public  dissatisfaction  when  there  was  no 
such  an  audit  and  publication ;  while  ii 
cases  where  it  was  high,  but  in  which 
there  was  a  regular  audit  and  publication 
of  accounts,  there  were  no  complaints. 
Borough  accounts  were  under  the  con- 
trol of  persons  elected  by  the  rate-payers, 
and  the  magistrates  had  nothing  to  do 
with  them,  and  yet  he  believed  a  com- 
parison would  show  that,  ell  things  con- 
sidered, the  borough  expenses  were 
proportionately  greater  than  those  <tf  the 
county.  He  desired  to  ask  the  hon. 
Gentleman  some  questions  more  particu- 
larly relating  to  the  county  wldch  he 
represented.  Owing  to  &6  dze  of  that 
county.  Courts  of  Quarter  Sessions  were 
held  in  four  different  places,  but  under 
I  the  local  Act  the  county  expenditure 

I  was  regulated  at  an  annual  sessions  held 

i  for  the  whole  of  the  county.     Ihis  was 

felt  to  be  a  great  inconvenience,  and  be 
should  wish  to  know  if  any  remedy  would 
be  applied  under  this  Act.  There  were 
also,  he  believed,  as  many  as  thirty 
tinct  sets  of  rate-payers,  rates  for  certain 
purposes  being  collected  for  the  whole  of 
the  oonnty,  for  other  purposes  from  cer- 


tain snbdivieionB  and  so  on.  Pour  laige 
boroughs,  moreover,  had  Quarter  Ses- 
sions  of  their  own.  He  should  be  glad  to 
learn  how  the  hon.  Gentleman  proposed 
to  deal  with  these  confiicting  interests, 
and  to  make  them  all  work  under  this 
Bill. 
Me.  HIOTT  said,  it  used  to  be  a 
azim  of  undisputed  wisdom  —  leave 
well  alone ;  but  now  they  seemed  deter- 
mined not  to  leave  venr  weU  alone,  for 
a  change  was  advocated  from  both  sides 
of  the  House.  He  was  not  surprised, 
however,  at  the  Government  takmg  ac- 
tion in  this  matter,  nor  could  he  blame 
them,  because,  after  the  Beport  of  the 
Committee  which  had  been  referred  to, 
they  could  hardly  avoid  taking  some 
step  in  the  matter.  But  he  believed 
that  the  cry  of  the  rate-payers  for  a 
change  arose  from  their  not  being  fully 
informed  as  to  the  conditions  under 
which  the  m^strates  administered  the 
county  finance.  As  his  hon.  Friend  had 
mentioned,  that  part  of  the  expenditure 
which  was  under  the  discretion  of  the 
lagistrates  was  veiy  small  indeed,  and 
if  ttio  rate-payers  were  made  fully  ac- 
quainted with  the  Acts  of  Parliament 
tiiat  rendered  certain  portions  of  the  ex- 
penditure absolutely  necessary,  and  what 
portions  of  it  were  under  the  magistrates' 
discretion,  he  believed  the  cry  for  a 
change  would  sink  to  almost  nothing. 
His  belief  was  that  rather  than  County 
Pinance  Boards  should  be  created  for 
the  control  of  that  part  of  the  county 
expenditure  that  fell  within  the  discre- 
tion of  the  magistrates,  it  would  be  better 
to  collect  the  county  rate  and  the  poor 
rate  separately,  and  to  allow  the  tenant, 
on  paying  the  former,  to  deduct  it  from 
his  rent.  He  thought  it  a  fair  demand 
that  those  who  contributed  towards  the 
taxation  should  have  a  voice  in  its  ex- 
penditure ;  but  it  should  be  remembered 
that  though  the  rates  were  in  the  first 
instance  paid  by  the  tenant,  they  really 
fell  upon  the  landlords,  so  that  the  brunt 
of  the  rates  was,  in  i^f^^>  borne  by 
those  who  imposed  them,  ^at  fact  was 
not  BufBcientfy  acknowledged  by  those 
who  were  now  so  clamorous  that  the 
rate-payers  should  be  represented.  How- 
ever, he  had  no  doubt  that  there  was  a 
great  desire  in  the  counties  for  change, 
and  he  was  therefore  not  surprised  that 
the  Government  should  have  brought 
the  matter  before  the  House.  At  the 
same  time  he  thought  hia  hon.  Priend 
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would  find  greater  difficulties  in  his  vra.j 
than  he  ima|^aed.  It  was  proposed  that 
the  ma^stmtes  should  continue  to  visit 
the  gaols,  hut  the  FinanciaJ  Boards  were 
to  have  a  control  over  their  expenditure. 
But  suppose  the  Yisiting  Justices  should 
think  it  necessary  that  a  certain  expen- 
diture was  necessary,  either  for  the 
health  of  the  prisoners  or  for  their  safe 
keeping,  in  might  step  this  Board  and 
decUne  to  allow  the  expenditure.  Sc 
with  regard  to  the  police.  The  magis- 
trates were  responsible  for  the  ^ace  of 
the  county,  but  they  might  thinV  that 
a  certain  number  of  police  of  a  certain 
class  were  required — and  the  class  regu- 
lated the  pay — in  might  step  this  Board 
and  decline  to  find  Sie  money  for  the 
purpose.  He  did  not  doubt  me  possi- 
bility of  the  magistrates  and  rate-payere 
working  harmoniouBly  together,  for  they 
did  80  now  when  sitting  together  on 
ABseasment  Committees  and  Highway 
Boards.  But  one  objection  which  he 
had  to  his  hon.  Friend  proceeding  to 
carry  out  his  view  this  Session  had  been 
to  a  certain  extent  anticipated  by  his 
hon.  Friend  himself.  The  Ciovemment 
appeared  to  have  been  acting  too  de- 
partmentally  in  reference  to  the  macbi- 
neiy  which  was  to  be  employed ;  there 
seemed  to  have  been  no  concert  between 
the  different  Members  of  the  (Jovemment 
on  this  point.  Some  years  ago  one  ma- 
chinery was  adopted  for  the  Highway 
Board ;  at  a  more  recent  period  they  had 
adopted  another  for  the  Assessment  Com- 
mittee ;  while  there  was  another  in  the 
Taluation  of  Property  Bill,  which  was 
now  awaiting  its  second  reading — that 
Bill  proposing  the  formation  of  a  county 
body,  consisting  partly  of  magistrates 
and  partly  of  rate-payers  who  were  not 
on  the  bench.  And  now  in  this  Bill  his 
hon.  Friend  proposed  still  another  county 
Board,  also  to  be  composed  partly  of 
magistrates  and  partly  of  rate-payers 
which  were  not  on  the  bench.  A  short 
time  ago,  too,  wheu  a  Motion  of  his  hon. 
Friend  the  Member  for  North  Devon 
(Mr.  Acland)  was  before  the  House,  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  the  First  Minister 
of  the  Crown  undertook  that  the  whole 
question  of  local  taxation  should  receive 
flie  early  attention  of  Government.  He 
would,  therefore,  ask  whether  it  was 
statesmanlike  or  wise  that  the  Home 
Office  should  nibble  at  one  part  of  this 
question  and  the  Poor  Law  Board  at 
another,  when  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
Mr.  Bunt  I 
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the  Prime  Minister  had  promised  that 
the  whole  subject  should  receive  the 
early  attention  of  Government.  Was  it 
worth  while  to  erect  a  County  Financial 
Board  to  control  the  small  portion  of 
the  county  finances  which  could  be  sub- 
mitted to  their  management,  and  if  it 
was  wise  to  do  so,  might  not  the  duly 
be  intrusted  to  the  Board  which  was  to 
be  erected  for  the  purposes  of  valuation  ? 
Then  it  should  be  remembered  that  local 
taxation  could  not  long  continue  on  the 
principle  now  adopted.  It  was  only  last 
Session  that  the  Secretary  of  the  Trea- 
sury proposed  that  the  rates  should  be 
collected  together ;  and  if  that  plan  were 
to  be  adopted,  would  it  not  be  prema- 
ture to  introduce  a  Bill  to  set  up  a  new 
machinery,  involving  much  expense  and 
change  merely  for  the  purpose  of  ad- 
ministrating one  portion  of  the  consoli- 
dated rater  He  should  not  object  to 
the  introduction  of  the  measure ;  but 
he  thought  it  would  be  better,  espe- 
cially hearing  in  mind  the  fact  that  the 
Taluation  Bul  was  in  progress,  that  his 
hon.  Friend  should  content  himself  with 
layiag  it  on  the  table  of  the  House,  and 
not  for  the  present  press  it  further. 

Mr.  HIBBEBT  said,  the  County  Fi- 
nancial Boards  were  intended  to  take 
the  position  of  the  magistrates  in  the 
levying  of  rates ;  and  as  the  magistrates 
had  the  power  of  assessing  the  county 
rate,  he  thought  the  County  Board  might 
very  properly  be  made  a  Board  for  the 
purpose  of  carrying  out  ^e  assessment 
of  the  counties.  Having  sat  upon  the 
Committee,  he  could  confirm  the  state- 
ment of  the  right  hon.  and  gallant  Gten- 
tleman  (Colonel  Wilson-Patten)  as  to 
the  strong  opinion  entertained  in  favour 
of  establishing  County  Financial  Boards. 
Formerly  these  representations  used  to 
come  from  the  large  towns,  but  recently 
they  had  proceeded  chi^y  from  the 
rural  districts.  This  feeling,  which  ap- 
peared to  have  been  promoted  by  the 
Chambers  of  Agriculture,  was  based 
upon  the  opinion  that  it  was  only  right 
and  fair  that  taxation  and  representation 
should  go  together  in  counties  as  they 
did  in  other  parts  of  the  country.  Many 
difficulties  would  arise,  especiaUy  in 
transferring  the  management  of  the  po- 
lice and  gaols  to  these  joint  Financial 
Boards.  Similar  difficulties  had  already 
arisen  in  some  large  towns,  where  the 
Visiting  Justicea  had  the  power  of  man- 
aging Uie  gaols,  but  when  th$  financial 
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details  were  under  the  control  of  the 
Town  Councils.  la  one  case  the  Visiting 
Justices  proposed  to  give  certain  pensions 
to  the  warders,  which  the  Town  Council 
refused  to  grant,  the  result  being  that 
there  was  for  some  time  a  doubt  whether 
the  Justices  would  consent  to  continue  the 
management  of  the  gaols.  Another 
question  was  whether  the  boroughs,  that 
managed  their  own  poUce  and  gaols, 
were  to  have  a  representatiTe  on  the 
Coun^  Board.  Whatever  course  might 
be  taken  on  these  matters,  he  doubted 
whether  any  considerable  reduction 
would  be  effected  in  the  county  expen- 
diture by  the  change.  It  was  not  the 
opinion  of  the  witnesses  before  the  Com- 
mittee that  any  such  reduction  would  be 
made.  The  idea  in  their  nunde  was 
that  if  they  paid  the  rates  they  ought  to 
be  represented.  He  should  hke  to  pro- 
ceed cautiously  sjid  gradually,  giving 
the  lunatic  asylums  and  county  bridges 
and  other  items  relating  to  the  whole  of 
the  county  to  the  new  Board,  and  re- 
taining the  management  of  the  prisons 
and  gaols,  for  the  present,  in  the  hands 
of  the  magistrates. 

Mb.  BRXJCE  a^d,  he  had  listened 
with  great  satisfaction  to  that  discus- 
sion, not  only  because  he  thought  there 
was  a  generid  approval  of  the  principle 
of  the  Bill,  but  because  he  thought  uie 
chief  objections  urged  against  it  were 
capable  of  being  eatis&ctorily  solved. 
In  the  first  place,  the  right  hon.  Member 
for  North  Northamptonshire  (Mr.  Hunt) 
had  made  a  mietaKe  in  supposing  that 
the  choice  of  the  Boards  of  Quaxdians 
was  in  any  way  limited.  It  was  &ee  to 
them  to  choose  any  member  that  they 
pleased,  whilst,  with  regard  to  the  ques- 
tions raised  by  Ms  hon.  Friend  the 
Member  for  South-west  Lancashire 
(Mr.  Cross),  he  believed  that  both  of 
those  difficulties  had  been  met.  As  to 
the  boroughs  which  had  their  own 
Quarter  Sessions  and  the  management 
of  their  own  gaols  and  police,  they 
would  be  excluded  from  participation  in 
the  County  Board.  The  Beport  of  his 
right  hon.  and  goUant  Friend  the  Mem- 
ber for  North  Lancashire  (Colonel  WU- 
son-Patten)  suggested  that  there  should 
be  a.  County  Financial  Board,  consisting 
of  the  magistrates  and  representative 
members  in  equal  proportions,  who 
shoidd  have  the  complete  power  to  deaJ 
with  a  certain  portion  of  the  finances  of 
the  coun^,  but  who  should  not  have 


power  to  deal  with  the  gaols  and  police. 

The  gaols  and  police,  however,  formed 
a  very  large  subject  indeed,  and  it 
seemed  to  him  that  if  they  could  frame 
a  scheme  by  which  that  expenditure 
should  come  under  the  consideration  of 
the  ropresontative  body,  yet  be  left  ulti- 
mately to  the  magistrates,  so  far  as  the 
decision  in  expenditure  for  which  they 
were  themselves  chiefiy  responsiblo  went, 
they  would  really  have  solved  the  diffi- 
culty. They  purposed,  therefore,  that  a 
certain  number  of  elected  representa- 
tives should  unite  with  the  magistrates 
in  forming  committees  for  the  considera* 
tion  of  the  different  subjects,  and  that 
these  committees  should  be  composed  of 
an  equal  number  of  magistrates  and 
elected  members.  The  ultimate  decision 
of  these  questions  would,  however,  be 
referred  from  the  committees  to  the 
general  court  coneisting  of  the  magis- 
trates and  those  united  with  them,  and 
as  the  magistrates  would  be  in  a  ma- 
jority there  would  be  no  danger  of  their 
due  influence  in  those  matters  to  which 
reference  had  been  made  being  over- 
ruled. His  hon.  Friend  the  Member  for 
Oldham  (Mr.  Hibbert)  would  therefore 
see  that  in  all  the  important  matters  in 
reference  to  the  gaols  and  the  police  it 
would  be  in  the  power  of  the  magis- 
trates to  over-rule,  in  case  of  necessity, 
the  decision  of  the  committees.  On  the 
other  hand,  the  whole  of  the  expendi- 
ture of  the  county  would  be  submitted 
to  the  body,  and  they  thought  that  this 
advantage  compensated  the  disadvan- 
t^^  of  ue  magistrates  being  able,  under 
certain  circumstances,  to  overpower  the 
representative  body.  He  agreed  in  the 
opinion  that  no  very  great  reduction 
would  be  gained  by  the  BUI.  The  in- 
creased expenditure  under  the  county 
rate  had  been  too  often  attributed  to 
lavish  outlay  on  the  part  of  the  magis- 
trates. It  had,  however,  been  in  a  great 
degree  forced  upon  the  magistrates  by 
improved  prison  discipline,  an  improved 
treatment  of  lunatics,  and  by  the  other 
demands  of  a  higher  state  of  civilization. 
A  much  greater  regard  for  economy  was 
manifested,  however,  in  some  counties 
than  in  others,  and  die  voice  of  the  re- 
presentative members  in  such  matters 
would  make  itself  usefully  heard.  The 
great  object  of  the  Bill  was,  however,  to 
satisfy  what  was  a  very  strong  and  grow- 
ing demand  on  the  part  of  the  counties 
— expressed  at  every  Board  of  Guaidiana 
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— Uiat  they  should  know  how  the  ooimty 
expeuditiire  was  managed,  and  that  they 
should  have  a  voice  In  that  expenditure. 
He  believed  that  demand  to  be  fair, 
moderate,  and  just,  and  it  was  hia  opi- 
nion that  it  would  be  eatiafied  by  tnst 
Bill.  ___ 

Mb.  HENNIKEE-MAJOE  said,  that 
although  a  member  of  the  Select  Com- 
mittee which  eat  last  Session  on  thia 
subject,  he  did  not  intend  to  enter  into 
the  question  now ;  whether  this  measure 
ought  or  ought  not  to  be  a  part  of  a 
general  meaaure  on  the  subject  of  local 
taxation,  or  to  offer  any  opinion  on  the 
provisions  contained  in  it  at  the  present 
stage  of  the  Bill,  but  he  must  expresa 
his  thanks,  and  he  believed  that  many 
other  hon.  Gentlemen  who  agreed  witlk 
iim  in  the  views  he  took  on  the  subject, 
on  hia  side  of  the  House,  would  join 
with  him  in  thanking  the  Oovenunent 
and  the  hon.  Qentleman  (Mr.  Enatch- 
buU-Hugessen)  for  bringing  forward  a 
measure  which  seemed  to  him  likely  to 
lead  to  a  aatisfactory  settlement  of  the 

auestion.  He  was  peaking  as  one  of 
lose  who  thought  uiat  representation 
and  taxation  ought  to  go  together  in  thia 
matter.  He  rose,  however,  principally 
for  the  purpose  of  asking  the  hon.  Gen- 
tleman— and  he  did  so  not  only  in  the 
interest  of  those  who  up  to  the  present 
time  had  had  the  management  of  county 
finances,  but  also  in  the  interest  of  the 
rate-payers  who  were  to  be  admitted  by 
this  Bill  to  a  voice  in  thia  mani^^ement — 
whetlier,  taking  into  consideration  the 
importance  of  the  subject,  he  would 
take  steps  to  have  the  Bill  printed 
and  circulated  without  delay,  and  post- 
pone the  second  reading  for  three  weeks 
or  a  month,  perhaps  tiU  the  second  week 
after  Whitsuntide,  so  that  the  Bill  might 
have  the  full  consideration  of  those 
affected  by  its  provisions  before  it  came 
on  for  second  reading. 

Mb.  KNATCHBULL-HUGESSEN 
said,  he  hoped  that  in  two  or  three  daya 
the  Bill  would  be  in  the  hands  of  hon. 
Members.  He  proposed  to  take  the 
second  reading  on  the  3rd  of  June ;  but 
if  that  interval  would  not  afford  auffl- 
dent  time  for  consideration,  he  should 
have  no  difBculty  in  still  furUier  post- 
poning the  second  reading. 

Question  put,  and  o^W  to. 

Bill  ordered  to  bs  broDgbt  in  br  Hr.  KNitini* 
•DiL-Hcoiiiur,  Ur,  S«orMM7  Bidoi,  umI  Ur. 
Abtbcb  P«u. 

Billjirtimttd,  and  read  the  Snt  lime.  [Bill  119.] 
Mr.  Sruee 
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Mb.  W.  M.  TOEEENS,  in  rising  to 
move  the  following  Besolution : — 

"  Tb>(  vbetiever  sdj  penon  itull  han  bean 
called  upon  bj  order  of  tiiis  Home  to  gire  a>i- 
denoe  in  mpport  or  in  diaproof  of  ■□]■  allcgaliOD 
of  Giot  Mt  forth  in  a  Bill  of  Diubilitr  or  of  Paioi 
■od  PenaltlM,  it  ii  deairable  that  suoh  peraoB 
■hould  be  fliamined  on  oath,  or  upon  Baab  K>Uiiia 
aSmutiOD  aa  maj  be  moat  binding  on  bla  oon< 

said,  that,  yielding  to  the  suggestion  of 
many  Members  on  both  sides  of  the 
House,  he  should  conclude  by  asking 
permission  to  add  to  the  terms  of  hia 
Eeaolution  the  following  words : — 

"  And  that  a  Solaot  Conunittee  be  appeintad  to 
ooDiider  and  report  on  the  beat  mode  of  OMTjinj 
thii  object  into  eflbot." 

He  did  so  because  he  was  satisfied  the 
question  would  rather  ripen  by  time  and 
nirther  consideration.  They  had  reason 
to  congratulate  themselves  on  having 
just  escaped  from  the  necessity  of  dealing 
with  a  painful  question  in  the  nature  of 
a  Bill  of  Paina  and  Penaltiea,  and  he 
hoped  it  would  be  a  long  time  before 
they  had  again  to  consider  the  question. 
But  it  was  only  when  the  necessity  of  a 
change  forced  itaelf  on  the  attention  of 
Parliament  that  there  was  any  disposi- 
tion to  make  practical  alteration  in  their 
established  usages.  Hence  it  was  that 
not  many  hours  ago  the  most  thoughtful 
men  amongst  them  were  anxiously  pon- 
dering what  it  might  be  their  duly  to  do 
when  called  upon  to  vote  judicially  upon 
a  question  of  grave  importance  without 
the  advantage  of  having  before  them 
witnesses  on  oath  whose  testimony  they 
considered  essential  to  the  formation  of 
an  opinion.  He  found  no  one  who  conld 
account  for  the  anomaly  that  existed  be- 
tween the  practice  of  diat  and  the  other 
House  of  Farhament.  The  other  House 
of  Parliament  always  claimed  and  ex- 
ercised the  right  of  administering  an 
oath  to  the  witnesses  examined  at  their 
Bar.  It  waa  impossible,  in  the  judg- 
ment of  many,  except  by  an  oath,  to 
search  the  conscience  of  a  witness  sus- 
pected of  unveracitr.  He  was  aware 
that  hia  hon.  and  learned  Friend  the 
Member  for  Tiverton  ^Mr.  Denman)  waa 
of  opinion  that  they  might  dispense  alto- 
gether with  the  form  of  swearing  wit- 
nesses ;  but  so  long  as  every  court  in 
the  realm  acted  on  the  principle  that  an 
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oath  was  a  useful  means  of  searching 
teetimony,  he  thought  that  the  House 
ought  to  iusiBt  on  being  upon  an  equality 
irith  the  other  House  of  Parliament 
in  this  matter.  They  had  sometimes 
sent  their  witnesses  to  be  awom  by  the 
county  magistrates ;  they  had  also  sent 
th^  witnesses  to  be  sworn  at  the  Bar  of 
the  House  of  Lords;  but  that  was  a 
humiliation  on  the  fiice  of  it.  If  the 
House  declared  that  the  practice  ought  to 
be  changed,  it  would  be  the  duty  of  the 
Qoremment  to  bring  in  a  proper  mea- 
sure,  and  cany  it  through  both  Houses ; 
or  if  the  House  agreed  to  refer  the 

ristion  to  a  Select  Committee,  and 
t  Committee  reported  that  a  change 
was  desirable,  the  Government  would, 
no  doubt,  carry  that  report  into  effect. 
They  might  proceed  either  by  Standing 
Order  or  by  Bill,  He  believed  the  House 
had  the  inherent  power  of  adminiBt«ring 
an  oath  to  witnesses  at  the  Bar,  and 
might  exercise  it  under  Standing  Order ; 
but  if  a  BUI  were  brought  in  and  sent  to 
die  other  House  he  ^ould  be  greatiy 
surprised  if  that  House  refused  to  pass 
it.  The  House  of  Lords  had  on  eereral 
occasions  exercised  its  right  to  change 
its  mode  of  proceeding,  by  passing  a 
Standing  Order.  In  1695  the  right  of 
voting  by  proxy  on  Private  Bills  was  put 
an  end  to  in  this  manner,  and  wiutin  I 
their  own  recollection  the  Peers,  aft^r 
due  deliberation  amon^;  themselves, 
passed  a  Besolution,  which  had  all  the 
binding  efficiency  of  a  law,  that  proxies 
should  in  no  case  any  longer  be  received. 
These,  it  might  be  said,  were  instances 
of  an  exercise  of  authority,  only  as  re- 
garded their  own  forms  of  procedure, 
and  in  no  way  calculated  to  affect  the 
rights  and  privileges  of  persons  who 
were  not  Uembers  of  theu  Lordships' 
House.  But  in  the  case  of  Lord  Wena- 
leydale  they  exercised  the  power  of  re- 
fiiaing  to  admithim  as  a  life  Peer,  though 
he  h^d  a  patent  tram  the  Crown.  Aud 
this  they  did  in  accordance  with  a  Re- 
solution, declaratory  of  the  power  and 
right  of  the  House  by  its  own  inherent 
jurisdiction,  without  the  consent  of  either 
Crown  or  Commons,  to  say  what  manner 
of  persons  should  be  of  their  House,  and 
who  should  be  excluded.  He  thought  it 
was  manifest  that  this  was  a  much  higher 
atretch  of  privilege  than  it  could  pos- 
sibly be  Baid  to  be,  if  the  House  of  Ckim- 
mous  should  think  fit  to  declare  that 
they  poaeessed  the  right  to  order  a  wit- 


ness to  be  sworn  at  their  Bar.  But  he 
did  not  wish  to  press  that  question  on 
the  present  occasion.  "Whether  by  Stand- 
ing Order  or  by  Bill,  he  believed  the 
general  feeling  was  that  they  ought  to 
possess,  and,  on  suitable  occasions,  to  ex- 
ercise equal  powers  with  those  which 
they  acknowl«^ed  in  the  House  of  Lords. 
It  would  he  for  a  Committee  comprising 
persons  of  experience  and  learning  on 
either  hand  of  the  Speaker  to  consider 
how  best  this  power  might  be  asserted, 
and  within  what  limits,  if  any,  it  ought 
to  be  placed.  An  hon.  Prieud  near  nim 
(Sir  John  ikmonde)  had  given  notice  of 
hie  intention  to  move  for  leave  to  bring 
in  a  BUI  on  the  eubject.  It  was  no  dis- 
paragement of  his  Qon.  Friend  to  say, 
that  it  hardly  lay  with  a  private  Member 
of  ordinary  weight  and  mfluence  to  at- 
tempt the  carnage  of  a  Bill  of  this 
nature ;  and  he  doubted  whether,  under 
any  circumstances,  the  House  would  be 
induced  to  sanction  a  constitutional 
change  so  ^ave,  and  so  important  with- 
out first  t^ing  the  advice  of  a  Select 
Committee.  If  the  Beport  of  such  a 
Committee  recommended  the  alteration, 
it  would  then  be  the_duty  of  the  Execu- 
tive Government  to'  frame  a  suitable 
measure  for  the  purpose  of  carrying  the 
recommendation  into  effect,  ^e  hon. 
Member  concluded  by  moving  his  Be- 
solution. 

Mb.  LIDDELL  in  seconding  the  Uo- 
tion,  observed  that  it  was  only  reasonable 
that  the  House  should  seek  to  enjoy  itself 
that  power  of  examining  witnesses  upon 
oath  which  it  conferred  upon  its  Com- 
mittees. He  thought  the  proposal  a 
very  moderate  one.  It  was  that  a  Com- 
mittee be  appointed  to  consider  the  cir- 
cumstances under  which  this  House 
ought  or  ought  not  to  examine  wit- 
nesses on  oam.  It  appeared  to  him 
that  when  the  House  conferred  on  their 
Committee^  up-stairs  the  power  of  ex- 
amining witnesses  on  oath — ^in  other 
words,  gave  them  power  to  use  an  in- 
strument for  ascertaining  truth,  and 
when  it  was  remembered  Uiat  in  former 
days  the  witnesses  examined  before  the 
Lords'  Committees  on  oath  gave  evidence 
contradictoiy  and  even  antagonistic  when 
examined  before  the  Commons'  Commit- 
tees not  on  oath,  the  necessity  of  the 
present  proposal  was  Mly  established. 
Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
"Th&t  s  Seleot  CommittM  be  appoiDted  to 
of  profidiag  for  the 
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oziaiiiiatioii  of  VitnntH  upon  O&tb  iff  the 
IlotiM  of  Commoni,  and  iti  OommitteM."— <ifr. 
Tarrmt.) 

Ma.  YEENON  HARCOimT  said, 
he  entirely  concurred  in  the  object  of 
the  hon.  Member  for  Finsbury,  but  he 
expressed  a  hope  that  it  would  never  be 
attempted  to  confound  legislatiTe  with 
judicial  functions.  He  could  not  con- 
ceive anybody  more  utterly  imfit  to  con- 
duct judicial  inreetigationB  on  facte  than 
that  Houae.  He  should  not  have  risen 
on  the  present  occasion  if  he  had  not  de- 
sired to  call  the  attention  of  the  Gxtvem- 
mant — and  particularly  of  the  Attorney 
General  for  Ireland — to  a  point  which 
had  arisen  in  the  course  of  the  transac- 
tion which  to-day  they  had  been  most 
happily  dehvered  from,  he  trusted  for 
ever.  The  Attorns  Qeneral  for  Ireland, 
in  calling  on  the  House  to  enter  into  an 
investigation  respecting  that  matter, 
stated  that  that  was  tne  only  course 
he  could  pursue  at  the  time,  because  he 
could  not  institute  a  prosecution  for  the 
use  of  seditious  language  in  Ireland 
with  any  hope  that  the  case  would  be 
tried  before  July,  or,  in  all  probability, 
before  November.  Such  an  announce- 
ment coming  from  the  mouth  of  the  At- 
torney Qeneral  for  Ireland  was  one  of 
which  the  House  of  Commons  should 
take  notice.  He  should  ask  the  House 
what  it  was  called  upon  to  do.  They 
were  called  upon  practically  to  try  a 
man  at  the  Bar  of  that  Houae  because 
it  was  a  shorter,  more  convenient,  and 
BUmmaiy  method  than  could  be  adopted 
in  the  ordinary  courts  of  the  country. 
Was  not  that,  coming  from  so  high  an 
authority,  a  satire  well  founded  upon 
the  criminal  jurisdiction  of  this  countiy  ? 
They  ought  not  to  be  called  upon  to 
try  such  questions  as  these,  simply  be- 
cause the  proceedings  in  our  criminal 
courts  were  so  dilatory  as  to  amount  al- 
most to  a  denial  of  justice.  He  did  not 
object  to  the  proposal  to  give  to  the 
House  the  power  of  administering  oaths, 
because  there  might  arise  in  future 
questions  for  which  no  provision  was 
made  in  the  ordinary  courts  of  law, 
and  as  galus  reipubliea  was  the  luprema 
lex,  it  was  most  desirable  when  such 
cases  arose  that  the  House  of  Commons 
should  have  the  power  of  administering 
oaths ;  but  he  trusted  that  the  House 
would  never  be  called  on  to  administer 
an  oath  judicially  in  a  case  capable  of 
being  tried  in  the  ordinary  courts  of  this 


country.  Measures  ought  to  be  taken 
to  prevent  the  necessity  of  an  Attorney 
(General  asking  the  House  to  try  a 
question  because  the  course  of  prooeed- 
ing  in  the  ordinary  courts  of  justice 
was  in  such  a  discreditable  condition 
that  aa  ex  o^io  information  deemed  ne- 
ceesary  for  the  preservation  of  public 
order  could  not  be  tried  till  July  or  No- 
vember, though  the  ofTence  wae  commit- 
ted in  May. 

Me.  NBWDBGATE  said,  he  would 
like  to  know  how  many  Bills  were  passed 
which  were  not  Bills  of  P^ns  and  Pe- 
nalties. Last  year  the  House  abolished 
their  privil^;e  of  tiying  election  peti- 
tions, with  regard  to  which  they  had 
the  power  of  examining  witnesses  on 
oath.  Now  they  were  proposing  to 
travel  into  unnecessary  danger.  They 
were  proposing  to  take  to  themselves 
power  winch,  in  a  period  of  general  ex- 
citement, would  constitute  the  House  a 
court  of  criminal  jurisdiction.  There 
waa  this  other  defect  in  the  present  state 
of  matters,  that  there  was  no  other  offi- 
cial exercising  magisterial  functions  bat 
the  mayor,  who  could  not  be  displaced 
by  the  law  for  misconduct.  He  thought 
it  was  a  very  great  anomaly  that  a  mayor 
should  be  exempt  from  the  law  in  the 
event  of  his  abusing  his  judicial  func- 
tions. In  the  City  of  London  there  was 
a  distinct  and  a  most  valuable  security, 
which  was  that  no  man  could  be  elected 
Lord  Mayor  until  he  had  served  as  an 
Alderman,  and  his  brother  Aldermen, 
therefore,  had  some  knowledge  of  his 
qualifications  before  they  elected  him ; 
but  this  was  not  necessarily  the  case  in 
the  election  of  other  mayors.  He  would 
earnestly  request  the  House  to  limit 
itself  to  acquiring  for  Committees  on 
special  subjects  the  power  of  swearing 
witnesses.  ^^  

The  ATTORNEY  QENEEAL  foe 
IRELAND  (Mr.  Sulltvan)  said,  it  was 
not  his  intention  to  enter  upon  the  ge- 
neral question,  which  had  been  before 
the  House  at  an  earlier  period  that  day. 
He  must  remark,  however,  that  he  did 
not  believe  any  proceeding  known  to 
the  criminal  law  would  have  been  ade- 
quate to  that  particular  case,  and  the 
proposal  of  the  Government  was,  in  his 
opinion,  the  only  one  which  could  meet 
the  difELculty.  The  hon.  and  learned 
Member  for  Oxford  (Mr.  Harcourt)  was 
entitled  to  the  thanks  of  the  House  for 
bringing  under  its  notice  s  matter  of 
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great  moment  connected  with  ex  officio 
mformation  in  the  Court  of  Queen'f 
Bench  in    Ireland.      He  was  not  ac- 

guainted  with  the  practice  in  England, 
ut  in  Ireland  informatiouB  were  sub- 
ject to  great  delay  by  reason  of  antiqua- 
ted rules  that  ought  to  be  obsolete.  T] 
matter  must  be  brought  under  the  n 
tice  of  the  House  with  a  view  to  its  being 
remedied,  and  he  certainly  should  con- 
sider it  with  the  greatest  care. 
BiE   JOHN   E8M0NDE,    who   had 

EVen  notice  of  his  intention  to  ask 
ive  to  introduce  a  Bill  to  enable  the 
House  of  Commons  to  examine  witnesses 
upon  oath,  said,  that  until  the  hon. 
Member  for  Finebuiy  had  risen  he  was 
noaware  that  he  had  meant  to  alter  the 
terms  of  his  Motion,  and  to  move  for  a 
Select  Committee  without  having  given 
notice.  However,  the  Government  had 
now  agreed  to  that  Motion,  as  modified 
by  the  Prime  Minister,  and  he  should 
not  have  risen  but  for  the  remark  of  the 
hon.  Member  for  Finabury  that  such  a 
Bill  had  no  chance  of  passing  in  the 
hands  of  a  private  Member.  That  state- 
ment had  caused  him  some  surprise,  and 
the  hon.  Member  must  have  changed 
his  opinion  on  the  subject  very  recently, 
as  but  a  very  short  time  back — certainly 
within  a  few  hours — he  (Sir  John  Es- 
monde)  might  have  had  the  advantage 
of  having  ttie  hon.  Member's  name  on 
the  back  of  his  Bill. 

Ma.  GLADSTONE  said,  they  were 
indebted  to  the  hon.  Member  for  Pins- 
bury  (Mr.  Torrens),  and  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber who  had  just  spoken  for  having 
taken  steps  to  establish,  in  a  formal 
manner,  the  conviction  of  which  they 
were  all  conscious  when  they  came  to 
deal  with  the  case  lately  before  them. 
The  Government  were  conscious  of  it 
when  they  proposed  a  particular  mode 
of  proceeding,  and  still  more  so  were 
others  who  thought  the  defect  in  their 
judicial  powers,  arising  &om  their  sup- 
posed inability  to  administer  an  oath, 
constituted  a  conclusive  reason  against 
th-C  initiation  in  that  House  of  a  Bill  of 
Fains  and  Penalties.  Therefore  it  be- 
hoved them  well  to  consider  whether 
this  was  not  a  case  that  caUed  for  some 
remedial  measure,  and  what  kind  of  re- 
medial measure  they  ought  to  adopt. 
He  did  not  feel  any  doubt  that  some- 
thing ought  to  be  done.  The  precedents 
of  Bills  ot  Pains  and  Penalties  and  Dis- 
abilities introduced  into  this  House  were 
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by  no  means  few  nor  insignificant ;  and 
everyone  must  admit,  without  ai^:ument, 
that  in  the  prosecution  of  such  Bills  it 
was  eminently  desirable,  if  not  absolutely 
necessary — which  would,  perhaps,  be 
putting  it  too  high — that  they  should 
have  ^e  power  of  examining  witnesses 
upon  oath,  and  that  thev  should  not 
depend  exclusively  upon  the  Besolution 
they  passed  annually  in  defence  of  their 
own  authority,  that — 

"  If  it  aboold  appenr  thit  anj  penon  hii  giTaa 
lal«e  eiidence  in  knjr  cue  before  tfait  Houw  or  a 
Committee  thenof,  the  Houie  will  prooeed  with 
the  utmoit  rigour  tguaU  Bncb  oBeDder." 
No  doubt  that  was  a  provision  fortifying 
the  character  of  the  evidence  given  be- 
fore the  House  and  its  Committees,  but 
they  must  feel,  and  it  was  generally  ad- 
mitted, that  something  more  was  de- 
sirable. Three  modes  of  procedure 
tliemselves — a  Besolution,  a 
ittee  of  Inquiry,  and  a  Bill ;  and 
it  appeared  to  him  that  a  Committee  vea 
best  adapted  to  the  case,  and  most  con- 
formable to  precedent.  If  it  were  de- 
sirable that  witnesses  should  be  examined 
oath,  the  first  question  was,  whether 
the  House  had  authority  so  to  examine 
them  by  its  own  proper  action  without 
resorting  to  any  higher  assistance.  He 
was  very  far  from  making  that  assertion, 
but  still,  if  they  were  to  proceed  upon 
the  direct  negative  of  that  proposition, 
it  was  desirable  the  negative  should  not 
be  a  mere  matter  of  opmion,  but  that  it 
should  be  established  by  the  inquiry 
and  by  the  judgment  of  a  Committee. 
If  a  Committee  determined  that  the 
House  was  or  was  not  in  a  condition  to 
administer  an  oath  by  its  own  authority, 
that  was  a  step  tow^iis  the  solution  of 
the  question.  Other  questions  most  im- 
lortant  to  be  examined,  and  which  might 
le  more  conveniently  examined  by  a 
Committee  than  by  discussion  in  the 
House,  were  these — whether  the  power 
of  examination  on  oath  was  to  be  taken 
universally,  and,  whether,  if  taken  uni- 
versally ;  it  was  to  be  taken  with  the 
intention  of  using  it  universally,  or  only 
with  the  intention  of  using  it  m  certain 
cases ;  and,  fiirther,  whether  an  attempt 
should  be  made,  as  was  made  in  the  Ee- 
Bolution  in  the  form  in  which  it  was  put 
upon  the  Paper,  to  define,  by  general 
words,  Uie  class  of  cases  in  which  it  was 
intended  to  use  the  power ;  or  whether, 
rather  it  should  be  a  power  put  into  the 
hands  of  the  House  to  use  from  time  to 
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time,  and  to  determine  by  vote  or  hy 
BeBolution  of  its  own  to  what  particular 
case,  or  class,  or  class  of  cases  this  power 
should  be  applied.  All  these  were  very  fit 
matters  to  be  examined  into  by  a  Com- 
mittee. If  they  were  to  refer  the  matter 
to  a  Select  Committee  it  would  be  de- 
sirable to  refer  it  without  prejudice,  and 
not  to  use  words  which  would  go  so  far 
aa  to  assert,  eren  though  their  judg- 
ments might  lean  in  that  direction,  that 
it  waa  desirable  they  should  examine 
witnesses  upon  oath.  He  would  propoee, 
instead  of  the  Besolution  of  me  hon. 
Member  for  Finsbury,  to  substitute  the 
following: — 

"  That  ■  Selset  Committee  be  sppoiDted  to  in- 
quire into  tbe  eipedisooj  of  adapting  anj  further 
measure  tor  tbe  eiamiaation  of  WitoeiMsupon 
Oath  bj  this  House  or  b;  its  Committees." 
He  said  "any  further  measures"  be- 
cause by  various  statutes  measures  had 
beeu  adopted  aud  powers  granted  for 
the  examination  of  witnesses  upon  oath, 
and  it  would  be  to  the  extension  of  that 
system  such  words  would  be  understood 
to  refer. 

Mk.  W.  M.  TOREENS  said,  he 
should  be  glad  to  withdraw  his  own 
Besolution,  and  adopt  the  words  sugges- 
ted by  the  right  hon.  Qentleman. 

Mr.  HTSNXiEY  approved  the  amended 
Eesolution,  and  said  this  was  a  veiy 
grave  question  to  bring  on  at  one  o'clo<^ 
in  the  morning.  It  was  better  that  the 
Committee  should  inqiiire  into  the  whole 
question,  because  it  would  then  be  open  to 
them  to  consider — what  the  House  had  no 
opportunity  of  considering  now — what 
had  been  the  objections  raised  hitherto 
to  the  House  itself  administering  an 
oath.  It  would  be  a  grave  matter  if  it 
should  turn  out  on  mquiry  that  the 
House  had  not  the  power  by  ite  own  in- 
herent authority  to  administer  an  oath, 
and  they  would  have  to  obtain  that 
power  by  the  consent  of  the  other  branch 
of  the  Legislature. 

Motion,  by  leave,  ieithdraum. 

Select  Oanmlttee  appoinUd,  "  to  inquire  Into 
the  eipedienoj  of  adopting  anf  further  measures 
for  the  esamioaCiou  in  Wilnetse*  upon  Oath  b; 
this  House,  and  by  it>  Committees,"  —  (Jfr. 
Torrent^ 

And,  on  June  S,  Commiltee  nosMnaCed  aa 
fbllowa:  —  Hr.  Oisusu,  The  Lord  Actooitb, 
lix.  HUII.BT,  Mr.  ATTORiriT  Gimiku.  for  Ibb- 
UND,  Mr.  WiLFOLi,  Mr.  Bdbtibis,  Mr.  Gatuobkc 
HiKPT,  Mr.  Seneant  Eiiiai.iai,  Colonel  Wclioh- 
FATTan,  Mr.  BonaiMCunB,  Mr.  Hawis,  Sir 
Joan  EsMoxDi,  and  Hr.  Tomb's  : — Power  to 
■end  for  penous,  paper*,  and  reeordi ;  FiTe  to  be 
tbe  quorum. 

Mr.  Gladttone 
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GAME  LAWS  (SCOTLAND). 

NOIUNATION  OF  OOMXTTTBE. 

Me.  loch  moved  that  the  Select  Com- 
mittee on  the  Game  Laws  (Scotlan^  do 
consist  of  eighteen  Members — The  Lord 
Advocate,  I^rd  Elcho,  Mr.  Hardcastle, 
Sir  John  Hay,  Sir  Bobert  Anstrutber, 
t/b.  Cameron,  Mr.  Whitbread,  Sir 
Philip  I^erton,  Mr.  M'Oombie,  8iz 
Graham  Montgomery,  Mr.  M'La^;an, 
Major  Walker,  Sir  Edward  Colebrooke, 
Mr.  Dalrymple,  Mr.  Parker,  Mr  Orr 
Ewing,  Sir  David  Wedderbum,  and 
Mr.  Loch. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
"  That  the  Select  Committee  on  Qame 
LawB  (Scotland]  do  consist  of  EighteoD 
Members." — {Mr.  Loeh.) 

Sib  JAMES  ELPHIN8T0NE  rose  to 
move,  aa  an  Amendment,  that  the  Order 
be  dischai^:ed,  and  that  an  humble  Ad- 
dress be  presented  to  Her  Me^esty  to 
appoint  a  Boyal  Commission  to  enquire 
into  the  subject  and  report.  The  Game 
Laws,  as  everybody  knew,  had  beeu  a 
iruitfiil  source  of  discontent  for  many 
vears  past,  and  many  expedients  had 
been  tned  for  the  purpose  of  removing 
tbe  difficulties  to  which  they  had  «veii 
rise ;  but  the  expedient  of  a  Boyal  Com- 
mission had  never  yet  been  tried.  It 
had  been  reported  that  a  Commissioii 
sat  on  this  subject  in  1844  ;  but  that 
was  not  the  case.  A  Committee  was 
appointed  on  the  27th  February  1845, 
which  asked  17,718  questions  aud  then 
adjourned.  They  continued  their  la- 
bours next  Session,  and  they  asked 
7,885  more  questions,  so  that  the  actual 
state  of  the  case  was  this — that  25,000 
questions  had  been  asked  and  answered 
on  the  subject  of  the  Game  Laws. 
Upon  the  Keport  of  that  Committee 
certain  modifications  were  made,  and 
things  went  on  very  comfortable  for 
something  like  twenty  years,  but  at  the 
end  of  that  period  the  agitation  was  re- 
newed. Last  year  there  were  two  Bills, 
and  they  were  referred  to  a  Select  Com- 
mittee ;  but  nothing  came  of  it.  Now 
there  were  three  Bifia  before  the  House, 
and  it  was  proposed  to  refer  them  to  a 
Select  Committee.  [Mr.  Loch  said 
the  proposition  was  not  to  refer  the  Bills, 
but  the  whole  subject  to  a  Committee.] 
Now,  what  he  proposed  was  that  Her 
Majesty  should  be  addressed  to  refer 
the  whole  question  to  a  Boyal  Commis- 
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did  go  sliootiiig  he  ti.va.jt  gave  half  tiis 
game  to  the  tenant  on  whose  lands  he 
shot  it,  and  there  was  not  a  single  man 
igat  them  who  did  not  nudce  him 
welcome.  In  the  oounty  which  he  had 
the  honour  of  repreaenting,  there  was 

such  thing  ae  ill  feeling  between  the 

landlord  and  tenant,  and  no  diffioully 
whatever  aroee  with  respect  to  this  ques- 
tion. They  might  depend  upon  it  that 
it  was  a  question  which  never  could  be 
settled  by  legislation.  It  waa  a  question 
entirely  of  good  f'^e'Jng  between  the 
landlord  and  tenant.  They  were  told 
that  in  England  the  landlord  had  not 
the  game  by  law,  ae  in  Scotland.  But 
was  not  the  game  always  reserved  to  the 
English  lan£ord  in  every  lease  ?  Prac- 
tically, the  law  was  the  same  in  England 
and  Scotland,  or  might  be  made  so. 
With  regard  to  rabbits,  the  difficulty 
was  this — that  if  you  gave  them  over 
to  the  tenants  they  would  probably  em- 
ploy rabbit -catchers,  and  then  there 
would  not  be  a  fox  left  in  the  oountrr. 
He  did  not  mean  to  say  that  the  people 
meant  to  hill  the  foxes,  but  it  required 
a  very  talented  man  to  use  a  trap  which 
should  catch  only  what  it  was  set  to 
catch.  Babbit-catchers  were  a  source 
of  great  misery  to  masters  of  hounds, 
and  if  the  tenants  got  this  power  of 
killing  rabbits  unscientifically,  hares  and 
foxes  would  go  as  well.  A  Committee 
was  appointed  last  year  to  consider  this 
question,  but  what  was  the  result?  Why, 
when  the  hon.  Member  brought  forward 
his  Bill,  it  was  scouted  by  the  whole 
countiy.  What  would  be  the  result  of 
the  appointment  of  a  Committee  now? 
A  Committee  could  not  sit  during  a  pro- 
rogation. What  he  suggested  was,  that 
if  they  appointed  three  gentlemen  to  in- 
vestigate Uie  subject,  their  labours  would 
be  iar  more  likely  to  produce  a  usefiil 
result  than  if  they  appointed  a  Commit- 
tee of  the  House,  who  could  only  make  a 
Beport  with  which  nobody  would   be 


sion.  His  reasons  for  doin^  so  were 
briefly  these.  The  examination  of  the 
question  before  a  Committee  of  the 
House  of  Commons  involved  the  bring- 
ing of  witnesses  up  from  the  country. 
The  evidence  was  not  allowed  to  be 
printed  &om  day  to  day ;  and  at  the  end 
of  the  inquiiy  uie  whole  iacts  were  di- 
gested into  a  large  volume,  which  cost 
some  7«.  6i.  at  least,  and  whioh,  in  the 
case  of  these  25,603  questions  cost  some- 
thing like  10«.  or  12«.  Nobody  had 
ever  read  it,  and  for  himself  if  he  were 
offered  the  aLtematdve  of  reading  it 
through  or  taking  a  black-dose,  he 
would  prefer  the  black-dc^e.  On  the 
other  hand  a  Boyal  Commission  would 
go  down  into  the  country,  take  evidence 
on  the  E^t,  con&ont  the  witnesses  with 
their  neighbours,  and  if  it  was  alleged 
that  a  lustrict  was  eaten  up  by  hares 
and  rabbits,  they  could  get  into  their 
gigs  and  go  and  indge  for  themselves ; 
Uien  there  would  oe  reports  in  the  local 
papers,  the  etat«ments  would  bo  tho- 
roughly sifted;  and  you  would  get  a 
mass  of  evidence  more  trustworthy  dian 
oould  ever  be  gathered  by  a  Committee 
sitting  in  an  up- stairs-room  in  West- 
minster. The  question  was  a  i 
serious  one.  It  was  a  question  that  had 
oreatad  bad  blood  between  landlords  and 
tenants,  where  men  had  lived  in  com- 
fort and  affection,  and  their  fathers  be- 
fore them,  for  200  years.  His  own 
femily  for  300  years  had  been  on  the 
most  Mendly  terms  with  their  tenan^ 
until  this  question  arose.  The  Commis- 
sion ought  not  to  be  a  family  coach. 
It  ought  to  he  a  Conunisdon  in  which 
everyhody  had  confidence,  and  its  bead 
ought  to  be  some  such  man  as  Lord 
Ddhousie.  The  hon.  Member  con- 
cluded by  moving  the  Amendment. 

Mb.  EOBEETSON,  in  seconding  the 
Amendment,  said,  he  believed  that  nii 
tenths  of  the  people  of  Scotland  were 
favour  of  a  Eoyal  Commission.  I 
had  been  blamed  for  having,  on  a  tona 
occasion,  moved  the  adioumment  of  the 
debate  ;  but  the  Motion  for  a  Select 
Committee  was  brought  on  very  unex- 
pectedly, and  all  he  desired  was  to  have 
a  fair  discusmon.  On  this  subject  he 
came  into  court  with  clean  hands,  for  he 
had  never  sold  a  head  of  game  in  his 
life,  nor  had  he  ever  had  a  great  battue 
on  his  estate,  and  for  the  very  best  rea- 
son— that  two  of  his  fiiends  had  theii 
eyea  shot  out.    Moreover,  whenever  he 


Amendment  proposed. 

To  Iwre  out  from  tba  word  ■■  That,"  to  the 
end  of  the  QneitioD,  in  oni«r  to  vld  tha  •rords 
■'the  Order  for  the  appomtment  of  the  uid 
Seleot  Committee  be  duoh&rged," — {Sir  Jamet 

— ^instead  thereof. 

Question  proposed,  "That  the  words 
poposed  to  be  left  ont  stand  part  of  the 
Qaestion." 
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no  Member  could  ^re  up  more  thftii  one 
day  a  week  to  attend,  so  that  the  Com- 
mittee could  not  possibly  report  this 
Session,  even  if  the  House  sat  over  the 
12th  of  August.  On  the  other  band,  a 
Commission  could  sit  during  the  'whole 
vacation,  and  their  Beport  would  be 
ready  for  legislation  next  Session.  The 
course,  therefore,  which  he  would  re- 
commend was,  that  tbey  should  follow, 
to  a  certain  extent,  the  precedent  of  the 
Educational  Commission,  and  appoint  one 
or  two  gentlemen  to  whom  they  should 
intrust  tiie  conduct  of  the  inquiry ;  and 
they  should  be  empowered  at  once  to  go 
into  the  matter  and  report  upon  it.  He 
therefore  trusted  that  the  Order  for  the 
appointment  of  the  Committee  would  be 
discharged. 

8iB  EOBEET  AN8TEUTHEE  said, 
that  the  appointment  of  a  Committee  had 
been  sanctioned  by  the  leading  Members 
on  both  sides  of  the  House,  and  he  had 
attentively  listened  to  the  arguments 
why  a  Commission  would  be  preferable. 
The  only  reason  he  could  find  was,  that 
those  who  preferred  the  Commission  did 
not  like  the  complexion  of  the  Committee 
when  tbey  saw  that  it  was  to  be  chiefly 
composed  of  men  who  were  bond  Jid« 
desirous  of  a  reform  in  the  Game  Lawa 
ot  Scotland.  ["No,  no!"]  "When  it 
was  foimd  impossible  to  proceed  with 
the  three  Bills  it  was  agreed  that  they 
should  be  referred  to  Uie  same  Com- 
mittee. He  (Sir  Robert  Anstrnther)  had 
fully  agreed  to  this,  thinking  that  a 
Committee  investigating  the  whole  sub- 
ject could  deal  with  it  far  better  than  a 
Commission  going  roving  about  over  all 
Scotland.  He  trusted  fiie  Qoremment 
would  support  the  appointment  of  the 
Committee,  which  bad  been  agreed  to 
by  the  &ont  Benches  on  both  sides. 

Mb.  P£A8E  said,  the  question  was 
far  too  important  to  be  settled  at  that 
time  of  the  morning.  It  was  not  a  Scotch 
question  merely — there  was  no  reason 
why  the  inquiry  should  not  extend  to 
England.  He  moved  the  adjournment 
of  me  debate. 

The  Motion  not  being  seconded,  it 
was  not  put. 

Mb.  CAIU'IEOIE  said,  that  the  Soot«h 
Members  had  been  accused  of  a  desire 
to  shelve  this  question  either  by  the  ap- 
pointment of  a  Select  Committee  or  of  a 
Commission.  But  this  was  unjust.  No 
one  not  acquainted  with  the  forms  of 
business  in  that  House  oould  have  as; 


Lobs  ELCHO  said,  he  quite  agreed 
with  what  had  fhUen  from  the  hon. 
Member  for  Berwickshire  (Mr.  Eobert- 
Gon),  that  the  fox  might  be  considered 
as  a  social  good  as  the  hare  was  a  social 
evil.  It  seemed  to  him,  indeed,  that 
Scotch  legislation  on  this  subject  was  as 
prolific  as  the  rabbits  it  dealt  with.  First, 
he  (Lord  Elcho)  brought  in  a  Bill,  then 
the  hon.  Member  for  Linlithgowshire 
brought  in  one,  and  two  nionl£e  after- 
wards the  hon.  Member  for  the  Wick 
Burghs  brought  in  another.  But  it  was 
B  question  of  too  extensive  action  to  be 
taken  up  by  private  Members  at  all — it 
was  one  that  could  only  be  fitly  dealt 
with  by  the  Government.  But  it  might 
be  said  the  Government  were  in  favour 
of  referring  the  subject  to  a  Committee. 
Now  be  (Lord  Elcho)  had  a  strong  feel- 
ing in  favour  of  Commissions  and  against 
Committees.  Give  Professor  Owen  a  bone 
or  two,  and  ho  would  construct  the  entire 
animal.  Give  him  (Lord  Elcho)  the 
names  of  a  Committee,  and  he  would 
write  their  Report  beforehand.  It  would 
happen  in  this  case,  as  happened  in  the 
Law  of  Hypothec  Committee.  Nine 
Members  agreed  to  their  Report,  and 
four  dissented — a  Bill  was  brought  in, 
founded  on  the  Report  of  the  nme ;  it 
utterly  foiled — and  why  ?  Because  the 
four  represented  the  real  feeling  of  the 
country.  Now,  this  was  a  question  on 
which  the  Scotch  people  felt  as  strongly 
as  on  the  Law  of  Hypothec ;  and  a 
Committee  on  the  Game  Laws  would 
fail  as  that  Committee  failed.  What 
was  wanted  was  not  a  representa- 
tive Committee,  but  a  Commission  that 
should  inquire  into  and  report  facts. 
The  same  course  should  be  followed  in 
this  instance  as  was  followed  with  respect 
to  the  Scotch  Education  Bill,  which  was 
founded  upon  the  Report  of  a  Commis- 
sion. The  evidence  upon  which  that 
Bill  rested  was  mainly  obtained  by  Com- 
missioners, who  ascertained  matters  of 
fact.  They  appointed  certain  gentlemen 
to  inquire  into  the  subject,  and  the  in- 
structions given  to  them  were  to  bear 
in  mind  that  their  duty  was  to  investi- 
gate questions  of  fact,  and  to  report 
Siem.  He  thought  they  would  do  well 
to  follow  this  precedent  in  the  case  of 
the  Game  Laws,  If  they  appointed  a 
Committee  they  could  not  commence 
their  inquiries  before  Whitsuntide ;  they 
would  not  have  more  than  eight  or  ten 
weeks  before  the  end  of  the  Session,  and 
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idea  of  the  difiloulty  a  private  Member 
had  ia  obtamine  an  opportunity  for  the 
fiill  diacuasioR  of  any  eubject.  It  seemed 
to  him  that  itvas  hopeleas  to  attempt  to 
hare  a  fuR  diBCusaion  on  tbia  subject, 
and  they  were,  therefore,  reduced  to  the 
altematiTe  of  a  Select  Committee  or  a 
Conuoieaion.  Hd  was  bjin'mlf  indif- 
ferent as  to  which ;  but  his  objection  to 
a  Gonmuadon  wae  this — a  Commission 
must  either  be  fixed  sitting  in  Edin- 
btu^h,  or  it  must  be  a  Commiseion 
roving  about  the  country.  Now,  be  did 
not  think  a  Commission  sitting  in  Edin- 
burgh could  inveatigate  the  matter  better 
than  a  Committee  of  that  Houae  ;  while, 
on  the  other  band,  if  there  was  to  be  a 
roTing  Oommiaaion,  be  thought  it  would 
be  perfectly  impossible  to  aecure  the  ob- 
ject they  had  in  view.  There  was  alao 
another  reason  why  a  Committee  ahould 
be  appointed,  and  that  was  that  they 
might  conclude  dieir  labours  this  year, 
which  he  did  not  think  a  Commiaaion 
could  poaaibly  do. 

Mr.  SINCLAIR  AYTOUN  aaid,  he 
agreed  with  the  hon.  Gentleman  (Mr. 
Carnegie)  that  it  waa  a  matter  of  httle 
importance  whether  it  waa  a  Commission 
or  a  Committee  that  inquired  into  the 
subject — both  would  be  equally  useless 
for  practical  purposes.  The  only  ques- 
tion of  importance  waa,  what  was  to  be 
the  conduct  of  the  Government?  If  the 
Government  had  wished  to  have  aettled 
that  question,  they  might  have  done  bo 
during  the  present  Seaaion;  but  the 
Lord  Advocate  said  that'it  was  not  ex- 
pedient that  the  question  should  be 
taken  up.  He  (Mr.  Carnegie)  now 
wished  to  know  if  any  Member  of  the 
Government,  speaking  on  behalf  of  the 
Government,  would  give  them  the  as- 
surance that  tiie  question  would  be  taken 
up  at  the  beginning  of  next  Session — 
that  was  the  important  point. 

Mb.  LOCH  said,  thai  what  they  had  to 
decide  was  aa  to  the  manner  in  which  it 
would  be  best  to  conduct  an  inquiry  into 
the  Scotch  OameLawB — whether  it  would 
be  best  by  a  Committee  or  by  a  Commis- 
sion. It  appeared  to  him  that  much  more 
waa  to  be  said  in  favour  of  a  Committee 
than  of  a  Commission.  A  Conuuiseion 
would  necessarily  have  to  move  from  one 
part  of  Scotland  to  another.  They  would 
nave  to  go  into  many  districts  where 
feelings  of  a  very  keen  character  existed 
upon  the  subject  of  the  Game  Laws. 
Ilieir   inquiries  would  be  held  in  the 
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SherifGi'  Courts,  and  there  would  be  in 
attendance  the  landowners  and  their 
laotors.  He  put  it,  therefore,  to  the 
House  whether  the  tenants  would  speak 
in  the  open  manner  in  the  preaenoe  of 
their  landlords  which  they  would  do  if 
they  were  in  the  Committee  Boom  of 
the  House  of  Commons.  He  thought 
that  the  evidence  taken  by  a  Committee 
of  the  Houae  of  Conunons  would  be 
much  the  more  trustworthy. 

Mb.  ELLICE  said,  he  did  not  consider 
that  this  was  a  question  which  affected 
the  tenantry  of  Scotland  alone,  but 
in  bis  opinion  it  affected  the  tenant- 
iarmers  of  England  aa  well,  and  any  in- 
quiry into  the  sutrject  would  be  incom- 
plete that  was  not  of  an  Imperial  cha- 
racter. He  perfectly  agreed  with  his 
hon.  Friend  (Mr.  Aytoun)  that  a  Com- 
mission or  a  Committee  waa  of  veiy  little 
consequence.  He  hoped  that  they  would 
get  an  assurance  &om  the  Government 
that  on  an  early  day  next  Seaaion  they 
would  be  prepared  to  deal  with  this 
question.  But  he  did  not  think  that  the 
debate  should  be  continued  at  that  late 
hour,  and  he  would  move  that  tbo  debate 
be  adjourned  in  order  to  afford  the  Go- 
vernment an  opportunity  of  considering 
what  they  ought  to  do. 

Ma.  E.  W.  DUFF  aeconded  the  Mo- 
tion, saying  that  the  proceedings  at  a 
recent  meeting  at  Edinbuigh  proved 
that  the  tenant-Earmers  of  Scotland  were 
not  that  brow-beaten  body  of  men  they 
had  been  represented;  and  they  had 
shown  their  independence  by  con- 
demning the  Bill  of  the  hon.  Member 
for  the  Wick  Burghs.  He  would  cer- 
tainly support  the  appointment  of  a 
"  >mmission  rather  than  of  a  Committee. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
"That  the  Debate  be  now  adjourned." 

■{Mr.  Elliw). 

The  LOED  ADVOpATE  said,  when 
the  three  Billa,  to  which  reference  had 
made,  wore  introduced,  be  was  not 
prepared  to  give  his  support  to  any  of 
them,  because,  as  he  thought  then  and 
thought  now,  noneoftbepropoeitionB  then 
made  would  aatiafactorily  settle  the  quea- 
tion ;  although  he  muat  say  he  was  not  all 
disposed  to  sympathize  with  the  strong 
expressions  which  had  been  used  wim 
regard  to  the  Bill  of  the  hon.  Gentleman 
(Ab.  Loch).  He  thought  that  Bill,  as 
well  as  the  other  Bills,  contained  germs 
for  future  legislation ;  but  that  legisla- 
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Bideration  the  operation  of  the  Qame 
Laws  in  Sootlaud,  with  the  vieir  of  le^s- 
lating  on  the  sabject  next  Session ;  and, 
seeing  the  support  the  Oorenimfflit  re- 
ceived from  the  Scotch  constituencies,  he 
hoped  that  they  tronld  bring  forward 
such  a  measure  as  Tould  restore  har- 
mony between  landlord  and  tenant, 
whidi  was  bo  much  desired. 

LoKD  ELCHO  expressed  himself  quite 
satisfied  with  the  statement  of  the  Lord 
Advocate. 

Debate  adjonmed  till  Twuday,  8th 
June. 

POOR  RELICT  (mziJJID)   AOT  (1862) 

AUfKHTlMT.WT    UTT.T., 

On  Motion  of  Admiral  Siruom,  B[1I  to  amend 
the  Act  of  the  twentj-fiAh  and  twentr-iiitb  j<an 
of  Victoria,  chapter  aightr-three,  wotJon  nilw,  bj 
eitendinft  tbs  age  at  whioh  Orphu  aad  Deaertad 
Children  maj  be  kept  oat  at  nnrH,  ard^td  to 
b«  brought   in   b;   Admiral  Siihodk  and   Mr. 

O'NULL. 

Bill  prentOed.  and  read  the  flret  time.  [BUI  IIT.] 

nraoLTEKT  debtors'  coost,  &o.  bill. 
On  Motion  of  Mr.  ATTOsaiT  Ginsut.  Bill  tc 
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tiott,  he  thought,  oonld  not  be  carried 
oat  this  Session.  Now,  he  had  been 
appealed  to  by  the  hon.  Member  (Mr- 
Aytonn)  to  state  whether  the  Govern- 
ment would  take  this  question  np.  He 
admitted  at  once  that  the  Qov^iunent 
irere  bound  to  consider  this  qnestitm 
with  the  greatest  possible  seriousness 
and  eamestnese,  because  it  had  been  one 
of  the  greatest  questions  during  the  late 
elections,  and  those  who  had  been  sent 
there  had,  to  a  certain  extent,  been  re- 
turned to  maintais  the  interests  of  those 
who  were  most  concerned  in  the  Scotch 
Game  Laws.  He  thought,  whether  ex- 
B^erated  or  not,  there  was  a  real,  sub- 
stantial, and  practical  evil  to  be  re- 
lieved;  and  the  real  question,  and  in 
fact  the  only  question,  to  be  decided  wae 
how  that  e^  might  to  be  met,  so  as  to 
relieve  it  without  entrenching  upon  inte- 
rests. He  was  not  prepared,  however, 
to  conunit  the  Oovemment  to  any  pro- 
mise of  le^slation  on  tlie  subject ;  all 
he  could  promise  was,  that  the  subject 
should  be  considered  during  the  Recess, 
with  a  view  to  l^slation  next  Sesraon, 
if  there  should  appear  any  chance  of 
success ;  but  he  did  not  think  that  opinion 
was  yet  sufficiently  ripe.  At  firet,  he 
was  inclined  to  agree  with  the  appoint- 
ment of  a  Committee  of  Inquiry  into 
this  subject.  The  House  was  in  favour 
of  that  Committee,  as  he  thought,  and 
he  saw  no  reason  to  disturb  the  proposal 
for  a  Committee.  It  appeared  to  liim 
that  the  Committee  was  fairly  consti- 
tuted, and  if  it  was  appointed  he  defied 
the  noble  Lord  (Lord  Elcho)  to  write  the 
report  of  it.  But  after  the  discussion — 
somewhat  excited — which  they  had  had 
to-night,  he  must  confess  it  did  not  ap- 

ear  to  him  that  this  Committee  could 
appointed  with  advantage ;  and,  al- 
though he  was  quite  prerxu^d  to  have 
supported  it,  yet  he  did  not  think  it 
would  lead  to  the  object  the  hon.  Gen- 
tleman had  in  view.  He  should,  diere- 
fore,  recommend,  as  the  best  su^iestion, 
that  they  should  neither  proceed  to  Uie 
appointment  of  a  Committee  or  a  Com- 
mission; but  that  the  House  should 
consent  to  the  adjournment  of  the  de- 
bate, and  the  Government  would,  during 
the  hohdays,  consider  the  matter,  and 
after  that  time  state  what  they  considered 
was  tiie  best  course  to  be  pursued. 

Me.  DTCE  NICOL  said,  he  was  glad 
to  hear  from  the  Lord  Advocate  that  the 
Government  would  take  into  their  con- 
X^LerdA4ve«^ 


in  England,  and  to  repeal  enaotnwnt*  relating 
to  Bankrapter,  and  matlere  oonneoled  tharevitb, 
ordered  to  be  brought,  in  bj  Mr.  Attobkit  Qiib- 
BaL  and  Hr.  SouoiTon  Gimulu. 

sifloiutio  bebvioe  [salaries '  aitd 
allowakgeb]   bill. 

Rosolntion  rtperUd; 

"  That  it  ii  eipedieot  to  antherite  tlie  p«rnent, 
ODt  of  monifl*  to'bo  proTided  b;  Parliament,  of 
the  SalarJM,  Allowanooi,  and  PeoaioM  in  the 
Diplomatio  Service." 

KewlutioD  aarted  to  :  —  Bill  ordertd  to  be 
brooght  In  by  Mr.  DoDao!!,  Mr.  CHuauLoa  of 
Ibe  EionqniB,  and  Mr.  Sunrun. 

BUI  jT«MiiKtf,Bod  read  the  firet  time.  [BUI  IIB.) 


HOTISE    OF    COMMONS, 
Wednttday,  UtkMay,  1869. 


MINUTES.]  —  SuioT  CeuntTEB- 
Kilehen  and   Rafteehment  Room*  Committee 
[No.  109]. 

Pdbuo  Btu4 — Ordtred—Firtt  Btadiiiff — Oonntr 

Conrta  (Admitaltj'   Jurladiotira)    Act   (ISeS) 
Amendment"  [131]. 
Second  Reading — Penaliairs  Probibitor*  Liquor 
[10].  put  ef;   Co«Dt7  Concti  [S],  dOaU  ad- 
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PERMISSIVE  PEOHIBITORT  LIQDOR 
BILL  [BILL  10]-.SEC0KD  READING. 
{Sir  WUjTidLawion,Mr.Ba^D,Ur.I>ai\>ia»i). 
Order  for  Second^  Beading  read. 
8iB  WILFRID  LAW80N,  in  mov- 
ing that  the  Bill  be  now  read  a  second 
time,  said :  It  is  frequently  aOwed  that 
the  advocateB  of  temperance  inanlge  in 
more  intemperate  luiguage  than  any- 
one else,  but  on  the  present  ocoasion  I 
hope  I  shall  be  able  to  guard  myself. 
I  may  be  permitted  to  say  at  the  same 
time  that  it  is  not  at  all  unnatural  that 
persons  who  believe  themselveB  to  be  in 
posaeBsion  of  a  remedy  for  an  enormous 
and  admitted  evil,  and  one  which  it  ie 
almost  impossible  to  exaggerate,  should 
place  a  very  high  value  upon  that  re- 
medy. I  am  not  going  to  enter  into 
long  statistics  to  show  &e  state  of  po- 
verty and  crime  in  the  country,  or  into 
figures  to  show  the  extont  to  which  that 
poverty  and  crime  exist  in  some  parts  of 
the  country ;  even  if  drunkenness  is  di- 
minishing, which  I  do  not  deny,  whether 
it  is  so  or  not,  it  is  the  cause,  the  great 
cause,  of  our  pauperism  and  crime. 
That  would  form  a  fair  basis  upon 
which  I  may  rest  my  ai^fuments  in  the 
consideration  of  a  measure  which  pro- 
fesses to  deal  with  abd  remedy  that 
great  and  almost  overpowMing  evil, 
what  I  want  the  House  to  do  is  to 
grant  the  people  of  this  country,  when 
fliey  are  prepared  for  the  experiment, 
a  trial  of  a  remedy  which,  wherever  it 
has  been  &irly  tried,  has  proved  emi- 
sentbr  and  decidedly  successftiL  Had 
the  forms  of  the  House  allowed  of  it, 
this  Bill  might  have  been  entitled  a  Bill 
for  the  E^reedon  of  Pauperism  and 
Grime.  I  know  that  the  Bill  will  be 
strongly  opposed,  and  also  that  it  is  un- 
popu^  in  &e  House ;  but  my  consola- 
tion is  that,  alttkongh  many  hon.  Mem- 
bers differ  from  me  as  to  the  worth  of 
the  remedy  proposed,  there  is  not,  I  feel 
certain,  a  single  person  who  does  not 
sympathize  with  the  objects  its  promo- 
ters nave  in  view.  The  trouble  towhich 
I  fear  hon.  Uembers  have  been  put  from 
the  numbers  of  their  letters,  acoompanied 
hy  Petitions  for  presentation  to  the 
House,  from  all  parts  of  the  country, 
shows  the  depth  and  intensity  of  the  in- 
terest taken  in  the  subject  out-of-doors  ; 
and  when  that  is  coupled  with  the  de- 
monstrations which  have  been  made  by 
the  pieaeutatioiis  this  day  of  so  many 


more  Petitions,  it  speaks  moat  strongly  in 
favour  of  the  measure  I  have  to  submit 
for  the  approval  of  the  House.  I  can- 
not tell  Uie  entire  number  of  Petitions 
that  have  been  presented  in  lavour  of 
the  Bill,  but  up  to  last  night  Uiey 
amounted  to  no  less  than  2,337,  and 
that  nnmber  has  been  greatly  augmented 
within  the  last  few  minutes.  In  the 
year  1864  I  had  the  honour  of  moving 
the  second  reading  of  a  Bill  similar  in 
character  to  that  now  before  the  House, 
but  I  was  defeated  by  an  overwhelming 
majority.  All  the  prominent  speakers 
against  the  measure  based  their  aigu- 
ments  for  the  repression  of  drunkenness 
upon  education — and  I  also  believe  in 
that,  but  it  must  be  education  of  the  right 
sort  ;  but  whilst  an  army  of  achoolnuts- 
ters  and  clergymen  are  engaged  in  in- 
structing the  people  in  what  is  good 
and  virtuous,  there  is  an  army  of 
1 50,000  publicans  and  beer-sellers  teach- 
ing the  people  to  indulge  in  drinking 
habits — men  who  are  paid  by  results, 
and  who  are  licensed  and  empowered 
by  the  Stato  to  promote  as  laige  a  sale 
of  drink  as  possible,  and  by  ttuit  means 
to  increase  the  revenue  of  the  national 
Exchequer.  I  cannot  blame  the  man 
who  sets  up  in  a  certain  trade  for  doing 
as  much  as  he  can.  If  any  man  enters 
into  trade  it  is  natural  that  he  should 
desire  to  do  as  large  a  business  as  possi- 
ble, and  he  will  exert  himself  to  do  so ; 
and  I  have  always  thought  that  a  great 
deal  of  harm  has  been  done  to  the  cause 
of  temperance  by  its  advocates  using 
hard  language  against  the  beer-sellers 
and  publioans,  when  it  is  the  law  which 
enables  them  to  engage  in  the  trade  that 
is  primarily  responsible  for  the  results. 
In  England  publicans'  licensee  are 
granted  by  the  justices,  and  before  any 
person  can  obtain  one  he  is  obliged  to 
give  notice  to  the  overseers  and  chief 
constable  of  the  parish,  and  also  to  stick 
a  notice  of  his  mtention  on  the  church 
door,  as  well  as  on  the  door  of  the  house 
for  which  a  license  is  asked,  so  that 
the  whole  of  the  locality  may  know 
what  is  intended ;  and  that  course  of  pro- 
ceeding shows  as  dearly  as  it  is  possi- 
ble to  0.0,  that  when  our  licensing  laws 
were  passed,  it  was  the  intention  that 
the  local  opinions  and  wishes  of  die 
inhabitants  should  be  consulted  and  con- 
sidered. In  1630  the  Beer  Act  passed, 
and  gave  the  power  of  granting  licenses 
to  the  Excise  for  the  sale  of  beer,  totally 
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sad  entirely  regardless  of  the  magiste- 
rial veto  OF  of  the  wish  of  the  iiiaabi- 
tante,  except  to  the  very  slight  extent  of 
requiring  that  six  houaehd.den  should 
certify  to  the  applicant's  good  character 
before  he  couM,  in  places  under  5,000 
population,  get  the  license.  In  Scotland 
the  justices  also  grant  licenses,  except 
the  cases  of  hui^hs,  'where  the  baiOie 
or  officers  similar  to  that  of  borough 
magistrate  in  England,  have  the  power. 
These  baiUiee  are  elected  by  the  people, 
and  the  Town  Council  elects  them  as 
aldermen  are  elected,  so  that  virtually 
these  are  an  elected  Board,  which  some 
people  think  would  be  a  great  improve- 
ment upon  the  plan  adopted  in  this  coun- 
try. In  1862  Mr.  Mure's  Act  was 
SiBsed,  and  under  the  provisions  of  this 
ill  it  is  competent  for  the  inhabitants 
to  appear  at  ue  licensing  sessions,  and 
to  oppose  if  they  think  fit  all  applica- 
tions either  for  renewal  or  new  licenses, 
and  this  again  shows  clearly  fh^  the 
wishes  of  the  inhabitants  are  to  be  con- 
sulted in  the  first  instance.  In  Scotland, 
therefore,  the  hcensing  ^stem  is  ae 
good,  and  the  restrictions  on  the  trade  as 
effective,  in  the  estimation  of  many,  as 
can  be  devised;  and  yet  there  is  ac- 
tually a  greater  ciy  for  the  Permissive 
Bill  in  Scotland  than  in  England,  show- 
ing most  clearly  that,  however,  admira- 
ble the  licensing  system,  it  has  iailed  to 
stop  drinking  or  remove  the  evils  of 
which  I  complain.  Both  in  England 
and  in  Scotland  an  appeal  lies  firom  the 
decision  of  the  justices  to  the  court  of 
quarter  sessions ;  but,  except  in  Scot- 
land, it  is  an  appeal  in  favour  of  the 
applicant  for  the  ucense,  not  of  the  inha- 
bitants who  are  opposing  it ;  and  the 
appeal  court,  moreover,  is  one  knowing 
comparatively  little  of  the  circumstances 
of  the  locality.  In  Ireland  the  justices 
grant  the  licenses ;  but  there  is  no  Beer 
Act  similar  to  that  in  England ;  while 
the  recorders,  who  may  be  taken  as  re- 
presenting the  etipendiaiy  magistrates, 
rat  the  licenses  in  certain  boroughs. 
Ireland,  however,  there  are  drimk- 
eonese,  misery,  and  crime,  and  the 
greatest  dissatisfaction  at  the  existing 
licensing  laws,  as  is  evinced  by  the  sup- 
port which  Ireland  gives  to  the  Bill  I 
nave  now  the  honour  to  submit  to  the 
House.  The  measure,  however,  is  not 
at  all  a  licensing  Bill,  as  I  do  not  think 
that  any  syetem  of  licensing,  however 
carefully  carried  out,  would  efCectually 
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prevent  or  remove  drunkenneBS  and  ita 
consequences.  The  Bill  does  not  in  any 
way  interfere  with  or  touch  the  licen- 
sing ^stem  as  it  at  present  exists. 
Where  it  is  the  wish  of  tbe  inhabitants 
that  licenses  should  be  granted,  licenses 
can  continue  to  be  granted  as  at  pre- 
sent ;  but  what  is  sought  by  the  present 
BiU  is  the  giving  the  power  to  the  in- 
habitants of  a  given  neighbourhood, 
or  the  great  majority  of  them,  to  vote 
within  the  neighbourhood,  that  the 
granting  of  licenses  shall  no  longer  con- 
tinue ;  and  thus,  in  fact,  to  crystallize, 
as  it  were,  public  opinion  into  public 
law.  The  measure,  it  is  true,  is  a  per- 
missive one,  but  altliough  a  great  objec- 
tion exists  as  to  the  Souse  giving  its 
sanction  to  such  an  Act,  the  permissive 
prinmile  has  already  been  adopted  by 
the  ^use,  and  where  it  is  in  force  there 
it  has  worked  well.  I  refer  to  the  Per- 
missive Acts  with  respect  to  public  li- 
braries, and  the  Health  of  Towns  Act, 
and  I  cannot  see  why,  when  you  pass 
Permissive  Acts  to  promote  health  and 
education,  you  should  object  to  one  tot 
promoting  sobriety.  Sir  George  Grey's 
Act,  wbiim  was  passed  in  the  year  1864, 
to  prevent  the  sale  of  intoxicating  liquors 
between  the  hours  of  one  and  four  in 
the  morning  is  also  permissive,  as  it 
is  open  to  the  town  councils,  &c.,  feeling 
so  disposed,  to  accept  or  reject  it ;  but 
it  has  worked  most  admirably,  and  al- 
ready above  seven^,  including  the  prin- 
cipal towns  of  the  kingdom,  have  ^op- 
ted it ;  and  thus  there  is  at  the  present 
time  in  operation  in  certain  parts  of  the 
untry  that  which  I  may  correctly  term 
three  hours'  Maine  Liquor  Law.  I 
am  told  that  where  prohibition  has  been 
put  into  force  it  has  secured  the  desired 
effect.  In  several  districts  in  England 
landlords  holding  large  tracts  of  land, 
wisely,  as  I  think,  exercise  the  right 
of  property,  and  prohibit  the  establish- 
ment of  places  for  the  sale  of  intoxi- 
cating drinks ;  and  if  those  gentle- 
men were  asked  what  was  the  result 
their  experiment  they  would  say 
it  has  worked  in  a  manner  that  is  in 
the  highest  degree  satisfactory,  and  that 
the  inconvenience  it  might  have  at  first 
occasioned  has  been  more  than  compen- 
sated by  the  great  benefits  that  have 
been  conferred!  It  cannot  be  denied 
that  the  absence  of  inducements  to  drink 
works  well  for  the  labouring  populatioa 
situated  where  such  is  the  cose.  The  beet 
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results  have  invariably  followed.  A  Com- 
mittee of  Convocation  of  the  Province 
of  Canterbury  was  appointed  last  year 
to  inquire  into  intemperance  and  its  re- 
medies, oompoeed  of  aeveral  of  the  most 
eminent  digiiitarieB  of  the  Church  of 
England.  In  the  valuable  B^tort  they 
made  I  find  the  foUowing  passage  :- 

"  Then  are  nt  tbli  time  within  the  FroTmc*  of 
Cinterburj  upwanli  of  1,000  pftriabei  in  which 
there  i>  nopublic-bontaiiorbeer-ihop  ;  >nd*faere, 
in  oonieqviFnoB  of  the  ibienoe  of  then  induoe- 
ments  lo  crime  knd  pauptriim,  aoeording  to  the 
•Tiilence  brought  berore  iha  Commillee,  the  intel' 
ligence,  morelitr,  and  comfort  of  the  people  are 
■neh  Ai  lb*  friendi  of  temperamo  would  have  Ulti- 

AU  I  wish  and  ask  the  House  to  do  is, 
to  allow  the  inhabitants  of  other  parishes 
to  put  themselves  in  a  similar  poai- 
tion.  Aa  an  illustration  of  the  principle 
of  prohibition,  I  may  instance  indivi- 
dual efforts  that  have  been  made.  At 
Baltaire,  Mr.  Titus  Salt,  the  owner  of 
Saltaire,  a  gentleman  who  was  a  Mem- 
ber of  this  House,  exercises  the  power 
he  possesses,  and  has  prohibited  any 
drinMng-shop  or  beer-house  being  es- 
tablish^ on  his  property ;  and  the  com- 
fint  and  the  prosperity  of  bis  tenantry 
are  a  proverb  m  that  part  of  the  oountir. 
In  the  year  1 849,  the  General  Assembly 
of  the  Church  of  Scotland  instituted  a 
dose  inquiry  into  the  evil  of  intoxica- 
tion, and  came  ta  the  conclusion  that 
the  intemperance  existing  in  the  country 
is  in  proportion  to  its  spirit  licensing ; 
and  that  wherever  there  are  no  public- 
houses  for  sale  of  spirits,  there  ceases  to 
be  any  intoxication.  Thatwhioh  I  have 
said  with  respect  to  Scotland  exists  in 
Ireland.  In  a  Petition  I  have  bad  the 
honour  to  present  from  Bessbrook,  in 
Ireland,  in  favour  of  my  Bill,  it  ia  stated, 
that  there  are  no  drinking  shops  of  any 
description  in  the  place,  and — one  would 
almost  think  with  some  slight  exaggera- 
tion— that  neither  is  there  any  pauperism 
nor  crime,  and  almost  the  whole  of  tbe 
adult  population  of  that  place,  which 
amounts  to  about  3,000,  have  signed  the 
Petition  I  have  alluded  to,  and  they 
petition  that  other  places  may  be  enabled 
to  enjoy  the  same  freedom.  The  fact  is, 
Mr.  Eichardson,  the  landlord,  objects  to 
drinking- shops  on  his  proper^ ;  and, 
here  again,  the  prohibition  has  been  the 
means  of  bringing  about  the  best  re- 
sults. The  place  is  a  border  town,  sit- 
uated between  a  Catholic  and  a  Protest- 
ant district,  but  such  a  thing  as  a  faction 
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fight,  or  any  disturbance,  has  scarcely 
ever beenknown.  Inadistrictofl^rone, 
61i  square  miles  in  «xtent,  fiom  which 
all  the  whisky  shops  have  been  cleared 
off,  tbe  poor  rates  nave  immensely  dimi- 
nished, the  police  station  has  been  re- 
moved, the  people  live  in  comparative 
comfort,  and  there  is  a  great  absence  of 
pauperism  and  crime.  That  case  has 
been  quoted  years  ago  at  the  Social 
Science  Congress,  and  the  comments  of 
The  Timet  at  that  time  were  to  tbe  effect 
that  if  it  were  true  it  settled  tbe  ques- 
tion as  to  the  benefits  of  prohibition.  Now 
I  can  vouch  for  the  perfect  truth  of  that 
statement,  and  I  hope  hon.  Gentlemen 
from  Ireland  will  rise  during  the  debate 
and  corroborate  that  which  I  have  stated. 
I  have  no  wish  to  weary  the  House  with 
quoting  similar  cases  from  other  parta 
of  the  cotmtry ;  but  I  am  bound  to  meet 
an  ai^ument  that  is  sure  to  be  used 
against  me,  to  the  effect  that  prohibition 
has  failed  in  America,  Now  that  state- 
ment I  moat  distinctly  and  unequivo- 
cally deny.  No  policy  has  been  more  . 
successful  when  it  has  been  tried  in 
accordance  with  public  opinion,  and 
where  it  has  been  fully  and  fairly  en- 
forced. In  all  the  six  New  England 
States  but  one,  prohibitory  laws  are  in 
force.     One  remarkable  fact  is,  that  in 


caaes  for  a  time,  repealed ;  but  wherever 
the  issue  has  been  fairly  tried  and  put 
to  the  people  they  have  invariably  sup- 
ported their  re-enactment  by  an  over- 
whelming majority.  Eighteen  months 
ago  all  the  newspapers  announced  the 
repeal  of  the  prohibitory  law  ia  Massa- 
chusetts. It  was  true  it  was  repealed 
by  tbe  exertions  of  the  hquor  interest  in 
combination  with  the  vote  of  foreign 
immigrants  and  a  lavish  e^^nditure  of 
money,  and  a  most  stringent  Ucensing  law 
took  its  place.  Governor  Bullock,  how- 
ever, refused  to  sign  the  license  law,  pro- 
testing that  it  would  leave  temptation  to 
the  young  and  tbe  weak,  spread  a  snare 
for  the  stranger  and  the  unwary ;  that 
it  would  replace  thrift  with  waste  and 
abuse,  and  inundate  quiet  neighbour- 
hoods with  boisterous  and  reckless  dis- 
order ;  that  it  would  be  destructive  to 
the  influences  of  the  family,  adverse  to 
good  morals,  and  repugnant  to  the  reli- 
gioussentimentsof thecommuni^.  That 
oh  was  made  on  the  3rd  of  April, 
i,  and  now  the  originators  of  the 
Y 
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'  changes  in  tlie  law  have  not  he^tated 
themselTea  to  admit  that  it  has  been  a 
ikilure,  and  tliat  it  is  a  sincere  regret 
and  mortificatioa  to  them,  and  the  Legis- 
lature has  determined  to  return  to  the 
true  and  wise  policy  of  the  old  law  by  a 
majority  of  129  to  65.  There  are  other 
schemes  than  the  Bill  now  under  con- 
tdderatioa  before  the  House.  I  con- 
sider the  Bill  introduced  by  the  hon. 
Baronet  the  Member  for  West  Essex  (Sir 
Homy  Selwin  -  Ibbetsou),  transferring 
the  power  to  license  beer-shops  &om  the 
Excise  to  the  magistrates,  an  admir- 
able Bill  as  far  as  it  goes,  but  I  am  a&aid 
it  would  not  thorongnly  effect  the  object 
in  view.  It  would  not  improve  the  con- 
dition of  things  which  existed  in  1830, 
when  there  were  no  beer-houses,  and 
when  the  eril  arising  &om  public-houses 
was  so  great  that  long  speeches  were 
delivered  in  the  House  cdodenming  the 
whole  system,  calling  the  public-houses 
nests  of  immorality,  and  statements  were 
made  to  prove  that  the  whole  country 
_had  been  ruined  by  them.  The  Beer 
Bill  was  introduced  to  remedy  the  evil, 
but  it  has  failed  to  do  so,  and  it  would 
not  now  be  suffioient  to  go  back  to  the 

.  old  state  of  t^hings  which  prevailed  in 
the  year  1830.  ^ey  have  also  tried  a 
very  wide  system  of  llcensine  at  Liver- 
pool ;  but  this  also  has  proved,  as  might 
have  been  expected,  a  total  failure,  as 
Liverpool  has  become  a  very  sink  of 
drunkenness,  and  it  is  evident  that  we 
cannot  depend  upon  public-house  keep- 
ers to  prevent  intoxication.  The  Bill 
introduced  last  year  by  Mr.  John  Abel 
Smith  for  closing  public-houBeB  on  Sun- 
day, would,  doubtless,  have  done  a 
great  amount  of  good,  but  I  do  not  think 
it  would  have  been  an  effectual  cure  for 
the  evil,  because  I  believe  that  more 
drunkeuneas  is  produced  on  a  Saturday 
night  than  on  a  Sunday ;  and  from  Soot- 
land,  where  the  public-houses  are  dosed 
on  Sundays,  there  hoe  come  a  loud  cry  for 
prohibitory  legislation — ^in  fact,  almost 
greater  than  &om  any  other  part  of  the 
coimtiy.  The  scheme  of  the  Govern- 
ment I  cannot  deal  with  on  the  present 
occasion,    because  I  am  totally  unac- 

auointed  with  any  of  its  projMsals,  and 
lerefore  I  must  pass  it  by  with  the  ob- 
servation that  next  Session  seems  likely 
to  be  of  an  extraordinary  character  if  all 
the  measures  promised  ore  to  be  brought 
forward.  The  right  hon.  Gentleman  at 
the  head  of  the  Govenunent  has  given 
-Sir  W^il/rid  Zmion 
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his  assent  to  the  Bill  of  the  hon.  Baronet 
the  Member  for  West  Essex,  as  being  a 
sort  of  siMpensory  Bill,  and  all  I  ask  is 
that  my  Bill  may  be  received  in  a  similar 
manner.  The  House  will  see  that  my 
Bill  provides  that  if,  after  three  years' 
trial,  a  majority  of  the  inhabitants  of  a 
town  are  dissatisfied  with  its  working, 
then  it  shall  be  set  aside  as  far  as  that 
place  is  concerned.  Thus,  in  such 
parishes  the  liquor  traffic,  as  at  present 
organized,  would  be  suspendea  for  a 
time,  possibly  to  be  renewed  under  the 
improved  system  which  the  Government 
intend  to  introduce.  The  first  objection 
that  has  been  raised  against  the  measure 
is  that  it  would  be  impossible  to  carry 
prohibition  in  England.  But  why  should 
that  be  an  impossibility  in  this  country 
which  has  been  so  sucoessfully  carrira 
out  in  Nova  Scotia  and  Canada,  where  a 
similar  act  prevails,  which  has  been 
adopted  by  sixty-two  places  in  Ontario, 
and  by  twenty-eight  in  Quebec ;  by  three 
entire  counties  in  Quebec,  and  by  one  in 
Ontario  ?  With  respect  to  the  question 
OS  to  the  effect  the  passing  the  measure 
would  have  upon  thepublic  revenue,  I  am 
one  of  those  who  think  that  no  amount 
of  revenue  derived  from  the  sale  of  in- 
toxicating drinks  should  be  allowed  for  a 
moment  to  weigh  against  the  g^ieral 
welfare  of  the  people ;  and  I  feel  quite 
certain  that,  if  the  present  Bill  were  to 
pass,  such  a  moss  of  wealth  would  accu- 
mulate in  the  pockets  of  the  people  that 
the  Chancellor  of  tho  Exche<ju^  would 
find  no  difficulty  in  obtaining  ample 
funds  for  carrying  on  the  goverument  of 
the  coimtiy.  Aiiother  argument  used 
against  the  BiU  is,  that  it  would  infiict 
great  inconvenience  on  the  minority.  I 
admit  at  once  that  it  would  inflict  some 
inconvenience,  but  the  question  for  the 
House  is  whether  that  inconvenience  is 
so  great  as  to  counterbalance  the  vast 
public  benefit  that  would  arise  in  the 
event  of  the  House  giving  its  sanction 
to  the  measure  ?  You  cannot  pass  any 
law  that  is  not  some  inconvenience  to  a 
portion  of  the  pubhc,  therefore  I  cannot 
see  that  that  objection  can  be  sustained 
as  a  reason  why  the  Bill  should  not  be 
read  a  second  time.  Then,  again,  it  is 
Eaid  it  would  lead  to  great  fitting  and 
Bqu^bbling.  But  do  the  people  squabble 
and  fight  now  ?  Do  they  fight  over  the 
election  of  Boards  of  Guar^ana  for  the 
Poor  ?  But,  supposing  they  do  fight,  it 
would  be  &r  better  to  nave  tlie  fight^ 
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onoo  a  year  rather  than  tlie  public-house 
TOWS  every  ni^ht,  and  panperiam,  iiuBeiy, 
and  crime.  Another  arguinent  arainHt 
the  Bill  is  that  it  would  deprive  ttie  li- 
oeneed  victuallers  of  a  monopoly  whidi 
has,  in  a  manner,  been  guaranteed  by 
Parliament.  That,  I  admit,  is  an  ob- 
jection which  is  worth  consideration ; 
and  although  my  Bill  does  not  give  com- 
pensation to  the  licensed  victuallers  for 
the  lose  they  would  sustain,  I  do  not  ob- 
ject to  their  having  compensation,  should 
they  make  out  a  case  for  it.  But  are 
they  in  a  position  to  demand  compensa- 
tion ?  The  Duke  of  Wellington,  when 
liie  Act  of  1830  was  introduced,  s^d 
that  the  licensed  victuallers  were  only 
^aranteed  their  monopoly  &om  year  to 
year,  for  which  their  licensee  were 
gfranted,  and  the  renewal  of  the  license 
conferred  no  right.  But  the  reason  I 
have  not  dealt  with  that  question  of 
compensation  is  that  I  find  there  is  great 
difficulty  in  the  matt^.  I  want  to  Enow 
where  that  compensation  is  to  oome 
from,  and  who  is  to  pay  it  ?  Now,  with 
respect  io  the  matter  of  compensation, 
what  is  to  be  said  to  those  who  have 
paid  their  fire  insurances  for  seven  years  ? 
Are  they  to  receive  compensation  when 
the  Act  abolishing  the  fire  insurance  duty 
'  receives  the  Boyal  Assent  and  comes 
into  operation?  They  are  told  by  the 
Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  that  they 
ought  to  have  watched  what  is  being  done 
by  the  hon.  Member  for  Dudley  (Mr.  H.  B. 
Sneridan).  And  could  it  be  said  that 
tlie  licensed  victuallers  were  not  watch- 
ing this  Bill  ?  Those  who  vote  for  the 
{Kresent  Bill  do  not  vote  against  compen- 
sation, if  a  case  should  be  made  out  for 
it.  Some  hon.  Members  wish  the  Bill 
to  be  referred  to  a  Select  Committee,  but 
what  is  that  Committee  to  inquire  into? 
Select  Committees  have  already  inquired 
into  the  matter,  and  fiilly  revealed  the 
horrors  of  the  present  system ;  but  if  the 
Amendment  is  proposed  for  the  purpose 
of  ascertaining  the  beet  machinery  by 
which  the  Bill  can  be  carried  into  opera- 
tion, then  I  shall  have  no  olnection  to  that 
course  being  pursued.  The  last  objec- 
tion that  has  been  m^ed  (gainst  the 
Bill  is  that  it  is  making  one  law  for  the 
rich  and  another  for  me  poor;  but  is 
such  the  case  ?  It  is  from  the  rich  that 
the  great  opposition  comes,  and  not  from 
the  poor.  On  the  contrary,  the  poor  are 
most  anxious  that  the  measure  should 
receive  the  sauotiOD  of  Parliament.   The 
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agitation  for  this  measure  has  not  hod 
th^  great  subscriptions  which  aided  the 
Anti-Com-Law  League ;  but  I  may  say 
that  the  measure  is  supported  by  the 
aristocracy  of  the  working  classes.  I  do 
hope  that  the  House  wul  pay  some  at- 
tention to  the  requirements  of  that  great 
and  deserving  portion  of  Her  Majesty's 
subjects.  You  may  throw  out  the  BUI, 
as  you  did  some  years  ago,  but  that  will 
not  stop  the  agitation.  I  ask  again,  is 
it  wise,  when  the  future  of  the  country 
is  in  the  hands  of  the  working  classes, 
to  disregard  and  refuse  their  demand  for 
the  straightforward  measure  I  have  had 
the  honour  of  submitting  to  the  House 
— one  calculated  to  put  an  end  to  an  ac- 
knowledged evil  that  exists  to  an  alarm- 
ing extent  ?  I  have  to  thaak  the  House 
for  the  attention  they  have  given  me  in 
bringing  forward  this  question ;  but  it  ^ 
not  for  myself  that  I  have  trespassed  so 
long  on  their  attention,  but  for  those 
who  cannot  speak  in  this  House,  who 
believe  that  their  request  for  an  exten- 
sion of  the  privilege  of  local  self-govern- 
ment ought  to  be  granted  them.  They 
ask  for  no  "  heroic  remedy."  Their  re- 
quest is  founded  on  justice,  and  I  hope 
the  opinion  of  the  House  will  be  that  it 
ought  to  be  granted,  because  it  con  do 
no  injury  t<i  the  State,  and  it  is  but 
reasonable  and  just ;  and  if  the  power 
is  granted  I  feel  certain  that  It  will  not 
be  used  in  any  manner  that  is  injurious 
to  society,  but,  on  the  contrary,  that  the 
people  will  use  it  only  for  their  own  be- 
nefit and  for  the  public  welfare.  Be- 
lieving that,  and  again  thanking  the 
House  for  the  kind  attention  they  have 
given,  I  beg  leave  to  move  the  second 
reading  of  tie  Bill. 

Mr.  BAZLET,  in  seconding  the  Mo- 
tion, said — I  believe  that  the  Members 
of  this  House  who  are  magistrates,  and 
have  served  as  grand  jurors,  and  who 
have  a  practical  Knowledge  of  the  busi- 
ness of  quarter  sessions  wUl  bear  me  out 
in  the  assertion  that  three-fourths  of  the 
crime  of  the  country  proceeds  from  in- 
toxication, or  intemperance.  That  in- 
toxication prevails  in  this  country  to  a 
very  lamentable  extent  I  believe  nill  not 
be  denied,  and  the  only  question  that 
we  are  left  to  determine  is  how  to  meet 
and  check  the  growing  evil.  Some  short 
time  ago  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the 
Member  for  OxfoidBhire  (Mr.  Henley), 
in  a  speech  in  which  I  in  the  main 
agree  with  him,  said  that  he  attributed 
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the  prevalence  of  intoxication  in  Lanca- 
aliire  to  the  assumed  fact  that  in  that 
part  of  th«  countiy  they  axe  overworked ; 
but  I  cannot  ^ree  in  that,  because  I  be- 
lieve many  men  in  that  House,  Her 
.  Majes^'s  Ministers  not  excepted,  work 
more  constantly  than  do  the  great  mass 
of  the  industrial  classes  of  I^cashire. 
I  attribute  a  great  deal  of  the  intoxica- 
tion that  unfortunately  existB  in  Lanca- 
fihire  to  l^slation,  or  I  may  say  the 
want  of  it,  and  now  it  becomes  impera- 
tively necessary  that  something  should 
be  done  to  stem  the  tide  of  vic^,  which 
is  ruining  the  morality  of  the  working 
classes.  It  cannot  be  stopped,  in  my 
opinion,  but  by  legislative  enactment ; 
and  I  think  the  voice  of  the  people, 
which  speaks  in  the  thousands  of  Peti- 
tions presented  in  favour  of  the  Bill, 
ought  not  to  he  disregarded.  I  believe 
it  IB  estimated  that£lOO,000,000  sterling 
are  annually  spent  in  this  country  in  in- 
toxicating hquor ;  and  in  our  prisons, 
our  lunatic  asylums,  and  our  workhouses 
la^e  numbers  of  the  victims  of  intem- 
perate indu^ence  in  those  drinks  are 
always  to  be  found.  I  believe  that  the 
present  mode  of  restricting  the  sale  of 
liquors  is  anything  but  satisfactory ;  and 
in  this  respect  I  take  it  the  people  are 
the  best  judges  of  their  own  require- 
ments, and  I  feel  certain  if  the  power 
given  by  this  Bill  were  placed  in  their 
hands  the  evils  arising  from  intoxica- 
tion would  in  a  short  time  become  very 
much  mitigated.  I,  for  one,  do  not  be- 
lieve it  possible  to  make  the  people  en- 
tirely sober  by  Act  of  Parliament ;  but  I 
do  believe  it  to  be  in  the  power  of  the 
L^slature  to  take  such  steps  as  would 
diminish  the  temptations  and  alleviate 
the  evil  to  a  very  great  extent.  Sup- 
posing, for  instance,  the  expenditure 
upon  drink  were  reduced  one-half,  how 
usefully  might  the  £50,000,000  saved  be 
applied  to  the  interests  of  the  people.  I 
believe  one  of  the  first  improvements 
tiiat  would  take  place  with  the  mouMf  so 
saved  would  be  in  the  dwellings  of  the 
poor.  Why,  for  £50,000,000  they  might 
erect  250,000  dwellings  costing  £200 
each,  and  these  houses  would  give  com- 
fortable shelter  to  1,250,000  persons,  to 
an  extent  as  many  are  quite  strangers 
to,  whilst  their  construction  would  cre- 
ate a  demuid  for  the  labour 
builder  the  carpenter,  the  spinner,  and 
in  fact  to  nearly  every  branch  of  indus- 
try. I  do  not  object  to  the 
Mr.  BatUy 


brought  forward  by  the  hon.  Member 
for  Essex,  because  any  legislation  that 
attempts  to  mitigate  the  great  and  grow- 
ing evil  would  be  preferable  to  none  at 
all ;  but  I  think  it  is  perfectly  clear  that 
the  wisest  course  to  pursue  is  to  give  the 
people  themselves  power  of  deciding 
whether  or  no  the  sale  of  intoxicating 
liquor  shall  continue  in  their  own  locali- 
ties to  the  injury  of  life  and  property.  I 
do  hope  that  if  the  present  Bill  is  rejec- 
ted the  Government  will  take  the  matter 
into  their  hands,  and  that  next  Session 
the  Home  Secretary  vUl  submit  to  tlie 
House  a  large  and  comprehenave  mea- 
sure.  £ven  the  victims  of  intemperance 
crave  that  this  House  will  stay  the  hand 
of  the  destroyer.  Every  well-wisher  of 
his  country  will,  I  feel  assured,  rejoice 
at  such  an  event,  and  all  will  cordiaUy 
apioOTe  the  passing  of  an  Act,  the  object 
of  which  is  to  increase  the  happinesa 
and  morality  of  the  great  bulk  of  the 
people  of  the  realm. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
"  That  the  Bill  be  now  read  a  second 
time."— (Str  Wilfrid  Laxim.) 

CoLOHEL  JEEVIS  said,  he  rose  to 
move,  as  an  Amendment,  that  the  Bill 
be  read  a  second  time  that  day  ox 
monUis.  He  was  quite  prepared  to  ad- 
mit that  the  hon.  Baronet,  and  those 
who  acted  with  him,  were  actuated  by 
the  highest  and  purest  motives;  but 
what  appeared  at  tlie  same  time  clear  to 
tiJTn  was  that  they  were  altogether  wrong 
in  the  measures  to  be  taken  to  suppress 
intoxication,  and  supposing  the  Bill 
passed,  all  attempts  to  enforce  such  a 
scheme  would  necessarily  he  attended 
with  complete  and  disastrous  failure. 
The  other  day,  they,  the  House,  agreed 
to  the  proposal  to  vest  in  the  magis- 
trates the  power  of  licensing  putuic- 
houses,  and  now  they  were  asked  to 
afiirm  the  principle  of  a  Bill  by  which 
means  two-thirds  of  the  rate-payers 
might  pass  a  vote  of  want  of  confidence 
in  the  magistrates.  Now  what  would 
be  the  efiect  of  granting  the  request  of 
the  hon.  Baronet?  Why,  that  two-thirds 
of  the  inhabitants  of  any  parish  could 
prevent  the  sale  within  its  limits,  of 
either  spirits,  beer,  cider,  or  perry,  and 
such  an  enactment  could  only  result  in 
the  people  having  to  go  to  the  next 
parish,  where  they  could  indulge  in  the 
use  of  spirits  to  any  extent  they  thought 
proper,  ot  if  tiiat  was  not  done,  a  Kjt&aa. 


I,  Google 


649        Permimtit  Prokihitory        (Hat  12,  1869) 

of  smu^Iin^  or  secret  drinking  would 
start  up,  which  would  be  a  great  deal 
worse  than  the  open  evil.  The  mere 
attempt  to  enforce  audi  a  law  would 
give  rise,  in  almost  every  place,  to  a 
spirit  of  constant  cont«Dtioii  year  after 
year  and  day  after  day.  The  measure 
was  one  utterW  opposed  to  the  feelings 
and  habits  of  Englishmen,  and  it  would 
induce  so  much  ill-will  and  agitation 
throughout  the  land  that  he  could  not 
understand  how  it  was  that  people  oould 
be  found  weak  enough  to  support  its 
principle.  By  this  BiU  they  would  be 
raising  a  parliament  in  every  parish  to 
carry  measures  in  opposition  to  the 
legislative  measures  passed  by  the  Im- 
perial Parliament.  As  he  believed,  there 
was  a  great  difference  between  restric- 
tion by  a  good  licensing  system  and  such 
a  scheme  as  that  proposed  in  the  Bill 
now  under  consideration.  By  the  former 
you  still  allowed  every  poor  man  in 
every  parish  to  enjoy  that  which  was  a 
part  ot  his  daily  nutriment ;  but,  under 
this  BUI,  a  number  of  old  ladies  and 
gentlemen  might  meet  t<»;ether  and  de- 
cide that  the  poor  man  ^ould  have  no 
beer  at  all,  because  they  might  decide 
that  he  should  have  no  place  to  buy  it  at. 
Circulars  had  been  sent  ronnd  to  make 
it  generally  known  that  all  children 
above  the  age  of  sixteen  might  sign  Pe- 
titions in  favour  of  the  Bill — a  matter 
that  he  could  not  think  would  he  gene- 
rally approved  of.  He  did  not  know 
whether  the  Petitions  presented  in  favour 
of  the  BiU  had  been  properly  signed  or 
not,  but  certainly  he  had  seen  some 
names  attached  to  one  of  those  Peti- 
tions, which  came  &om  his  neighbour- 
hood, which  he  could  not  recogmze. 
He  thought  such  a  system  highly  objec- 
tionable, and  he  should  like  to  know  whe- 
ther grown-up  men  were  to  he  legislated 
npon  by  children  of  the  age  of  sixtoen  f 
The  signatures  might  perhaps  be  those 
of  Sunday  School  children,  but  he  did 
not  think  that  Petitions  from  children 
should  carry  a  Bill  of  this  kind.  It  had 
been  said  that  if  compensation  were  re- 
quired in  consequence  of  the  carrying 
ont  of  the  provimons  of  this  BiU,  com- 
pensation would  be  found ;  but  he  should 
Uketoknowwhere.  Many  persons  seemed 
tothinkthatthe  consumption  of  alchoholic 
drink  had  increased  in  this  country ;  so 
far  was  this  from  being  the  case  that  we 
hadit  in  evidence  that,  making  due  allow- 
ance for  the  increase  of  the  population,  { 
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the  consumption  had  decreased.  When 
the  BiU  for  further  restricting  the  hours 
during  which  public-houses  might  be 
open  on  Sundays  was  brought  in,  magis- 
trates, and  other  gentiemeu  of  the  great- 
est experience,  gave  it  as  their  opinion 
that  further  restriction  in  that  diroction 
would  only  lead  to  an  increase  of  intoxi- 
cation. At  a  meeting  held  in  Elgin,  It 
was  stated  that  when  the  Scotoh  system 
of  restriction  had  been  enforced  it  made 
matters  worse,  as  people  bought  up  drink 
surreptitiously,  and  got  drunk  at  home. 
He  believed  that  good  might  be  done  by 
the  BiU  of  the  hon.  Member  for  West 
Essex  (Sir  Heniy  Selwin-Ibbetson),  and 
also,  perhaps,  by  some  regulations  such 
as  those  at  present  in  force  at  New  York. 
Those  people  who  showed  themselves  to 
be  incapable  of  restraining  themselves 
in  the  use  of  intoxicating  liquors  were 
treated  as  maniacs.  Thinking,  therefore, 
that  the  spirit  of  the  Bill  was  totally  op- 
posed to  the  feelings  of  a  large  portion  of 
the  population,  he  moved  that  the  Bill  be 
read  a  second  time  that  day  six  months. 
Amendment  proposed,  to  leave  ont 
the  word  "  now,  and  at  the  end  of  the 
Question  to  add  the  words  "  upon  this 
day  six  months." — {Colonel  Jervis.) 

Mb.  0.  0.  MOBOAN  said,  that  if  there 
was  a  wide  divei^nce  of  opinion  among 
Members  of  this  House  as  to  the  Bil^ 
there  was  also  a  very  striking  onaoimi^ 
as  to  the  subject-mattor  witn  which  it 
dealt.  AUwere  agreed  as  to  the  end  which 
the  hon.  Qentieman  had  in  view.  They 
differed  only  as  to  the  means  by  which 
it  was  sought  to  attain  that  end.  What* 
ever  might  have  been  thought  of  the 
subject  m  the  good  old  days  when  a 
gentleman  was  valued  in  proportion  to 
the  number  of  bottles  of  wine  he  could 
drink — the  days  when  Members  of  Par- 
liament and  Cabinet  Ministers  and  even 
learned  Judges  and  reverend  divineswere 
not  ashamed  of  being  found  under  their 
own  dinner  tables — the  days — 

Whni  Tail'  elden  Twled,  tlieir  popili'  iport. 
And  Aim*  Mater  l>j  dittolT«d  in  port"— 
aU  were  now  agreed  tiiat  drunkenness, 
'long  considered  a  disgrace  in  a  gentle- 
an — was  the  curse  and  the  bane  of  our 
poorer  classes,  and  the  fruitful  parent  of 
crime  and  pauperism  and  every  form  of 
misery.    It  was  not  necessary  to  go  into 
the  question  whether  drunkenness  had 
slightly  decreased  or  not  of  late— ite  ex- 
istence to  a  frightful  extent  was  patent, 
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and  whatever  bopee  thej  might  build  for 
the  future  upon  the  moral  and  intellec- 
tual improrement  of  tbe  masseB,  for  the 
present  at  least  they  could  only  hope  to 
cope  with  it  by  means  of  special  legisla- 
tion. Then,  did  our  present  licensing 
system  afford  such  means?,  he  would 
appeal  to  the  evidences  of  their  senses. 
He  defied  anyone  to  walk  &om  that 
House  to  Temple  Bar  and  observe  the 
splendid  palaces  dedicated  to  drink  and 
debauchery,  and  the  miserable  crowd 
of  men  and  women  thronging  around 
the  doors  like  moths  round  a  candle,  and 
not  admit  that  we  were  actually  thrust- 
ing temptation  in  tbe  way  of  the  drunk- 
ard, and  instead  of  merely  minister- 
ing to  a  healthy  demand  by  a  healthy 
supply,  were  really  quickening  and  sti- 
mulating a  diseased  a;ppetite  by  means 
of  an  excessive  and  artificial  supply.  It 
was  the  fact,  as  just  stated  by  tbe  hon. 
If  ember  for  Manchester,  that  for  two- 
thirds  of  tbe  drunkenness  which  prevailed 
in  this  conntry  our  legislation  was  mainly 
and  directly  responsible.  What  then 
was  tbe  cure?  Hitherto,  our  well-mean- 
ing attempts  at  legislation  were  a  mere 
series  of  failures.  He  did  not  say  that 
this  Bill  was  a  perfect  Bill ;  he  did  not 
say  that  it  might  not  be  usefully  amen- 
ded in  Committee ;  but  he  did  say  that 
it  stood  almost  alone  as  an  honest  at- 
tempt to  grapple  with  the  evil,  and  until 
they  showed  him  some  equally  efficient 
mode  of  grappling  with  that  evil,  he 
must  and  wouM  support  it.  Coming  to 
the  Bill  he  would  endeavour  to  deal 
with  the  aigimients  which  tbe  bon.  and 
gallant  Uember  for  Harwich  urged 
against  it.  First,  he  says  that,  if  Par- 
liament passes  this  Bill  it  will  abrogate 
pro  tanto  its  legislative  Ainctions,  and 
delegate  those  ftmctions  to  a  local  body 
of  rate-payers,  and  that  this  was  a  vio- 
lation of  tbe  first  principle  of  the  Con- 
stitution. But  did  they  not  already 
confer  legislative,  or  juast-l^islative, 
powers  upon  these  local  bodies?  Tbey 
certainly  entrusted  to  tbem  a  right 
which  had  been  long  considered  the  pe- 
culiar privilege  of  Englishmen  —  the 
right  of  taxing  themsdves — and  this 
question  waspre-eminently  a  rate-payers' 
question ;  for  as  surely  as  pauperism  be- 
got excess  of  rates,  so  surely  did  drunk- 
enness beget  increase  of  pauperism. 
The  two  things  therefore  were  really 
connected  tog^er  as  cause  and  effect ; 
and  in  vesting  in  tbe  rate-payers  the 
Mr.  G.  0.  Morgan  ' 


power  of  deciding  whether  pnblic-hoiuee 
should  or  should  not  exist  in  their  district, 
they  wore  really  vesting  this  power  in  a 
body  of  men  who  were  most  interested 
in  the  question,  and  who  from  their  inti- 
mate knowledge  of  the  drcmnstances  of 
their  own  locality  were  best  qualified  to 
form  a  judgment  on  the  subject.  Indeed, 
he  looked  upon  tbis.principle  of  investing 
the  rate-payera  with  discretionary  power 
in  this  matter  as  one  which  might  be 
most  usefully  extended,  and  that,  instead 
of  giving  the  rate-payers  merely  a  right 
of  saying  "Aye"  or  "K'o"to  the  ques- 
tion, whether  any  public-houses  at  all  in 
their  district,  should  or  should  not  be  al- 
lowed, they  should  give  them  the  power 
of  determining  what  number  should  be 
permitted,  andsubject  to  whatconditians 
they  should  exist.  In  other  words,  he 
would  transfer  the  power  of  granting 
liceosesand  of  controlling  licensed  bouses 
from  the  magistrates  and  the  Excise  to 
tbe  rate-payers.  In  saying  this  be  said 
nothing  contrary  to  the  principle  involved 
in  the  Bill,   for  if  they  conceded  Ihe 

grinciple  of  prohibition,  upon  which  ttiis 
ill  was  founded,  they  must  concede  ali» 
the  principle  of  restnction,  which  is  no- 
thing more  than  partial  prohibiticm.  The 
second  aigument  against  the  Bill — that 
which,  perhaps,  was  the  most  generally 
insisted  upon — was  that  this  measure,  u 
passed,  would  place  in  tbe  hands  of  the 
majority  of  rate-payers  in  any  district  the 
means  of  oppressing  the  minority,  and 
thus  would  prove  an  endless  sonioe 
of  discord  and  discontent.  Now,  he 
thought,  that  was  an  argument  whioh 
came  with  a  very  bad  grace  indeed 
from  that  side  of  tbe  House ;  for  since  he 
had  hod  the  honour  of  a  seat  there  he 
had  repeatedly  heard  it  laid  down  by 
bon.  and  right  hon.  Gentlemen  that 
it  was  the  acknowledged  right  of  a 
majority  to  bind  the  minority  by  its 
decision,  and  that  the  first  duty  of  a 
minori^  was  to  submit.  Now,  he  con- 
fessed he  did  not  see  why  the  decision 
of  the  majority  should  he  more  galling 
if  expressed  in  the  form  of  the  vote  (» 
a  local  body,  than  when  expressed  in 
the  form  of  a  Parliamentary  vote.  Thej 
were  in  the  habit  of  taking  the  decdsiOD 
of  a  m^ority  of  local  bodies  upon  ques- 
tions of  the  greatest  importance  ever; 
day,  and  when  once  that  decision  waa 

g'ven  it  was  invariably  received  as  final. 
ut  if  the  decinon  of  a  majority  of  the 
rate-payers  was  to  be  regarded  as  oppree- 
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Nve,  the  same  dedeion  if  come  to  and 
enfinved  by  a  single  man  ought  to  be  re- 
garded a  dieer  deBpotism.  Now,  there 
were  entire  diBtriots  where  the  resident 
nobility  and  gentry,  partly  as  magiBtratee 
by  refusing  Bcenses,  and  partly  as  land- 
lords by  inserting  in  leases  a  prohibition 
of  beer-shops,  had  driven  the  traffic  out 
of  their  estates.  A  writer  of  an  article 
in  li-ater't  Magatint,  dealing  with  the 
subject,  gave  the  names  c^  the  late 
Prince  Consort,  the  Dukes  of  Argyll, 
Grafton,  and  Buccleach,  the  Uarquesses 
of  Breadalbane,  Chohnondeley,  and 
Westminster,  the  Earl  of  Shaftesbury, 
and  the  late  Lord  Falmerston ;  and  he 
states  that  in  Ireland,  near  Dungannon, 
there  is  a  considerable  tract  of  country, 
extending  over  sixty-six  square  miles, 
in  which  no  intoxicating  liquor  is  sold. 
He  did  not,  then,  think  they  could  make 
much  of  the  argument  founded  upon 
the  supposed  oppression  of  the  minority 
for  the  majority.  He  now  came  to  an- 
other argument  which  he  confessed  had 
much  more  weight  with  him  than  any 
used  by  the  hon.  and  gallant  Gentleman. 
It  was  said  that,  by  tiiis  BiU,  thoy  were 
ponishing  the  innocent  for  the  guilty ; 
that  because  A  and  B  abused  a  particnlar 
thing  therefore  they  had  no  right  to  pre- 
vent G  and  D,  who  made  a  moderate  or 
hannlees  use  of  it,  &om  doing  so.  Now 
he  thought  there  was  great  weight  in 
this  objection,  and  the  real  answer  to  be 
this — In  our  present  system  the  abuse  of 
strong  drinks  was  iuBeparahly  connected 
with  the  use,  and  until  he  saw  hia  way 
to  disconnecting  the  two  he  was  driven 
to  a  choice  of  evila ;  he  must  either  per- 
mit the  abuse  to  go  on  with  the  use,  or 
he  must  forbid  both.  It  might  be  a 
clumsy  and  nnifcientific  way  of  dealing 
with  tiie  question,  but  as  far  as  he  could 
see  it  was  the  only  practical  mode  to  cut 
the  Gordian  Knot.  But  again,  the  bon. 
and  gallant  Gentleman  stated  thitttheBill 
made  one  law  for  the  rich  and  another 
for  the  poor,  and  that  if  you  shut  up 
public  -  housefl  you  ought  to  shut  up 
clubs  also.  But  surely  the  answer  was 
obvious.  Men  did  abuse  public-houses ; 
ttiey  did  not  abuse  dubs.  They  did 
get  drunk  in  imblic<houBes,  whereas 
tbey  did  not,  as  far  at  least  as  his  expe- 
rience went,  get  drunk  in  clubs;  and  uiis 
was  just  an  instance  in  point,  a  case  in 
.  which  they  permitted  the  use  without 
also  sanctioning  the  abuse.  But,  in 
dealing  with  this  part  of  the  question  it 
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was  only  fkir  to  consider  whence  the  de- 
mand for  tbis  Bill  came.  Did  the  the 
pressure  oome  from  above  or  did  it  come 
rom  below  ?  Did  it  come  from  the  rich 
or  the  poor  ?  His  hon.  Friend  had  told 
the  House  that  upwards  of  2,300  Peti- 
tions had  been  presented  in  favour  of 
the  Bill.  It  was  easy  enough  to  cast 
doubt,  as  the  hon.  and  gallant  Oentle- 
had  done,  upon  the  autheuticily  of 
these  Petitions.  He  could  only  oppose 
his  own  assertion  as  to  what  he  knew — 
he  had  presented  between  thirty  and 
forty  Pebtiona  in  favour  of  the  BOl, 
igned  by  several  thousand  persons,  and 
-le  knew  the  signatures  to  be  genuine. 
These  were  all  persons  of  the  lowest 
class,  those  most  exposed  to  temptation, 
and  they  all  joined  in  asking  to  be  pro- 
tected against  themselves.  Now,  now 
many  Petitions  bad  been  presented 
against  the  Bill?  As  far  as  his  (Mr. 
Morgan's)  knowledge  went,  only  one, 
and  that  &om  the  licensed  victuallers. 
The  hon.  and  gallant  Gentleman  had 
said  something  f^ut "  a  powerful  orga- 
nization," but  he  (Mr.  Morgan)  thought 
that  the  one  body  of  licensed  victual- 
lere  was  as  thorough  an  "  organization  " 
as  the  concurrence  of  the  Petitions.  As  to 
power,  an  hon.  Member  of  that  House 
had  said — "The  honour  of  returning 
the  BritiBh  House  of  Oommons  is  divided 
between  the  licensed  victuallers  and  the 
attorneys."  He  thought,  then,  the  less 
said  about  pressure  and  organization  the 
better.  There  was,  then,  what  he  called 
the  fiscal  argument.  It  was  said  we 
must  have-  a  revenue,  and  if  we  had  a 
revenue  we  must  have  taxes,  and  if  we 
must  have  taxes  what  could  be  more  con- 
venient or  more  right  than  to  levy  those 
taxes  upon  a  traffic  of  which  they  disap- 
proved, and  so  at  once  raise  a  jevenue 
and  prevent  the  expansion  of  a  noxious 
trade  ?  Well,  that  was  the  very  argu- 
ment which  had  been  before  now  urged 
in  favour  of  the  roulette  tables  of  Hom- 
burg  and  the  "  hells  "  of  Baden  Baden. 
He  had  no  faith  in  this  kind  of  political 
"  hedging."  A  system  was  either  right 
or  wrong,  and,  if  it  was  wrong,  depcmd 
upon  it  they  conld  not  with  impuni^ 
turn  it  into  a  profit.  Then  it  was  said 
that  many  persons  had  invested  their 
money  in  public -house  property,  and 
that  by  this  Bill  they  were  depreciating 
that  property  and  interfering  with  vested 
J  interests.  But  independently  of  the  pos- 
i  sibility  of  compensation,  he  must  remind 
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the  Honse  that  they  vere  not  dealing 
with  a  Eailway  Bill,  or  a  Gas  Bill,  or 
a  Court  of  Justice  Bill,  or  anv  other 
Private  Bill,  in  which  the  consideration 
of  vested  interests  might  be  fairly  and 
properly  urged,  but  with  the  most  im- 
portant and  difficult  problem  which  ever 
engaged  the  attention  of  I^slator  or 
statesman.  Now  they  were  to  eradi- 
cate this  noxious  weed  which  was  chok- 
ing up  the  mainsprings  of  our  national 
hfe — the  fungus  growth  which  was  eat- 
ing into  the  very  roots  of  our  fiorid  and 
luxuriant  civilization.  Surely  if  evei 
there  was  an  occasion  upon  which  the  ad' 
vocatea  of  a  great  measure  were  justly 
entitled  to  appeal  to  the  first  and  highest 
maximof  English  Law,  SaAMffopu/tguMOTfl 
Itx,  that  time  was  the  present.  Those 
were  the  arguments  which  after  much 
thought  and  much  deUberation  had 
moved  him  to  support  this  Bill.  If 
they  wanted  to  see  them  pointed  and 
enforced  read  the  police  reports  of  any 
morning  newspaper ;  study  the  contents 
of  any  Judge  s  charge  throughout  the 
country ;  wait  at  any  hour  of  the  night 
or  on  any  day  of  the  week  through  the 
most  crowded  thoroughfares  or  the  nar- 
rowest by-ways  of  any  of  our  great 
cities  ;  and  when  they  had  ascertained 
for  themselves  the  extent  and  enormity 
of  the  evil  let  them,  if  they  could,  come 
back  and  point  out  a  better  remedy. 

Mr.  CAWLEY  said,  he  wa«  unable 
to  allow  the  Bill  to  pass  with  only  giving 
a  silent  vote  upon  it.  The  temperance 
movement  had  his  hearty  support,  and 
he  hailed  with  satisfaction  the  fact  that 
so  many  Petitions  had  been  presented  in 
fhvour  of  the  Bill,  as  it  was  an  indication 
that  the  working  classes  were  anxious 
to  bring  about  some  improvement  with 
respect  to  the  drinking  habits  of  the 
country.  Coming,  as  the  Petitions  did, 
from  tlie  poor,  he  saw  in  them  an  incli- 
nation to  eilect  a  change,  of  the  necessity 
of  which  they  must  themselves  be  the 
best  judges.  He  felt  persuaded  that,  if 
the  working  classes  would  only  exert 
themselves  in  the  matter,  a  reformation 
would  easily  be  brought  about.  For 
himself,  while  he  should  always  strive 
to  do  anything  in  his  power  to  remedy 
the  evils  which  flowed  &om  drunkenness, 
he  muBt,  at  the  same  time,  be  assured  of 
the  wisdom  of  the  proposed  remedies 
prior  to  lending  them  his  support.  The 
real  scope  of  the  Bill  was  to  oe  found  in ; 
the  lOtb  clause,  which  went  to  the  abso- 
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lute  prohibition  of  licenseB,  ao  that  if 
the  Bill  were  adopted  in  every  district  it 
would  be  impossible  to  purchase  any 
excisable  liquors  at  all.  The  analogies 
drawn  from  Local  Government  Acts  were 
entirely  beside  the  question,  as  the  prin- 
ciples of  those  acts  apphed  to  the  entirs 
country,  and  he  held  ^at  no  Permissive 
Bill  was  sound  unless  the  principles  of  it 
were  applicable  to  the  wiole  counti7. 
Under  me  Bill  of  the  hon.  Baronet  (^ 
Wilfrid  Lawson]  no  person  would  be 
able  to  procure  in  certain  districts  an^ 
Uquor  at  all,  unless  he  manufactured  it 
in  his  own  house  or  premises,  and  he 
,did  not  think  it  would  be  possible  to 
adopt  the  measure  as  a  general  enact- 
ment. He  looked  to  the  spread  of  adu- 
cation  as  the  main  hope  of  repressing 
intemperance.  Drunkenness  would  not 
disappear  until  men  had  learned  that 
they  must  exercise  eelf-control  and  re- 
straint in  the  use  of  intoxioatiBg  drinks. 
Believing  that  these  articles  were  given 
for  our  benefit — though  as  desirous  of 
doing  anything  that  would  induce  a  di- 
minution in  the  amount  of  drunkenness 
as  any  hon.  Member  in  the  House— he 
could  not  for  a  moment  consent  to  abso- 
lute prohibition.  He  could  quite  under- 
stand the  benefits  which  were  stated  to 
have  arisen  in  particular  places  by  put- 
ting down  public-houses,  but  as  regards 
dnmkenness  generally,  the  result  of  for- 
bidding the  sale  of  liquors  in  one  parish 
would  he  abortive,  because  the  people 
who  found  they  could  not  procure  what 
they  wanted  in  their  own  neigbour- 
ho«}d  would  emigrate  to  the  districts 
where  what  they  required  could  he  ob- 
tained, and  thus  the  drunkenness  and 
:ality  of  the  latter  would  he  in- 
creased. He  quit«  agreed  with  the  hon. 
Member  for  Manchester  (Mr.  Batley) 
that  the  saving  of  £50,000,000  a  year 
would  be  a  great  advantage  to  the  work- 
ing classes,  but  he  could  not  concur  in 
the  opinion  which  the  hon.  Member  had 
expressed  as  the  probable  mode  in  which 
the  money  would  be  expended.  No  one 
felt  more  strongly  than  himself  the  evil 
of  multiplying  pubhc-houses.  Though 
ready  to  give  his  heart?  support  to  any 
measure  which  he  considered  practicable 
for  reducing  their  number,  he  could  not 
take  upon  nimself  the  responsibility  of 
altogether  prohibiting  the  sale  of  intoxi- 
cating liquors. 

Ms.  W.  B.  FORSTEB  said,  he  rose 
to  speak  solely  on  his  own  responaibility 
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and  on  behalf  of  his  constituenta,  vho 
took  an  intense  interest  in  the  queeti^ 
He  desired  to  explain  the  reasons  which 
would  compel  hun  to  vote  against  the 
BilL  It  was  agreed  on  all  hands  that 
drunkenness  vas  one  of  the  greatest 
causes  of  the  miseiy  and  porettf  which 
existed  amongst  certain  classes  in  the 
country.  The  hon.  Member  for  Man- 
chester had  said  that  the;  could  not 
make  men  moral  by  Act  of  Parliament. 
No  doubt  that  was  perfectly  true,  but  it 
was  not  less  true  that  by  legislatiou 
much  could  be  done  to  remove  tempta- 
tion out  of  the  way  of  the  people.  At 
the  present  moment  the  temptation  to 
drink  was  great,  and  it  was  greater,  than 
it  might,  and  he  would  say,  than  it 
would  be,  if  there  had  been  s6me  new 
legislation  on  the  subject.  The  hon. 
Member  who  had  brought  forward  the 
Bill  stated  that  it  was  supported  by  the 
aristocracy  of  the  working  men  in  large 
towns,  and  certainly  no  one  would  deny 
that  that  was  a  good  reason  why  it 
should  receive  the  utmost  consideration 
at  the  hands  of  the  House.  In  the  case 
of  any  meeting,  numbering  3,000  or 
4,000  people,  that  had  been  held  for  any 
purpose  in  his  own  borough,  he  believed 
if  a  show  of  hands  had  been  called  for, 
the  majority  would  have  been  in  favour 
of  the  Fermissive  Bill.  This  was  one 
those  facts  which  made  it  incumbent 
those  who  opposed  the  Bill  to  state  the 
grounds  of  their  opposition.  Those  men 
were  so  conscious  of  the  evils  of  drunk- 
enness, that  when  they  saw,  as  they 
thought,  an  ea^  mode  of  getting  rid  of 
them,  they  reaimy  gave  it  their  support. 
He  doubted,  however,  if,  when  they 
found  how  strong  the  proposed  measure 
was  in  its  operation,  tiiey  would  accord 
it  the  same  measure  of  support.  He  did 
not  himself  think,  as  his  hon.  Friend 
had  said,  that  this  was  "  a  small  Bill," 
or  rather  "a  small  matter."  He  was 
inclined  to  say  that  it  was  a  very  great 
measure  indeed,  and  the  hon.  Baronet 
must  know  that  if  it  passed  into  a  law  it 
would  be  one  of  the  strongest  measures 
ever  sanctioned  by  the  House.  The  Bill, 
in  point  of  fact,  meant  this,  that  the 
majority  of  the  constituencies  of  England 
regarding  not  the  use  of  intoxicating 
liquors  but  the  abuse  of  them  as  an  evil, 
should  have  power  to  prevent  persons 
having  that  use,  or,  at  all  events,  to 
make  it  exceedingly  difficult  for  them  to 
have  it,  in  order  that  others  might  not 
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Wow  that  was  a  very  stronff  ' 
measure,  and  one  which  nothing  but  a 
very  strong  necessity  could  justify.  No 
doubt  the  majority  had  a  legal  right 
to  pass  and  enforce  laws  on  the  commu- 
nity ;  but  he  did  not  belief  that  the  ma- 
jority had  a  constitutional  right  to 
interfere,  as  the  Bill  proposed  they 
should  do,  with  the  social  privileges  of 
those  who  did  not  agree  with  them.  The 
House  of  Commons  was  constituted  to 
pass  laws  according  to  the  will  of  the 
majority ;  but  it  was  a  perfectly  different 
thing  to  say  they  were  there  to  give  a 
power  to  the  majority  in  particular  dis- 
tricts to  make  the  minority  do  what  the. 
majority  liked.  He  thought  the  minority 
in  any  district  had  a  right  to  the  special 
protection  of  the  House  against  the  ma- 
jority, if  the  matter  were  one  in  which 
they  ought  not  to  be  socially  interfered 
with,  and  he  also  thought  that  the  House 
would  be  doing  harm  rather  than  good 
if  they  went  in  advance  of  public  opi- 
nion.  Besides,  it  was  his  opinion  that 
the  Bill,  from  its  very  nature,  would 
lead  to  frequent  and  clandestine  evasions 
of  the  law,  because  it  was  in  the  veiy 
nature  of  things  that  such  a  measure 
should  be  oontinually  evaded  by  those 
who  did  not  approve  of  its  provisions. 
The  question  was  whether  it  was  right 
to  impose  such  restrictions  as  those  which 
were  contemplated  by  the  measure ;  and, 
if  it  could  not  be  proved  that  it  was 
right  to  do  so,  the  wrong  was  only  in- 
creased by  that  House  resigning  its 
power  into  the  bands  of  a  small  number 
of  the  inhabitants  of  a  district,  and  thus 
enabling  the  majority  to  disregard  the 
wishes  and  the  rights  of  their  neigh- 
bours. The  point  was,  whether  it  was 
or  was  not  a  right  thing  to  impose  such 
a  restriction  on  the  liberty  of  the  subject  ? 
He  believed,  however,  that  out  of  this 
agitation  they  might  obtain  more  power 
to  check  the  great  evil  of  drunkenness,  I 
and  that  the  %iKreclEey"'5ir"a^IoraL  ' 


t:wo  thing!]  uhould  be  kept  d  .  __.., 
and  he  did  not  see  why  they  should 
not  permit  the  rate-payers  to  express 
their  opinions  if  they  desired  to  impose 
restrictive  measures.  Neither  did  he  see 
why,  under  certain  limitations,  the  ma- 
gistrates should  not  be  obliged  to  take 
notice  of  such  representations.  In  order 
to  prevent  absolute  prohibition  he  would 
provide  for  an  appeal  from  their  deoicdon. 
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To  what  authority  that  appeal  ahould  be 
made,  or  in  vhat  manner  the  power 
ehould  be  lodged  in  the  hands  of  the 
rate -payers,  were  matters  of  detail 
which  could  be  easily  settled  if  the 
principle  itself  came  to  be  adopted.  At 
the  present  time,  they  all  witnessed  how 
whole  streets  became  possessed  by  gin 
palaces  and  beer-shops,  and  how  on  t£at 
account  people  wiuidrew  &om  those 
streets.  Why  should  not  they  who  re- 
sided there  have  a  voice  in  the  matter  ? 
Questions  of  property  were  no  doubt 
involved ;  but  the  practice  hitherto  had 
been  too  much  to  regard  them  as  ques- 
tions of  proper^  between  the  existing 
and  the  future  publicans,  whereas  the 
rate-payers  whose  property  frequently 
became  almost  valueless  from  the  depre- 
dation arising  from  the  increase  of 
pubUc-houses,  were  equally  entitled  to 
nave  their  cases  considered.  It  was  im- 
possible that  the  settlement  of  the  ques- 
tion could  be  put  off  much  longer,  and  not 
ao  much  as  a  Colleague,  but  as  a  If  em- 
ber of  that  House  he  would  earnestly  beg 
ofhis  right  hon.  Friend  the  Home  Secre- 
tary to  consider  whether  it  would  not  be 
one  of  the  beet  modes  of  bringing  about 
real  and  effective  restriction,  to  give  to 
neighbours  the  power  of  checking  the 
increase  of  public-houses  in  their  dis- 
tricts and  causing  their  diminution. 

Viscount  SANDON  said,  he  rose  for 
the  purpose  of  ui^;ing  on  the  Govern- 
ment the  important  duty  of  dealing  with 
the  liquor  laws  as  soon  as  possible ;  but 
be  hoped  that  when  the  task  was  under- 
taken it  would  not  be  in  a  piecemeal 
way,  but  that  they  would  take  the  whole 
of  the  laws  affecting  the  question  into 
consideration.  Although  he  could  not 
give  his  assent  to  the  leading  provisions 
of  the  Bill,  yet  he  thought  the  House 
was  much  indebted  to  the  hon.  Baronet 
the  Member  for  Carlisle  (Sir  "Wilfrid 
Lawson)  and  to  the  great  organization 
with  which  he  was  connected,  for  the 
spirit  and  detennination  they  had  exhi- 
bited in  forcing  upon  the  countnr  the 
consideration  of  the  question.  He  did 
not  agree  with  the  means  they  proposed 
to  adopt,  but  hu  could  not  but  admire  and 
appreciate  the  trouble  and  pains  they  had 
taken  to  bring  the  Motion  forward.  He 
could  not  and  did  not  think  that  the  de- 
mand now  made  was  the  result  of  a 
fictitious  agitation,  and  anyone  con- 
nected with  a  large  centre  of  population 
must  be  aware  uiat  there  was  a  deep, 
Mr.  W.  £.  Fortter 


real,  and  earnest  feeling  with  regard  to 
the  present  state  of  thelaw  with  respect 
to  the  liquor  trade,  and  that  the  con- 
sideration of  the  whole  subject  would  no 
longer  brook  delay.  There  could  not 
be  a  doubt  that  many  of  the  best  men 
amongst  the  working  classes  were  most 
eager  for  legislation  on  the  subjeot,  be- 
cause they  felt  that  it  was  one  which 
largely  affect«d  their  future  prospects, 
and  it  would  be  a  marked  want  of  con- 
sideration of  the  convictions  of  these  men 
if  the  Oi>vemment  did  not  take  the  matter 
up  in  a  determined  manner.  They  were 
doing  their  best  to  put  down  the  evils  of 
drui&ettneee  in  their  class,  and  it  was 
due  to  them  that  the  Government  should 
show  a  desire  to  assist  them  in  their 
most  praiseworthy  endeavours.  Again, 
as  an  additional  reason  for  Government 
action,  and  for  their  taking  the  subjeot 
out  of  the  hands  of  private  Members,  it 
must  be  remembered  that  there  were 
very  large  interests  connected  with  the 
liquor  trade,  which  have  grown  up  in 
accordvice  with  the  present  law,  and 
nothing  could  be  more  serious  for  this 
or  for  any  other  trade  than  to  be  kept  in 
suspense  year  after  year  as  to  what  the 
future  position  might  be.  The  leading 
men  of  the  licensea  victuallere  were  pre- 
pared to  make  great  concessions  ;  many 
of  them  were  men  of  public  spirit  and  of 
high  character,  and  who  performed  all 
the  duties  of  citizens  with  credit  to  them- 
selves and  advantage  to  the*8tate,  and 
he  believed  they  would  be  ready  to  meet 
the  Government  half-way  in  any  pro- 
position they  mightmake.  He  protested 
against  the  sweeping  assertions  that 
were  made  as  to  the  drunken  habits  of 
the  working  class :  a  great  change  was 
passing  over  their  feelings  with  regard 
to  drunkenness,  just  as  it  had  passed  over 
those  of  the  upper  and  middle  classes ; 
and  this  was  shown  by  the  sobrie^ 
which  prevailed  in  the  great  gatherings 
of  Forest«rs,  Odd  FeQlows,  and  other 
societies  that  w^e  annually  held  at  the 
Crystal  Palace.  In  Staffordshire  largo 
excursions  were  of  frequent  oocurrenoe 
from  the  Potteries  and  the  Black  Country, 
and  amongst  the  thousands  he  had  sera 
in  his  father's  park  there  was  hardly 
ever  a  case  of  drunkenness  to  be  seen 
amongst  them,  whichof  itself  showed  that 
there  was  a  great  improvement  compared 
with  the  state  of  things  that  formerly 
existed.  He  feared  very  much  if  the  hon. 
Baronet  carried  his  measure,  we  ihould 
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foreatall  public  opimon  and  retard  the 
adTance  of  those  principles  of  sobriety 
Thich  they  were  all  so  aniious  to  pro- 
mote. He  thought  it  was  clearly  the 
duty  of  the  OoTermnent  to  speak  out  on 
the  matter,  and  that  too  in  unmietakable 
terms,  and  not  to  fear  either  tihoBe  who 
were  in  &T0ur  of  the  PermisBive  BUI  or 
those  opposed  to  it ;  but  to  accept  the 
heavy  responsibility  that  rested  on  them, 
and  to  say  that  they  would  deal  straight- 
fijTwardly  and  immediately  with  the 
whole  question  of  the  liquor  laws. 

Ms.  LEATKAM  said,  he  was  sure 
that  all  who  had  seen  the  disinterested 
zeal  with  which  the  hon.  Baronet  the 
Uemberfor  Carlisle  (Sir  Wil&id  Lawson) 
had  devo(«d  himself  to  the  subject  they 
were  then  considering,  and  had  marked 
the  warm  response  he  had  met  with  £ram 
so  many  quartere,  must  desire  if  it  were 
possible  to  assist  him  in  his  efforts.  There 
was,  at  least,  one  objection,  however, — 
and  it  was  a  formidable  one — which  the 
hon.  Baronet  must  endeavour  to  remove, 
and  that  was  the  constitutional  objec- 
tion raised  by  the  right  hon.  Qentle- 
maffl  the  Vice  President  of  the  Coun- 
cil. None,  he  thought,  would  deny 
that  it  was  of  the  essence  of  repre- 
sentative government  that  the  class 
which  elected — which  was  practically  the 
rate-paying  class — should  not  itself  le- 
gislate. Only  in  matters  of  the  merest 
detail  had  legislative  powers  been  rele- 
gated to  that  class,  and  in  no  instance 
sad  that  been  done  directly,  but  those 
powers  had  been  rel^ated  to  persons 
elected  by  the  rate-paying  classes.  The 
responsibility  and  trust  of  the  House  of 
Commons,  in  regard  to  the  property  and 
lihertiea  of  their  fellow-subjects,  had 
always  been  regarded  as  forming  the 
key-etoue  of  constitutional  &eedom.  To 
shu'k  that  responsibility,  and  to  throw  it 
back  upon  the  dass  which  elected  but  did 
not  legislate,  was  in  his  opimon  to  expose, 
probably  where  they  were  most  vulner- 
able, that  liberty  of  the  individual  and 
those  rights  of  the  minority  which  were 
the  peculiar  boast  of  this  country,  and 
the  special  growth  of  a  system  of  govern- 
ment which  had  been  pi^tosely  made 
elaborate  and  complex.  Iiiat,  he  ima- 
gined, was  what  was  proposed  to  be  done 
by  the  Bill,  at  least  so  far  as  the  pos- 
sible extinction  of  a  great  trade  went, 
and  the  sacrifice,  without  compensation, 
of  the  capital  embarked  in  it,  and  so 
far  as  concerned  the  undoubted  right  of 
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individuals  to  enjoy  what,  no  donbt, 
many  abused,  but  what  at  the  same  time 
was  useful  to  many.  Not  content  with 
this  democratic  verdict  of  the  class  in 
its  entirety,  the  hon.  Baronet  proposed 
to  break  up  the  class  into  fragments, 
and  upon  each  of  these  Iragmeuts  he 
proposed  to  confer  these  Imperial  powers, 
and  that  without  appeal.  If  veatriea 
could  satisfaotorily  exercise  the  pow«« 
which  the  measure  {opposed  to  con- 
fer on  them,  it  would  be  hard  to 
find  any  question  with  reference  to 
which  they  might  not  exercise  the 
same  privilege.  For  these  reasons  he 
could  not  thoroughly  support  his  hon. 
Friend.  Indeed,  if  he  thought  thera 
were  any  immediate  probability  of  the 
Bill  passing  the  House,  he  should  ieel 
bound  to  vote  against  it.  That,  how- 
ever, was  a  probabili^  which  he  did 
not  anticipate ;  but  be  frsnkly  confessed 
that  his  hon.  Friend's  movement  was  an 
honest  attempt  to  deal  with  what  he  was 
prepared  to  vie  with  him  in  denouncing 
as  ttie  gigantic  curse  of  the  country.  He 
observed  that  directly  the  hon.  Baronet 
disappeared  itom  the  House,  the  li- 
censmg  question  disappeared  with  him, 
and  his  re-appearance  was  simultaneous 
with  its  re-appearance  in  aU  its  gravity. 
He  believed  that  the  agitation  of  which 
his  hon.  Friend  was  the  leader  would 
eventually  result  in  the  passing  of  a 
measure  which  would  be  firee  ^m  the 
objections  to  which  this  Bill  was  open. 
If  compelled,  therefore,  to  vote  against 
the  Uotion  of  the  hon.  Uemb^,  he 
should  do  so  with  extreme  reluctance. 

Mb.  SCOUSFIELD  said,  that  one  of 
the  reasons  that  had  been  urged  in 
favour  of  the  Bill  was  that  a  very  few 
Petitions,  comparatively  speaking,  had 
been  presented  against  the  measure  of 
hon.  Baronet;  but  he  thought  it  was  not 
to  be  expected  that  people  would  be  ever- 
lastingly presenting  Petitions  that  the 
law  might  remain  as  it  was,  and  it  ap- 
peared to  him,  and  he  dared  say  the 
feeling  was  shared  in  by  many  other  hon. 
Members,  that  the  reasons  the  Petitions 
had  not  been  presented  was  that  the 
great  majority  of  the  people  beheved 
tikat  there  was  no  possibility  of  the  Bill 
of  the  hon.  Member  for  Carlisle  passing, 
and  that  therefore  there  was  no  need  to 
take  any  trouble  about  it.  But  if  it 
were  passed — of  this  he  had  no  doubt — 
namely,  that  their  opinions  would  be  ex- 
pressed in  a  way  far  more  dioogreeaUe 
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than  in  the  form  of  Pedtiona.    If  the 
aajority  were  to  bind  the  minority  in 
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social  matters  there  would  be  an  intense 
amount  of  irritation  in  the  country,  and 
the  irritation  would  be  increased  ten-fold 
by  the  fact  that  the  majority  was  com- 
posed of  neighbours,  for  people  in  ge- 
neral were  notparticularlj  fond  of  tlieir 
neighbours.  He  bad  the  greatest  reapect 
for  Petitions  coming  from  the  masses ; 
they  were  admirable  ju%6S  of  what  was 
wanted,  but  he  was  bound  to  say,  at  the 
same  time,  that  they  did  not  know  the 
difficulty  that  surrounded  their  demands. 
A  great  number  of  persons  were  not  at 
aU  aware  of  the  caution  that  was  required 
in  applying  l^slative  remedies  to  evils ; 
and,  for  himself,  the  longer  he  lived  the 
less  trust  did  he  place  in  Acts  of  Par- 
liament, because  he  could  place  less  trust 
in  the  material  of  which  they  were  made 
— that  was  to  say  in  the  precision  and 
accuracy  of  language.  It  was  super- 
fluous for  anyone  to  say  he  was  opposed 
to  drunkenness,  because  they  were  all 
aware  it  was  one  of  the  greatest  evils 
which  beset  society ;  but  he  thought  it 
was  rather  maligning  the  working  dasses 
not  t/i  recognize  the  great  improvement 
which  had  been  made  amongst  them 
within  the  period  of  their  own  observa- 
tion, and  it  was  impossible  to  go  through 
the  streets  of  the  metropolis,  or  of  any 
market  town,  without  noticing  the  indi- 
cations of  improvement.  There  had, 
however,  been  a  great  increase  in  the 
population,  and  it  was  most  important 
that  that  fact  should  not  be  lost  sight  of 
when  the  amount  of  money  spent  m  in- 
toxicating liquors  was  taken  into  con- 
sideration. He  thought  it  wrong  to  say 
that  the  legislature  afforded  encourage- 
ment to  intoxication,  for  there  was  a  mio 
upon  every  drop  of  liquor  that  went  down 
a  man'stluoat,  and  a  man  might  be  fined 
only  for  being  drunk,  although  a  man 
who  was  helplessly  drunk  was  perhaps 
a  less  nuisance  to  others  than  he  was  at 
any  other  time.  The  title  of  the  Bill— 
Uie  Permissive  Prohibitory  Liquor  Bill 
— was  rattier  paradoxical,  and  had  it 
come  trom  the  other  side  of  the  Channel 
some  very  curious  and  humorous  remarks 
would  have  been  made  upon  it.  He  ob- 
jected to  giving  local  boards  the  power 
laid  down  in  the  Bill ;  he  also  objected 
to  the  leasing  power  contained  in  the 
measure;  andiftherepresentativepower 
of  the  country  was  to  be  increased,  and 
an  improved  number  of  laws  passed,  it 
Kr.  ScmirJUld 


must,  in  his  opinion,  be  done  in  the 
House,  and  not  by  giving  the  power  to 
an  unlimited  number  of  districts. 

Mb.  DALWAY  said,  he  would  not 
detain  the  House  more  than  a  moment 
in  stating  that  he  held  a  strong  convic- 
tion that  the  Bill  which  was  under  con- 
sideration was  eminently  needed  in  the 
lai^r  portion  of  the  United  Kingdom. 
As  a  magistrate,  he  had  opportunities 
of  seeing  to  what  a  great  extent  drink- 
ing originated  crime,  and  he  felt  assured 
that  many  of  the  victims  of  the  legalized 
temptations  would  hail  with  gratitude 
the  power  to  remove  the  bane  from  their 
neighbourhood.  As  the  proposal  could 
only  be  put  into  operation  in  districts 
where  a  strong  public  opinion  was  re- 
gistered in  favour  of  its  adoption,  he 
Qiought  no  objection  could  be  presented 
on  constitutional  principles.  In  view  of 
the  necessity  for  action,  and  being  aware 
of  the  great  desire  which  pervaded  the 
people  for  the  measure,  the  Bill  had  his 
neartiest  support,  and  he  hoped  the 
House  would  allow  it  to  pass  its  second 
reading,  and  to  go  into  Committee  as 
soon  as  possible. 

Mr.  W  ALTEE  objected  to  the  Motion 
for  the  second  reading  of  the  Bill,  but 
trusted  the  House  would  not  think  that 
he  was  at  aU  disposed  to  undervalue  the 
magnitude  of  the  evil  the  hou.  Baronet 
sought  to  control.  He  also  felt  certain 
that  the  best  and  purest  intentions  ani- 
mated those  who  were  exerting  them- 
selves in  favour  of  the  Bill ;  but  in  his 
opinion  the  provisions  of  the  measure 
now  under  the  consideration  of  the 
House  would  not  have  the  effect  in- 
tended. With  the  hon.  Baronet,  he  be- 
lieved that  drunkenness  was  the  greatest 
social  curse  against  which  we  had  to 
contend ;  but  the  victims  of  it  to  be  seen 
in  the  slreets  at  night  by  hon.  Members 
who  w^ed  from  the  House  to  their 
homes  did  not  belong  to  what  had  been 
described  as  the  workiiig  classes  of  the 
countiT.  It  was  not  to  the  beer-shop 
that  the  great  amount  of  drunkenness 
which  prevailed  was  to  be  attributed; 
gin  and  other  spirituous  liquors  were 
tax  more  active  agents  in  producing  the 
vice  than  beer ;  and  if  he  were  called 
upon  to  mention  those  within  his  know- 
ledge who  had  ruined  their  prospects  in 
life,  had  lost  good  situations,  and  had 
fallen  from  comparative  ease  and  compe- 
tence to  a  state  of  degradation,  they 
would  not  be  the  men  oelon^ng  to  the 
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labouring  class,  following  ^ricultural  or 
mechanical  pursuits,  but  ther  would  be 
men  of  a  superior  class  and  of  good  edu- 
cation, men  who  had  enjoyed  comfortable 
homes  aod  good  salaries,  and  who,  in 
■pite  of  all,  had  fallen  victims  to  that 
Abominable  vice.  It  was  not  such  men 
aa  these  that  would  be  protected  by  the 
Bill,  for  they  indulged  in  intemperance 
at  home.  The  hon.  Baronet  who  had 
moved  the  second  reading  of  the  Bill 
took  a  different  view  from  hie  Seconder 
the  hon.  Member  for  Manchester  (Mr. 
Bazle),  who  spoke  in  more  reasonable 
terms  of  the  necessity  for  placing  the 
Uquor  traffic  imder  proper  regulation. 
There  was  all  the  difference  in  the  world 
between  a  system  of  regulation  and  one 
of  prohibition,  and  whust  he  was  pre- 
paid to  go  all  reasonable  lengths  in 
assisting  the  Government  to  devise  more 
effectual  means  of  regulating  the  traffic 
in  liquor,  he  was  equally  prepared  to 
rodst,  as  unconstitutional  and  subver- 
aive  of  liberty,  any  attempt  to  introduce 
the  Maine  Liquor  Law  into  this  country. 
Exception  mi^t  be  taken  to  the  Pre- 
amble of  the  Bill,  because  it  was  really 
not  the  common  sale  of  intoxicating 
liquoTB,  but  the  excessive  abuse  of  them, 
vhioh  \ras  the  frightful  source  of  crime 
and  other  evils ;  and  he  could  not  see 
any  justification  for  legislating  against 
the  sale  of  any  commodity  which  was 
not  in  itself  of  an  injurious  character. 
It  would  be  a  lexical  consequence  of  the 
BUI  to  shut  up  not  only  the  beer-houses 
and  Uie  pubUc-houses,  but  breweries 
also  ;  because  if  it  were  an  immoral 
thing  in  itself,  and  an  impolitic  thing 
to  be  permitted  by  the  State  to  sell  in- 
toxicating liquors,  it  was  equally  obli- 
gatory on  the  State  to  prevent  the  pro- 
duction  of  those  liquors,  and  the  same 
arguments  that  would  justify  the  pass- 
ing of  the  Bill  to  prombit  the  sale  of 
them,  would  equally  justify  the  passing 
of  a  Bill  to  prevent  their  manufacture. 
The  real  gist  of  the  Bill  was  contained 
in  the  lOUi  clause;  and  when  the  hon. 
Member  for  Denbighshire  (Mr.  0. 
Moi^an)  spoke  of  this  as  one  of  the 
most  difficult  of  our  social  problems,  it 
occurred  to  him  that  they  had  not  found 
the  true  solution  of  such  a  problem  in 
a  clause  of  fifteen  or  twenty  lines,  and  that 
simply  of  a  prohibitory  kind.  If  this 
Bill  were  to  pass  what  would  be  the 
effect  in  a  place  lilce  Manchester  or  Liver- 
pool irith  a  population  of  500,000  7    It 


would  be  competent  to  two-thirds  of  the 
population  to  prohibit  the  sale  of  any 
species  of  intoxicating  drink,  and  it  was 
just  as  reasonable  to  expect  that  we 
should  repeal  the  Eeform  Act,  .or  re-es- 
tablish the  Irish  Church,  or  do  any  other 
utterly  impossible  or  impracticable  thing 
as  that  we  should  prohibit  the  popula- 
tion of  Manchester  or  Liverpool  &om 
obtaining  spirits  or  alcoholic  and  malt 
liquor  to  drink  if  they  required  them. 
The  people  would  possess  themselves  of 
the  forbidden  liquors  by  hook  or  by 
crook,  and,  if  the  BUI  passed,  they  would 
either  buy  them  from  the  manufacturers 
or  manufacture  the  drink  themselves; 
or,  in  place  of  hcensed  houses  over  which 
the  magistrates  and  police  exercised  con- 
trol, there  would  be  a  number  of  houses 
nominally  private,  really  kept  open  for 
the  convenience  of  those  who  chose  to 
resort  to  them  to  gratify  their  tastes.  Of 
the  two  evils  he  ventured  to  think  that 
this  wonld  be  by  far  the  worst,  for  there 
would  be  no  means  of  detecting  the 
offenders,  the  police  would  have  no 
right  to  enter  the  houses,  and  that 
which  was  now  done  openly  would  be 
done  secretly,  and  in  a  more  mischievous 
manner.  AUusion  had  been  made  to  the 
New  England  States,  as  having  recently 
reverted  to  the  original  prohibitory  law, 
in  place  of  the  restrictive  law  which  had 
existed  for  several  years  past.  Ke  would 
not  adduce  a  single  incident  as  any  proof 
of  what  was  going  on  in  a  whole  coun> 
tiy,  but,  during  the  time  he  was  in 
America,  the  only  place  at  which  he  saw 
a  man  dead  drunk  was  in  the  streets 
of  Boston.  If  he  might  presume  to 
tender  advice  to  the  hon.  Baronet,  to 
whom  he  must  give  the  greatest  credit 
for  bis  zeal  and  perseverance,  he  would 
appeal  to  him  to  consider  whether  it 
would  not  be  better  to  leave  the  ques- 
tion in  the  hands  of  the  Government, 
after  the  discussion  which  was  held  the 
other  night  on  the  Beer-houses  BiU, 
and  the  pledge  virtually  given  by  the 
Government  to  deal  with  the  subject. 
This  was  a  question  of  police,  and  any 
question  of  police  regulation  brought  in 
by  the  Government  would  receive  the 
support  of  the  House.  But  it  was  a 
serious  matter  to  introduce  for  the  first 
time  so  novel  a  principle  in  legislation 
as  that  of  giving  two-thirds,  or  any 
majority,  the  power — not  of  providing 
themselves  with  what  they  wasted,  but 
of  prohibiting  other  people  from  obtain- 
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iag  what  they  wanted.  No  analogoua 
case  oould  be  mentioned;  and,  wheu 
great  landowners  were  referred  to  aa 
haTing  kept  their  eetatea  clear  of  public- 
houeee,  he  maintained  there  was  an  es- 
sential difference  between  a  landowner 
declining  to  let  a  house  on  his  own  estate 
as  a  public-houBe,  and  a  body  of  rate- 
payers saying,  that  a  house  which  did 
not  belong  to  them  should  not  be  let  as 
a  public-house  without  their  consent. 
He  did  not  deny  that  it  might  not  be 
e]q>edient  to  oonsider  whether  the  rate- 
payers should  not  have  a  concurrent 
voice  with  the  magistrates ;  at  all  events 
the  power  of  representing  to  the  magis- 
trates whether  they  considered  an  in- 
crease in  the  number  of  public-houses 
desirable.  But  it  was  one  thing  to  re- 
gulate the  number  and  to  endeavour  to 
adjust  them  to  the  wants  of  the  popula- 
tion ;  it  was  a  totally  different  iMng  to 
attempt  to  carry  out  the  principle  of  ah* 
BoluteJy  prohibiting  the  sale  of  spirituous 
liquors.  Under  all  the  circumstances  of 
the  case,  whilst  cordially  concurring  in 
the  object  the  hon.  Baronet  had  at  heart, 
be  must  decline  to  vote  with  him,  and 
once  more  he  would  recommend  him  to 
withdraw  the  BiU  and  leave  the  matter, 
at  least  until  next  Session,  in  the  hands 
of  the  Oovemment. 

CoLOirei.  COBBETT  said,  he  thought 
it  would  be  extremely  unadvisable  for 
the  House  to  interfere  with  the  trade  in 
the  way  proposed  by  the  BiU  then  under 
consideration,  until  all  other  means  had 
been  tried  and  found  to  be  ineffectusl. 
The  BU^estions  just  made  by  the  Vice 
President  of  the  Council  would,  if  carried 
out,  have  a  beneficial  effect  on  the  liquor 
trade,  and  he,  for  one,  thought  that  they 
ought  first  to  have  recourse  to  measores 
for  the  modification  of  the  evil  rather  than 
to  have  recourse  to  exceptional  legisla- 
tion which  would  be  fraugnt  with  greater 
evil.  Sunday  was  no  doubt  the  worst 
day,  owing  to  the  indifierence  of  the 
lower  class  to  attend  places  of  wor^p ; 
and  finding  the  time  hang  heavily  on 
their  hands  they  resorted  to  the  public- 
houses.  In  hie  neighbourhood  a  few  of 
the  publicans  had  come  to  a  voluntai; 
arrangement  whereby  they  only  opened 
their  houses  on  Sunday  for  an  hour  and 
a-half  in  the  middle  of  the  day,  and 
again  is  the  evening  for  the  same  time 
for  the  supply  of  liquor  to  be  drunk  off  the 
premises,  and  the  result  was  satisihotory 
to  all  parties.  Much  good,  he  thought, 
Mr.  WalUr 
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might  result  by  the  granting  six  day  and 
seven  day  hcenses,  as  was  the  case  with 
the  cabs  in  the  metropolis  j  and  he  also 
thought  that  it  would  prove  highly  satis- 
factory if  care  was  taken  that  the  work- 
ing class  was  supplied  with  a  genuine 
and  wholesome  article,  because  nearly  as 
many  oases  of  drunkenness  arose  trosD. 
the  use  of  an  adulterated  article  as  there 
were  from  the  quantity  of  the  liquor 
consumed.  He  was  by  no  means  fhvour- 
able  to  the  proposition  of  giving  the 
proposed  power  to  two-thirds  of  &&  in- 
habitants ;  he  did  not  think  the  decisios 
of  such  a  majority  was  sufScient,  but  to 
be  effectual  it  appeared  to  him  necessary 
that  nearly  the  whole  of  the  inhabitants 
should  be  unanimous  on  the  subject.  If 
such  was  not  the  case,  it  would  produce 
greater  indignation  and  more  ill-feeling, 
and  would  keep  the  towns  in  a  greatar 
state  of  excitement  than  at  the  period  of 
a  contested  election.  For  these  reasons 
he  was  of  opinion  that  if  the  Bill  passed 
it  would  encourage  illicit  trading,  and 
that  it  woidd  thus  create  a  fzB^  evil 
without  removing  the  old  one. 

Mb.  JACOB  BBIGHT  said,  he  was 
glad  his  hon.  Friend  the  Member  for 
Carlisle  (Sir  Wilfrid  Lawson)  had  again. 
brought  before  the  House  his  well-known 
Bill.  It  was  a  real  attempt  from  a  sin- 
cere quarter  to  deal  with  one  of  the  most 
difficult  questions  of  the  time.  The  pre- 
sent system  was  supported  by  a  powerful 
organisation,  and  imlese  there  was  an 
organisation  of  corresponding  power  on 
the  other  side  it  would  be  difficult  in  this 
House  to  approach  the  question.  They 
were  told  how  many  Acts  of  Parliament 
were  passed  in  reference  to  the  liquor 
trade — they  were  almost  innumerable  ; 
but  those  Acts  had  been  passed  imder  a 
very  different  condition  of  opinion  from 
that  now  existing.  They  had  been  in 
the  main  for  the  regulation  of  the  traffic, 
and  in  some  instances  for  its  extension. 
The  next  time  the  Government  put  their 
hand  to  the  work  they  must  give  them  a 
Bill  unlike  its  predecessors.  When  th^ 
looked  to  the  demoralization  that  resulted 
from  excessive  temptation,  and  the  enor- 
mous waste  produced  by  it,  it  must  be 
considered  that  it  would  be  a  loss  of  time 
on  the  part  of  the  Gtovemment  to  under- 
take to  pass  another  measure,  unless  by 
it  they  would  enable  the  people  of  them- 
selves to  bring  about  a  diarp  and  gene- 
ral limitation  of  the  trafSc.  He  did  not 
desire  the  Bill  to  pass  in  its  preoent 
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shape,  but  would  Tote  with  Mb  hon. 
Friend  the  Member  for  Carliale.  In 
ooming  to  that  decision  lie  euspected  he 
was  like  other  Members ;  for  he  hod  no- 
ticed during  the  debate  that  there  was 
soarcelT  one  Member  who  gave  his  en- 
tire ajheeioa  to  the  Bill.  He  was  in 
&Tour  of  a  measure  perhaps  oa  radical 
as  this,  and  based  upon  the  same  prin- 
ciple. The  Bill  proposed  to  call  upon 
parishes  or  districts  to  come  to  a  general 
vote  whether  this  traffic  should  or  should 
not  be  carried  on.  If  a  sufficient  num- 
ber of  the  rate-payers  decided  that  it 
should  not  be  carried  on,  then  it  would 
be  totally  extinguished  is  the  district — 
not  only  the  retail  tra:ffi.c,  but  the  whole- 
sale. Now,  he  had  a  very  great  objec- 
tion to  this  result.  If  they  were  dealing 
with  dangerous  or  poisouous  bererages, 
he  could  understand  perfectly  well  mat 
it  might  bo  desirable  they  should  be  pro- 
cured only  on  a  doctor's  certificate  ;  but 
when  they  reflected  on  the  character  of 
these  beverages,  and  the  extent  to  which 
they  were  consumed  by  the  mass  of  the 
people,  such  beverages  as  Bass's  and 
^Isopp's  ales,  and  wines  &om  the  Bhine 
and  Bordeaux,  which  certainly  never  did 
any  harm  to  anybody,  and  had  very  re- 
markable tonic  powers,  he  should  greatly 
regret  any  such  result.  The  Bill,  m  fact, 
eiuier  permitted  the  present  system  to 
exist,  or  extinguished  the  traffic  entirely. 
Even  if  the  Bill  passed,  the  effect  might 
be  not  to  disturb  the  great  evil  now 
existing,  but  to  allow  the  temptation  to 
continue  in  its  fiill  strength  in  parts  of 
the  country  where  the  measure  would 
not  operate.  In  fact,  for  years,  and  pro- 
haps  for  generations,  though  the  Bill 
might  pass  this  week,  all  the  evils  of 
which  the  hon.  Member  for  Carlisle  com- 
plained would  exist  to  as  great  a  degree 
as  ever  in  our  ^axg9  towns.  He  wanted, 
therefore,  some  more  practical  measure. 
The  right  hon.  Member  for  Bradford 
(Mr.  W.  E.  Forster)  had  discussed  the 
subject  very  fairly,  but  he  would  go  even 
further  in  the  same  direction.  A  BiU 
was  introduced  by  the  hon.  Member  for 
liverpool  (Mr.  Graves)  two  years  ago, 
which  had  created  a  ^r&at  deal  of  atten- 
tion, and  whose  principles  were  well 
known  and  approved.  When  it  came 
into  that  House  it  was  backed  by  a  Pe- 
tition, signed  by  88,000  inhabitants  of 
Liverpotu,  which  was  in  itself  a  proof 
that  it  was  highly  approved  by  the  in- 
habitants of  that  great  dty.  It  proposed 
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to  have  only  one  class  of  victualling 
houses,  to  do  away  with  the  licensee  of 
magisteates,  to  establish  certain  condi- 
tions of  conduct  and  character,  and  to 
let  every  one  who  chose  get  a  license  if 
he  observed  those  conditions.  But  thd 
leading  feature  of  the  scheme,  in  which 
it  went  beyond  the  proposition  of  the 
right  hon.  Member  for  Bradford,  and  to 
which  he  would  gladly  give  his  own  ad- 
hesion, was  that  no  new  Ucenses  should 
be  granted  without  the  rats-payers  of  the 
locality  having  a  voice,  and  a  decisive 
voice.  It  proposed  further  a  popular 
veto  on  every  existing  hcenee,  and  that 
they  should  not  be  valid  in  any  case  for 
a  longer  term  than  fifteen  years.  He 
should  like  very  much  to  leave  the  rate- 
payers free  to  deal  with  existing  licenses 
when  they  changed  hands. 

Mb.  W.  E.  F0E8TEE  explained 
that  what  he  had  suggested  was  that  the 
rate-payers  might  moke  representations 
to  the  magistrates  against  the  increase 
of  public-houses,  and  for  the  diminution 
of  their  ntmibers,  to  which  they  should 
be  required  to  assent. 

Mr.  JACOB  BEIGHT :  If  this  veto 
were  given  to  the  rate-payers,  what  would 
be  the  result  ?  If  there  were  this  dis- 
like to  publicrhouses,  and  a  conviction 
that  their  extreme  abimdonce  was  da- 
maging to  the  best  interests  of  the  popu- 
lation, new  licenses  would  not  be  granted, 
and  when  the  old  houses  were  ill-con- 
ducted or  excessive  in  number  they  would 
be  weeded  out.  He  had  been  told,  in  dis- 
cussing the  matter  with  hon.  Members  of 
that  House,  that  this  was  the  Permissive 
Bill  in  another  shape,  and  gave  the  rate- 
payers power  to  extinguish  the  traffic  if 
they  chi^e.  Of  course  it  did ;  but  if  he 
understood  it,  the  magistrates  now  had 
that  power,  and  if  they  could  only,  con- 
vince the  magistrates,  and  make  them 
somewhat  fanatical  on  the  subject,  they 
might  arrive  at  the  same  result  now. 
But  under  the  working  of  such  a  system 
as  he  spoke  of,  after  the  pubhc-houeea 
should  have  been  diminished  to  the  point 
of  supplying  Uie  necessary  wants  of  the 
population,  there  would  no  doubt  be  a 
change  of  feeling  in  the  matter,  the  best 
houses  would  be  undisturbed,  and  any- 
one would  have  the  opportunity  of  ob- 
taining what  he  wanted.  He  did  not 
blame  the  Government  for  not  having 
legislated  on  this  subject;  indeed  it  was 
notorious  that  the  last  House  had  been 
fettered  on  ths  question  in  a  i 
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vhich  made  it  very  difficult  for  Members 
to  come  and  rote  and  apeak  esacily  as 
they  liked.  Now  there  had  been  a 
great  change  of  opinion  on  the  question, 
and  a  feeling  appeared  to  hare  sprung 
&p  in  favour  of  a  strong  Bill.  He  him- 
8^  was  in  favour  of  a  reTolutiouary 
Bill.  He  found  that  the  times  were 
TeTalutionary ;  and  the  more  revolution- 
ary a  measure,  the  better  chance  it  had 
of  passing  that  House.  Hon.  Members 
opposite  found  thaf  two  years  ago  in 
dealing  with  the  franchise  ;  and  now,  as 
to  the  Church  Bill,  everybody  knew  Uiat 
if  it  had  been  less  extreme  and  less  radi- 
cal, the  party  with  which  he  sat  would 
have  been  split  in  piecee.  Therewasno 
iiae  then  in  dealing  with  this  question 
unless  by  a  revolutionary  Bill.  Govern- 
ment might  go  on  in  inaction  for  some 
time  longer,  but  they  would  never  settle 
it  unless  they  gave  the  people  power  to 
settle  it  for  Uiemselves. 

Lord  CLAUD  HAMILTON  said,  he 
thought  the  Bill,  to  a  great  degree,  ob- 
jectionable on  the  ground  that  the  cor- 
rection of  the  evil  of  drunkenness  shoald 
be  left  to  the  conscience  of  .the  indi- 
vidual ;  however,  he  would  prefer  to 
over-ride  that  fault  in  the  legislation  pro- 
posed, and  give  his  vote  in  support  of 
the  Bill  because  of  the  gigantic  propor- 
tions  of  the  evil  with  wmm  it  sought  to 
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Lawson)  would  persist  in  his  endeavour 
to  have  the  Bill  read  a  second  time,  as 
he  should  not  wish  it  to  go  forth  that 
Parliament  was  averse  from  attempting 
any  remedy  for  these  acknowledged  evils. 
Thousands  of  persona  were  looking  for- 
ward to  the  passing  of  the  Bill,  and, 
therefore,  he  noped  the  House  would 
agree  to  the  Motion  of  the  hon.  Baronet 
the  Member  for  Carlisle. 

Ma.  BBUCE :  I  rise.  Sir,  in  answer 
to  the  many  appeals  made  to  me,  as  the 
representative  of  the  Qovemment,  by 
hon.  Members  in  the  course  of  this  de- 
bate, and  it  will  be  for  the  convenience 
of  the  House,  and  tend  to  the  despatch 
of  business,  if  I  at  once  announce  ray 
own  opinion  and  that  of  the  Government 
upon  the  Bill  at  present  before  us.  I 
heartily  join  in  the  numerous  congratu- 
lations which  have  been  offered  to  the 
hon.  Baronet  (Sir  Wilfrid  Lawson)  on 
the  manner  in  which  he  has  introduced 
his  Bill  to  the  House.  I  have  never 
heard  so  extrente  a  measure  brought 
forward  with  so  much  moderation.  I 
need  hardly  say  that  the  magnitude  of 
the  evil  complained  of,  and  now  sought 
to  bo  dealt  with  by  the  Bill,  is  fully  ad' 
mitted  by  me  ;  and  it  is  further  impos- 
sible to  deny  that  changes — perhaps 
very  considerable  changes — in  the  rae- 
sent  system  ought  to  be  made.  The 
The  questions  that  occurred  to  (question  is  not  simply  the  influence  of 
many,  and  amongst  them  he  |  drunkenness  upon  crime,  but  it  possesses 
even  a  wider  scope,  and  is  one  affecting 
the  whole  happiness  of  the  people  ot 
this  country.  It  is  not  simply  a  question 
of  drunkenness  or  no  drunkenness,  but 
of  evils  which  touch  the  happiness  and 
welfare  of  the  people  at  every  step.  We 
have  only  to  look  at  the  wivee  and  chil- 
dren reduced,  if  not  to  absolute  starva- 
tion, to  pinching  want,  through  the 
selfishness  of  those  to  whom  they  have 
a  right  to  look  for  protection,  and  at  the 
multitude  of  opportunities  cast  in  the 
way  of  those  who,  from  want  of  educa- 
tion, are  but  ill-armed  to  resist  temp- 
tation, to  obtain  some  conception  of  the 
vastness  of  the  evil.  To  cure  this  evil, 
the  hon.  Baronet  by  his  Bill  proposes  to 
take  a  veiy  short  cut.  He  seeks  not  to 
regulate  the  trade  in  intoxicating  liquors, 
but  to  give  permission  to  those  whose 
minds  are  disturbed  upon  the  matter  to 
put  an  end  to  the  trade  altogether.  In 
other  words,  he  desires  at  once  to  put  it 
in  the  power  of  the  better  educated  to 
stop  the  drunkard's  supply.     I  ddak 


should  like  to  know  whether  drunkei 
sees  was  to  go  on  unchecked,  and  he 
might  say  almost  unreproved  by  the  Le- 
giskture,  while  it  continued  to  be  a 
frightM  source  of  misery  in  domestic 
life  ?  Was  it  to  go  forth  that,  while  the 
people  acknowledge  the  necessity  for 
remedial  measures,  Parliament  was  im- 
potent to  apply  them  ?  He  readily  ae- 
znowledgea  the  difficulty  in  the  way  of 
a  Member  who  proposed  to  carry  a  Bill 
independent  of  the  Government;  but, 
in  the  absence  of  a  declaration  from  the 
Government,  he  was  bound  to  support 
the  Bill  for  the  sake  of  the  thousands 
who  were  looking  for  some  action  on  the 
part  of  Parliament  in  the  matter.  With 
reference  to  what  had  been  stated  by  the 
hon.  Member  for  Berkshire  (Mr.  Walter), 
he  thought  that  if  drunkenness  amongst 
the  upper  classes  was  more  to  be  repro- 
bated man  amongst  the  more  humble,  it 
was  because  the  upper  classes  had  less 
excuse  for  failing  in  that  respect.  He 
hoped  the  hon.  Baronet  (Sir  Wilfrid 
Jfr.  Jacob  Bright 
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that  my  hon.  Friend  vonld  have  adopted 
a  wiser  course,  and  would  have  ahown 

more  judgment,  if  he  liad  brought  for- 
ward a  measure  of  a  more  moderate  cha- 
racter with  regard  to  the  degree  of  in- 
if  the  inhabitants  of  a  district. 


The  extent  to  which  rate-payers  should 
be  admitted  to  the  control  of  beer-hauses 
has  never  yet  been  foirly  diecussed  in 
the  House.  The  point  was  certainly  in- 
troduced into  a  Bill  that  was  brought  in 
by  the  hon.  Member  for  Liverpool  (Mr. 
Qraves) ;  but,  if  I  remember  rightly,  the 
modified  application  of  the  principle 
of  interference  now  proposed  was  not 
thoroughly  discussed  in  the  House.  I 
cannot  but  agroe  with  those  who  say 
that  the  most  complete  remedy  for  the 
evils  of  drunkenness  is  to  be  found  not 
in  the  legislative  enactmenta  of  FarUa- 
ment,  but  in  the  better  education  of  the 
people,  and  in  imbuing  them  with  a 
better  appreciation  of  their  own  interests. 
To  the  iKtgB  amount  of  intellectual  re- 
sources which  they  possess  for  the  im- 
provement and  entertainment  of  their 
minds  is  due  the  almost  entire  disap- 
pearance of  intemperance  &om  the  ranks 
of  the  upper  classes.  I  agree  with  the 
noble  Lord  the  Member  for  Liverpool 
(Viscoimt  Sandon)  that  a  great  improve- 
ment has  taken  place  in  the  habits  of 
the  working  classes  of  this  country.  But, 
unfortunat^y,  the  enormous  increase  in 
our  population  has  not  been  followed  in 
the  same  ratio  by  education  or  mental 
improvement,  and  that  is  one  of  the 
causes  of  the  evil  complained  of.  The 
fact  is  that  drunkenness  does  not  exist 
amongst  the  permanent  working  classes, 
but  there  is  a  large  portion  of  tue  popu- 
lation of  this  country  vacillating  between 
a  state  of  semi-starvation  and  occasional 
employment,  and  this  class  it  is  which 
is  tempted  to  resort  to  public-houses 
as  a  renige  &om  miseir  and  often  des- 
pair. In  proportion,  men,  as  the  Go- 
vamment  is  able  to  improve  the  physi- 
cal as  well  as  moral  and  intellectual  con- 
dition  of  such  as  those  to  whom  I  have 
referred,  will  drunkenness  disappear. 
But  though,  as  I  have  said,  education 
in  the  lai^st  sense  is  the  true  cure  for 
drunkenness,  I  do  not  mean  to  argue 
that  there  is  any  reason  why  Govern- 
ment should  not  sanction  the  introduc- 
tion of  repressive  or  preventive  measures 
against  this  great  and  growing  evil.  I 
fully  admit  the  necessity  of  adopting 
some  leniently  restrictive  measures-  I 
VOL.  CXCVI-  [third  sbwbs.] 


diall,  perhaps,  be  asked  why  it  is  that 
with  all  this  admitted  evil,  no  remedy 
has  as  yet  been  found  for  the  unfortu- 
nate state  of  things  tmdoubtedly  pre- 
railing  through  drmikenneBs.  My  reply 
>riefly  is  that  hitherto  no  Government 
has  felt  itself  sufEiciently  strong  to  carry 
such  a  measure  as  would  bring  about 
the  object  desired.  I  shall  not,  I  think, 
be  charged  with  betraying  the  secrets 
of  my  official  position  if  I  tell  the  House 
that  there  exists  at  the  present  time,  in 
the  records  of  the  Home  Office,  a  draft 
of  a  Bill  which  has  been  approved  by 
successive  Secretaries  of  State,  which  I 
believe  could  be  made,  with  a  few  alter- 
ations, competent  to  effect  a  great  im- 
provement in  the  laws  relating  to  licenses 
and  the  sale  of  intoxicating  drinks.  That 
Bill  has  not  been  brought  forward  be- 
cause successive  Qovernments  have  not 
felt  sufficient  confidence  in  their  ability 
to  carry  it  through  the  House,  for,  as  it 
is  well  known,  the  influence  of  publicans 
both  in  boroughs  and  counties  has  al- 
ways been  very  strong.  That  is  one 
reason;  another  is,  that  all  concerned 
in  the  matter  have  recognized  it  to  bo  a 
dangerous  thing  to  interfere  wilh  large 
private  Interests.  The  great  extension 
of  the  franchise  recently  effected  is  un- 
doubtedly calculated  to  dilute  that  in- 
fluence, and  MembersofParliamentmay 
in  future  fed  themselves  at  greater  h- 
berty  ta  deal  with  such  a  question  as 
the  present  according  ta  their  own  in- 
clinations, and  with  less  fear  of  the  in- 
fluence of  that  portion  of  their  constitu- 
ents more  immediately  concerned  than 
they  have  hitherto  done.  If  the  House 
will  permit  me  I  will  briefly  sketch  the 
outlines  of  such  a  Bill  as  I  shall  be  glad 
to  see  presented  to  the  oonaideration  of 
Parliament.  In  the  first  place,  I  would 
say  that  any  measure  worthy  of  the  ac- 
ceptance of  the  House  must  provide  se- 
curity against  public-houses  being  kept 
by  improjier  and  irreqmnsible  persons ; 
and  must  also  provide  remetlies  easy  of 
application,  but  severe  and  stringent,  in 
the  event  of  misconduct.  The  Bill,  it  is 
obvious,  must  likewise  deal  with  what 
it  will  be  admitted  on  all  hands  is  a 
question  of  great  difficulty — I  mean  the 
limitation  of  the  hours  during  which 
public-houses  are  allowed  to  remain 
open  for  the  s^e  of  liquors.  In  dealing 
with  this  branch  of  the  matter,  the 
Minister,  whoever  he  may  be,  who  has 
charge  of  the  measure,  Till  require  the 
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couraffeoua  sapport  of  the  Hembera  of 
this  House.  Another  difficult  question, 
and  one  upon  which  I  speak  with  less 
freedom,  la  the  extent  to  which  the  re- 
striotiTe  power,  in  T^ard  to  granting 
licenses,  should  be  exercised  by  those  in 
whose  hands  that  power  is  placed.  It 
will  be  within  the  recollection  of  the 
Honse  that  the  right  hon.  Gentleman's 
(Mr.  Villiers's)  Committee  recommended 
putting  a  high  price  npon  the  license, 
and  getting  secnri^  as  to  the  good  con- 
duct of  the  house ;  but  I  am  Dound  to 
say  that  public  opinion  in  the  present 
day  reciiiires  some  further  security.  The 
question  is  in  whont  shall  the  power  of . 
restriction  be  Tested  ?  By  some  it  is 
thought  that  it  ought  to  be  in  the  will 
of  the  resident  rate-payers,  as  is  shown 
by  the  current  of  the  present  debate, 
liere  axe  others  who  would  like  it  re- 
posed is  the  magistrates,  and 
fest  that  the  power  of  restriction  should 
e  exercised  by  a  body  specially  elected 
for  the  purpose.  On  tliese  different  riews 
I  will  not  now  express  an  opinion ;  but 
I  do  not  hesitate  to  confess  that  I  think 
there  is  some  reason  in  the  deipand  that 
I  the  number  of  public-houaeB  in  a  district 
k  ihoflltt  b6  unilormljl 
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must,  however,  be  borne  in  mind  that 
when  Mr.  Titus  Salt  refused  to  allow — 
having  complete  command  of  the  dis- 
trict—any public-houses  in  the  neigh- 
bourhood of  his  own  residence  and  pro- 
perty, he  at  the  same  time  provided 
other  means  of  recreaticm  of  a  more  in- 
nocent character  for  the  people,  and  in 
this  is  to  be  found  the  source  of  thmr 
content.  Toil  will  never,  I  feel  per- 
suaded, succeed  in  abolishing  drunken- 
ness unless  you  can  provide  a  good  sub- 
stitute for  public-houses  in  the  ehape  of 
places  where  the  people  can  have  free 


access  for  the 


purpose 


of  innocent 


enjoy- 
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,ve  been  afjted 
©"{government. 


'     wneiher,  on  the  part 

I  will  undertake  to  deal  with  this  great 
question?  I  believe  it  is  the  honest  and 
fixed  determination  of  the  GnvumTtmtit 
io  take  up  the  matter  in  the  next  Bession,; 
ana  i  will  go  oeyond  tJiis  and  tell  the 
House  that  when  the  Government  deal 
with  it,  it  will  be  in  an  efficient  manner. 
I  do  not  say  that  a  measure  will  be  pro- 
posed Uke  my  hon.  Friend's,  which  will 
at  once  deprive  some  portion  of  the 
people  of  their  innocent  enjoyments,  and 
even  the  ^)wner8  of  public-hous^  of 
tiieir  property.  8uoh  a  measure  the 
Government  consider  unnecessary  and 
unjust ;  because,  alUiough  the  adioitted 
evUB  of  drunkenness  are  great,  it  is  im- 
possible to  deny  that  public-houses  flir- 
nish  to  the  people  the  means  of  social 
enjoyment  and  comfort.  It  is  not  true 
that  the  majority  of  the  people  who  en- 
ter public-houses  do  so  for  mischievous 
purposes,  but  numbers  use  them  only  in 
a  proper  manner.  My  hon.  Friend  has 
told  ua,  as  an  ai^ument  in  support  of 
his  Bill,  that  in  certain  districts  2>eople 
are  perfectly  satisfied  to  have  no  public- 
houses  at  aU,  and  he  drew  our  particular 
attention  to  the  case  of  Saltaire.  It 
JTr.  Bmee 


ment.  My  objection  to  the  Bill  of  the 
hon.  Baronet  is  that  it  is  calculated  not 
only  to  cause  a  great  deal  of  disturbance 
in  many  parts  of  the  country,  but  must 
almost  inevitably  be  productive  of  riots. 
There  are  probably  no  better  educated 
places  than  the  States  of  New  England, 
and  when  we  find  that  there  objections 
are  raised  against  the  prohibitien  of  the 
sale  of  spirits,  what  may  we  not  expect 
to  result  from  the  enactment  of  such  a 
measure  as  that  proposed  by  the  hon. 
Baronet  in  the  populous  towns  of  Eng- 
land, where  there  are  such  lai^  masses 
of  ignorant  people,  whose  whole  plea- 
sure appears  to  arise  from  sensuous  en- 
Sfments  ?  It  is  proposed  by  the  hon. 
ember  tliat  a  majority  of  two-thirds  of 
the  rate-payers  of  a  district  shall  be  at 
liberty  to  put  the  Bill  in  operation,  but 
in  this  proportion  he  ignores  a  large 
proportion  of  those  who  are  most  inte- 
rested in  the  matter.  Two-thirds  of  the 
rate-payers  leave  much  more  than  one- 
third  of  the  population  on  the  other  side ; 
or,  the  more  important  part  of  the  popu- 
lation, as  r^aroB  tMs  matter,  because  it 
is  made  up  to  a  laive  extent  of  those 
who  live  in  aU  the  <uecomfort  of  lodg* 
ings.  If  the  hxigers,  and  the  other  olassea 
who  are  not  ratmayers,  are  considered, 
there  will  probably  be  a  considerable 
majority  of  the  population  found  to  be 
of  tiie  opposite  way  of  thinking  to  those 
who  wish  to  close  public-houses.  My 
hon.  Friend  says  that  he  would  leave  the 
matter  to  be  decided  by  the  majority  of 
the  population ;  but,  as  I  have  just  sud, 
the  question  would  reaUy  be  decided  by 
those  least  interested — interested,  that 
),  only  as  far  as  regards  peace  and 
order — and  careless  how  far  the  humbler 
classes  of  society  are  deprived  of  their 
pleasure.  I  do  not  think  it  is  the  duty 
of  the  Qovemment  to  deprive  the  popu- 
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latioQ  of  the  eonrcs  of  a  great  deal  of 
oomfbrt  and  iimooent  enjoymeat,  to  pre- 
Tsnt  dmnkeimeH  and  disorder  amongst 
ft  anall  Beotion.  At  tlie  same  time  thej 
are  boojid  to  remove,  as  far  as  the;  can, 
the  causea  of  crime  and  gross  self-indiil- 
Kenoe.  One  Kreat  meana  of  remedying 
ttiese  evils  wm  be  to  prohibit  the  traffic 
in  liquors  daring  the  late  hours  of  the 
night.  I  have  thus  marked  ont  the 
oouTse  trhioh  I  think  ought  to  be  pur- 
mted  to  settle  the  question.  I  trust, 
therefore,  that  the  House  will  agree  with 
mo  "^."Pffffffiftg  the  secwma  rea(uny~of 


tlua  uili.  a  conrae  which  1  should  be  re- 
luctant to  take,   were  1  not    prepareA 


..  Ji  not  be  felt  by  the  gr^t  niaas  of  the 
people  to  be  an  interference  with  their 
rights  and  comforts.  The  Legislature 
showiiw  itself  willing  to  take  the  matter 
in  hand,  I  am  satisfied  that  the  people 
of  tJiis  oounby  will  be  content  with  a 
measure  &r  less  sweeping  in  its  opera- 
tion, and  less  nnjust  to  the  interests  of  a 
lai^  class  than  that  now  proposed  by 
the  hon.  Baronet. 

Mr.  graves,  on  the  part  of  his 
couBtitnency,  offered  his  thanks  to  the 
right  hon.  Oentleman  the  Secretary  of 
State  for  the  Home  Department  for  the 
ictimalion  he  had  given  of  the  intentions 
of  the  Government  on  this  subject  next 
Seesion.  Three  years  ago  ne  (Mr. 
Orayes)  introdneed  a  measure  to  remedy 
the  ovils  oonmlained  of,  but  although  it 
was  backed  by  no  less  than  88,000  per- 
sons in  Liverpool  alone  who  petitioned 
in  itA  favour,  he  withdrew  the  Bill  in 
deference  to  the  wish  of  the  then  Gk>vem- 
ment,  and  to  tiie  pledge  that  they  gave 
him  that  they  would  themselves  grapple 
with  the  qneetion.  It  appeared  to  lum 
to  be  fatSe  for  any  private  Member  to 
attempt  to  legislate  on  ihia  subject, 
which  should  be  left  in  the  hands  of  the 
Oovemment.  As  the  Qovemment  had 
now  assumed  the  responsibility  of  deal- 
ing with  the  evils  complained  of,  he 
thought  that  a  pereeverauce  with  the 
present  measure  could  do  no  good,  but, 
on  the  contrary,  that  it  would  have  the 
effect  of  impeding  the  intended  action  of 
the  Ooverament.  Under  these  oircum- 
stances,  therefore,  he  hoped  the  hon. 
Baronet  (Sir  Wilfrid  Lawson)  would  at 
onoe  MB  the  propriety  and  the  wisdom 
of  withdrawing  the  measure.    In  the 


event  of  such  a  course  not  being  adopted, 
he  hoped  the  House  would  reject  the 
Bill,  oa  the  ground  that  nothii^  could 
be  more  embairasaing  to  the  Qovem- 
ment and  the  question  than  the  reading 
the  Bill  for  a  second  time. 

Ma.  M'LA£EN  said,  he  could  not 
oonsdentiouBly  vote  for  the  BUI  passing 
in  its  present  shape,   though  he  oom- 


be  right  to  give  to  two-thirds  of  the  in- 
habitants of  a  pariah  the  power  of  put- 
ting down  all  hoensed  houses  in  that 
particular  locality.  With  this  exception, 
he  was  prepared  to  go  almost  any  length 
to  mitigate  the  evils  of  intemperance. 
As  to  new  licensee,  he  could  not  ima- 
^e  any  reasonable  objection  to  giv- 
ing the  inhabitants  a  veto  upon  them. 
If  a  public-house  was  established  in  a 
new  locality,  the  rent  of  the  hoose  in- 
creased probably  50  per  oent,  but  what 
was  the  effect  upon  the  property  sur- 
rounding and  adjoining  it?  Why,itwas 
depreciated  to  the  same  or  a  greater 
amount ;  and,  therefore,  why  should  one 
proprietor,  who  cared  nothing  about  the 
interests  of  his  neiehbours,  but  was  bent 
upon  one  object — me  love  of  money — be 
permitted,  for  his  own  personal  aggran- 
dizement, to  injure  the  property  of 
others  ?  If  one  proprietor  had  flue  right 
thus  to  injure  his  neighbours,  vhy 
should  not  another  be  permitted  to  con- 
vert his  house  into  a  manufactory  of 
fireworks,  to  the  injuiy  and  danger  of 
the  surrounding  property?  By  com- 
paring the  number  of  pubhc-houses  in 
certain  large  towbs  wi&  that  in  other 
large  towns,  the  Home  Secretary  might 
ascertain  what  number  of  public-houses 
were  really  sufficient  for  a  given  papula- 
tion, and  Parliament  fix  a  limit  accord- 
ingly. He  was  not  in  fovour  of  depriv 
ing  parties  of  licenses  in  a  wholesale 
way ;  but  vacancies  would  arise  in  more 
ways  than  one.  Such  licensed  houses  as 
had  been  convicted  more  than  once  he 
would  deprive  of  the  license.  Again,  in 
case  of  the  death  of  the  owner  of  a 
licensed  house,  he  held  that  the  license 
should  not  be  renewed  if  there  were  a 
reasonable  number  of  licensed  houses 
alreftdy  in  existence.  One  of  the  master 
evils,  however,  was  the  means  taken  pri- 
vately to  induce  ma^;istrateB  to  grant 
licenses.  In  his  opim<m  it  was  as  im- 
moral for  magistrates  to  act  on  private 
solicitations   as   it  would   be  for   the 
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Judges  of  the  Court  of  Queen's  Bench 
to  listen  to  private  solicitations  with  re- 
gard to  decisions  they  should  give  on  the 
case  before  them.  He  was  of  opinion 
that  the  body  intrusted  with  the  grant- 
ing of  licensos  was  much  too  large,  and 
that  a  committee,  consisting  of,  perhaps, 
one-third  of  that  body  should  be  ap- 
pointed to  deal  with  ^e  question  of  h- 
censes.  Further,  he  should  recommend 
that  each  member  of  the  committee 
should  sign  a  declaration  that  he  would 
not  hear  any  eolicitationB  privately  ae  to 
the  granting  of  a  licence,  but  that  eveir- 
thing  connected  with  them  should  take 
place  in  open  court.  If  such  arrange- 
ments were  made,  he  had  no  doubt  it 
would  work  most  satisfactorily,  and  that 
it  would,  in  a  great  measure,  stop  an  evil 
which  was  now  so  loudly  complained  of. 
It  was  said  that  the  poorer  classes  would 
be  injured  if  legielatton  of  this  kind  were 
passed,  but  he  behoved  that  those  were 
the  very  persons  who  would  be  most 
benefited  by  such  legislatioa,  and  none, 
he  felt  quite  certain,  would  be  more 
ready  to  express  their  gratitude  than 
the  poor ;  for  they  were  now  pressing 
for  such  legislation. 

Mr.  BATHBONE  said,  that  one  of 
the  great  matters  that  the  General  Elec- 
tion made  all  who  took  part  in  the  ex- 
citing contest  acquainted  with  was  the 
deep  and  settled  feeling  which  the  better 
portion  of  the  working  classes  took  in 
the  subject  now  under  discussion ;  and 
all  persons  brought  into  contact  with  the 
mimeters  of  religion,  Scripture  readers, 
and  missionaries  who  worked  in  popu- 
lous districts,  must  kifow  that  they  had 
become  almost  fanatics  with  r^ard  to 
it,  Hifl  own  experience  of  hospitals  and 
workhouses  would  have  made  hiTn  a  fana- 
tic also,  if  he  could  believe  that  the  mea- 
sure of  the  hon.  Baronet  (Sir  Wilfrid 
Lawson)  would  fully  cany  out  its  pur- 
pose. The  present  Government  were 
not  only  strong  in  the  majority  they  had 
in  that  House,  but  also  in  the  sympa- 
thies of  the  working  classes,  and  in  the 
belief  which  the  working  classes  enter- 
tained that  the  leading  members  «f 
the  Administration  sympathized  strongly 
with  their  interests  and  wishes.  He 
hoped,  therefore,  that  on  the  veryCret 
day  of  the  next  Session  the  Gtivem- 
ment  would  lay  on  the  table  a  mea- 
sure which  would  settle  the  question 
for  many  years  to  come,  and  that  would 
be  for  better  and  more  satisfactory  to  all 
Mr.  WLarm 


parties  than  the  course  proposed  by  the 
hon.  Baronet.  The  experience  of  America 
showed  that  any  measure  very  much  in 
advance  of  the  f^l™^  "^  ^^  people 
would  be  a  failure.  !nie  supporters  of 
this  Bill  allied  that  it  would  never  be 
in  advance  of  the  feelings  of  the  people, 
because  it  was  the  people  themselves 
who  would  have  the  decision  in  their 
own  hands.  But  he  believed  it  would 
not  now  be  adopted  by  any  large  num- 
ber of  places;  and  what  they  wanted 
was  legislation  which  should  cope  with 
an  evil  too  pressing  to  be  allowed  to  go 
unchecked.  In  Liverpool  they  caiid 
more  for  putting  an  end  to  the  evil  than 
for  hushing  it  up,  and  they  had  a  regu- 
lation that  anyone  taken  up  for  drunken- 
ness must  be  brought  before  a  magis- 
trates before  he  could  be  dischaived. 
But  it  appeared  from  a  report  of  a  dtief 
constable  in  one  of  the  largest  towns  in 
Scotland  that  no  fewer  than  22,265  per- 
sons were  taken  into  custody  in  that 
town  who  were  dischai^d  by  tiie  pohce, 
without  being  brought  before  the  ma* 
gistrate,  and  whose  names  had  not  ap- 
peared in  the  statistics  on  that  subject 
If  they  had  that  town  would  have  taken 
precedence  of  Ijverpool  in  the  matter  of 
drunkenness.  He  believed  that  the 
majority  of  people  out-of-doors  and  the 
majority  of  hon.  Members  were  of  opi- 
nion that  some  modification  was  re- 
quired in  the  power  now  in  the  hands 
of  the  magistrates  as  to  the  granting  of 
licenses.  It  might  be  very  well  to  leave 
in  the  hands  of  the  magistrates  the 
power  of  deciding  as  to  Uie  character 
of  a  man  or  a  house,  but  to  leave  in 
their  hands  the  power  of  deciding  how 
many  hcenses  were  suf&cient  for  a 
neighbourhood  was  injudicious,  and  cast 
upon  them  an  odious  responsibility.  He 
therefore  hoped  that  in  the  measure 
promised  by  me  Government  they  would 
not  omit  to  take  that  matter  into  their 
consideration. 

Mb.  D.  DALRYMPLE  siud,  he  was 
anxious  to  answer  the  challenge  that 
had  been  thrown  out  to  him — namely, 
to  state  his  intentions  when  he  proposed 
to  move  an  Amendment  to  refer  the  Bill 
to  a  Select  Committee.  If  anvthing 
were  wanting  to  prove  the  policy  irf 
this  course  he  should  find  it  in  the 
speeches  made  that  day,  in  which  it  was 
generally  admitted  that  the  question 
was  beset  with  dlfficultiea,  and  that  it 
demanded  much  more  consideration  be- 
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fore  any  legiislatioQ  likely  to  cure  the 
evil  could  be  entered  upon.  Not  one 
gf  tlie  Members  wbo  had  addressed  the 
Houee  on  the  eubject  had  expressed 
entire  approval  of  the  measure.  Before 
the  commencement  of  the  present  Ses- 
sioQ  the  bon.  Baronet  would  remember 
that  he  had  made  an  offer  to  leave  the 
matter  in  his  more  able  hands,  provided 
he  would  consent  to  refer  the  Bill  to  a 
Select  Committee ;  but  his  offer  was  de- 
clined ;  and  he  hereupon  gave  notice 
of  his  Amendment.  It  would  require  to 
be  shown  before  a  Committ«e  that  there 
were  no  other  remedies  but  such  as  this 
extreme  measure  afforded  effectual  to 
put  down  drunkenness,  and  that  such 
influences  as  relinon  and  education, 
■which  had  such  a  beneficial  effect  upon 
tlie  upper  classes,  would  not  in  time 
similarly  affect  the  lower.  To  show  that 
he  was  not  opposed  to  the  object  which 
the  bon.  Baronet  had  in  view,  he  would 
follow  him  into  the  Lobby  should  he  go 
to  a  division.  It  should  not,  however, 
be  foi^tt«n  that  the  Wise  man — though, 
by  the  way,  he  was  not  exactly  wise  in 
everything — who  had  said  "Wine  is  a 
mocker,  strong  drink  is  raging"  had 
also  said — 
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itrong  drink  onto  h[m  th&t  is  reidj  to 
la  auto  tboae  that  b«  of  brai   ' 
and  forgst  hl>  ponrij,  and 


Kiib,  aDdwioa  noto  tboae  thatb«  of  b»T;  heart, 
him  drink  and  forgst  big  ponrij,  and  rvmein 
ber  bit  miiery  no  mora." — [Pnverbi  xzii.,  6-7,] 


SiH  GEORGE  GEET  said,  he  had  to 
appeal  to  the  hon.  Baronet  (Sir  Wil&id 
liawson)  with  whom  he  entirely  sym- 
pathized in  the  general  obje*^  be  bad  in 
view,  not  to  press  the  House  to  a  divi- 
sion after  the  debate  that  had  taken 
Slace.  He  could  not  give  his  support  to 
IB  Bill,  and  after  that  long  and,  he 
might  add,  fruitful  discussion,  he  hoped 
he  would  consult  that  which  appesired 
to  be  the  general  wish  of  the  House — 
namely,  withdraw  the  Bill ;  more  espe- 
cially as  he  hod  received  the  assurance  of 
tbe  right  hon.  CFentleman  the  Secretary 
for  the  Home  Department  that  the  Oo- 
venmient  intend  next  Session  to  take  up 
the  question  of  tbe  licensing  system. 
Although  the  speech  of  tbe  bon.  Baronet 
was  characterized  by  great  ability  and 
moderation,  it  had  failed  to  remove  the 
objections  he  entertained  to  tbe  mea- 
sure. He  appealed  to  the  House  whe- 
ther the  whole   of  the  hon.  Baronet's 


nesa  was  the  great  cause  of  crime  and 


pauperism;  and  he  (Sir  George  Grey) 
could  say  he  only  differed  with  the  hon. 
Baronet  on  that  point  as  to  a  single 
word,  because  he  could  only  admit  it 
to  be  a  source  and  not  the  source  of 
pauperism  and  crime.  They  were  all 
agreed  that  drunkenness  was  a  great 
evil  and  productive  of  much  crime ;  but, 
having  listened  to  the  whole  of  the  de- 
bate, he  had  gathered  that  the  rainion 
of  the  House  was  not  ui  favour  of  abso- 
lute prohibition,  and  was  not  inclined  to 
sanction  the  principle  of  this  Bill,  al- 
though it  was.not  averse  to  some  great 
change  being  made  in  the  licensing  sys- 
tem— a  task  the  Qovenmient  ha!d  an- 
notmced  its  intention  of  taking  up.  He 
agreed  with  his  right  hon.  Friend  that 
the  recent  alteration  in  our  represen- 
tative system  offered  greater  iacilities 
than  existed  at  any  time  that  he  re- 
membered for  dealing  with  this  ques- 
tion ;  but  what  possible  advantage  could 
be  gained  by  inducing  a  number  of 
Genflemen,  who,  if  he  was  not  mistaken, 
would  be  in  a  considerable  minority,  to 
pledge  themselves  to  Ihe  principle  of 
absolute  prohibition,  and  thereby  fetter 
them  in  the  impartial  consideration  of 
the  question  when  it  should  come  in 
another  shape  before  the  House  P  Tha 
hon.  Baronet  had  done  good  service  in 
bringing  the  question  forward ;  it  stood 
now  in  a  more  favourable  position  than 
ever  it  did  before;  but  all  who  had 
spoken  in  ftivour  of  the  second  reading, 
except  one,  had  differed  &om  him  m 
some  important  particular.  He  trusted 
the  hon.  Baronet  would  see  the  expedi- 
ency of  adopting  tbe  suggestion  that 
bad  been  thrown  out ;  and  as  no  advan- 
tage could  by  any  possibility  accrue 
&om  dividing  tbe  House,  he  hoped  he 
would  re&ain  &om  doing  so,  and  rest 
satisfied  with  the  declaration  he  had 
elicited  from  the  GFovemment. 

Sis  WILFEID  LAWSON,  in  reply, 
said,  he  did  not  in  the  slightest  degree 
imder-rato  the  importance  of  the  an- 
nouncement of  the  Home  Secretary, 
who,  if  he  understood  him  correctly, 
TOomised  that  in  the  meftsure  to 
TOggght  forward  by  the  Uovemment' 


fBe"eoinniBfllilHHBTlt  of  next  Besaion.  vei 
probably,  a  power  would  be  mselted  l 
the  Bill  giving  the  inhabitante  the  right 
to  object  to  an  extension  of  bcensing  in 
the  opening  of  new  public-houses. 

Mb.  BEirCE  said,  what  he  meant  to 
convey  was  that  it  would  be  necessary 
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to  consider  what  reBtriotiona  miffbt,  or 
might  not,  with  safety,  be  adopted. 
That,  of  comae,  would  E^ord  matter  for 
the  moat  amtioue  consideratioiL. 

Sm  'WTLFEID  LAWSON  eaid.  that 
was  not  the  ecope  of  the  Bill  he  had  sub- 
mitted to  the  Houee.  The  new  housea 
had  done  nobody  any  harm  yet  j  the  old 
ones  had.  He  could  not  but  thank  his 
rip^bt  hon,  Friend  for  the  manner  in 
which  he  had  spoken  of  the  evils  of 
dninhenneas  in  the  beginning  of  hie 
^ech;  but  he  aeemed  to  tbuk  there 
was  a  difGculty  in  giving  to  the  rate- 
payers the  power  of  prohibition,  as  the 
larger  number,  who  were  not  rate-payers 
might  differ  in  opinion  and  desire  to 
have  the  public-houses.  He  (Sir  Wilfrid. 
LawBon)  should  be  very  glad  to  have  a 
wider  franchise,  but  he  must  take  things 
as  he  found  them,  and,  at  any  rate,  was 
the  decision  of  the  rate-payers  more  op- 
pressive than  the  casting  vote  of  one  ma- 
gistrate P  His  right  hon.  Friend  bad  ap- 
pealed to  him  to  withdraw  the  BiU ;  he 
was  fully  aware  of  the  good  intentions 
of  his  right  hon.  Friend,  but  thev  all 
knew  how  many  subjects  would  have 
to  be  dealt  with  during  next  Session, 
and  the  House  would  foi^ve  him  for 
saying  there  might  be  a  slip  between 
the  cup  and  lip,  and  such  an  important 
measure  even  as  that  might  be  pushed 
out  of  the  way.  Ho  did  not  think  he 
should  be  doin^  bis  duty  to  those  who 
took  such  an  mtereet  in  the  matter  if 
he  were  not  to  ask  the  House  to  divide 
upon  the  principle  of  the  measure.  All 
he  desired  was  that  they  should  decide 
on  the  pnnciple  of  the  Bill,  which  was, 
that  licenses  for  public-houses  and  beer- 
shops  should  not  be  granted  to  those 
localitiee  where  there  was  a  majority 
of  two-thirds  of  the  ratepayers  and  a 
strong  public  feeling  against  them. 

Question  put,  "  Thai  the  word  '  now ' 
stand  port  of  the  Question." 

The  House  dieided : — Ayes  87 ;  Noes 
193:  Majority  106. 


Main  Question,  as  amended,  put,  i 
ugretd  to. 


Bill^f  off  for  dx  months. 


COUNTT  COURTS  BlLI^-[Bni.  9.] 
(Jfr.  Norviood,  Mr.  Akroyd.  Mr.  JfimdaUo.) 

SECOHt)  BBUUNO. 

Order  for  Second  Reading  read. 

Me.  NOEWOOD,  in  moving  that  the 
Bill  be  sow  read  a  second  time,  said, 
its  object  was  to  enable  a  creditor  living 
more  than  twenty  miles  from  his  debtor 
to  bring  an  action  in  the  court  of  the 
district  where  such  creditor  resides,  and 
thus  to  obviate  a  considerable  hardahhi 
which  had  been  inflicted  upon  plainti^ 
bytheCountyCourtsActof  1867.  Before 
the  passing  of  that  Act  plainti£&  hod  a 
right  to  bring  tbeir  action  in  a  superior 
court,  but  they  were  now  compelled  to 
bring  any  action  for  a  sum  less  than 
£50  in  the  County  Court  of  the  district 
in  which  the  defendant  resides.  This 
caused  great  inconvenience.  In  by  far 
the  great  majority  of  cases  there  is  no  de- 
fence to  the  action,  and  plaintLffis  found 
when  they  had  traveUed  1 00  or  200  miles 
to  prove  the  debt,  that  they  lost  their 
expenses  and  their  time  unnecessarily. 
An  objection  had  been  taken  by  the 
hon.  Baronet  the  Member  for  Beading 
(Sir  Francis  Ooldsmid)  to  the  BiU,  when 
it  was  last  before  the  House,  that  it 
might  work  injustice  to  defendaJits ;  and 
in  order  to  meet  that  objection  he  had 
drawn  up  a  proviso  which,  when  the 
Bill  was  in  Committee,  he  would  move. 
It  was  to  the  effect  that  if  the  defendant 
in  any  action  shall  moke  an  affidavit 
that  he  has  a  good  defence,  and  shall 
give  reasonable  security  for  costs,  the 
registrar  of  the  court  may  make  an 
order  transferring  the  cause  to  the  County 
Court  of  the  district  which  the  defendant 


Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
"That  the  Bill  be  now  read  a  second 
time." — {Mr.  Nbrteood.) 

8m  FRANCIS  GOLDSMID  said,  he 
was  gf  opinion  that  it  would  be  quite 
sufficient  for  all  purposes  that  tha  de- 
fendant should  make  an  affidavit  that 
he  had  a  good  defence  without  requiring 
him  to  give  security  for  costs.  As  notice 
of  the  clause  bad  been  given  only  last 
night,  perhaps  the  best  course  to  be 
taken  would  be  to  allow  the  Bill  to  he 
read  a  second  time ;  and  before  it  should 
go  into  Conmiittee  ample  opportunity 
diould  be  given  to  the  Attorney  General 
to  consider  whether  the  proposal  of  the 
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bon.  GenUeman  wae  sufficient  to  protect 
defendants  agaioat  rezatioua  actions. 

Us.  MlmDELLA.  said,  he  thooglit 
that  the  measure  was  much  misuuder- 
stood.  InTSpercentofthecasesinwhich 
a  creditor  in  London  sued  a  debtor  in  tLe 
countiythe  debtor  had  no  defence.  The 
plaintm  was  now  required  to  send  his 
agents  or  his  clerks  to  a  distance  to  prove 
the  debt ;  and  after  he  bad  incurred  con- 
uderable  expense  indoing  that  the  result 
was  that  the  defendant  put  in  no  ap- 
pearance ;  and  in  addition  to  the  one 
bad  debt  for  the  sale  of  the  goods  ano- 
ther bad  debt  was  made  in  the  loss  oj 
expenses.  That  system  operated  as  much 
against  the  interest  of  ute  small  trader 
and  purchaser,  by  stopple  of  credit,  as 
against  that  of  the  lai^  dealer.  In  one 
instance  the  cost  of  obtaining  a  judg- 
ment for  a  debt  of  £  U  1 4<.  7i.  amounted 
to  £19  4«.  7d.,  that  lai^  expense  being 
occasioned,  to  a  great  extent,  by  the  ne- 
cesfflly  for  sereru  of  the  plaintiff's  wit- 
nesses to  travel  a  long  distance.  Some 
of  the  lai^ieet  London  merchants  aban- 
doned debts  of  £5,  £10,  and  £20  due 
to  them  because  they  could  not  go  or 
send  their  clerks  so  far  to  prove  ttiem. 
It  was  absurd  to  suppose  that  great 
merchants  were  desirous  of  suing  men 
in  the  country  for  debts  that  were  not 
justly  due;  and  the  clause  providing 
that  the  defendant  might  make  an  affi- 
davit that  he  had  a  good  deEence  and 
should  give  security  for  costs  would  be 
sufficient  to  protect  bim  from  hardship. 
If  the  defendant  had  a  good  defence  toe 
plaintiff  would  of  course  pay  all  the 
costs.  Nearly  every  Chamber  of  Com- 
merce in  England  was  in  favour  of  the 
Bill,  and  he  hoped  it  would  now  be  read 
the  second  time. 

Me.  G.  GEEQOET  was  understood 
to  aay  that  to  compel  the  debtor  to  give 
security  was  objectionable,  and  his  simple 
declaration  that  he  bad  a  good  defence 
ought  to  relieve  bim  &om  the  necessity 
of  going  a  great  distance  &om  bis  home 
to  resist  what  might  be  an  unjust  demand. 

Me.  penman  said,  he  would  sup- 
port the  second  reading,  in  order  that 
die  Bill  might  be  carerally  watched  and 
amended  in  Committee.  Whether  it 
would  be  a  good  or  a  bad  Bill  would 
depend  upon  how  it  was  shaped  in  Com- 
mittee. There  were  cases  m  which  it 
was  now  a  hardship  for  the  plaintiff  to  | 
have  to  follow  the  defendant  all  over  the  | 
country ;   and,   on  the  other  hand,   it 
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would  be  a  conaideTable  hardship  on 
the  defendant — who  was  generally  the 
poorer  party  of  the  two — to  be  obliged 
to  fight  his  case  in  a  court  a  long  way 
from  hie  own  home.  He  understood  his 
hon.  Friend  who  had  the  diai^  of  this 
Bill  was  prepared  to  consider  any  Amend- 
ments which  might  have  due  regard  to 
the  justice  of  each  case. 

Mr.  COLLINS  said,  he  thought  the 
measure,  as  it  stood,  ought  not  to  pass. 
Whether  it  could  be  so  ^tered  in  Com- 
mittee, as  to  remove  the  objections  to 
which  it  was  hable,  was  another  matter. 
A  mere  affidavit,  in  the  simplest  form, 
that  the  defendant  believed  he  had  a 
good  defence  was  all  that  was  required. 
Without  opposing  the  second  reading, 
he  hoped  Oie  hon.  Member  for  H<ul 
(Mr.  Norwood)  would  be  very  careful  in 
introducing  such  Amendments  in  Com- 
mittee as  would,  in  fact,  make  the  Bill 
a  different  Bill  from  the  one  now  before 

Mb.  M'MAHON  Bwd,  be  thought  it 
doubtful,  whether  they  ought  really  to 
agree  to  the  second  reading.  The  third 
and  fourth  clauses  of  the  Bill  were  in 
themselves  pernicious.  The  Summary 
Procedure  Act  went  altogether  on  a 
wrong  foundation,  giving  a  preference 
to  promissory  notes  and  Bills  of  Ex- 
change which  it  did  not  give  to  docu- 
ments of  greater  weight — that  was,  un- 
der seal ;  and  there  was  no  reason  why 
such  a  power  should  be  extended  to 
County  Courts,  and  to  all  sums  under 
£5,  not  payable  by  instalments.  It 
might  be  all  very  well  that  the  great 
London  merchants  should  be  able  to 
drag  their  debtors  &om  Northumber- 
land, Cornwall,  or  Wales ;  but  such  a 
power  might  be  abused  by  spitefiil  cre- 
ditors, or  by  persons  who  were  not  mer- 
diants  or  traders  at  all.  The  quevtion 
was  one  that  ought  to  be  taken  up  by 
Government. 

Mr.  MUNTZ  said,  he  did  not  see  the 
necessity  of  troubling  the  Government 
to  take  charge  of  the  measure.  There 
was  need  of  such  a  Bill ;  as,  at  present, 
traders  were  in  the  habit  of  ordering 
^oods  to  a  small  amount  by  letter,  and 
in  some  cases  they  did  not  pay,  relying 
on  the  wholesale  dealer  not  tbiak'Tig  it 
worth  his  while  to  travel  a  long  distance 
to  prove  the  debt.  Great  complaints 
bad  been  made  of  the  large  expenses 
incurred  in  obtaining  redress  m  the 
CouB^  Courts ;  aiid  he  thought,  as  the 
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h<m.  Uember  for  Beading  (Sir  Francis 
QoIdBmid)  had  promised  to  move  an 
AmendmeTit  in  Committee  to  meet  tlie 
case,  the  Bill  ought  to  be  read  a  second 

Me.  M.  chambers  said,  he  thought 
if  the  Bill  was  really  required,  it  ought 
to  he  introduced  by  some  Member  of  the 
Oovemment.  Its  principle  was  that  the 
great  traders  were  to  have  a  certaiii  pri- 
vilege, while  the  small  traders,  who 
lived  at  a  distance,  were  to  be  put  in  a 
different  position;  and  to  thatne  alto- 
gether objected.  In  a  busy  Session  lite 
"•--    ought  the  House  to  read  "    — 
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fessedly  imperfect  measure  the  second 
time,  and  assent  to  go  into  Committee, 
to  do  what  the  tamers  of  the  measure 
ought  to  have  done  for  themaelves  ? 

Me.  8TAPLET0N  said,  when  the  Bill 
was  first  discussed,  some  time  ago,  it 
was  suggested  by  the  Attorney  General 
that  it  should  be  remodelled.  Its  author 
had  accordingly  proposed  to  amend  it; 
but  the  House  Imd  not  had  an  oppor- 
tunity of  seeing  and  examining  those 
Amendments.  It  should,  he  tno<^ht, 
now  be  withdrawn ;  and,  if  deemed  ne- 
cessary, be  afterwards  brought  in  on  the 
responsibility  of  the  Government.  In 
nnaefended  cases,  some  additional  pri- 
vilege might  he  given  to  creditors ;  out 
beyond  that  he  was  not  prepared  to  go. 
If  the  Becond  reading  were  agreed  to, 
certainly  the  Bill  ought  to  be  discussed 
when  the  Law  Officers  of  the  Crown 
were  present  on  the  Motion  for  going 
into  Committee. 

Mfi.  NORWOOD  explained  that  the 
Bill  was  confined  to  traders ;  and  whe- 
ther those  traders  wore  poor  or  rich, 
they  could  equally  avail  themselves 
its  provisions.  He  also  protested  against 
the  dictum  that  a  private  Member  was 
not  to  be  at  liberty  to  initiate  any  lagis- 
latioD  for  the  removal  of  any  proved  de- 
fect in  the  existing  law,  and  he  could 
not  see  that  he  was  bound  to  wait,  un- 
der all  circumstances,  for  the  attend- 
ance of  the  Law  Officers  of  the  Go- 
vernment. 

Me.  STAVELEY  HILT/  said,  he 
lieved  that  every  clause  of  the  Bill  bul 
the  5th  had  received  a  fatal  wound,  and 
even  that  solitary  exception  could  also 
be  shown  to  be  open  to  serious  objec- 
tion. Where  a  claim  in  the  County 
Courts  amounted  to  £5,  no  defence  could 
be  heard,  unless  six  clear  days'  notice 
were  given  of  an  intention  of  putting  in 

Mr.  Munh 


Private  BiUi. 
Li  many  cases  there  was  n 


OMortunity  of  giving  anoh  notice.  This 
Bill  would  aggravate  the  present  stat« 
of  things.  He  therefore  ^ppealed  to  the 
hon.  Member  for  HuU  (Mr.  Norwood) 
to  withdraw  the  measure,  and  eithOT 
bring  it  in  himself,  in  an  amended  form, 
or  leave  it  in  the  hands  of  tie  Govern- 
ment. 

SiB  GEORGE  JENKIN80N  swd, 
that,  unless  either  of  the  altomative 
courses  suggested  by  the  learned  Mem- 
ber who  spoke  last  were  adopted,  he 
would  move  that  the  Bill  be  read  the 
second  time  that  day  six  months. 

Debate  adfoumed  till  To-morrow. 


courrry    cockts    (abkiiulty    jxtbisdio 

TION)  act  (1B68)   AUBHDMERT  BILL. 

On  Motion  of  Mr,  NaHwaaD,  Bill  to  amaod 
"The  County  Courts  (A.dmira1tT  Jnriadisuon) 
Aot,  IBflS,"  and  to  giia  juriadiction  in  osnnln 
Maritime  Cauaei,  ordered  to  bs  brought  in  by  Mr. 
HoBwooD.  Mr.  QuDLiH,  >nd  Mr.  Owduih. 

Bill;?rMmtoif,sndra>dtheBnttinia.  [BillUl.J 


HOUSE    OP    LORDS, 
TTturtday,  I3th  Mag,  1869. 


MINUTES  J—  SiU  Ftrtt  in  Parliame«l—'l)M 
Earl  of  Hillaborough  aftgr  the  death  of  hit 
Father. 

Ftrauc  Bilu — Fint  Reading — Recordan'  Dapn* 

tiea*  (lOS) ;  New  Pariihea  and  Chnroh  Build* 


Third  Reading—CirH  Serrice  Peniioaa*  (63), 
aod  patted. 

Rogal  -ditnit— CoDiolidated  Pand  (£17,100,000) 
[S3  Vitt.  1.  8] ;  Salmon  Fiaheriea  (Ireland) 
[33  Via.  c.  9] ;  Colonial  PHaonara  Kemord 
[33  1^.0.10];  Merchant  Shipping  (Colonial), 
1889.  [33  Vi«.o.  11];  Naval  Storai  [33  Viet. 
e.  13]  :  Militia  [S3  Vict.  o.  13J. 


ParVATE  BILLS, 
standing  Order  No.  ITS.  aeot. 
(according  to  Order) ;  and  the  time  lor  deKMitinf 
Patitioni  praying  to  be  heard  againit  PriTats 
Bi!la,  whioh  vonld  otherwiM  expire  darlo(  the 
adjODmment  of  the  Honas,  eilMlded  to  the  Ant 
day  on  which  the  Hoom  ahall  ait  after  the  reoeM 
at  Whltmntide. 
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GOTERNHEKT  OF  INDIA  ACT  AMEND- 
MENT BiLt. 

{The  Dalct  of  Argyll.) 
(no,    94,)      EBPOBT. 

Amendment  rt^orted  (according  to 
Ordsr). 

The  Eapt-  of  ELLENBOEOUGH 
commented  on  the  impolicy  of  disturb- 
iOR  arrangements  in  important  affairs 
oiSy  a  few  years  after  tiiOBe  arrange- 
ments bad  been  made.  Now,  be  was 
not  aware  tbat  any  circumetanoee  bad 
arisen  wbicb  sbould  induce  the  Govern- 
ment to  bring  forward  this  measure, 
making  great  and  important  alt«ratione 
in  the  Government  of  India.  That  Go- 
remment  had  been  eatabtisbed  after 
BToat  deliberation  first  in  the  House  of 
Commons  and  afterwards  in  their  Lord- 
^ps'  House.  It  was  only  eleven  years 
since  that  great  measure  had  passed, 
and  he  had  not  beard  of  anything  that 
had  happened  since  that  time  &om  which 
it  could  be  inferred  that  the  system  Uien 
established  had  in  any  way  obstructed 
or  seriously  delayed  the  course  of  Public 
Business)  on  the  contrary,  he  bad  al- 
ways nnderetood  that  the  Council  of 
India  was  regarded  as  an  admirable 
vehicle  for  tbe  conduct  of  pubUc  affairs. 
He  could  see  no  reason  therefore  for 
this  important  change.  Tbe  great  ob- 
ject of  the  Act  of  1858  was  to  render  tbe 
members  of  the  Council  independent 
by  giving  them  a  tenure  of  their  of&ce 
for  life.  The  &amers  of  ttie  present 
Bill  seemed  to  have  a  fear  of  the  undue 
longevity  of  the  members  of  tbe  Council, 
ana  therefore  proposed  to  alter  the  life 
tenure  by  making  the  members  elective 
for  ten  years,  witE  power  of  re-election 
under  peculiar  circumstances  for  five 
years  more.  Now,  there  waa  no  doubt 
a  great  advantage  in  having  an  infusion 
of  fresh  blood  into  the  Council  of  India, 
as  well  as  in  other  institutions ;  but  be 
did  not  believe  tbat  would  be  gained  by 
riving  a  tenure  of  office  for  ten  years, 
for  in  this  case  an  appointment  for  ten 
years  must  be  much  the  same  as  an 
appointment  for  life.  Therefore,  the 
change  was  not,  as  far  as  be  could  see, 
accommnied  by  any  corresponding  bene- 
fit. He  did  not  understand  the  grounds 
on  which  tbe  noble  Duke  proposed  to 
make  these  great  alterations  in  the  Go- 
vernment of  India.  Alterations  made 
in  important  matters  in  rapid  succesdon 
must  tend  to  impair  tbe  confidence  of 


the  pnblic  in  the  legislative  wisdom  of 
Farbament.  It  seemed  to  him  as  if 
they  were  treating  the  gi^at  interests 
of  the  country  ae  children  treated  a 
house  of  cards.  Ko  sooner  was  a  system 
got  into  working  order  and  was  pro- 
moting the  public  good  than  a  Minister 
came  forwai^  to  suggest  great  and  ex- 
tensive alterations.  It  seemed  as  if  a 
Constitution  was  intended  for  nothing 
else  but  to  be  mended.  He  believed  this 
was  highly  prejudicial  to  the  public  in- 
terests. It  destroyed  confidence  in  public 
men ;  and  therefore  he  must  say  "  Not- 
content  "  to  the  meMure. 

The  Makquess  of  SALISBURY  said, 
the  professed  object  of  tbe  Bill  was  to 
provide  a  quicker  succesaion  of  Indian 
councillors,  and  he  concurred  in  the  de- 
sirability— India  being  in  a  condition  of 
such  rapid  change— of  having  councillors 
poesessed  of  recent  knowledge  of  the 
countiy.  He  proposed,  however,  that 
instead  of  effecting  tbat  object  by  the 
means  proposed  in  the  Bill — that  the 
Council  should  be  partly  elected  and 
partly  nominated  —  all  the  members 
should  be  nominated  directly  by  the 
Crown,  and  would  move  an  Amendment 
havine  that  effect.  This  su^^stion  he 
offered  on  tbe  second  reading,  but  the 
noble  Duke  did  not  appear  to  under- 
stand him,  his  reply  being  that  though 
be  could  work  with  a  smaller  Council 
he  saw  no  need  to  reduce  its  number. 
Now,  he  (the  Marmiess  of  Salisbury) 
did  not  himself  thiii  the  number  too 
large,  bearing  in  mind  that  much  of  the 
routine  work  must  be  done  by  them ; 
but  it  would  be  more  consistent  with  the 


appointed  by  the  Crown.  This  was  the 
opinion  of  Lord  Falmerston  and  of  Lord 
Derby  at  the  time  tbe  system  was  first 
proposed;  and  tbe  opinion  which  was 
ultimately  adopted,  that  a  portion  of  the 
Council  (Qiould  be  elected,  was  adopted 
only  for  tbe  sake  of  getting  rid  of  what 
was,  at  the  time,  a  great  political  diffj- 
culUr.  It  was  considered  highly  de- 
sirable that  a  change  so  important  in 
the  constitution  of  me  Council  of  India 
sbould  not  have  to  encounter  the  oppo- 
sition of  the  Directors  of  the  East  India 
Company,  and  to  get  rid  of  their  oppo- 
sition the  present  plan,  which  was  meir 
suggestion, was  adopted.  ButUiereaeon 
for  this  state  of  things  bod  long  passed 
away,  and  he  would  not  act  upon  the 
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opinion  originally  entertained  by  all  the 
Btateemen  of  the  day  if  be  would  not 
take  the  advice  of  tbe  late  Viceroy  of 
India  (Lord  Lawrenoe),  who  sat  batund 
him,  and  provide  in  tfiia  Bill  that  the 
Grown,  through  the  Secretary  of  State, 
ahonld  nominate  all  the  membere  of  tbe 
OounoO. 

Amendment  taocerf  to  omit  "elected 
or." — {^Tke  Mdrquesg  of  Saluhtrt/.) 

The  Duex  of  ARGYLL  said,  he 
agreed  with  tbe  noble  Earl  (the  Earl  of 
Mlenborougb)  titai  it  was  undesirable, 
unless  there  were  strong  reasons  for  it, 
to  mahe  extensive  changes  in  settlements 
of  important  queadona  effected  st  a  com- 
paratively recent  period.  On  this  ground 
alone  he  would  object  to  tbe  Amend- 
ment of  tho  noble  Marquess.  He  at- 
tached some  value,  moreover,  to  the  pro- 
vision that  part  of  the  Coundl  should  be 
elective  ramer  than  nominated  by  tbe 
Crown,  for  he  thought  the  elective  prin- 
ciple materially  contributed  to  the  im- 
portance of  the  office,  and  the  estimatios 
m  which  retired  Indians  held  it.  While 
not  desiring  to  increase  the  emoluments 
of  tbe  office,  the  Qovemment  were 
anxious  not  to  detract  &om  the  consi- 
deration in  which  it  was  held ;  for  dia- 
tinguished  men  were  often  indnced  to 
accept  it  on  that  account  rather  than  out 
of  regard  to  mere  pecuniary  considera- 
tions.  He  was  actuat«d  by  this  further 
argument — that  the  elections  by  the 
GouncU  had  hitherto  worked  extremely 
well,  as  was  shown  by  the  names  of  the 
genUemen  who  had  been  elected  by  the 
Council  during  the  last  ten  years.  Pass- 
ing by  those  members  who  were  elected 
by  the  old  Court  of  Directors,  who, 
though  dietinguished  men,  were,  of 
course,  elected  on  other  grounds,  he 
found  that  the  first  gentleman  elected 
was  Sir  Henry  Durand,  undoubtedly  one 
of  the  most  able  servants  of  tbe  Indian 
Government;  the  second  was  General 
Baker,  an  officer  who  had  rendered  the 
greatest  service,  as  he  was  sure  his  noble 
f'rieDd  behind  bim  (Viscount  Haliiax) 
would  give  evidence,  in  all  the  difficult 
questions  arising  out  of  the  amalgama- 
tion of  the  two  armies;  the  Uiird,  Sir 
Kobert  Montgomery,  one  of  the  moat 
distinguiebed  servants  of  the  East  India 
Company,  who  furnished  moat  valuable 
information  to  the  Secretary  of  State 
with  regard  to  matters  connected  with 
the  Funjaub  and  the  North- West  Fro- 
2R*  MarqtMt  of  Salitbwy 


vinces;  and  the  fourth,  Sir  Frederick 
Halliday,  who  was  Lieutenant  Governor 
of  Ben^I  during  the  Mutiny,  and  gave 
important  assistance  to  tbe  Viceroy. 
When  there  were  four  elections  succes- 
sively of  men  of  such  eminence,  he 
thought  they  might  safely  say  that  tbe 
system  of  election  by  tbe  Council  must 
he  working  well.  A  suggestion  had 
been  made  by  his  noble  Friend  (Lord 
Lyveden)  tiiat  persona  appointed  coun- 
cillors should  have  returned  from  India 
within  five  instead  of,  aa  at  present, 
within  ten  years.  Now,  suggestions 
of  this  kind  at  first  sight  appeared 
plausible;  but  under  euca  a  mle  Sir 
Frederick  Halliday  himself  would  have 
been  shut  out  horn  election,  be  having 
been  nine  years  home — so  that  the 
Council  would  lost  one  of  its  most  valu- 
able Members.  Tbe  Government  had 
fiilly  considered  the  question,  and,'  acting 
veiy  much  on  the  principle  laid  down  by 
his  noble  Friend,  that  no  adequate  rea- 
son could  be  shown  for  changing  the 
system,  they  had  decided  not  to  accept 
the  Amendment. 

LoKD  LYV£D£N  said,  that  the  Bill 
bad  imdeigone  no  discussion  in  Com- 
mittee, in  consequence  of  the  impatience 
of  tbe  Houee  to  proceed  to  an  exciting 
personal  and  party  question;  and  though 
there  was,  consequently,  the  mare  neces- 
sity for  conaidenng  it  fully  at  the  pre- 
sent stage,  he  feared  that  another  im- 
pending personal  question  would  ezer- 
ciae  tbe  same  untoward  inf  uence.  He 
hoped,  however,  that  the  noble  Marqueas 
would  press  his  Amendment,  for  Doth 
Lord  Falmerston  and  Lord  Derby  origi- 
nally proposed  to  place  all  the  appoint- 
ments in  me  hands  of  tbe  Crown,  and  the 
present  arrangement  was  only  adopted 
in  order  to  propitiate  the  East  Lidia 
Company  to  the  passage  of  the  Bill.  It 
was  no  answer  to  say  that  very  good 
men  had  hitherto  been  elected  by  the 
Council;  that  was  not  neceeearily  the 
result  of  self-election  which  led  to  an 
indecent  canvass  in  the  Council  itself. 
Men  equally  good,  if  not  better,  had 
been  appointed  by  the  Crown,  and  there 
was  no  reason  why  tbe  Crown  should  not 
nominate  in  this  as  in  other  oases.  He 
was  still  of  opinion  that  gentlemen  ap- 
pointed should  not  have  left  India  longer 
than  five  years,  for  things  were  changing 
so  rapidly  in  that  country  that  recent 
experience  and  information  were  highly 
essential.    In  his  opinion,  tbe  limitation 
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of  the  term  of  office  to  ton  jwxa  would 
be  a  decided  impTorement,  for  it  would 
secure  an  iufuaion  of  fresh  blood. 

Viscount  HALIFAX  aaid,  he  re- 
gretted that  the  Bill  had  passed  through 
Committee  ia  so  perfunctory  a  manner, 
owing  to  the  auxiety  of  their  Lordshipe 
to  proceed  to  a  personal  or  party  discus- 
sion,  and  hoped  it  would  now  be  dis- 
cussed with  due  attention  and  care.  He 
did  not  wish  to  exaggerate  the  ques- 
tion, whether  the  mombere  of  the 
Council  should  be  elected  or  appointed 
by  the  Crown,  into  undue  importance  ; 
for  hitherto  the  best  men  had  been  put 
into  the  Council,  however  appointed ; 
but  he  deprecated  any  measure  which 
would  dinunish  the  independence  and 
self-respect  of  that  body,  for  a  strong 
Council  might  be  of  great  service  to  a 
Secretazy  of  State  in  giving  him  the 
support  requisite  to  resist  the  pressure 
of  parties  in  this  oountiy — a  pressure 
not  always  applied  in  a  way  conduciTe  to 
the  hene£t  ot  the  people  of  India. 
had  no  feare  of  the  Council  becoming 
too  subservient,  but  he  was  jealous  for 
their  independence ;  for  during  his  own 
experience  as  Secretary  of  State,  he  re- 
membered several  questions  on  which 
English  interests  or  feelings  were,  to  a 
certain  extent,  opposed  to  Indian  inte- 
rests. With  regard,  for  instance,  to  the 
question  of  contracts  in  which  the  ryots 
of  Bengal  were  so  deeply  interested,  and 
by  which  their  welfare  might  be  so  vi- 
tally affected,  a  feeling  existed  in  this 
country  which,  had  it  been  acted  upon, 
might  have  led  to  the  most  serious  conse- 
quences. A  strong  Independent  Council 
was  of  great  value  on  that  occasion.  He 
agreed  in  the  desirabih^  of  obtaining, 
mim  time  to  time,  an  infusion  of  new 
blood,  for  things  in  India  were  changing 
so  rapidly  that  persons  who  had  long  left 
the  country  were,  as  a  rule,  of  less  ser- 
vice than  those  conversant  with  the  ex- 
isting state  of  things.  The  noble  Earl 
opposite  (the  Earl  of  Ellenborough)  was 
mistaken  in  Bupp<raing  that  a  ten  years' 
term  of  office  was  equivalent  to  appoint- 
ment for  life,  for  onW  one  gentleman  of 
those  placed  on  the  CounciTin  1868  had 
since  been  removed  by  death.  The 
shortening  of  the  period  of  absence  &om 
India  womd  unduly  fetter  the  choice  of 
the  Secretary  of  State  or  of  the  Council — 
and  it  must  be  remembered  that  there 
was  no  obligation  to  select  gentiemen 
who  had  been  absent  nearly  ten  years. 


and,  in  fact,  most  of  the  councillore  had 
returned  home  within  a  much  shorter 
time.  If  the  qualification  were  limited 
to  Eve  years'  absence  a  most  desirable 
man  might  be  excluded  on  account  of 
no  vacant^  ooouiring  within  that  period. 
He  himself  first  introduced  the  principle 
of  nomination  by  the  Act  of  1863,  for 
he  had  found  that  the  election  which 
was  then  in  the  hands  of  the  holders  of 
East  Indian  stock,  being  carried  on  by 
personal  canvass  of  the  shareholders, 
the  best  men  were  by  no  means  inva- 
riably chosen.  That  might  be  a  proper 
mode  of  selection,  however,  when  the 
East  India  Company  was  a  oommerdal 
body,  but  when  it  had  become  a  poli' 
tical,  rather  than  a  commercial,  body,  it 
appeared  to  him  indispensable  to  secure 
in  some  other  way  that  the  best  men 
from  India  should  be  amtointed.  The 
members  of  the  Council  had  as  strong 
an  interest  as  the  Secretary  of  State  in 
adding  to  their  body  the  best  men,  and 
they  had  not  elected  any  person  whom 
he  should  not  himself,  had  he  been  Secre- 
tary of  State,  have  been  quite  ready  to 
appoint.  Indeed,  he  was  bound  to  do 
justice,  boUi  to  the  Council  and  te  the 
successive  Secretaries  of  State  who  had 
preceded  and  succeeded  him,  and  who 
deserved  the  highest  credit  for  their  se- 
lection of  the  fittest  and  most  able  men. 
Thb  Eael  of  ellenborough 
said,  he  agreed  with  the  noble  Uarquess 
(tlie  Marquess  of  Salisbury)  that  the 
election  by  the  Council  being  part  of  a 
compromise  with  the  East  £idia  Com- 
pany, no  reason  now  existed  for  its  con- 
tinuance. He  thought  that  the  Bill  con- 
flicted with  a  great  principle  which  should 
always  be  borne  in  mind — the  princi- 
ple that  every  person  in  the  service  of 
the  State  in  India  should  look  to  the 
Crown  alone  for  the  reward  of  his  ser- 

Loan  LAWBBNCE  believed  it  would 
be  better  for  the  Council  themselves,  and 
better  for  India  that  all  the  members  of 
the  Council  should  all  be  nominated  by 
the  Crown,  rather  than  that  a  portion 
of  the  Council  should  be  elected  oy  the 
members  themselves.  It  was  obvious 
to  his  mind  tiiat,  whatever  might  be  the 
sense  of  rosponsibUity  of  a  Coundl  of 
fifteen  members,  that  of  the  Secretary 
of  State  must  be  still  greater ;  the  Se- 
cretary of  State  was  mainly  responsible 
to  Parliament  and  the  oountiy  for  the 
working  of  the  goyemment  of  India, 
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and,  tberefore,  bo  far  aa  information 
went,  lie  would  always  consult  tlie  dif- 
ferent members  of  the  Council  as  to  tbe 
beet  man  he  could  select ;  while  the  fact 
of  the  nomination  being  in  hie  hands 
would  give  the  best  security  for  the  best 
man  being  nominated.  He  thought  also 
that  there  was  an  evil  inherent  in  a 
Council  elected  by  the  members  of  the 
Council ;  that  gentlemen  who  aspired  to 
a  seat  at  their  Board  would  canvass  the 
members  for  their  support.  It  was  not 
desirable  to  place  councillors  in  a  ialse 
position  and  encourage  that  tendency. 
The  nominations  by  tho  CouncU  and  by 
the  Secretaiy  of  State,  he  would  admit, 
had  hitherto  been  equally  good ;  but,  in 
the  long  run  there  would  be  a  greater 
security  for  obt^ning  able  men  if  the 
latter  Ibad  the  entire  selection.  As  to 
the  qualification,  he  thought  the  field  of 
selection  would  be  unwisely  limited  if 
confined  to  men  who  had  not  returned 
from  India  more  than  five  years.  It  was 
true  matters  in  India  were  in  a  transition 
state,  but  that  transition  was  by  no 
means,  so  great  as  was  generally  sup- 
posed. Certain  changes  were  coming 
over  India;  but  the  feehngs,  sympathies, 
and  aspirations  of  the  people  were  very 
much  what  they  were  formerly.  Were 
they  themselves  consulted,  he  believed 
they  would  prefer  the  selection  as  coun- 
cillors of  men  of  long  standing  in  the 
service,  rather  than  of  younger  men. 

Lord  CAIRNS  admitted  that  there 
was  great  force  in  the  argument  that 
we  ought  not  needlessly  to  interfere  with 
a  Constitution  which  had  been  settled 
by  Parliament  only  ten  years  ago ;  but 
the  existence  of  this  Bill  was  a  proof 
that  in  many  cases  the  Constitution  was 
to  be  interfered  with,  and  therefore  went 
far  its^  to  answer  the  noble  i^l's 
objection.  Then,  surely,  when  dealing 
with  the  tenure  of  office  it  was  ad- 
visable to  consider  whether  any  other 
improvement  could  be  introduced.  No 
doubt  the  choice  of  councillors  by  the 
Council  had  so  far  been  everything  that 
was  desirable;  but  he  agreed  with  the 
noble  Lord  the  late  Viceroy  of  India 
that  a  priori  the  best  system  was  that 
which  made  the  Minister  of  the  Crown 
answerable  for  the  appointment  of  mem- 
bers of  the  Council.  He  thought  be 
might  venture  to  urge  upon  Her  Ma- 
jesty's Government  that  they  ehoiild  take 
that  view,  if  upon  no  other  ground,  for 
the  reason  that  it  would  only  be  revert- 
Zerd  Lawrenee 


ing  to  the  view  taken  by  the  Govern- 
ment of  Lord  Palmerston  and  the  Go- 
vernment of  Lord  Derby  in  1S58.  The 
introduction  of  the  element  of  election 
by  the  Council  themselves  was  a  matter 
forced  upon  the  Ministiy  in  consequenoe 
of  the  strong  feeling  wluch  the  East  In- 
dia Company  had  upon  the  sutiject  The 
Secretary  of  State  being  answerable  for 
the  good  government  of  India  should 
also  he  responsible  for  the  nomination, 
and  he  hoped  that  after  the  expression 
of  omnion  by  the  House  the  Government 
would  accOTit  the  Amendment. 

Eaul  GEEY  said,  that  but  for  die 
Council  the  Secretaiy  of  State  would 
practically  be  without  any  che<i;  for 
Parliament  was  too  much  occupied  with 
other  matters,  and  was  too  ignorant  of 
the  real  state  of  India  and  its  varied 
wants,  to  be  able  to  interfere  with  ad- 
vantage. Indeed,  when  it  had  inter- 
fered it  had  rather  done  harm  than  good. 
As  for  his  Colleagues  in  the  Cabinet, 
the  general  business  of  the  Qovemment 
was  so  exceedingly  heavy  that  there  was 
little  hope  of  their  considering  a  great 
Indian  question  with  a  real  knowledge 
of  the  points  to  be  decided.  Mou'eover, 
imder  our  form  of  goyemmeut  the  Se- 
cretary of  State  for  India  must  inevitably 
sometimes  be  a  person  of  comparative^ 
small  experience  and  knowledge  of  In- 
dian affairs — so  that  itwas  obvioualyaha- 
zardous  experiment  to  intrust  him  with 
almost  unlimited  powers  in  disposing  of 
great  questions.  For  these  reasons  no- 
thing ought  to  be  done  to  impair  the  in- 
dependence of  the  Council,  or  the  im- 
pression which  existed  both  here  and  in 
India  of  its  independence.  He  was  per- 
suaded that  the  power  of  electing  a  cer- 
tain proportion  of  their  own  body  had 
an  important  efi'ect,  and  as  the  present 
system  admittedly  worked  well,  it  was 
unadvisable  to  change  it.  While  admiting 
the  desirability  of  obtaining  members  pos- 
sessed of  recent  information,  he  objected 
to  fettering  the  discretion  of  the  CouncQ 
and  the  Secretary  of  State  by  fixing  the 
limit  of  five  years'  absence  from  India  j 
and  he  hoped  the  Government  would 
consider  the  suggestion  made  on  a  for- 
mer evening  by  the  noble  Lord  (Lord 
Lawrence)  by  adopting  a  more  liberal 
system  of  retiring  pensions.  It  was 
good  policy  to  induce  the  beat  men  to 
join  the  Council,  and  also  to  provide 
against  their  remaining  in  the  Council 
too   long,   when  unfitted   mentally  or 
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bodily  for   the    efficient   dischai^   of  I 
their  duties. 

Tbx  DnxE  oy  ABGYLL  Boid,  he  still 
thought  tlie  balance  of  argument  was  in 
&Tour  of  maintaining  the  present  ar- 
rangement. If  the  House  insiated  on 
(Rring  tliia  additional  patronage  to  the 
GoTemment,  they  would,  of  course,  still 

Son  with  tihe  Bill,  but  it  was  right  that 
3  sense  of  the  House  should  be  taken 
Mpoa  it. 

On  Queation?  their  Lordships  divided 
—Contents  89;  Not-Gontenta  53:  Ma- 
jority 36. 
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The  MABQDEsa  or  SALISBURY  said, 
he  was  unwilling  to  stand  in  the  way  of 
the  important  discussion  on  the  Notice 
Paper,  but  he  wished  to  obtain  their 
Lordships'  opinion  with  reference  to  a 
point  which  was  discussed  on  a.  preriouB 
evening,  but  upon  which  no  vote  was 
taken.  The  present  powers  of  the  Se- 
cretary of  State  in  regard  to  expenditure 
were,  as  that  debate  had  shown,  ex- 
tremely doubtful.  The  noble  Duke  (the 
Duke  of  Argyll)  maintained  that  -the  li- 
mitation of  the  power  of  the  Secretary 
of  State  to  spend  money  did  not  really 
limit  the  executive  and  administrative 
power  of  the  Secretary  of  State,  and  in 
that  view  he  was  supported  by  the  noble 
and  learned  Lord  on  the  Woolsack ;  vhile 
the  contrary  view  which  he  (the  Mar- 
quess of  Salisbury)  adopted  was  sup- 
ported by  his  noble  and  learned  Friends 
(Lord  Cairns  and  Lord  Chelmsford). 
The  power  was  thus,  at  all  events,  a 
matter  of  considerable  doubt,  and  any 
Secretary  of  State  for  India  who  acted 
upon  the  opinion  expressed  by  the  no- 
ble Duke  might  have  the  opinions  of  his 
noble  and  learned  Friends  flung  in  his 
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teeth;  he  voald  be  thought  to  hare 
transgressed  his  power,  and  might  be 
further  exposed  to  the  unpleasant  oon- 
sequenoeB  attaching  to  a  Minister  who 
spent  the  public  money  wittiout  any 
Parliamentary  power  or  authority  to  do 
BO.  He  desired  that  this  ambiguity 
should  be  removed ;  and,  as  he  thought 
there  ought  to  be  some  distinct  definition 
of  the  law  on  this  subject,  he  would  pro- 
pose a  dause  to  the  effect  that  the  Secre- 
tary of  Stato  should  be  authorized  to 
maike  no  grant  out  of  the  revenues  of 
India ;  that  he  should  be  authorized  to 
make  no  increase  of  pension,  ortopledge 
the  revenues  of  India  for  any  future 

Ssar ;  and,  moat  important  of  all,  that 
e  should  not  be  able  to  engase  the  re- 
venues of  India,  through  his  (SilleagueB, 
without  the  consent  of  the  majority  of 
his  Council.  Beyond  these  points,  how- 
ever, he  prOTtosed  that  the  Secretary  of 
State  should  be  responsible  to  Parlia- 
ment alone.  At  the  same  time  he  did 
not  thin  It  that  there  was  any  essential 
difference  between  the  noble  Duke  and 
himself. 

Moved  to  insert  the  following  clause — 

"  Whareu  doubli  tuTe  ariien  >■  to  tbe  povera 
of  the  SwrstBry  of  SUte  OTsr  tbe  eipenditnr*  of 
tha  rerenues  of  Indik,  and  whereu  it  ii  eipediant 
that  inahdoubti  ihoold  hereniaTad  ibeiteoaaUd 
ai  followg  : — Seotlon  41  of  the  aaid  recited  Aot 
for  the  better  goTernmaot  of  India  ii  herebj  re- 
pealed. The  expenditure  of  the  reienues  of  In- 
dia, both  in  Indis  and  elMwbere,  shall  ba  lubjeet 
to  the  oontrol  of  the  Secretarf  of  State  in  Coun- 
oil,  but  no  grant  of  laeh  reTenaea,  or  an;  part 
thereof,  no  jnoreaae  in  tbe  pa;  or  panaion  of  any 
peraon  in  the  aeniee  of  Her  Majaatf,  and  no  con- 
traet  or  engagement  charging  or  iarolvlng  the 
■ppropriation  of  aaoh  rSTenuea  for  a  period  of 
more  than  a  year  from  the  date  of  aaah  eontnot 
or  •ngigement,  or  iniolTing  an;  pajmenta  to  an; 
other  Department  of  Bar  Jlajsatj'a  GoTernmant, 
aluU  be  made  iiithout  tbe  oonourrenoe  of  the  ma- 

SKtrofTOtea  at  ameetingoftheConnoil." — (The 
arquat  of  SalUhary). 

Thk  Duke  of  AEGTLL  regretted 
that  he  could  not  accept  tbe  Amendment 
of  the  noble  Marquess,  which,  if  it  re- 
moved any  existing  difficulty  or  doubt, 
would  only  substituto  others  in  its  place. 
The  present  law  was  that  no  grant  or 
appropriation  of  the  revenues  of  India 
could  be  made  without  the  consent  of 
the  Council.  That  prohibition  prevented 
the  Seoretai7  of  Stato  &om  giving  direct 
orders  for  the  handling  of  money,  but 
did  not  prevent  him  &om  ordering  a 
service  in  India  for  which  money  was  to 
be  paid.  He  believed  he  was  betraying 
Tht  Marqwn  of  SaUtbury 
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no  confidence  in  adverting  to  the  origin 
of  the  doubt  in  this  matter.  A  great 
many  members  of  commercial  bodies  in 
this  country  urged  upon  the  noble  Mar- 
quess— as  they  had  sinoe  urged  upoa 
himself — the  expeiliency  of  ordering  a 
survey  of  the  country  between  Eastran 
India  and  China  ^r  the  purpose  of 
making  a  telegraph  and  a  railway.  It 
might  be  exp^ent,  as  the  noble  Har- 
quess  thought,  to  have  a  knowledge  of 
the  intervening  country.  But  Qio  Go- 
vernment of  L]dia  took  a  very  differ- 
ent view,  and  his  noble  Friend  (Lord 
Lawrence)  represented  that  the  contem- 
plated project  might  ent^  political 
complications,  and  expressed  a  atrone 
opinion  against  an  expenditure  whiiai 
would  impose  a  considerable  burden 
upon  the  tax-payers  of  India.  TheOoun- 
cil  in  this  country  backed  the  represen- 
tations  of  the  Oovemment  of  India,  and 
resisted  the  survey.  He  believed  that 
the  noble  Marquees,  notwithstanding, 
had  his  own  way,  and  that  tbe  Connral 
eventually  did  not  resist  his  will,  but 
assented  to  an  order  for  tbe  survey  of 
the  country.  Considerable  expense 
was  incurred ;  and  his  noble  friend 
(Lord  Lawrence)  afterwards  renewed  his 
remonstrances  as  to  the  danger  of  bring- 
ing the  Oovemment  of  Ini£a  into  con- 
tact with  the  border  tribes.  When  tboao 
remonstrances  reached  this  country,  Sir 
Stafford  Northcote  was  Secretary  of 
State,  and  the  survey  was  given  up. 
The  matter  had  been  under  discussiob 
since  he  (the  Duke  of  Ai^ll)  had  been 
at  the  India  0£Soe,  but  on  no  oonsidera- 
tiouB  would  be  over-rule  the  Oovemment 
of  India  in  such  a  matter.  The  noble 
Marquese  said,  that,  under  the  present 
law,  the  Secretary  of  State  could  nc* 
order  such  an  expenditure  on  his  own 
authority,  and  he  desired  so  to  alter  the 
law  as  to  confer  that  authority  upon  him. 
But  the  definition  of  the  financial  power 
of  the  Secretary  and  Council  by  the  pro- 
posed clause  was  open  to  great  objection. 
It  left  the  Secretary  of  State  absolutely 
&ee  to  engage  for  any  amount  of  ser- 
vice, and  to  pay  for  it  out  of  the  reve- 
nues of  India.  It  would  not  prevent 
him  from  engaging  a  whole  army  of 
engineers,  and  paying  the  e:q>enee  with- 
out consulting  with  hie  Councd.  Itwould 
prohibit  him  from  increasing  the  pay  of 
any  existing  office,  but  it  did  n<rt  pro- 
hibit  him  from  creating  any  number  of 
new  offices.    He  could  not  add  £S  to 
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the  salary  of  any  ezieting  office,  but  he 
could  create  any  new  offioe  with  a.  aalaiy 
of  £5,000  a  year.  The  worda  of  the 
Amendment — "no  oontraot  or  engage- 
ment Gharging  or  isTolnng,"  would 
give  rise  to  infinite  ambiguity.  Did 
they  mean  a  oontingeut  or  neoeisaiy 
"inTolTingf"  The  whole  paragraph 
was  fiill  of  ambiguity  and  difficulty,  and 
on  ita  very  front  aud  face  it  gave  a 

gwer  to  the  Secretary  of  State  which 
iiliament  never  intended  be  ahould  poa- 
MBS.  The  words — "involving  payment 
for  more  than  a  year,"  he  belisTed  had 
been  iutroduoed  to  meet  an  objection 
had  himself  stated  the  other  night  to  the 
noble  Harquess.  He  pointed  out  to  the 
noble  Uarquesa  that,  as  his  Amendment 
stood,  the  Secretary  of  State  might 
charge  on  the  Indian  revenues^^e  whole 
of  the  British  Navy  serving  not  only  in 
the  Indian  but  in  the  Chinese  seas ;  or, 
by  an  arrangement  with  the  War  Offioe, 
he  might  double  the  rate  of  P^y  o^  ^^ 
Queen's  troops  in  India.  The  words 
were  ttierefbre  added — "or  involving 
any  payments  to  any  other  Department 
of  Her  Majea^s  Government.'''  But  if 
there  was  no  M^ement  with  the  "  De- 
partment," the  Secretary  of  State  would 
not  be  prevented  by  the  words  from 
making  the  payment.  He  (the  Duke  of 
Argyll)  was  at  present  negotiating  with 
the  Admiralty  about  the  expense  of  the 
naval  service  in  the  Persian  Gulf,  and 
they  were  likely  to  come  to  an  agree- 
ment on  the  subject;  bat,  under  this 
dause,  without  coming  to  any  agree- 
ment with  the  Admiralty,  he  might  order 
ika  payment  of  £100,000  or  £200,000 
or  £300,000  for  those  ships.  The  actual 
balance  in  hand  in  bank  of  the  Indian 
revenues  ranged  from  £8,000,000  to 
£12,000,000  sterling,  and  it  would  be 
possible,  under  the  Amendment  of  the 
noble  Marquess,  for  the  Secretary  of 
State  to  pM'  the  whole  cost  of  the 
Abyssinian  War  without  the  consent  of 
a  majority  of  his  ConnciL  That  was  an 
absurdity  which  Paiiiament  never  could 
asBsent  to.  This  Amendment  would 
give  rise  to  doubts  and  difficulties  in- 
finitely greater  than  those  which  could 
arise  under  the  simple  and  straightfor- 
ward wording  of  the  present  law,  which 
was  perfectly  consistent  with  our  Consti- 
tution. He  Beriouflly  appealed  to  the 
House  to  consider  uie  position  of  the 
Secretory  of  State  for  India  with  refer- 
ence to  money  matters.    He  ventured 
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to  say  the  power  of  the  Secretary  of 
State  ought  not  to  be  materially  in- 
creased Already  it  was  the  greatest 
power  possessed  by  any  Minister,  be- 
cause it  was  practicaUy  unchecked  and 
uncontrolled,  except  by  his  Council — he 
might  squander  millions  before  the  peo- 
ple of  India  were  aware  of  the  fact ;  and 
it  was  moat  important  that  he  should  be 
obliged  to  consult  hia  Council  before  he 
dealt  directly  with  matters  involving 
lai^  expenditure.  He  hoped  their  - 
Lordships  would  not  adopt  the  Amend- 
ment of  the  noble  Marquess.  He  did 
not  think  that  the  noble  and  learned 
Lord  opposite  (Lord  Gaims),  if  sitting 
in  a  judicial  capacity,  would  adhere  to 
the  intetpretetion  he  gave  the  other  day. 

The  MAKisTTiies  of  SALISBURY  said, 
the  noble  Duke  had  made  himself  a  sort 
of  posthumous  Mansard  to  the  Indian 
Council,  by  referring  to  matters  which 
had  been  discussed  oy  the  Council  two 
years  ago,  which  were  not  on  the  records, 
and  to  which  there  were  no  means  of 
referring.  The  noble  Duke  referred  to 
the  question  of  the  survey  of  Eastern 
India  frontiers  for  the  purpose  of  insinu- 
ating some  degree  of  censure  upon  hinx 
(the  Marquess  of  Salisbury). 

Thk  Duke  of  ARGYLL  said,  he  had 
not  at  all  intended  to  imply  any  censure 
on  the  noble  Marquess.  If  he  differed 
from  the  Government  of  India  on  a  very 
important  question  he  had  quite  a  right 
to  do  so. 

The  MAKQUEsaoF  SALISBITRY  said, 
that,  in  reference  to  telegraphs  or  rail- 
ways, he  had  not  sent  any  de^ateh  di- 
recting that  any  step  ahould  be  taken 
that  would  compromise  the  peace  of  India 
in  any  way,  and  he  assuredly  had  never 
manifested  any  liking  towards  a  tele- 
)h  across  the  Burmese  territory.  He 
ight  it  an  inconvenient  practice  in 
any  Minister  of  the  Orown  to  refer  to 
matters  affecting  the  conduct  of  his  pre- 
deceasor  to  the  record  of  which  he  could 
not  appeal.  With  r^ard  to  the  inter- 
pretation which  the  noble  Duke  had  put 
on  hia  Amendment  he  would  only  make 
one  remark — that  the  noble  Duke  had 
entirely  changed  bis  opinions  on  the 
subject.  On  the  first  reading  of  the 
Bill  the  noble  Duke  gave  them  a  very 
interesting  disquisition  on  this  subject, 
and  used  these  words — 

"Itfbllowi  from  tbii  argument — wMab  IbelisTa 

b«  well  fbiuid»d  both  apon  tha  hittorlsa]  &ala 
of  the  OMt  and  ths  woida  of  Um  Act— that  the 
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SeonUry  of  Btata  ii  niprania  Id  ilUutt^r*  vb*t- 
evar,  sxcept  ■tmplf  aueb  mattan  ■■  ware  inolndcd 
under  the  prinoiple  of  tbe  finuioist  rata  of  Mr. 
Pitt — tbit  ii,  direct  grant*  or  appropnationi  of 
monef  to  penooi  either  here  or  in  India  'vfaiob 
might  bo  made  for  purpOMi  of  political  jobbery. 
That  I  believe  to  be  tbe  (t*te  oftbeUw  ;  and  if  it 
be,  I  need  bnrdlf  uj  that  it  makei  tbe  Secretarj 
of  StAte  prBotioallT  tapreme  in  all  mattera,  wh»- 
tber  the;  do  or  do  not  oo>t  moaef ."— [3  Hantard, 
eioT.  1074.] 

Was  that  lane^ia^  cossietent  with  tbe 
tipeech  which  me  noble  Duke  had  made 
to-night  ?  He  bad  not  put  this  Amend- 
ment on  tbe  Paper  to  alter  the  law.  If 
the  noble  Duke  desired  that  the  Council 
of  India  should  stand  in  the  same  posi- 
tion 08  the  House  of  Commons,  he  bad 
no  wish  to  make  any  alteration.  His 
only  desire  was  to  pve  effect  to  the 
principles  the  noble  Duke  had  himself 
expressed  and  to  clear  up  any  doubt 
with  respect  to  the  power  of  the  Secre- 
tary on  ttiis  point.  If  he  had  succeeded 
in  converting  the  noble  Duke  be  was 
satisfied,  and  would  withdrawthe  Amend- 
ment. 

Lord  CAIRNS  said,  that  the  noble 
Duke  had  now  asserted  a  doctrine  wholly 
different  &om  what  he  had  formerly  ex- 
pressed. Originally  tbe  noble  Duke 
claimed  for  the  Secretary  for  India  a 
power  to  spend  die  whole  revenue  of 
uidia  by  oidering  services  in  India  for 
which  tlie  Governor  General  should  be 
desired  to  pay,  and  then  preventing  any 
veto  on  the  accounts  when  they  came 
home.  However,  the  propositiou  now 
advanced  by  the  noble  Duke  was  a  to- 
tally different  one,  for  be  said  that  it 
WES  impossible  to  suppose  that  by  the 
law  as  it  stood  the  Secretary  for  India 
could  have  such  extensive  power  to 
spend  money.  The  noble  Duke  had 
certainly  learnt  something  by  the  dis- 
cussion, and  he  hoped  his  knowledge 
would  be  followed  by  some  useful  result. 

Amendment  (by  Leave  of  the  House) 
withdraum :  Bill  to  be  read  3*  on  Friday 
the  4th  of  June  next ;  and  to  be  printed 
as  amended.    (No.  104.) 

POLICE  SYSTEMS  OF  SCOTLAND. 


Tbe  Earl  of  MINTO  rose  to  call  at- 
tention to  the  Beport  of  the  Select  Com- 
mittee of  last  Session  on  the  Police  Sys- 
tems of  Scotland,  and  to  ask  the  Go- 
vernment certain  Questions  in  connec- 
tion with  that  subject.  It  was  a  general 
impression  that  these  systems  were  ca- 
Tho  Morqtuu  of  Saluhwy 


pable  of  considerable  improvement.  The 
Select  Committee,  which  be  moved  tcx 
last  year,  embodied  in  their  Report  cer- 
tain recommendations  to  which  he  would 
shortly  refer.  In  consequence  of  the  ex- 
istence of  public  prosecutors  in  Scotland, 
the  police  of  that  country  had  to  per- 
form  certain  duties  which  did  not  de- 
volve on  tbe  police  in  England,  and 
whicJi  took  up  a  great  deal  of  time,  and 
required  considerable  training  for  their 
due  diechai^.  But  it  was  a  curious 
&ct  that  no  system  of  superannuation 
for  the  police  should  exist  in  Scotland ; 
and  the  first  recommendation  of  th« 
Select  Committee,  which  he  trusted  the 
Government  would  take  into  considera- 
tion, was  that  a  plan  of  superannuation 
should  be  established  in  respect  to  thft 
Scotoh  constabulary.  The  next  recom- 
mendation of  the  Select  Committee  had 
reference  to  the  amalgamation  of  differ- 
ent constabulary  forces.  A  number  of 
small  boroughs  maintained  independent 
bodies  of  police  of  their  own ;  and  in 
some  towns  two  or  three  separate  police 
forces  were  kept  up.  The  Committee 
recommended  that  some  of  these  bodies 
should  be  amalgamated  with  the  county 
police,  and  that  in  cases  where  then 
were  several  distinct  bodies  of  police  in 
towns  they  should  be  joined  together. 
The  Committee  were  of  opinion  that  the 
payment  by  fees,  for  certain  duties, 
should  be  abolished.  The  Committee 
pointed  out  that  the  duties  of  the  Pro- 
curator Fiscals  and  the  chief  constable* 
sometimes  conflicted ;  and  recommended 
that  their  respective  duties  should  be  bet> 
terdefined.  Upon  another  point  the  Select 
Committee  thought  it  better  that  the 
Police  Committee  should  have  a  veto 
upon  the  appointment  of  additional  con- 
stables, instead  of  leaving  it  to  the  chief 
constable.  Again,  the  chief  constable 
was  now  liable  to  dismissal  by  tbe  Police 
Committee,  and  the  Select  Committee 
recommended  that  this  dismissal  should 
not  be  made  except  with  the  sanction  of 
the  Secretary  of  State.  On  these  points 
he  should  he  glad  to  hear  tbe  views  of 
the  Government. 

The  Earl  of  MORLEY  said,  that  as 
regarded  the  subject  of  the  superannua- 
tion and  retiring  pensions,  there  could 
be  no  doubt  that,  in  order  to  render  the 
police  efficient,  some  fund  of  this  kind 
should  be  provided ;  but  Dr.  Parr's 
statement,  as  to  certain  superannuation 
ftiuds  in  this  country,  was  enough  to 
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show  how  muoh  care  was  naaeeaaiy  in 
dealing  with  this  ^Qestdon.  It  was 
under  the  conaideratLon  of  the  Qorera- 
ment,  and  would  receire  attention  and 
favourable  consideration.  With  regard 
to  the  consolidatian  of  the  borough  po- 
lice with  the  conniy  foroe,  it  cortainlj 
appeared  that  in  several  caaea  the  exiating 
mtem  did  not  work  eatiB&otorily.  Be- 
fore the  Seleot  Conunittee  there  waa  evi- 
dsnoe  of  the  inconvenience  aiiaing  &om 
the  maintenance  hy  small  boroughs  of 
police  of  their  ovm  :  but  the  subject  was 
one  of  great  delicaoy,  for  local  bodies  felt 
a  jealousy  of  any  invasion  of  their  rights, 
and  interference  was  ill-received  in  such 
a  caae.  By  Section  61,  in  the  Act  of 
1857,  a  penniasive  power  was  given  to 
the  boroughs  to  amalgamate  their  police 
with  the  county  force.  Over  twenly  bo- 
ronghe  had  availed  themselves  of  that 
power ;  but  thirty-two  boroughs,  sixteen 
of  which  oontmned  a  population  of 
under  5,000,  still  retained  their  own  po- 
lice. The  next  point  was  the  relations 
of  the  chief  constable  with  the  Procu- 
rator Fiscal.  The  oomplaint  was  that 
the  Procurator  Fiscal,  in  the  discharge 
of  his  duties,  had  the  power  of  giving 
orders  to  the  individual  members  of  Ihe 
force,  independently  of  the  chief  con- 
stable under  whose  order  and  disposi- 
tioiL  the  force  was.  That,  no  doubt, 
m%ht  occaaionally  cause  some  conAiaion 
— ^particularlywhen  the  Procurator  Fiscal 
omitted  to  ^ve  notice  to  the  chief  con- 
■table.  This  appeared  however  to  be  very 
rarely  the  case.  Bat,  it  seemed  to  him 
(the  Earl  of  Morley)  that  if  the  departs 
ment  of  the  pubUo  prosecutor  was  to 
work  satisfactorily  in  Scotland,  it  was 
neceesary  that  the  oonstables  should  be, 
to  a  certain  extent,  under  the  orders  of 
die  Procurator  Fiscal,  who,  with  the 
sheri&,  were  the  persons  who  really 
vorked  the  cnmintu  law  in  Scotland. 
Cases  might  occur  where,  in  conducting 
an  inquiry  on  the  spot,  it  was  impossible 
to  communicate  with  the  chief  consta- 
ble, and  great  delay  would  occur  if  the 
Procurator  Fiscal  were  obliged  to  send 
to  the  chief  constable  before  he  could 
direct  the  constables  to  assist  in  collect- 
ing evidence.  At  the  same  time,  the  du- 
ties of  the  Procurator  Fiscal  should  be 
performed  with  the  least  possible  inter- 
ference with  and  derangement  of  the  po- 
lice force,  and  notice  should  be  given  to 
the  chief  constable  wherever  that  waa 
poBdble.  The  present  system  worked 
VOL.  OXOYI.  [thisd  suns.] 


harmoniously  in  almost  ever^  part  of 
Scotland ;  and,  that  being  so,  it  waa  not 
the  intention  of  the  Government  to  make 
changes  which  would  weaken  tlie  power 
of  the  Procurator  Fiscal,  and  might  im- 
pede the  ends  of  justice.  His  noble 
Friend  had  also  adverted  to  the  question 
"  police  appointments.  That  question 
waa  under  uie  consideration  of  the  Go- 
vernment, and  he  trusted  the  noble  Earl 
would  be  satisfied  with  that  assurance, 
and  with  the  explanation  which  he  was 
enabled  to  give  nlm  on  the  other  points 
which  he  had  brought  under  the  notic* 
of  the  House. 

The  Eabl  of  DALHOUSIE  said,  that 
the  efficiency  of  the  police  force  of  Scot- 
land was  considerably  impaired  by  llio 
drcumstance  that  the  prospect  of  a  super- 
annuation allowance  was  not  held  oat  to 
them.  The  result  was  that  the  men 
looked  upon  the  service  as  a  temporary 
refuge  until  they  could  find  something 
better  to  do.  A  well-oonaidered  ^stem 
of  superannuation  would  t«nd  greatly  to 
keep  experienced  officers  in  ^e  force. 
He  was  glad,  therefore,  to  hear  that  the 
subject  was  under  the  consideration  of 
the  Government.  There  were,  he  might 
add,  in  the  counties  numberless  small 
boroughs  which  had  littie  police  forces 
of  their  own;  and  be  would  suggest  that 
all  boroughs  having  a  less  population 
than  2,000  should  be  compelled  to  amal- 

riate  their  pohce  with  the  counties. 
that  were  done,  a  bettor  system  of 
police  would,  he  felt  confident,  be  secured. 
With  respect  to  another  point,  which  ho 
admitted  to  be  one  of  some  delica*^,  he 
might  state  that  he  thought  there  waa  a 
growing  desire  on  the  part  of  the  sberifis 
and  the  Procurator  Fiscal  to  acquire  a 
greater  control  over  the  police  in  the 
counties  than  they  onght  to  have.  The 
view  which  he  took  of  that  question  was 
that,  while  the  force  should  be  subject  to 
the  orders  of  the  Bheiiff  in  those  in- 
stances in  which  there  was  occasion  to 
employ  them  in  the  detection  of  crime, 
they  uiould  be  placed  generally  under 
the  control  of  the  Police  Gommiseionera 
— for  he  did  not  suppose  that  the  sherifb 
and  Procurators  desired  to  interfere  with 
the  disposal  of  the  force  to  a  greater  ex- 
tent tlmn  they  found  necessary  for  the 
due  performance  of  their  own  duties. 
That  was  a  point  which  he  hoped  the 
Government  would  take  into  considerB- 
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■WHITSDKTIDE  EECESS. 
Mtvtd,  "  That  (be  House  do  now  ad- 
joant  to  Monday  the  8l8t  Instaat." — 
{JBarl  Oratmlk.) 

STATE  OP  IRELAND.— QUESTION. 
Eabl  BUSSBLL  :  Uy  Lords,  I  rise, 
pnnufint  to  notioe,  to  inquire  of  mj 
noble  Friend  the  Secretary  for  the  Colo- 
nies what  oouise  the  Government  mean 
to  i>ursue  in  regard  to  two  very  important 
Bubjects — namely,  the  increase  of  crime 
and  outrage  in  Ireland  and  also  in  regard 
to  the  laws  relating  to  the  Tenure  of 
Land  in  that  country  ?  I  have  deferred 
doing  BO  to  the  last  moment  in  order  that 
they  might  hare  full  time  to  take  into  con- 
sideration the  aocounte  which  they  mi^t 
have  received  &om  Ireland,  and  the  pre- 
sent aspect  of  two  most  serious  questions 
connected  with  that  country.  The  first 
of  those  questions  bas  reference  to  the 
state  of  crime  and  outrage  prevaUing  in 
Ireland — the  other  relates  to  the  posititm 
of  landlord  and  tenant.  In  dealuig  with 
the  first  question  I  must  say  that  I  do 
not  blame  the  (Government  for  the  crimes 
and  outrages  which  have  been  committed 
in  a  few  counties  in  L^dand.  I  have 
generally  observed  that,  when  an  active 
politick  agitation  has  been  set  on  foot  in 
Ireland  and  has  been  suppressed,  it  has 
been  fallowed  by  that  other  means  by 
which  the  Irish  farmers  and  peasantry 
belonging  to  the  JEiibbon  conspiracy  en- 
deavour to  attain  their  object — namely, 
the  atrocious  crimes  of  murder  and  assas- 
sination. We  know  that,  owing  to  the 
efforts  of  my  noble  Fnend  £e  Lord 
Privy  Seal  (the  Earl  of  Kimberley), 
when  Lord  Lieutenant  of  Ireland,  and 
of  the  noble  Duke  opposite  (the  Duke  of 
Aberoom)  who  succeeded  him,  the  Fenian 
conspiracy  was  entirely  defeated,  and 
men  congratulated  themselves  that  the 
efforts  of  the  Qovemment  had  been  suc- 
cessful. Then  the  perpetration  of  orimes 
— of  these  private  murders — bas  fdlowed 
in  the  usual  course  on  the  failure  of  the 
pohtical  conspiracy.  This  is  no  ground 
of  blame  to  Her  Uajesty's  Government, 
but  it  is  a  state  of  things  which  appears 
to  me  to  demand  their  serious  attention. 
Crimes  of  this  nature  have,  as  your 
Lordships'  are  aware,  a  great  tendency 
to  spread.  When  atrocious  t^iminals 
who  commit  them  have  been  arrested 
and  punished  a  lull  usually  follows  in 
the  particular  district  in  which  they  are 


perpetrated.  But  when,  on  tiw  othor 
hand,  the  crime  remains  undetooted, 
when  the  authors  of  these  crimes  have 
remained  concealed,  there  is  usually  a 
great  increase  of  crime,  until  the  matter 
is  forced  on  the  notice  of  the  Govern- 
ment  of  the  day.  There  was  such  as 
increase  of  crime  in  Ireland  in  1847 — 
and  eq>ecially  of  agrarian  crime — and 
Sir  George  Grey,  who  was  at  ths  time 
Seoretaiy  fbr  the  Home  Deportment, 
introduced  a  Bill  for  the  purpose  of  BOp- 
pressing  it.  Wa  had  some  hesitation  at 
Uiat  time  in  introducing  such  a  Bill,  be- 
cause the  year  before  the  House  of  Com- 
mons had  rejected  Sir  Bobert  Peel's  Bill 
for  a  mmilar  purpose.  That  Bill  was 
very  similar  to  the  Peace  Freeervatioa 
Act  now  in  feme ;  but  it  contained 
clauses,  oapied  &om  the  Whiteboy  Ast, 
enabling  the  Government  to  punish  pw- 
souB  in  districts  which  had  been  pro- 
claimed for  sending  threatening  letters, 
and  for  other  offences  tending  to  foster 
insurrection.  The  third  readmg  of  that 
Bill  was  supported  by  a  great  majori^ 
in  the  other  House  c^  Parliament,  ICr. 
Bright  being  among  its  advooatas.  Some 
time  after  Sir  Geoi^e  Grey  stated  that  the 
Act  had  been  comfdetdysuooesafiil,andia 
1 855-6  it  was  renewed,  but  with  the  omis- 
sion of  the  clauses  to  which  I  have  joat 
referred.  I  cannot  doubt  ^lat  Her  Ma- 
jesty's Govwnment  and  the  local  Go- 
vernment of  Ireland  are  doing  everjr- 
thing  in  their  power  to  discover  the  per- 
petrators of  the  crimes  whidiL  are  now 
being  committed  in  that  country.  Those 
orimes  have  increased  in  number,  and 
have  extended  to  other  counties  berides 
Westmeath  and  Tipperary,  and  the  mur- 
derers have  not  been  discovered.  Now, 
HerMuesty's  Government  might  have 
followed  the  example  of  other  Govern- 
ments and  introduced  measures  which 
would  have  been  effective  for  securing 
peace ;  for,  as  Sir  George  Grey  most 
truly  said  in  1847,  all  Her  Majesty's 
eubjeota  have  a  ri^t  to  the  protection  of 
life.  My  noble  Friend  will  no  doubt 
endeavour  to  give  a  satisfactory  answer 
on  this  subject.  He  will  probably  say — 
what  is  certainly  true — that  means  are 
being  taken  to  discover  the  criminals  and 
bring  them  to  trial,  and  that  if  this  can- 
not be  done  Her  Majesty's  Government 
will  consider  what  other  measures  may 
be  neoessary.  I  will  now  pass  to  the 
other  and  more  anxious  subj  ect  to  whiob 
I  propose  to  call  the  attention  of  the 
Hoa»  and  of  thfl  GOTezmnieot^iuuaely, 
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the  lavB  rdatiiig  to  the  tenure  of  land 
in  Ireland.  It  seems  to  me,  my  Lords, 
that  at  the  beginniiig'  of  the  Seasion  Her 
Uajeity's  OoTemment  might  have  ta^en 
into  consideration  the  propriety  of  adopt- 
ing one  of  two  caurses  with  reference 
to  this  Bntnect.  They  might  have  come 
to  the  condosion  that  this  Session  ought 
to  have  been  devoted  to  the  purpose 
of  conaidering  the  laws  and  the  ques- 
tions more  especially  relating  to>Ire- 
luid,  with  a  view  to  the  setUement  of 
the  most  important  of  those  questions ; 
and  no  one  can  doubt  that  among  those 

anestiona  the  two  most  important  relate, 
le  one  to  the  Church  of  Ireland,  and 
the  other  to  the  tenure  of  land  in  that 
country.  I  think  myseW  that  they  might 
have  postponed  the  consideration  of  £□- 
dowea  Schools,  of  other  questions  re- 
lating to  Education  in  Great  Britun,  and 
of  the  sulij  ect  of  Bankruptcy,  in  order  to 
give  the  entire  Session  to  the  fair  con- 
sideration by  Parliament  of  the  great 
questions  remsining  to  be  decided  in  re- 

rto  Ireland.  On  the  other  hand. 
Government  might  have  declared 
that,  while  they  would  take  into  consi- 
deration any  measure  which  would  se- 
cure compensation  to  the  tenants  in  Ire- 
land, and  which  would  m^ntain  at  the 
some  time  the  rights  of  property,  it  was 
not  Uieir  intention  to  introduce  a  mea- 
sure on  the  subject  of  the  tenure  of  land 
during  &e  present  Session.  I  say  that 
either  of  these  courses  might  have  been 
pursued  with  perfect  propriety  on  the 
port  of  the  Government,  For  my  own 
part,  I  confess  I  should  have  preferred 
the  former :  but  it  was  for  the  Govern- 
ment to  decide  which  they  would  adopt. 
Unfortunately,  however,  there  was  a 
third  course  open  to  them — namely,  to 
permit  every  kind  of  hope  to  be  held  out 
to  the  tenantry  of  Ireluid,  which  could 
tend  to  shake  that  security  of  ^prOTwrty, 
which  Sir  Geoi^  Grey  and  Sir  Robert 
Feel  said  in  1847  ought  to  be  main- 
tained, and  yet  not  to  submit  any  mea- 
sure for  the  consideration  of  Parliament. 
I  tfiinV  that  an  unhappy  course ;  but  it 
is  the  one  which  the  Gnvemment  has 
chosen.  When  I  say  this  I  must  be 
understood  as  referring  to  the  late  de- 
liberations and  debates  in  the  other 
House  of  Parliament.  I  am  of  opinion, 
my  Lords,  that  in  these  days  no  tech- 
nical rule  should  interfere  with  our  dis- 
cusnons  if  we  think  proper  to  discuss 
statements  which  have  been  made  in  the 


other  House.  In  former  days,  as  is  well 
known,  the  House  of  Commons  were 
very  jealous  of  the  publication  of  any 
reports  of  their  debates  and  proceedings. 
Indeed,  Z  myself  am  old  enough  to  re- 
member a  person  being  brought  to  the 
bar  of  that  House,  by  the  Sergeont-at- 
Arms,  because  he  was  found  takmg  notes 
in  the  Gallery.  But  now-a-days,  we 
know  that  there  is  a  full  and  wise  pub- 
licity with  regard  to  these  things.  Every- 
body knows  next  morning  what  has  been 
traiuacted  in  either  House  of  Parlia- 
ment— the  reports  of  our  proceedings  ore 
spread  all  over  Uie  country,  and  are 
Imown  to  every  person  who  takes  any 
interest  in  the  political  ^airs  of  the 
Mngdom.  Therefore  it  is  a  mere 
mockery  to  say  that  what  is  known  in 
every  hovel  in  Ireland  and  every  cottage 
in  !Ehigland  should  not  form  the  subject 
of  debate  either  in  this  or  the  other 
House  of  Parliament.  For  my  own 
part,  I  am  not  anxious  to  refer  on  the 
present  occasion  to  any  declarations 
which  may  have  been  made  in  the  House 
of  Commons,  but  I  do  wish  to  refer  to 
plans  which  have  been  propounded  in 
speeches  which  have  been  careiully  re- 
vised and  published  iu  a  collected  form 
as  Uie  speeches  of  the  present  President 
of  the  Board  of  Trade,  and  which  ore 
now  well-known  throughout  the  countiy. 
The  right  hon.  OenUemon  (Mr.  Bright) 
went  over  to  Dublin  some  time  ago,  and 
both  there  and  elsewhere  propounded 
and  explained  plans  of  his  own  for  the 
settlement  of  uie  Irish  land  question. 
He  named  a  certain  number  oi  persons 
as  being  absentee  proprietors.  The  list 
was  not  wholly  correct,  thongh  substan- 
tially accurate.  The  right  hon.  Gentie- 
man  professed  to  have  a  great  regard  for 
the  nghts  of  property ;  and  I  must  say 
he  desired  that  those  persons  should  have 
full  compensation  for  the  property  which 
they  hold,  and  that  their  land  should  be 
sold  again  among  the  farmers  and  oc- 
cupiers. At  the  date  to  which  I  have 
already  referred — namely,  in  1847 — Sir 
George  Grey  said  that  me  tenant-occu- 
piers ought  to  receive  feir  compensation ; 
and  Sir  Bobert  Peel  followed  up  that 
declaration  by  expressing  his  opinion, 
that  where  an  occupier  buflt  a  house  and 
was  deprived  of  his  holding  he  ought  to  ' 
have  full  compensation  for  the  expense, 
time,  and  labour  which  he  might  have 
bestowed  on  the  building  of  that  house. 
These  two  statesmen,  though  belonging 
2  A  2  ,  -  , 
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to  oppoaite  inrtiea,  were  quite  agreed 
upon  that  principle.  My  noble  iriend 
tne  Secretary  of  State  for  tlie  Colonies 
alluded  the  other  day  to  a  statemeiit 
made  by  Lord  Stanley  in  the  House 
of  CommonB,  and  declared  that  he  vas 
quite  ready  to  aixept  the  principle  of 
nill  compensation  to  the  tenant-occupier. 
But,  my  Lords,  this  plan  of  Mr.  Bneht 
has  for  ite  object  the  dieplacement  of  a 
great  number  of  proprietore  of  land  in 
!ueland,  and  Uie  substitution  of  email' 
oooupiers  in  their  stead.  That,  my  Lords, 
is  a  change  bo  vast  that  it  is  haxdly  to 
be  contemplated  without  a  great  deal  of 
examination ;  and  yet  it  has  been  pro- 
posed without  examination,  without  any 
decision  on  the  part  of  the  Govern- 
ment, without,  as  &r  as  I  know,  any 
deliberation  by  Uiem  on  the  su^ect. 
It  has  been  stated  &om  the  !&ea- 
eury  Bench  in  the  House  of  Conmions 
that  such  is  the  object  which  one  Mem- 
ber of  the  Cabinet  has  in  view.  With 
a  people  like  the  Irish  that  is  ex- 
ceedingly dangerous.  My  noble  Fiiend 
has  just  spoken  in  regard  to  a  Beport 
made  by  a  Committee  some  time  ago 
with  regard  to  various  subjecte,  and 
among  uem  one  which  has  been  brought 
under  consideration  in  this  and  the 
other  House  of  Parliament — namely, 
the  Law  of  Hypothec  in  Scotland.  We 
know  this  subject  excites  a  good  deal 
of  attention  in  Scotland ;  but  we  know 
also  that  there  would  be  no  great  anxiety 
or  agitation  if  a  remedy  for  the  existing 
evilB  were  not  proposed  in  this  Session, 
or  the  next,  or  even  in  the  Session  after. 
We  know,  on  the  other  hand,  that  the 
people  of  Lreland  are  naturally  excit- 
able, and  will  look,  not  to  the  way  in 
which  the  object  is  to  be  accomplidied, 
but  only  to  the  proclamation  uiat  &e 
property  now  held  by  the  proprietors, 
whether  they  be  absentees  or  residents, 
is  to  be  transferred  to  the  poorer  occu- 
piers. With  or  without  compensation, 
these  occupiers  will  endeavour  by  agi- 
tation and  excitement  to  attain  t^t 
object.  That  is  not  a  kind  of  agitation 
which  the  Qovenunent  ought  to  encou- 
rage. The  declarations  made  in  former 
days  by  Sir  George  Grey,  as  Secretary 
of  State,  and  by  Sir  Robert  Peel,  as 
head  of  the  Opposition,  pointed  to  an  ob- 
ject which,  no  doubt,  required  very  great 
attention  and  deliberation  as  to  details, 
but  which  was  practicable  and  attain- 
able. But  one  had  to  turn  over  a  little 
SartJiiuttn 


in  one's  mind  the  object  which  the  Pre- 
sident of  the  Board  of  Trade  was  uming 
at  in  order  to  form  some  conception  as 
to  what  would  hapten  if  the  Cabinet 
adopted  his  views.  Generally  speaking, 
the  smaller  occupiers  are  not  in  posses- 
sion of  much  capital,  and  would  nardly 
be  able  to  lay  out  much  money  in  the 
acquisition  of  land.  The  President  of 
the  Board  of  Trade  proposed  that  20 
per  cent  above  the  probable  value  of 
the  land  should  be  paid  to  the  holders 
of  estates,  and  when  I  read  the  plan  of 
some  time  a^  I  think  it  was  stated  that 
some  £6,000,000  were  to  be  placed  in 
the  hands  of  Commissioners,  and  lent  to 
the  small  occupiers  in  order  that  they 
might  buy  ont  their  landlords  and  place 
themselves  in  possession  of  the  land. 
We  are  told  that  the  President  of  the 
Board  of  Trade  spoke  only  for  him- 
self. I  have  no  doubt  that  that  is 
perfectly  true.  But  I  wish  that  others 
nad  also  spoken  for  themselves.  The 
Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer,  for  in- 
stance, can  speak  for  himself  most  effec- 
tively, as  we  have  lately  seen.  I  wish 
he  had  spoken  for  himself  on  that  occa* 
sion,  and  had  given  his  opinion  in  regard 
to  that  adwnce  of  £5,000,000  &om  the 
public  Exchequer,  to  enable  the  small 
occupiers  of  Ireland  to  buy  up  the  land. 
Because,  although  the  righte  of  pro- 
perty are  to  be  respected — as  I  have  no 
doubt  the  President  of  the  Board  of 
Trade  really  intends  to  respect  them, 
for  I  have  the  most  perfect  faith  in  his 
honesty — what  we  have  to  consider  ie, 
how  this  plan  is  to  be  carried  into  effect. 
And  we  nave  to  look — your  Lordships 
are  bound  to  look — not  only  to  ite  bear- 
ing on  the  objects  to  which  I  have  re- 
ferred— namely,  the  preservation  of  peace 
and  security  in  Ireland,  but  also  to  ite 
bearing  on  the  improvement  of  Ireland. 
We  all  know — we  are  all  happy  to  sub- 
scribe to — the  statements  made  last  year 
by  Lord  Mayo,  and  also  made  since 
then,  I  think,  by  my  noble  Friend,  who 
at  the  time  was  Lonl  Lieutenant  of  Ire- 
land, that  there  has  been  within  the  last 
thirty-five  or  forty  years  a  gradual  pro- 
gress occurring  in  that  country — a  pR>- 
gress,  interrupted,  indeed,  by  violence 
and  crime  —  a  progese  not  continuous, 
but  still  a  progresH-— due  partly  to  mea- 
sures which  have  been  passed  by  Par- 
liament, and  due  partly  to  the  general 
course  of  social  improvement  in  Leiand 
itself^  which  is  most  grati^ing  to  those 
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wbo  desire  the  future  welfare  of  that 
country,  and  -who  wisli  to  see  her  become 
a  strong  part  of  the  United  Eongdom. 
In  awork'writtenbythelatflMr.  Senior, 
who  gives  a  very  inBtrucdve  account  of 
conversationB  which  he  had  with  various 
proprietors  in  Ireland,  the  writer  men- 
tions one  gendeman  who  said  that  he  had 
a  small  property  in  that  country,  which 
had  at  one  time  sixiy-Beren  tenants  upon 
it.  The  potato  famine  came ;  many  of  the 
tenants  were  unable  to  pay  their  rent ; 
he  gladly  excused  them,  and  gave  them 
some  money  besides  to  enable  them  to 
emigrate.  Many  of  them  willingly  emi- 
grated ;  and,  instead  of  sixly-Beven  te- 
nants, the  number  was  now  reduced  to 
twenly-two,  who,  on  an  average,  held 
twenty  acres  of  luid  each.  Now,  I  think, 
that  was  a  benefioial  operation.  It  was 
advantageous  for  those  who  emigrated, 
who  were  no  longer  in  a  land  where 
they  could  not  obtain  food  for  their 
maintenance ;  and  it  was  also  for  the 
good  of  those  tenants  who  remained  on 
Sie  estate,  and  who  could  cultivate 
their  tweni?  acres  profitably  and  suc- 
ceeafiilly.  Let  us  suppose  that  some 
of  these  farmers  of  twenty  acres  each, 
tempted  by  the  prospect  —  one  of  the 
most  tempting  prospects  that  can  be  of- 
fered to  any  man,  whether  in  this  country 
or  in  Ireland,  or  aD3fwhere  else — namely, 
that  of  being  a  freeholder  of  a  certain 
piece  of  land — suppose  that  some  of  these 
formers  with  twenty  acres  obtained  the 
oonunand  of  that  land,  that  they  be- 
came owners  in  the  place  of  the  gentle- 
man who  is  now  receiving  the  rent,  and 
who  undergoes  the  trouble  and  the  dan- 
ger— which  are  neither  shght  nor  few — 
attendant  on  the  possession  of  property 
in  Ireland — suppose,  I  say,  that  they 
have  their  twenty  acres  each,  paying  their 
rent  and  purchase-money  to  the  Qovem- 
ment,  I  ask,  what  has  been  a  very  com- 
mon custom  in  Ireland  ?  It  has  oeen  a 
very  common  custom  for  these  small 
farmers,  instead  of  saying — "I  have 
twenty  acres ;  it  is  tJie  lowest  that  I  can 
cultivate  at  a  profit,"  to  say — "I  have 
four  sons ;  I  will  divide  my  farm  among 
them.  They  shaU  each  cultivate  five 
acres."  Now,  imagine  that  the  tenant 
has  become  possessed  of  the  land.  He 
has  still  to  pay  annuaUy  the  sum  which 
the  President  of  the  Board  of  Trade 
thinks  that  he  ought  to  pay  in  order  to 
become  ultimately  the  owner  of  the  land. 
Wdl,  whom  is  he  to  pay  it  to  ?     To  the 
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Chancellor  of  &e  Exchequer.  The  Chan- 
cellor of  the  Exchequer  will  have  ad- 
vanced the  money,  and  he  must  go  to 
those  four  men,  having  five  acres  a-piece, 
and  ask  &om  them,  not  only  the  ordi- 
nary rent  which  the  man  with  twenty 
acres  originally  paid,  but  the  rent  in- 
creased by  10  per  cent,  or  what«ver  it 
may  be,  to  enable  him  to  get  the  fee 
simple  of  the  land.  Will  Ireland  he 
improved  by  such  a  process  ?  Do  you 
tell  me  that  would  be  a  progress  towards 
civilization  and  the  miprovement  of 
Ireland  ?  I  unfortunately  recollect,  and 
recollect  too  painfully,  the  scenes  which 
the  noble  Eiarl  opposite  (the  Earl  of 
Derby)  must  rememoer  better  than  I  do, 
which  occurred  in  1832  and  1633,  when 
the  Gkivemment  took  upon  themselves 
the  du^  of  collecting  the  tithes  through- 
out Iremnd,  and  when  Uie  sum  collected 
with  the  aid  of  a  lai^e  force  of  dragoons, 
infantry,  and  police  fell  infinitely  Delow 
the  cost  of  its  collection.  And  if  such 
was  the  difficulty  of  collecting  the 
tithes  by  the  Government,  tell  me  what 
would  be  the  consequence,  what  would 
be  the  aspect  of  Ireland,  with  the 
Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  collecting 
sums  from  all  these  pet^  people,  in 
order  to  do  what  was  just  m  respect  to 
the  rights  of  property,  and  at  the  same 
time  to  enable  these  small  occupiers  to 
become  possessors  of  the  soil  ?  I  con- 
clude, then,  from  all  we  know  of  this 
flan,  that  the  plan  is  entirely  visionair. 
t  would  be  a  pleasant  thing,  my  Lords, 
if  we  could,  with  regard  to  our  political 
flairs,  create  such  scenes  as  we  see  upon. 
the  stage,  when  that  whidi  one  moment 
was  a  dark  wood  with  a  robber's  cave  is 
turned  the  next  minute  into  the  most 
smiling  landscape  with  happy  peasants 

giacemlly  pursuing  th^  avocations, 
ut  althou^,  my  Lords,  that  is  a  veiy 
agreeable  effect  to  witness  at  the  theatre 
it  is  not  one  which  we  can  produce  is 
this  House  by  the  utmost  efforts  of  le- 
gislative wisdom.  We  know  that  the 
improvement  of  Ireland  is  only  to  bft 
worked  out  painfully  and  laboriously—' 
yet,  I  trust,  succesafiUly,  And  I  feel 
persuaded  that  unless  Uie  (Government 
discountenance  every  such  visionary  plan, 
unless  they  determine  to  act  forcibly  and 
firmly,  unless  they  show  a  bold  mint — 
as  they  have  done  in  that  small  matter  of 
the  Mayor  of  Cork — unless  in  regard  to 
the  greater  matter  to  which  I  have  re- 
ferred they  resolve  to  grasp  tiie  nettle 
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firmly  we  shall  not  liare  tliat  peace  aod 
aecurity  in  Ireland  which  we  all  dedie 
to  Bee.  Mj  Lords,  I  have  therefora 
felt  it  a  duly  inoumbent  upon  me  to 
aak  my  noble  Friend  what  is  the  course 
which  the  Government  mean  to  pursue ; 
because  I  do  feel  that  —  against  their 
wishes,  against  their  peTsuasionB,  mean- 
ing to  do  nothing  but  what  is  fair  and 
honourable — if  tney  allow  this  agitation 
to  spring  up  in  Ireland,  and  supposing 
Parliament  to  be  pronged  with  the 
whole  land  question  of  Ireland  left  open, 


Parliament  may  meet  next  February 
with  things  taken  out  of  their  hands; 
and  it  wiQ  end  in  the  Government  say- 
ing— "We  own  that  what  is  proposed  is 
against  our  views ;  but  you  see  what  the 
popular  feeling, what  the  current  opinion 
IS  m  Ireland ;  we  did  not  wish  it  to  come 
to  this  conclusion,  but  we  are  forced  to 
yield  to  it,  and  we  can  only  ask  you  to 
concur  in  it."  I  hope  the  government 
will  take  a  firmer  course  in  this  matter. 
I  am  quite  sure  that  those  who  have 
been  concerned  in  the  government  of 
Ireland,  whether  ae  Uembere  of  the 
Cabinet  in  England  or  as  Lord  Lieuten- 
ants and  Gtovemors  of  Ireland,  will  feel 
that  there  is  some  force  in  the  observa- 
tions I  have  made,  and  that  the  great 
anxiety  which  exists  in  reference  to  this 
'  '  ■  '  "  "  "lie,  be  relieved. 
:  My  Lords,  any 
statement  proceeding  &om  my  noble 
Friend,  either  on  a  question  of  adminis- 
tration  or  of  government,  must  come 
with  great  weight  and  authority ;  but  I 
own  I  do  a  little  regret  that  my  noble 
Friend  has  been  prevented  &om  attend- 
ing the  debates  m  this  House,  which  I 
think  have  been  renewed  three  or  four 
times,  on  this  particular  question ;  be- 
cause I  think,  as  we  have  always  de- 
clared on  this  Bench,  that  the  frequent 
recurrence  of  these  discussions,  without 
any  practical  result,  has  not  a  good  or 
soothing  effect.  And,  more  than  that — 
whereas  many  of  your  Lordships  thought 
it  necessary  that  this  subject  should  be 
fuUy  ventilated  and  discussed — I  know 
myself  that  there  are  individual  Peers 
on — ^if  I  may  use  the  phrase— the  three 
sides  of  the  House  who  think  ttiat  ob- 
ject has  now  been  Ailly  attained.  The 
noble  Earl  has  asked  me  exactly  the 
question  which  has  been  put  to  me  at 
least  three  times  before.  He  has  a^ed 
what  Her  Uajesty's  Government  mean 
to  do  in  r^ard  to  land  tenure  in  Ireland. 
Earl  Buatell 


That  question  has  been  put,  and  it  haa 
alsonot  been  put.  AnobleLordonmy^de 
of  the  House,  and  a  noble  Lord  on  the 
other  side,  both  gave  notice  of  such  a 
Question,  and  bo^witlidrew  it,  because 
they  felt  that  it  was  disadvantageous  for 
the  ptuposes  of  justice  that  the  Govern- 
ment should  go  into  detail  in  regard  to 
any  measure  of  a  repressive  character. 
It  is  perfectly  impossible  for  me  to  etaia 
more  on  this  subject  than  I  have  done — 
that  Her  Majesty's  Government,  where* 
ever  they  think  it  judicious  to  do  so,  are 
with  the  greatest  earnestness  enforcing 
all  those  powers  which  the  very  Act  (S 
Parliament  to  which  the  noble  Earl  haa 
referred,  confers  upon  them.  I  will  only 
say  one  word  more,  and  I  am  not  sure 
thatitie  wisein  me  to  say  so  much.  The 
noble  Earl  says  that  Her  Majesty's  Go- 
vernment ought  to  legislate.  We  may 
possibly  intn^uce — alUiough  I  give  no 
pledge  on  the  subject — some  provisions 
to  give  greater  speed  to  and  lacilily  to 
the  Lord  Lieutenant  acting  under  the 
powers  of  the  Peace  Preservation  Act 
That  I  hope  will  be  the  case.  But  when 
the  noble  Karl  talks  of  the  omission  or 
insertion  of  clauses  from  the  Whiteboy 
Act,  I  wish  to  point  out  to  him  that  Uie 
difficult  is  not  that  diere  is  no  power  to 
punish,  but  the  great  difficulty — ^whidi 
IB  no  new  one,  for  it  has  existed  for 
many  years  past — is  to  get  evidence  to 
convict  those  whom  you  ought  to  punish, 
and  until  you  get  that  evidence  it  is  idle 
to  talk  about  strong  Iwislation.  The 
noble  Earl  then  suddenly  diverged  to 
another  point — I  think  it  must  have 
been  a  new  excitement  and  a  newpleasure 
to  my  noble  Friend  to  be  so  warmly 
cheered  through  the  whole  of  his  speecu 
from  a  quarter  from  which  he  is  not  ao- 
customea  to  receive  such  marks  of  ap* 
probation — the  noble  Earl  went  on  to 
ask  the  intention  of  the  Gkivenunent 
with  regard  to  the  tenure  of  land  in  Ire- 
land. Now,  my  noble  and  learned 
Friend  on  ike  Woolsack  was  charged 
the  other  night  with  confining  his  news- 
paper reading  to  the  metropolitan  jonr- 
nale.  But  I  think  my  noble  Friend  can 
hardly  have  read  onr  debates — whiob 
have  never  been  better  reported  thaa 
during  the  present  Session — ^if  he  is  not 
aware  that  I  have  already  answered  this 
Question  two  or  three  times,  and  that  I 
have  given  the  only  answer  which  it  is 
possible  for  me  to  give  on  behalf  of  the 
Government     The  noble  Earl  i^a  that 
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ire  ought  to  have  takes  one  erf  tro 
ODQTMB.  He  tein  tliat  we  onght  ettber 
to  introduce  a  land  measure,  or  to  say 
at  once  boldly  that  we  do  not  mean  to 
do  so.  Now,  it  ia  not  once,  but  night 
after  nigbt  that  we  have  had  diBousaiona 
on  this  queetion.  We  have  been  asked 
by  the  noble  Lord  on  the  croes-Benches, 
and  we  stated  that  it  was  practically 
impossible  to  legislate  this  Session,  and 
that  opinion  was  backed  by  other  noble 
Lords  on  the  opposite  side  of  the  House. 
Now,  my  Lords,  I  say  that,  wheUier  they 
are  right  or  wrong,  when  a  Government 
etate  that,  in  their  opinion,  it  is  impratf- 
.  tioable  to  legislate  this  Session,  and  when 
they  are  backed  up  by  several  leading 
Members  of  the  Opposition,  it  practically 
puts  an  end  to  the  question.  This  is 
no  new  doctrine.  I  have  always  iinder- 
stood  that  a  Government  are  bound  to 
announce  the  principal  measures  which 
th^  mean  to  introduce ;  but  I  have 
never  yet  heard  that  they  are  expected 
to  volunteer  a  catalogue  of  the  mea- 
sures they  do  not  mean  to  introduce. 
But  however  that  may  be,  as  soon  as  the 
question  was  put  whether  we  intended 
to  legislate  on  the  subject  this  Session 
we  gave  one  unvamng  answer — that  we 
had  no  intention  of  so  doii^.  The  noble 
Earl  then  went  into  the  question  as  to 
whether  it  was  wright  or  wrong  to  have 
constant  discussions  in  one  House  of 
what  is  passing  in  the  other.  I  admit 
the  dietinction  which  was  drawn  a  few 
nights  ^o  by  a  noble  and  learned  Lord 
whom  I  da  not  now  see  in  his  place  (Lord 
Cairns),  that  the  statements  of  a  Minister 
of  the  Crown  on  a  matter  of  great  im- 
portance in  one  House  may  be  taken  up 
m  the  o&er,  and  a  question  put  upon  it 
whether  that  statement  is  to  be  under- 
stood as  representing  the  intentions  of 
t^  Oovenmient.  But  when  the  noble 
Earl  proposes  to  abandon  the  Bules  and 
Orders  of  this  House,  and  that  we  should 
be  perpetually  discussing  what  passes  in 
the  Ccraomona  while  they  are  discussing 
what  passes  here,  I  must  say  that  I  to- 
tally differ  from  him,  and  am  not  con- 
vinced by  Hie  illustration  he  has  given. 
He  has  made  a  long  and  laboured  at- 
tack upon  one  particular  Gentleman  who 
made  a  speech  to  which  he  objected.  The 
noble  Earl  has  been  misinformed.  Mr. 
Bright'e  plan  was  never  submitted  to  the 
Cabinet — ^it  was  propounded  by  him  three 
years  ago ;  and  on  a  previous  occafdoa  I 
distincUy  stated  in  a  veiy  candid  way — 


and  not  sparing  Mr.  Bright — ^that  his  was 
not  a  phm  that  had  been  adopted  by  Her 
Majesty's  Government.  I  differ  from 
the  noble  Earl  as  to  the  object  of  that 
plan,  for  it  ia  not  in  the  slightest  degree 
a  substitute  for  any  measure  having  re- 
ference to  the  relations  between  landlord 
and  tenant.  It  was  at  the  most  some- 
thing of  a  side  plan.  It  may  be  good  or 
bad,  but,  whatever  faults  it  may  have,  it 
makes  absolutely  no  invasion  upon  the 
rights  of  property  even  when  interpreted 
in  the  shictest  possible  manner.  The 
noble  Earl  attempted  to  make  fun  of  the 
Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  advancing 
money  to  tenants  in  order  to  enable  them 
tobuy  the  fee-simple  of  their  land.  But 
every  word  of  thie  applies  to  the  plan, 
brought  fbrward  by  noble  Lords  oppo- 
site, by  which  they  proposed  that  the 
ChanoeJlor  of  the  Exuiequer  should  ad- 
vance the  money  of  the  British  tax-payer 
to  enable  the  tenants  to  make  improve- 
ments even  when  not  authorized  by  the 
landlords.  If  the  one  is  absurd,  so  is  the 
other.  I  feel  myself  utterly  unable,  and 
I  am  not  authorized  by  the  Government, 
to  give  any  opinion  on  the  part  of  the 
Government  upon  the  plan  of  Mr.  Bright. 
We  have  from  the  first  said  that  we  will 
not  take  any  single  plan  into  considera- 
tion imtil  the  whole  matter  is  before  us. 
The  noble  Earl  wishes  me  to  go  further 
than  the  declaration  I  made  the  other  day. 
I  only  say  that  X  was  struck  ^  the  fair 
manner  in  which  a  noble  Earl  (Earl  Grey) 
on  the  crose-Benches  affi/med  on  a  former 
occasion  that  our  declaration  of  the  prin- 
ciple on  which  we  proposed  to  legislate 
was  as  explicit  as  it  was  possible  for  a 
mere  declaration  to  be.  But  that  noble 
Earl  added  that  the  only  satiefactoir  de- 
claration would  be  &e  measure  itsei^  for 
there  is  hardly  a  clause  in  such  a  mea- 
sure which  may  not  vaty  the  character  of 
the  Bill.  I  think,  therefore,  with  great 
respect  to  the  noble  Earl,  and  wiuiout 
disrespect  to  any  other  portion  of  the 
House,  that  I  must  content  m3rself  with ' 
adhering  to  the  declaration  I  made  the 
other  day,  because  I  do  not  see  how  it  is 
possible  to  make  any  other. 

The  Earl  of  DEBBT  :  I  sbaU  detain 
your  Lordships  for  the  shortest  possible 
time  on  asubject  of  somuch  importance. 
I  have  abstained  from  taking  any  part 
in  these  discussions ;  but  I  must  say  I 
think  that  the  noble  Earl  who  has  intro- 
duced this  question  was  fully  justified 
in  calling  your  Lordships'  attention  to 
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it  bef<»e  tlie  adjoammeitt  of  the  House 
fortbe'WliitaimtideEeoeBe.  Andalthough 
my  noble  Friend  the  Seoretaiy  for  toe 
Colonies  saye  that  this  queation  hoe  al- 
ready been  brought  forward  three  or 
four  times,  the  jiiatification  of  renewing 
it  is  that  on  neither  of  these  occasions 
have  your  Lordships  received  any  aatie- 
factory  answer  to  a  very  plain  question. 
Speaking  of  myself,  I  may  say  that  I 
have  for  the  last  five-and-forty  years 
had  the  management,  and  for  a  large 
portion  of  that  time  the  possession,  of  a 
property — not  a  laige  property,  but,  at 
the  same  time,  not  an  inconsiderable 
property — in  the  heart  of  one  of  the  most 
disturbed  districts  in  Ireland.  It  adjoins 
the  Limerick  Junction,  which,  as  your 
Lordships  are  aware,  wss  on  the  last  occa- 
sion of  disturbance  the  seat  of  the  prin- 
cipal portion  of  the  inBurrectlon.  During 
the  \Miole  of  that  time  I  am  happy  to 
say  that  I  have  never  had  a  serious  dis- 
pute with  my  tenants;  and  when  an 
ocoasioa  of  tiie  gravest  character  has 
arisen  I  have  always  succeeded  in  vindi- 
cating the  law,  and  this  to  the  satisfac- 
tion of  the  tenants  themselves.  During 
these  forty-five  years — I  will  not  say 
that  I  have  laid  out  the  fee-simple  of 
the  property  upon  the  land,  but  X  have 
laid  out  a  very  considerable  sum  year 
by  year.  For  several  years  I  received 
no  return  from  this  property,  and  I  am 
not  in  the  receipt  of  a  larger  amount  of 
rent  now  than  I  was  forty-five  years 
ago.  But  my  satisfaction  arises  from 
the  knowledge  that  the  bulk  of  my 
tenantry  are  now  in  a  veiy  different 
condition  from  what  they  then  were, 
and  up  to  this  time  I  have  every  rea- 
son to  believe  that  they  are  perfectly 
satisfied  and  contented  with  their  posi- 
tion. But  I  am  bound  to  say  that  the 
laogua^  which  is  now  heard  all  round 
that  property — language  founded  upon 
the  expressions  made  use  of  by  an  mi- 
portant  Member  of  the  Government — 
such  as  that  after  next  year,  after  1670, 
no  more  rent  is  to  be  paid — I  say  that 
such  langoage  and  the  encouragement 
it  has  received  tend  to  shake  the  minds 
of  the  most  attached  tenantry  and  to 
violate  and  destroy  the  security  of  pro- 
perty. I  agree  with  my  noble  Fnend 
£Lrl  Granville)  that  it  is  desirable,  as 
as  possible,  to  avoid  recriminations 
and  controversies  as  to  what  has  passed 
in  "  another  place  "  :  but  we  must  admit 
that  when  declarations  are  made  by  a 
IhEarlo/Ihrby 


responsible  Uinister  of  the  Crown  it  is 
right  to  ask  the  Ministers  of  the  Grown 
in  this  House,  whether  they  concur  with 
their  GoUeagne,  and  whether  he  is  au- 
thorized to  speak  on  behalf  of  the  Go- 
vernment ? 

Eabl  GBANYILLE  :  I  did  not  object 
to  that. 

The  Eabl  op  DEEBT  :  My  Lords,  I 
am  not  an  advocate  of  the  Mayor  of 
Cork.  I  should  have  been  quite  pre- 
pared to  join  the  Government  in  any 
exceptional — I  would  almost  add  in  an 
unconstitutional — measure  for  t^e  re- 
dkoval  of  a  man  whose  language  and 
acts  rendered  him  tmfit  for  his  office. 
But  the  language  and  acte  of  the  Mayor 
of  Cork  derived  considerable  sanction 
fr^mi  the  acts  and  language  of  some 
Members  of  Her  Majesty's  Government. 
["Oh,oh!"]  The  noble  Earl  is  shocked, 
and  BO  am  I.  t  em.  not  for  a  moment 
palliating  or  vindicating  the  language 
of  the  Mayor  of  Cork ;  but  Her  Ma- 
jesty's Government  a  very  short  time 
ago  thought  fit  promiscuously  to  release 
a  great  number  of  people  who,  with 
great  difficulty  and  serious  danger  to 
ttie  constabuluy  and  honest  inhabitants 
of  Ireland,  had  been  found  guil^  of  the 
most  atrocious  crimee.  The  Mayor  of 
Cork  attended  a  meeting  to  celebrate^ 
what? — the  release  of  the  principal  of 
these  Fenian  prisoners,  who  had  been 
guilty  of  most  atrocious  conduct,  and  to 
rejoice  in  that  act  of  Her  Majesty's 
Government  as  a  just,  charitable,  and 
merciful  act,  which  threw  back  on  the 
country  some  of  the  most  dangerous 
characters.  I  say  I  do  not  palliate  the 
language  of  the  Mayor  of  Cork ;  but  fkr 
be  it  from  me  to  say  that  the  Govern- 
ment were  free  bom  blame  m  taking 
that  step  which  was  the  subject  of  con- 
gratulation bv  the  Mayor.  The  Mayor 
of  Cork — the  late  Mayor  of  Cork  I  should 
say,  for  I  am  happy  to  hear  that  a  new 
Mayor  has  been  appointed  of  a  different 
character — the  late  Mayor  of  Cork  com- 
lained  that  his  language — ^most  im|>T0- 
per  and  pernicious  language,  deserving 
the  strongest  condemnation — had  been 
misinterpreted;  t^t  he  never  intended 
encourage  or  promote  ossasonation ; 
that,  on  the  contrary,  he  deprecated  it. 
He  was  minnteipreted — I  do  not  beliere 
he  did.  Well,  I  think  Mr.  Bright  may 
have  been  misinteipreted  too.  I  do  not 
believe  he  intended  to  stimulate  to  acta 
of  violence  against  the  landlords  of  Ii^ 
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land.  I  do  not  believe  that  the  GciTem- 
ment  intend  to  encourage  a  partitioii 
of  the  land  of  Ireland,  or  to  exterminate 
the  landlords ;  but  when  a  Member  of 
the  Government  holds  such  lan^uaee  aa 
he  has  used,  deolanng;  that  Ireland  will 
have  no  peace  till  the  land  of  Ireland  is 
transferrod  &om  the  Protestant  and  ab- 
sentee landlords  to  the  occupiers  of  the 
soil,  that  language  is  dangerously  liable 
to  misinterpretation;  I  Ailly  believe  it 
vae  misinterpreted,  just  as  tlie  language 
of  the  late  Mayor  of  Cork  was  misinter- 
preted. Well,  then  it  is  said  that  peo- 
ple in  high  position  should  be  very 
carejul  of  what  they  say.  So  you  said 
with  regard  to  the  Mayor  of  Cork.  He 
was  a  man  in  authority,  and  it  was  the 
more  requisite  that  he  should  be  cautious 
in  his  language  and  «mduct.  But  the 
same  thing  holds  true  of  Mr.  Bright. 
He  is  an  independent  Member  of  the 
Government — and  noble  Lords  will  ex- 
cuse me  if  I  say  it  is  popularly  under- 
stood that  Mr.  Bright  and  Mr.  Gladstone 
are  the  Government — and  I  say  that  he, 
a  UinJster  of  the  Crown,  a  man  in  high 
station,  should  be  very  careful  not  to 
hold  language  capable  of  being  misin- 
terpreted by  a  population  so  excitable 
and  impulsive  as  ^e  Irish.  I  will  not 
refer  at  length  to  Mr.  Bright's  project — 
I  believe  it  is  entirely  disavowed  by  the 
Government ;  but  it  waa  put  forward  by 
him  since  he  became  a  Member  of  the 
Goremment ;  and  I  have  no  hesitation 
saying  that,  if  it  were  adopted,  it  would 
throw  the  whole  of  Ireland  into  convul- 
sion. I  ought  to  know  something  of  the 
tenantry  of  the  South  of  Ireland ;  I 
know  how  easily  they  are  misled — I 
know  their  good  qualities — I  know  also 
their  feelings  on  ue  land  question — and 
I  know  how  easily  they  may  be  misled 
by  a  project  for  recovering  what  they 
consider  their  righta.  The  peasant  oi 
Ireland  imagines  that  he  is  about  to  be 
restored  to  lands  which  he  believes  are 
his  by  right,  inherited  from  his  ances- 
tors, and  from  which  he  is  unjustly  kept 
out  by  tbe  landlords.  And  when  a 
Minister  of  the  Grown  recommends  a 
scheme  the  object  of  which  is  to  put 
them  in  possession  of  what  they  consider 
their  rights,  in  opposition  to  the  rights 
of  the  landlords  of  Ireland,  the  peasantry 
go  far  beyond  his  langu^e  in  the  mean- 
mg  they  put  upon  it.  Mr.  Bright  pro- 
poses, not  to  extemtinate  the  landlords 
of  Irelands,  but  to  purchase  from  them 
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their  righte  at  their  full  value.  First  of 
all,  it  is  difficult  to  know  what  the  Aill 
value  of  land  in  Ireland  is  or  will  be 
after  the  measures  supported  by  Go- 
vernment are  carried  into  effect.  For 
my  own  part,  I  would  prefer  retaining 
my  land,  and  occupying  it — if  I  am  al- 
lowed to  do  so — 1::^  my  own  tenants  to 
parting  with  it  to  the  Government ;  but 
if  it  be  the  project  of  the  (Government, 
as  it  is  announced,  to  purchase  the 
rights  of  the  landlords,  and  to  undertake 
the  subdivision  of  their  property  in 
farms  of  such  size  as  they  think  desir- 
able, I  can  only  toll  them,  before  tJiey 
take  (hat  course  of  proceeding,  they  had 
better  largely  increase  the  military  and 
constabulary  of  Ireland  ;  for  every  one 
who  knows  anything  of  Ireland  knows 
that  in  the  South  and  West  of  Ireland 
it  is  with  the  greatest  difBculty  that 
the  most  painsti^ing  landlords  can  in- 
duce their  tenants  ever  to  alter  die 
course  of  a  diteh — a  bank,  with  a  ditoh 
on  either  side — Abroad  enough  to  drive 
a  car  along  it,  and  running  in  every 
direction  but  a  straight  me  —  it  is 
with  the  greatest  difficulty  the  tenantir 
can  be  persuaded  to  adopt  a  give-and- 
take  line,  giving  them  more  than  their 
own,  because  they  think  it  a  violation  of 
their  rights  of  occupation.  Let  the  Go- 
vemment  purchase  my  rights — I  dare 
say  I  shall  nave  a  good  bargain  if  I  sell, 
which  I  am  not  disposed  to  do.  I  would 
recommend  the  Government  to  be  very 
careful  how  they  buy  up  property  under 
these  circumstances,  for  where  so  many 
small  interests  exist — it  may  be  the  occu- 
pation of  only  half-an-acre — there  is 
great  danger,  in  such  a  scheme,  of  uni- 
versal disturbance,  convulsion,  and  blood- 
shed. I  do  not  chai^  the  Government 
— God  forbid  I  should — with  the  inten- 
tion of  introducing  any  of  tbese  evils; 
hut  I  want  solemnfy  to  warn  them  of  the 
danger  of  allowing  one  of  their  Col- 
leagues  to  make  use  of  language  that 
may  have  that  effect.  It  is  quito  impos- 
sible that  th^  can  allow  such  language, 
unreproved  and  unrejected  by  them, 
without  the  greatest  danger.  They 
may  say  it  is  not  used  with  Hieir  con- 
sent ;  but  what  we  ought  to  require 
from  them,  for  the  sake  of  the  peace 
and  security  of  Ireland,  is  such  a  decla- 
tion  of  their  principles  as  may  amount 
to  a  total  disavowal  of  such  revolutionary 
Buggestions;  and  that  whatever  relief 
they  may  be  able  to  give  to  tiie  tenant- 
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Thich  I  certainly  do  not  object  to-'shall 
be  conaiat«nt  with  justice,  and  that,  st 
all  events,  they  will  maintain  and  up- 
hold the  rights  of  property  and  of  t£e 
landlords  in  Ireland.  But  they  must 
bear  in  mind  that  at  the  present  moment 
the  great  difficulty  the  laiidlorda  have  to 
contend  with  is  that  they  have  not  the 
power  possessed  in  England  of  improving 
their  estates  by  any  new  distribution  &l 
their  proper^.  I  have  had  my  property 
for  forty-five  years,  but  I  do  not  say  that 
I  have  done  what  I  should  have  wished 
for  its  immovement.  How  could  that 
be  accomplished,  when  I  find  my  farms 
broken  into  by  three,  four,  or  five  mfferent 
occupiers  of  three,  four,  or  five  acres  each, 
in  respect  of  which  I  do  not  mean  to  say 
I  have  not  the  right  by  law  to  consoli- 
date the  holdings  if  I  please,  but  a  com- 
pulsion is  put  OR  me  to  prevent  it  f  How- 
ever a  landlord  may  be  disposed  to  im- 
prove his  property,  the  great  difficulty 
19  the  removal  of  those  who  are  a  nui- 
sance upon  it.  A  great  deal  is  said  of 
granting  leases.  Some  of  my  tenants 
have  leases  already,  and  when  the  hold- 
ing is  over  ten  acres  I  should  not  object 
to  grant  a  lease  for  twenty-one  years ; 
but  my  belief  is  that  in  the  South  of 
Ireland  tenants  would  rather  not  have 
leases,  because,  if  you  grant  a  twenty- 
one  years'  lease,  the  tenant  would  un- 
doubtedly hold  it  for  that  term ;  but,  at 
the  end  of  that  time,  he  does  not  wish  to 
recognize  that  the  landlord  has  a  right 
to  let  the  land  to  anyone  else.  "Shot 
being  so,  I  sa^  there  is  the  greatest  pos- 
sible danger  in  any  langu^e  held  on 
the  part  of  a  Mimster  of  the  Crown 
which  encourages  the  people  \o  believe 
that  you  are  about  to  take  some  great 
measure  for  Hie  re-distnbution  of  land  in 
Ireland,  which  shall  give  back  to  the 
occupier  what  he  thinks  his  right  to  the 
soil  of  which  the  landlord  has  deprived 
him,  and  which  shall  remove  the  Protest- 
ant and  absentee  landlord  &om  the  pro- 
perty. MvnobleFriendhasreferredtothe 
catastrophe  at  Ballycohey.  Uy  own  es- 
tate adjoins  Ballycohey,  where  the  late 
murder  was  committed.  "When  that  pro- 
perty was  in  the  market,  I  was  ap^ed 
to,  ^though  a  Protestant,  to  purchase 
that  property.  I  declined.  Ur.  Scully 
purchased  it,  and  we  know  what  was  the 
result.  Uy  Lords,  I  did  not  intend  to 
trouble  you  with  any  observations  on 
this  occasion,  but  I  could  not  avoid  add- 
ing my  testimony  to  the  dangerous  'effect 
The  Earl  of  Derby 
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which  ia  being  produced  by  the  langua^ 
and  conduct,  and  not  only  by  the  lan- 
guage and  conduct,  but  by  the  reticenoe 
of  the  Gkrvemment ;  and  my  belief  that 
their  continued  reticence  must  neces- 
sarily, to  a  great  extent,  inorease  the 
insecurity  to  Ufe  and  property  which  un- 
fortunately now  exists  in  Ireland. 

Thb  Eabl  op  KIMBERLEy:  My 
Lords,  I  should  not  have  troubled  your 
Lordships  with  any  observations  on  the 
present  occasion,  did  I  not  feel  it  my  duty 
to  protest  solemnly  against  the  language 
we  have  just  heard  &om  the  noble  Earl. 
The  noble  Earl  said,  and  he  said  with 
great  truth,  that  men  in  authority 
should  be  careful  as  to  their  words. 
Now,  though  the  noble  Earl  no  longer 
occupies  a  responsible  position  as  a 
Minister  of  the  Grown,  yet  &om  the 
high  position  which  he  has  so  long  oo- 
cupied,  &om  his  great  knowledge  of 
Irish  affaire,  and  &om.  the  aumority 
with  which  he  speaks  in  this  House,  I 
think  Ishall  not  be  going  too &r when  I 
say  that  the  noble  Eturl  also  should  speak 
with  some  caution  when  he  addresses 
your  Lordships.  But  I  put  it  to  the 
House,  and  I  put  it  to  the  noble  Earl 
himself,  whether  it  is  fair,  in  the  first 
place,  in  a  side  way,  to  compare  my  Col- 
league, Mr.  Bright,  with  the  Mayor  of 
Cork — whether  it  is  just  to  say  that  the 
language  which  Mr.  Bright  held  in  the 
House  of  Commons  a  few  nights  ago  is 
comparable  to  the  langu^e  which  the 
Mayor  of  Cork  held  on  the  ocoasioa 
which  gave  rise  to  the  prooeedinga 
against  him  ?  My  Lords,  I  utterly  deny 
that  the  sli^test  comparison  can  M 
introduced.  What  did  my  right  hon. 
Friend  say?  He  said  he  had  a  plan, 
and  that  that  plan  would  lead  to  certain 
improvement  in  Ireland. 

Thb  Eabl  OF  DERBY  :  I  beg  pardon. 
I  referred  to  former  expressions  of  Mr. 
Bright,  in  which  he  said  that  if  Ireland 
were  1,000  miles  to  the  West  the  people 
would  take  the  thing  into  their  own 
hands,  and  the  result  would  be  the  ex* 
termination  of  the  landlords.  I  do  not 
say  that  tiiat  language  was  intended  to 
imply  violent  measures  against  the  land- 
loras,  but  that  it  was  language  upon 
which  it  was  possible  that  a  people  uke 
.  the  Irish  might  place  that  interipretation. 

Ths  Eahx  of  KIMBERLEY :  I  beg 
the  noble  Earl  to  remember  that  he 
drew  a  distinction,  and  a  very  just  one, 
between  men  not  holding  oEBoes  nndar 
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the  drown  asd  men  holding  BDch  offices ; 
and  he  H&id  that  if  Mr.  Bnght  had  used 
the  language  to  whioh  he  referred  aa  a 
private  individaal  it  vould  not  have 
mattered.  The  language  to  which  he 
now  flays  he  meant  to  allude  was  used  hj 
iix.  Bright  in  a  private  letter  addressed 
to  a  pnrate  individual,  and  whidh  woe 
published  without  his  consent,  and  much 
to  his  regret.  I  put  it  to  the  House,  there- 
fbre,  whether  it  is  at  aU  just  to  bring 
against  the  President  of  the  Board  of 
Ijade,  as  a  responsible  Minister  of  the 
Crown,  language  which,  at  all  events,  he 
used  as  a  private  individual.  I  ^ain 
say,  my  Lords,  that  the  language  of  the 
luyor  of  Cork,  which  was  language 
f^arently  approvii^  of  assassinatioD 
— ^though  the  Mayor  subsequently  ex- 
plained away  that  meaning — is  not  lan- 
guage which  can  be  compared  to  any 
used  by  my  right  hon.  Friend ;  and  I 
venture  to  appeal  to  every  Member  of 
this  House,  to  whatever  -pexty  he  may 
belong,  whether  he  believes  that  suob 
an  attack  as  has  been  just  made  upon 
Mr.  Bright  is  a  iair  one,  or  is  one  wUch 
will  have  the  sympathies  of  any  man 
inside  or  out  of  this  House,  on  cool  re- 
flection; and  whether  Mr.  Bright,  who 
has  oonferred  great  benefits  on  the 
country,  and  who  exercises  great  in- 
fluence, has  ever  done  anything  laying 
himself  open  to  such  imputations  ?  The 
noble  Earl  then  proceeded  to  say  that 
Her  Majes^B  Government  had  euoou- 
laged  the  Hayor  of  Cork  by  releasiag 
certain  Fenian  prisoners.  Well,  I  do 
not  make  the  same  protest  against  that 
aj^liunent.  If  the  noble  Earl  likes  to 
say  that  Her  Majesly's  Qovemment 
were  mistaken  in  advising  Her  Majesty 
to  release  certain  Fenian  prisoners,  no 
one  can  object  to  his  doing  so.  But,  in 
the  first  place,  the  noble  Earl  is  so  eager 
to  make  this  attack  upon  us,  ibat  he 
really — ^if  he  will  allow  me  to  say  so — 
greatly  over-stated  the  case.  He  spoke 
of  an  immense  number  of  Fenian  m^- 
Bo&era  who  had  been  let  loose.  The 
immense  number  was  forty-nine.  Then, 
he  said  they  were  the  worst  offenders 
who  were  liberated;  but  I  venture  to 
tell  him,  as  a  matter  of  &ct,  that  the 
worst  Fenians  are  still  in  custody,  and 
that  those  who  were  liberated  were  not 
tiie  worst,  ffotr,  I  ask  whether,  if  it  is 
fiiought  expedient  by  tile  GKivemment 
to  advise  the  Crown,  upon  grounds 
which  at  all  events  seem  to  them  suffi- 


□ient,  to  release  a  certain  number  of 
Fenian  prisoners,  that  is  to  be  made 
a  ground  for  the  accusations  brought 
against  us  by  the  noble  Earl — namuy, 
that  we  directly  enoour^ed  the  Mayor 
to  use  language  which  os  the  face  of  it 
is  approving  of  assassination  ? 

The  Eahl  of  DERBY:  I  did  not 
speak  of  the  language  the  Mayor  of  Cork 
used  but  of  the  fact  of  the  Mayor  of 
Cork  presiding  at  a  meeting  upon  the 
occasion  of  the  release  of  the  Fenian 
prisoners. 

Tee  Ti^TT.  OF  EIMBEBLET :  I  oer- 
tainly  understood  the  noble  Earl  to 
refer  to  the  langu^e  which  the  Mayor 
had  used.  To  all  that  faUs  from  the 
noble  Earl  with  respect  to  Ireland  I 
hsten  with  the  greatest  attention,  be- 
cause on  that  subject  he  not  only  speaks 
with  authority,  but  with  great  know- 
ledge and  experience,  and  I  attach  great 
value  to  his  words.  A  great  deal  of 
what  he  said  as  to  the  present  condltioa 
of  affairs  in  (hat  part  of  the  country 
where  he  has  properly — property  that 
is,  I  believe,  ex^emely  well  managed — 
only  showed  the  extreme  difficulty  and 
danger  that  attends  the  dealing  with 
this  qnestion  of  the  tenure  of  land,  and 
also  shows  how  in  speaking  of  Hub  sub- 
ject even  the  noble  Earl  himself  may 
use  language — no  doubt  unintontionallj 
— which  may  tend  as  much,  perhaps,  as 
any  language  used  by  Mr.  Bright  him- 
self  to  encour^e  the  peasantty  in  enter- 
taining  estravagaut  expectations.  He 
said,  that  the  position  of  the  tenant-far- 
mers there,  from  causes  that  he  need 
not  mention,  rendered  it  almost  impos- 
sible to  remove  them  &om  their  ianns. 
Now,  there  is  no  doubt  that  this  may  be 
more  or  less  a  fact ;  hut  coming  nom 
the  noble  Earl  as  a  description  of  the 
stato  of  aflairs  there,  it  certainly  may 
lead  many  people  to  think  that  although 
the  GoTemment  may  not  advocato  such 
measures  as  fljdty  of  tenure,  yet  that 
practically  fixity  of  tenure  prevails  at 

SBsent  in  the  South  of  Ireland,  and  is 
:ely  to  prevail  there.  I  do  not  wish 
to  be  misunderstood,  I  believe  that  no- 
thing would  be  more  unwise  than  tor 
me  to  add  anything  to  what  was  said  by 
my  noble  Friend  (Earl  (Jranville).  We 
adhere  to  our  intention  not  to  legislate 
on  this  subject  this  year,  and  I  main- 
tain that  our  declaration  that  such  was 
our  intention  was  an  erolieit  one,  and 
ought  to  have  been  sufficient  to  bars 
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preTented  the  Question  ^ut  by  my  noble 
Friend  (Earl  Busaell)  tJuB  eremng. 

The  Duke  of  ABERCOEN  :  My 
Lords,  I  need  scarcely  attempt  any 
apology  for  speakine  upon  this  ques- 
tion, whidi  the  noble  Earl  (Earl  Buseell) 
brought  forward  bo  ably,  and  which  has 
been  answered  in  a  manner  so  little 
satisfactory  by  the  noble  Earl  opposite 
(Earl  Oranville).  I  can  confinn  the 
statement  of  the  noble  Earl,  that  the 
present  position  of  things  in  Ireland  is 
calculated  to  excito  alarm  for  the  secu- 
rity of  life  and  proper^.  But  I  r^ret 
to  say  that  the  records  in  the  public 
papers  by  no  means  come  up  to  the  full 
amount  of  alarm  and  intimidation  pre- 
vailing in  tliat  district  which  consists  of 
the  counties  of  Tipperaij,  Limerick,  and 
also  of  the  great  part  of  King's  Counfy 
and  Meath.  I  may  say  that  alarm  is 
almost  unirersol  in  the  whole  of  the 
South  and  West  of  beland,  and  that 
there  are  the  gravest  apprehensions  that 
the  present  disturbances  may  extend  yet 
farther.  I  feel  no  wish  to  draw  any  un- 
due comparison  between  the  present  and 
the  late  Governments,  for  I  feel  that 
this  is  a  case  too  serious  for  party  rivalry ; 
but  I  feel  also  that  the  present  condition 
of  Ireland  offers  a  lamentable  and  de- 
plorable contrast  to  that  prevailing  at 
this  time  last  year.  What,  then,  my 
Lords,  are  the  causes  of  this  sudden 
outbreak  of  alarm  in  Ireland,  after  a 
period  of  many  years  so  singularly  free 
from  crime  of  Uiis  sort  that  it  was  the 
subject  of  general  congratulation,  both 
in  ordinary  society  and  by  the  judicial 
authorities  at  the  Afferent  county  Assizes. 
I  do  not  at  all  a^;ree  with  the  supposition 
of  my  noble  Fnend  (E^l  Eussell)  that 
it  is  a  consequence  of  the  Fenian  move- 
ment, for  I  believe  that  those  engaged 
in  the  Fenian  movement  are  not  1^  any 
means  of  the  same  description  as  those 
who  are  engaged  in  these  agrarian  out- 
rages. The  number  of  persons  engaged 
in  agriculture  who  joined  the  !^man 
movementwae  reiy  small.  I  think,  how- 
ever, that  we  need  not  go  far  for  the 
causes  —  causes  which  f  wiU  presently 
allude  to  in  connection  with  the  speeches 
and  professions  made  by  prominent  Mem- 
bers of  the  Qovemment  at  the  late  elec- 
tion —  after  I  have  briefly  traced  the 
period  of  the  rise  and  progress  of  the 
outrages.  It  was  stated  by  the  noble 
Duke  who  spoke  the  other  night  that 
the  attack  upon  Mr.  Scully  was  the 
ne  £arl  of  SrimierUi/ 


Ireland. 


72S 


commencement  of  the  outrages ;  and  it 
has  been  stated  elsewhere  by  the  pre- 
sent Secretary  for  Ireland  that  the  pre- 
sent Government  on  coming  into  Office 
found  that  those  outrages  had  been  going 
on  for  a  long  time,  and  were  then  inf^ 
force.  My  Lords,  I  give  both  those  aft- 
sertions  the  most  complete  denial ;  and 
I  will  prove  to  your  Lordships,  first,  that 
the  attack  on  Mr.  Scully  had  no  reason- 
able connection  with  the  outrages  that 
occurred  five  months  later ;  and,  second- 
ly, that  at  the  time  that  the  late  Govern- 
ment left  OfBce,  and  the  present  Govern- 
ment succeeded  them,  there  had  not  been 
heard  a  whisper  of  such  agrarian  out- 
rages as  we  now  hear  so  much  about. 
And,  first,  as  to  the  attack  upon  Mr. 
Sinilly — which  occurred,  not  as  the  Chief 
Secretary  for  Ireland  stated,  in  Septem- 
ber, but  on  the  14tb  of  August.  Mur- 
derous as  the  attack  was,  and  the  sub- 
ject of  the  severest  reprobation  and 
punishment  that  the  law  could  inflict, 
it  was  a  nature  totally  different  to  or- 
dinary Irish  agrarian  crimes.  It  was 
an  armed  defence  against  an  aimed  at- 
tack in  open  day,  and  it  had  none  of 
those  characteristics  —  the  stealth  and 
secrecy — which  are  met  wit^  in  ordinary 
agranan  murders.  No  case  in  the  least 
degree  resembling  it  has  occurred  since; 
and,  in  fiM^,  no  case  resembling  it  ever 
occurred  before,  except  in  those  instances 
to  which  my  noble  Friend  referred  in 
former  years,  when  it  was  thought  ne- 
cessary to  levy  tithes  by  the  assistance 
of  an  armed  force.  I  say  that  this  at- 
tempt to  fix  the  outrage  upon  Mr.  Scully 
as  the  commencement  of  a  series  of  out- 
rages of  a  totally  different  nature,  which 
began  five  months  after  and  have  con- 
tinued without  intermission  to  the  pre- 
sent moment,  is  a  perversion  of  the  facts 
and  a  complete  misapprehension  of  the 
nature  of  these  disturbances.  To  the  as- 
sertion of  the  Chief  Secretary  for  Ire- 
land, that  his  Govenunent  found  these 
outrages  in  tall  force,  I  give  the  most 
completo  denial.  During  the  two  and 
a-half  years  that  the  late  Government 
held  Office,  with  the  exception  of  the 
outrage  on  Mr.  Scully,  there  was  only 
one  case  of  agrarian  outrage  resulting 
in  death — thatof  Mr.  Featherstonhaugh; 
and  not  one  whisper  had  been  heard, 
when  the  present  Government  came  into 
Office,  of  those  agrarian  outrages  of 
which  we  hear  so  much  now.  The  first 
case  that  occurred  took  place  after  the 
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aocesdon  of  the  present  Government, 
&fter  the  dectdon  and  the  result  of  it 
hod  been  knovn,  after  moet  rash  and 
iU-adviBed  speeches  &om  certain  pro- 
minent Members  of  the  GtiTBmment, 
which  speeches  produced  a  fatal  effect 
upon  the  excitable  nature  of  the  Irish 
peopHe.  The  death  of  Mr.  Baker,  which 
ocoorred  on  the  Slst  of  December,  was 
followed  by  other  mtirdera  and  outrages 
in  appalling  suooession.  I  think  that  I 
have  shown  your  Lordahipa  that  there 
is  no  foundation  for  the  statement  of  the 
Secretary  for  Ireland,  that  the  present 
Oovemment  found  these  outrages  in  full 
force,  but  that,  on  the  contrary,  with  the 
exception  of  the  outrage  in  Mr.  Scully's 
caae,  five  months  before,  there  had  not 
been  the  slightest  attempt  to  commit 
such  crimes.  A  noble  Duke  (the  Duke 
of  Aigyll),  who  is  not  in  his  place  to- 
night, stated  the  other  evening  that  the 
disturbances  now  existing  were  owing  to 
the  lax  way  in  which  ^e  late  Oovem- 
ment  had  carried  out  the  law  in  the  case 
of  Mr,  Scully.  Perhaps  those  noble 
Lords  on  the  opposite  aide  who  com- 
plained of  our  laxness  will  be  so  good 
as  to  enlighten  the  House  as  to  the  firm 
and  prompt  manner  in  which  they  have 
suppressed  similar  agrarian  outrages.  I 
am  sure  that  the  House  will  be  much  in- 
debted to  any  noble  Lord  on  the  other 
side  who  will  explain  the  peculiai*  mode 
in  which,  with  such  complete  and  fflgnal 
success,  the  present  Government  have 
suppressed  agrarian  outrages  in  Ireland, 
have  enforced  the  law  and  punished 
offenders,  and  have  succeeded  in  impart- 
ing a  general  confidence  in  the  perfect 
securi^  of  life  and  property  in  Ireland. 
"thQ  further  we  examine  the  case  the 
more  distinct  becomes  the  evidence  that 
these  outrages  have  arisen  entirely  since 
the  accession  to  Office  of  the  present 
Ministry,  and  that  their  origin  is  owing 
solely  to  the  dangerous  feeling  which 
the  rash  and  ill-advised  speeches  of  pro- 
minent Members  of  the  Government 
have  aroused  in  a  section  of  the  Irish 
people.  We  do  not  blame  the  mere  fact 
of  the  present  Government  not  having 
brought  in  a  Land  BUI,  but  we  conmder, 
and  the  coimtiy  conuders,  that  they  are 

rto  the  gravest  censure  in  that  when 
knew  that  they  could  not  by  any 
possibility  bring  in  a  Land  Bill,  and 
when  they  had  no  intention  whatever  of 
doing  so,  they,  notwithstanding,  did  not 
scruple,  for  puty  and  ad  eaptandum  pur- 
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poses,  to  hold  out  promises  of  such  a 
radical  change  in  the  tenure  of  land  as 
have  excited  the  wildest  expectations  in 
Ireland.  Nor  is  that  all ;  for  invectives 
— I  might  almost  call  them  denuncia- 
tions— were  uttered  by  prominent  Mem- 
bers of  the  Government,  expressed  in 
the  most  solemn  language  and  with  all 
the  eloquence  they  are  masters  of,  in  re- 
ference to  what  they  termed  the  long- 
standing grievance  of  the  Irish  people, 
and  to  Sie  baneful  effects  of  Protestant 
ascendancy  and  Protestant  landlords 
upon  the  coimtry.  I  think  the  emres- 
aion  was  that  "Protestant  ascendant^ 
was  the  Upas  tree  that  must  be  rooted 
up."  Can  you  wonder  that  words  like 
those  should  have  taken  hold  of  that 
portion  of  the  Irish  people,  for  whose 
benefit  they  were  especiaDy  intended? 
Expressions  so  rash  and  inconsiderate  as 
these  can  only  be  accounted  for  on  two 
grounds :  either  a  complete  and  entire 
Ignorance  of  the  feeling  of  the  Irish 
people — of  which,  by-the-way,  the  pre- 
sent Government  professes  to  be  the  only 
true  exponent ;  or  by  a  determination, 
regardless  of  all  consequences,  to  securo 
votes  at  the  hustings  by  professions 
which  they  knew  could  not  be  performed, 
and  by  indications  of  a  pohcy  full  of 
hazard  to  the  social  state  of  Ireland.  I 
leave  the  noble  Lords  on  the  opposite 
side  to  elect  which  of  those  was  the  mo- 
tive for  the  line  adopted  by  prominent 
Members  of  their  par^.  Wnatever  it 
was,  however,  they  have  incurred  a  most 
grave  and  serious  responsibilily  for  a 
state  of  society  in  Irdand  of  which  I 
fear  that  we  have  seen  neither  the  last 
nor  the  worst,  I  believe,  I  repeat,  that 
these  outrages  have  arisen  solely  and 
immediately  &om  those  rash  and  mcon- 
siderate  speeches  by  the  President  of  the 
Board  of  Trade,  by  the  Prime  Minister, 
by  the  Home  Secretaiy,  and  other  pro- 
minent Members  of  Uie  Government — 
speeches  which,  I  admit,  have  been 
partly  misapprehended,  but  yet  speeches 
that  ought  never  to  have  been  made- 
speeches  such  as  we  have  never  been 
accustomed  to  hear,  and  I  hope  we  never 
shall  be  accustomed  to  hear&om  expect- 
ant Ministers  of  the  Crown.  It  is  all 
very  well  to  say  that  this  or  that  word  was 
not  used,  or  that  this  or  that  sentence 
was  misunderstood — the  sense  remains 
the  same,  and  no  effort  whatever  was 
made  to  contradict  it  when  it  was  made 
the  means  of  securing  votes  and  victo- 
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nee  at  the  huatinge.  Tbcme  very  pro- 
fesmoBB  wliich  are  now  sought  to  be 
evaded  are  thoee  which  were  paraded 
witli  exultation  by  the  Liberal  joumolB 
in  this  country,  and  were  copied  and  eu- 
la^«d  upon  by  eveiy  Bo^caUed  national 
paper  in  Ireluid,  no  attempt  wbatevei 
hmag  made  at  the  time  by  any  If  ember 
of  the  QoTemment  at  either  explsnatdon 
or  oontradiddon.  I  have  no  doubt  tliat 
many  Members  of  the  Gorermuent  now 
r^ret  the  consequences  of  their  own 
acta.  The  conduct  of  the  Ooremment 
towards  Ireland  resembles  nothing  bo 
much  as  that  of  a  physician  vho,  in 
total  ignorance  of  the  constitution  and 
complaint  of  his  patient,  has  prescribed 
serere  and  sweeping  remedies,  and  is 
astonished  to  find  not  only  the  original 
disease  aggraTated,  but  &^h  diseases,  of 
which  there  were  no  prerious  symptoms, 
showing  themselves.  These,  my  Lords, 
have  been  the  results  of  the  policy  of 
which  it  'was  said  that  it  was  to  bring 
peace  and  dvilizatiou,  equality  and  se- 
curity, to  Ireland.  I  have  no  wish, 
however,  to  approach  this  question  in  a 
party  spirit  or  vith  other  than  the  most 
earnest  desire  to  see  the  retom  to  a 
better  state  of  society ;  and  I  would  urge 
the  Government  to  adopt  the  only  course 
which  is  now  left  tbem  for  tbe  suppres- 
sion of  these  outages  and  the  restora- 
tion of  public  confidence.  That  course 
must  be  two-fold;  first,  that  which  is 
self-evident  and  has  already  been  alluded 
to  by  my  noble  Friend,  tJie  exercise  to 
the  uttermost  of  all  the  powers  that  bo- 
long,  or  that  can  be  given  to,  the  Exe- 
cutive for  the  Buppreesion  and  punish- 
ment of  these  outrages ;  and  secondly, 
and  conjointly  with  it,  such  a  full,  sin- 
cere, and  prompt  repudiation  by  the 
Oovemment,  of  the  sense  that  has  been 
attached  by  &  large  portion  of  the  people 
of  Ireland  to  tJie  words  so  rashly  spoken 
on  the  hustings,  as  will  convince  even  the 
most  credulous  that  the  Oovemment  of 
this  country  is  determined  at  all  hazards 
to  maintain  the  integrity  of  property  and 
of  law,  as  well  as  the  security  of  life. 
By  such  a  course  you  may  alienate  some 
of  your  present  supporters  in  Ireland — 
you  may  lose  some  of  those  party  votes 
for  which  you  have  paid  so  high  a  price 
— but  you  will  be  following  the  only 
course  which  is  now  left  you  for  bring- 
ing about  a  renewal  of  tranquillity  and 
oioer,  and  of  security  for  life  and  pro- 
per^ in  Ireland. 

J%e  Ihike  ofJihtrewn 


The  HaxquIbs  of  WESTHEATH 
said,  that  the  stolid  obstinacy  of  En 
Hajesty'e  Government  in  fte  course  they 
were  adopting  with  r^;ard  to  Ireland 
was  already  having  its  evil  influence 
upon  tb.at  country.  The  recent  outrages 
had  greatly  lessened  the  value  of  pro- 
perty. He  held  in  his  band  a  record  of 
the  attempted  sale  of  some  property  in 
the  oonnty  of  Westmeath,  in  the  Incum- 
bered Estates  Court,  which  showed  that 
at  a  public  auction  only  £700  was  bid 
for  an  estate  of  370  acres,  wiiii^  was 
valued  before  tbe  agrarian  outrages  oom- 
moneed  at  £8,000.  The  Government 
relied  upon  the  Peace  Preservation  Act 
as  a  means  of  repressing  these  outrages ; 
but  the  result  had  proved  that  they  were 
leaninff  on  a  broken  reed  ;  while  the 
immediate  effect  of  the  outrages  had 
been — in  the  county  of  Weabneath — to 
reduce  the  value  of  property,  and  to 
make  owners  glad  to  dispose  of  it  at  al- 
most any  price.  The  Government  were 
constancy  repeating  that  no  evidence 
could  be  procured  for  tho  purpose  of  se- 
curing the  conviction  of  those  by  whom 
these  terrible  crimes  were  committed ; 
but  all  who  Imew  anything  of  Ireland 
knew  that  unless  there  was  a  strong  Go- 
vernment capable  of  protecting  witnoaaos, 
persons  who  gave  evidence  would  stand 
i^  the  utmost  peril  from  the  Bibbonmen, 
in  danger  of  having  their  animals  muti- 
lated, and  of  being  themselves  and  their 
families  brutally  beaten  and  outraged. 
They  might  rely  upon  it  that  no  evidence 
would  be  forthcoming  until  the  hand  of 
the  law  made  itself  felt  for  the  punish- 
ment of  those  who  broke  it,  and  me  pro- 
tection of  those  who  assisted  in  bringing 
offenders  to  justice.  But  the  present 
Gkivemment  could  not — did  not — do  any- 
thing for  tiie  protection  of  his  unfortn- 
nate  country,  because  they  were  tied 
down  to  "the  Brass  Band,  "because  they 
were  bent  upon  securing,  at  any  cost,  the 
success  of  their  Ohurch  Bill, 

Eabl  COWPEE  said,  that  the  stat©  of 
Ireland  undoubtedly  was — as  he  feared 
it  was  likely  to  be  for  some  time  to  come 
— well  worthy  of  their  consideratioB ; 
but  if  they  looked  at  the  outrages  which 
had  lately  been  committed,  he  failed  to 
discover  any  grounds  for  the  panic  that 
appeared  to  prevail  in  some  quarters. 
Uany  of  the  murders  that  had  been 
lately  perpetrated  in  that  coujitry  Trere 
not,  as  far  as  he  could  see,  attributable 
to  agrarim  oausM.    In  the  oate  of  lb. 


I,  Google 


783 


Nm  ParitKw,  i 


Baker,  his  murder  was  oommitted  \ry  a 
man  of  aotoriooBly  bad  oharaoter,  yrh.o 
vas  alvays  qnarraUiii^  witli  somebodj, 
and  tIu)  was  just  tLe  man,  in  any  ooun^, 
to  perpetrate  socli  a  cmne.  Mr.  Anketell, 
the  Mullin^ar  irtation-niaster,  was  diot 
by  one  of  *£b  sairantfl  of  the  company, 
but  on  a  penonal  grisTanoe  that  had, 
and  could  haye,  no  possible  connection 
■with  the  land.  Captain  Tarleton  was  a 
T«ry  small  proprietor,  and  he  fell  by  the 
hands  of  one  of  his  labourers,  who  pre- 
tended to  no  nflits  of  ownership  ;  and 
the  murder  of  t&c.  Bradshaw  had  been 
attributed  by  some  to  personal  jealousy. 
Nona  of  these  crimes  diowed  any  ^mp- 
tom  of  being  the  result  of  an  oi^uuzed 
^stem  of  agrarian  outra^.  Hedidnot 
deny  that  much  was  said  and  done  in 
Ireland  that  waa  deeply  to  be  deplored ; 
but  those  who  knew  her  history  well 
knew  that  at  certain  times  ci-imes  of  this 
description  became  abnormally  preva- 
lent: to  a  certain  extent  they  might  per- 
hapa  be  owing  to  the  suppreseion  of  the 
Fenian  movement.  A  few  years  ago, 
when  tie  desperate  men  of  that  party 
were  looking  forward  to  a  rerolution  or 
a  general  rising,  they  held  their  hand  ; 
but  when  a  happier  prospect  dawned 
upon  Ireland,  when  all  nonest  and  sen- 
nble  persons  began  to  admit  that  her 
ocumection  witji  England  must,  indeed, 
continue,  but  that  it  need  not  be  iniTninal 
to  her  happiness  and  prosperity,  then 
those  ill-disposed  and  desperate  wretches 
gave  a  vent  to  their  vicioue  passionB,  and 
took  to  the  dastardly  trade  of  secret 
■aaaflHinati<m.  That,  in  his  opinion,  ac- 
counted  to  a  great  extent  for  me  present 
unsettled  state  of  things  in  Ireland. 

The  Earl  of  BANDON  said,  that  the 
condition  of  Ireland  must  indeed  be  con- 
sidered unsatisfactory,  when  in  a  city 
tike  Cork  they  discoTered  such  deep  laid 
traces  of  disloyalty  and  sedition.  Any- 
one walking  through  the  streets  of  Cork 
would  behold  what  was  outwardly  the 
most  prosperons  city  in  Ireland  ;  but  he- 
low  tae  surface  there  was  a  deM)  laid 
conspiracy,  and  he  had  been  informed 
that  three-fourths  of  the  inhabitants  were 
supposed  to  be  disaffected  to  the  Britiah 
GoT^nment.  He  was  glad  the  Oovem- 
ment  had  at  last  taken  action  with  re- 
gard to  the  atrocious  language  of  the 
Mayor  of  Cork,  bat  regretted  that  they 
hflif  not  fa^traw  proceedings  against  that 
funotionaiy  at  an  earner  date.  He 
thought  one  of  the  main  causes  of  the 
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regretted  that  Her  M^esty's  Govam- 
ment  refused  to  give  an  outline  ot  their 
views  with  respect  to  fie  land  question. 
A  plain  declaration — which  would  go 
into  no  details — would  calm  the  excite- 
ment that  now  pervaded  Ireland  on  tlie 
subject,  and  would  inform  &.eta  whether 
it  was  really  intended  to  disturb  the 
fbvudations  of  property  in  that  country. 
He  agreed  with  the  noble  Lord  who  said 
that  their  Lordships  were  entitled  to  hear 
a  declaration  on  that pointbefore coming 
to  any  discussion  upon  the  Irish  Church 
BiU.  Thej  were  told  at  present,  that  as 
nine-tenths  of  the  soil  in  Ireland  was 
owned  by  Protestant  landlords,  Aey 
ought  to  be  able  easily  to  support  their 
Protestant  Church;  but  what  was  the 
oxgument  worth,  if  next  year  the  land 
was — under  some  pretext,  end  in  some 
form  or  other — to  be  transferred  to  the 
Boman  Catiolic  tenants  P  The  state  of 
Ireland  paralysed  and  stopped  oil  the 
progress  of  the  country  ;  and  it  pre- 
vented capital  flowing  into  tie  country. 
Being  closely  connected  with  Ireland, 
and  almost  constantly  resident  in  that 
country,  he  had  ventured  to  call  the  at- 
tention of  Parliament  to  its  condition. 

AIoticHi  agretd  to. 

NEW  PASIBHES  AND  CKUBOH  VnUOUttl 

ACTS  AlCEKDIfEHT  BILL   [s.L.] 

A  Bill  to  amend  (he  New  Pariahei  Acti  and 

Ohorah  Building    Aoti—  Wu  prtienUd  bf  Tha 

Lord  Arohbuhop  of  Iobk;  read  1*.    (No.  106.) 

Honw  adjonraed  iceordinglj  at  a  qurtn 

put  nine  o'olook,  (o  Mandaj  tha 

31it  Jutlaot,  ElanD  o'elook  > 


lOtJSE    OF    COMMONS, 
nvrtdag,  IStkMay,  1869. 

MIHDTES.]  —  NvK  MtMsaa  Swour  —  Hod- 
tagaa  iobn  Goeit,  ttqain./m-  TcotbaJ. 

Sum  CoHHiTTia  —  CoDtagiont  Dliuiei  Agt 
(1866),  appeinUd. 

Wtia  UD  Miudi — eoHtUend  in  Cemntia4e. 

Pdbuo  BiUM—HtiobOitn  is  CommiUee—'Sr'^ 
Harki  Rcnitntton. 

Oriertd  —  Ftrtt  Rtadiig  —  Poor  f.aw  UDioD 
Loan>*  [138];  Pelrolenm'  [131];  Tritdfl 
Harki  Repitration  •  [1261 ;  Wlinga>«((HDuw 
•f  Coilillioui)*nn];  Tilleaof  lUligiOM  Con- 
gKptioDi  Act  EiMDiioQ  *  [197]. 
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FifH  Btaditig—Stimaa  Flitwriei  Lftw  Anund- 

m«nf[lSO]. 
Second  Jieading— Tim  and  Bwboor  Ordan  Gon- 

flrmMion'riU]. 
CvnniltfM  —  Report  —  Endomd    Hoipibli,  4ft. 

(Sootland)  {ni-eomm.}  •  [110-131]. 
£«»ri— Harried  Womaa'a  Propart;  *  [30-133] ; 

Piirk  Lina  ImproTcmenti '. 
Contidmd  at  am^rKUd—lrith  Ohureh  [113-1331. 
T^Unf  AAU&'n^— Pbarmaoj  Act  (1SS8)  Amand- 

msDt  *  [99],  aod  ^OMcd. 

METBOPOLITAN   STREET  TRAMWAYS 

BILL— (Sy  Ordsr).— CONSIDERATION. 

Bill,  as  amended,  fwrOuir  eontidered. 

Mb.  pease,  after  Clause  34,  moved 
to  insert  tlie  following  clauBe : — 

"  Notvithatandtng  anjlhing  harein  oontaiaad, 
an;  othir  oompanf,  bod;,  panont,  or  penon,  >ti»U 
b*  •ntitled  to  uie  on  haj  trammf  or  part  of  a 
tramvaf,  at  any  tima  after  tbe  opening  thereof 
reipactirel;,  aarrUs«>  with  Buiga  or  other  wheel* 
xlipCed  to  run  upon  the  raili,  or  upon  the  raili 
and  other  portioai  of  tba  atreata  or  atreet,  and 
mond  bj  aoimal  power  onlj :  proTided  alwafl. 
that  no  carriage  liceaied  to  carry  for  hire  any 
numbar  of  pusaeogen  ihall  be  uied  on  aaj  tram- 
way with  Bange  or  other  wheela  ao  adapted  to  nu 
spon  th«  nila  by  anj  soinpany,  bodj,  peraon.  or 
panona,  other  than  the  ooinpanf  hereby  inoor- 
parated,  eioept  andar  further  Itoenie  from  the 
Board  oF  Trade,  which  latter  licenw  the  Board 
of  Trade  are  hereby  ampowared  lo  grant  from 
tin*  to  time,  and  tbe  owner  of  auoh  carriage  ahall 


time  be  Bied  bj  the  laid  Board  of  Trade." 
The  hem.  Member  observed  that  on 
seoond  reading  of  the  Bill  he  called  the 
attention  of  tiie  House  to  the  subject  of 
tramwajB,  and  he  then  stated  that  if  he 
oould  be  assured  that  the  promoters 
would  accept  a  prudent  limitation  of  their 
power,  BO  Mr  as  the  narrow  streets  were 
concerned,  he  should  not  oppose  tlie  se- 
cond reading.  He  did  not  oppose  the  for- 
mation of  tramways  on  principle,  because 
be  thought  they  would  affora  consider- 
able accommodation  to  the  public ;  but 
his  object  was  to  F|f*^  them  under  pro- 
per regulations.  There  were  two  points 
on  which  he  argued  against  the  Tram- 
wajn  BiU;  one  was,  that  it  was  proposed 
to  place  them  in  unsuitable  positions ; 
the  other  was,  that  it  was  proposed  to 
grant  a  monopoly  to  two  or  three  com- 
panies of  a  gjcsBt  portion  of  the  public 
roadways.  The  Bill  had  been  investi- 
gated by  a  Select  Committee,  who  bad 
refused  to  sanction  the  construction  of 
the  linee  in  the  narrow  roads;  but 
thought  they  had  not  aufficientiy  looked 
into  the  question  of  monopoly,  and  the 
object  of  his  Amendment  was  simply  to 


allow  other  parties  to  use  the  tramways 
on  paying  such  sums  as  might  be  settled 
by  the  Board  of  Trade.  The  power  of 
the  Board  of  Trade  was  limited  to  grant- 
ing permission  on  the  payment  of  not 
lees  than  one  halQ)enny  nor  more  than 
three  farthings  per  mile  for  each  passen- 
ger. Xow,  heoDJected  to  that  provision. 
It  was  a  veiy  serious  thing  for  the  House 

na  Bill  giving  a  company  a  mono- 
,  ,  f  five  or  six  feet  of  the  public 
roaJds.  During  the  discussion  on  the 
subject  of  metropolitan  tramways,  in 
'  ""1,  Lord  Palmereton  said— 


"  Ha  thonght  It  would  be  a  great  at 
tion  to  the  publio  if  aomeibing  in  the  ahape  of 
tramroada  oould  be  laid  down  in  tbe  atreeta  of  oar 
towna.  In  Milan  the;  had  a  plan  which  waa 
foand  to  be  of  great  aonvanienoe,  .  ,  If  that 
coutd  be  done  withoat  any  monopolf,  but  open  to 
rehidea  of  an;  kind,  it  would,  no  doubt,  be  found 
eqaall;  uaafut  in  London." — ^S  Baiuard,  diil. 

iiss-e.] 

He  submitted  that  the  clauses  in  the  pre- 
sent Bill  gave  a  complete  monopoly  to  the 
company,  for  it  was  absurd  to  suppose 
that  any  persons  oould  compete  with  them 
on  the  terms  inserted  in  the  BilL  In 
1862,  a  Bill  was  brought  in  by  the  hon. 
and  learned  Member  for  the  Tower  Ham- 
lets (Mr.  Ayrton)  —  "To  authorise  the 
construction  of  Tramways  in  Turnpike 
Boads  and  other  Boads  in  England," 
— and  under  that  Bill  the  loll  for  every 
carriage  using  the  tramways  for  a  dis- 
tance greater  than  four  miles  was  aolj 
at  the  rate  of  Id.  per  mile,  although  it 
might  be  an  omnibus  holduig  fifty  paa- 
sengers.  He  had  looked  about  for  pre- 
cedents and  could  find  very  few  ;  in  the 
Liverpool  Act,  however,  there  was  a 
clause  in  the  very  words  which  he  was 
about  to  submit  to  the  House  by  way  of 
Amendment.  He  had  no  interest  in  this 
matter  beyond  the  public  convenience, 
and  a  desire  to  increase  the  future  use- 
fulness of  tramways  to  the  pubhc.  THo 
less  than  three  tramways  had  been  sanc- 
tioned by  the  Committee  in  different 
parts  of  the  metropolis ;  and  it  was  pro- 
bable that  in  the  course  of  a  short  time 
they  would  be  joined  together,  but  there 
was  no  compulsory  power  as  to  afibrding 
mutual  fadhties  for  traffic.  What  had 
the  House  done  with  regard  to  railways  ? 
In  almost  every  Bailway  Bill  for  the  last 
few  years  ample  power  had  been  given 
to  ntilway  companies  to  nm  their  car- 
riages over  each  other's  lines.  As  the 
Bill  stood  there  was  nothing  to  prevent 
the  establishment  of   a  monopoly  in- 
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rarioue  to  the  public  interests ;  and,  un- 
der dkese  oiroumstances,  lie  mored  the 
Amendment  of  -whicli  lie  had  given  no- 
tice. 

Clause  (Ubo  of  Tramway  by  cairiagee 
oUier  than  those  of  the  Company)  brought 
vfi,  and  read  the  first  time. 

Ifotion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
"  That  the  said  Clause  be  nov  read  a 
■aoond  time." — {Mr.  Peam.) 

CAPrADf  GE08VEN0E  said,  the  pro- 
moters of  this  Bill  had  a  fair  rig^ht  to 
complain  of  the  course  which  had  been 
taken  with  respect  to  it  by  the  hon. 
Member  for  South  Durham  (Mr.  Peaae), 
That  hon.  Gentleman,  calling  to  his  as- 
sistance certain  prejiidicee  of  the  past, 
first  endeavoured  to  crush  the  tramways ; 
and,  having  failed  in  that,  he  now  came 
fbrward  to  get  the  House  to  set  aside 
the  recommendationB  of  the  Commit- 
tee, whose  labours  he  had  been  so 
aoiious  to  avert.  The  hon.  Gentleman 
had  not  indicated  the  reason  which 
had  led  him  to  adopt  that  course; 
but  some  light  seemea  to  be  thrown 
apon  it  by  Uto  General  Omnibus  Com- 
pany having  sent  a  pathetic  letter  to 
hon.  Members  of  that  House  asking 
them  to  support  the  Amendment.  The 
efiect  of  Uie  Amendment,  if  adopted, 
would  be  this — Carriages  not  licensed 
to  cany  passengers  for  hire  would  be 
allowed  to  use  tiie  tramways  &ee  &om 
all  expense,  and  no  arrangement  would 
be  more  delightfVil  to  the  opponents  of 
t^e  Bill,  because  anyone  who  disliked 
the  tramways  would  have  it  in  his  power 
to  put  a  few  gigantic  vans  fitted  with 
flanges  on  the  tramways,  and  these 
slow-going  vehicles  wo^d  completely 
blook  up  tiie  traffic,  not  only  as  regarded 
the  company,  but  as  regarded  the  pub- 
lic, who  would  stigmatize  the  tramways 
and  all  connected  with  them  as  pubhc 
nuisances.  There  could  be  no  monopoly 
under  the  BiU  as  it  stood,  for  clauses 
had  been  inserted  which  would  effectu- 
ally provide  against  that.  If  this  Amend- 
ment were  passed  people  wonld  be  un- 
willing to  embark  their  capital  in  such 
an  undertaking,  and  the  tramways  could 
not  possibly  be  carried  out.  He  appealed 
to  the  House  not  to  set  aside  the  recom- 
mendations  of  the  Committee  in  de- 
ference to  an  unreBsonable  hostility, 
which  had  shirked  the  argument  of  the 
matter  before  the  Court  appointed  to 
deal  with  it. 

VOL.  CXOVI.  [thied  SBWBe.] 


Ma.  SCLATEB-BOOTH,  as  Chair- 
man of  the  Committee  which  had  con- 
sidered the  Bill,  desired  to  say  that  titat 
Committee  were  unanimous  in  their 
decision,  and  that  the  most  stringent 
restrictions  aninst  a  monopoly  were  in- 
serted in  the  Bill.  There  was  no  mono- 
poly of  the  road ;  the  only  monopoly  in 
question  was  a  monopoly  of  the  rails. 
The  Committee  passed  the  Preamble  on 
condition  that  restrictions  were  placed 
on  the  monopoly  of  the  rails,  and  the 
opponents  of  the  Bill  thereupon  with- 
drew from  the  Committee.  The  Com- 
mittee and  the  promoters  were  therefore 
left  to  draw  up  the  restrictions,  and  the 
promoters  su^;eeted  restrictions,  which 
were  adopted  and  which  were  more 
stringent  against  themselves  than  the 
Committee  would  have  insisted  upon. 
Those  restrictions  provided  that  aSxi 
twenty-one  years  the  street  authorities 
might  purchase  the  tramways,  and  that 
after  three  years  other  parties  might  be 
Hcensed  by  tbe  Board  of  Trade  to  use 
them,  and,  of  course,  the  Board  of 
Trade  would  carry  out  that  power  if  they 
thought  the  public  did  not  obtain  the 
full  benefit  of  the  tramways.  The  Com- 
mittee had  cut  out  of  the  Bill  the  pro- 
posal to  carry  the  tramways  through 
narrow  thoroughfares,  and  had  confined 
them  to  the  centre  of  wide  streets.  If 
the  clause  moved  by  the  hon.  Member 
were  agreed  to,  the  tramways  wonld 
become  a  public  nuisance,  and  would 
have  to  be  taken  up.  The  case  of  the 
Liveniool  tramways,  to  which  the  hon. 
Member  had  referred,  was  vezy  different 
from  those  proposed  to  be  aulborized  by 
the  Bill,  because  the  streets  of  Liverpool 
were  under  the  sole  control  of  the  cor- 
poration of  the  town,  who  had  it  in  their 
power  to  make  any  conditions  they 
thought  fit ;  whereas  the  streets  of  Lon- 
don were  under  the  concurrent  autho- 
rity of  the  Uetropohtan  Board  of  Works, 
the  Commissioners  of  Police,  and  the 
vestries  and  road  tniBtees.  Moreover, 
there  would  be  a  considerable  difference 
in  the  cost  of  the  proposed  tramways 
and  that  of  the  Liverpool  tramways,  for 
whereas  the  latter  had  only  cost  £2,400 
per  mile,  a  large  portion  of  the  metro- 
politan tramways  would  cost  £12,000 
per  mile,  for  the  Committee  had  imposed 
on  the  promoters  the  condition  of  paving 
the  road  used  by  them  with  granite,  and 
maintaining  it  at  their  own  expense,  in 
order  that  the  general  public  might  not 
2  B 


„glc 


Y39 


MetropelU- 


{OOUHONS} 


be  inconTenieiiced  by  the  protmsion  of 
the  iron  rail  above  the  sur&oe  of  the 
grotrnd,  which  was  the  cause  of  the 
failore  of  Train's  tramways.  That  was 
not  the  occasion  for  settling  the  prinoijile 
of  the  Bill,  and  he  hoped  the  House 
would  be  satisfied  that  &e  Ccmunittee 
had  impoeed  such  restrictions  on  the 
monopoly  of  the  rails  as  would  be  to  the 
interest  of  the  public. 

Mb.  BEIGHT:  I  hope  my  hon. 
Friend  (Mr.  Feaae)  will  not  divide  the 
House  upon  this  BilL  He  knows  per- 
fectly well — and  I  believe  the  omnibus 
proprietors  know  perfectly  well — ^that 
the  House  is  not  Bkely  to  be  a  ^ood 
judge  of  details  of  Uiis  nature.  When 
the  Committee  decided  iu  favour  of  the 
principle  of  the  Bill,  the  omnibus  pro- 
prietors wiUidrew.  They  did  not  make 
opposition,  or  suggestions,  or  ■  amend- 
ments which  possibly  might  have  assisted 
the  Committee  in  concluding  the  details 
of  the  Bin.  But  the  proprietore  were 
apparently  under  the  belief  that,  by  re- 
tiring from  the  Committee,  which  had 
all  the  facts  and  all  the  evidence,  they 
would  have  a  better  chance  of  opposing 
the  BUI  by  appealing  to  the  House,  it 
being  without  the  evidence.  This  matter 
has  been  carefully  considered  by  the 
D^artment  to  which  I  have  the  honour 
to  belong,  and  die  opinion  of  the  Board 
of  Trade  is  that  the  carrying  of  these 
clauses  would  be  tantamount  to  the 
overthrow  of  the  trauLway.  There  is  no 
saf^uard  which  ia  necessary  that  has 
not  been  put  into  the  Bill ;  and  I  think, 
from  the  statement  of  the  Chairman  of 
the  Committee,  the  House  will  agree 
that  the  promoters  of  the  Bill  were  very 
willing  to  concede  everything  it  was  pos- 
sible to  concede  in  canying  out  this 
feat  improvement  for  the  metropolis, 
do  not  know  how  my  hon.  Friend  and 
I  differ  on  a  matter  of  such  a  nature ; 
but  he  will  do  a  great  disservice  to  the 
metropolis  if  he  persuade  the  House  to 
adopt  these  clauses. 

Mb.  pease  said,  he  had  nothine  to 
do  with  the  omnibus  people.  He  had 
taken  the  matter  up  on  public  grounds 
but,  after  what  had  been  stated  by  his 
right  hon.  Friend  the  President  of  the 
Board  of  Trade,  he  would  ask  leave  to 
withdraw  the  Amendment. 


Bill  to  be  read  the  third  time. 
Mr.  ScUter-Booth 


METROPOLIS-FIMSBTJRT  PAKE. 
gnxsnoN. 

Mb.  W.  M.  TOERENS  BMd,  he  wished 
to  aak  the  First  Oommiasioner  of  Works, 
Whether,  having  regard  to  defects  in 
the  Act  of  1857  respecting  Finsbuiy 
Park,  he  will  bring  in  a  Bill  to  declare 
the  troBta  for  which  it  was  passed,  and 
otherwise  to  amend  the  siune? 

Me.  LAYARD,  in  repty,  said,  -that  it 
was  a  vary  peculiar  case.  By  an  Act 
passed  in  the  year  1BS7  the  Metropolitan 
Board  of  WoAs  were  empoweffed  to 
purchase  250  acres  of  land,  for  the  par* 
pose  of  a  park  in  Finsbury,  and  ther 
were  at  the  same  time  authorized  to  eeU 
for  building  purposes  tweniyaores,  whidi 
might  not  be  necessary  for  the  park,  in 
oz&ei  to  recoup  themselves  part  of  the  ex- 
pense of  constructing  the  park.  TheBoard 
had  to  deposit  plans  in  the  office  of  the 
First  Commissioner  of  Works,  andhepre- 
sumed  that  by  so  doing  they  were  bound 
not  to  deviate  from  those  plans  wiUiost 
his  sanction.  Tlie  Board  availed  them- 
selves of  the  poweifi  conferred  by  the  Ant, 
but  only  purchased  115  acres,  and  th^ 
at  present  wished  to  deduct  from  that 
quantity  twenty  acres  for  building  pur- 
poses, that  heiikg  the  amount  they  war* 
authorized  to  drauot  from  250  acres.  It 
appeared  that  they  were  desirous  of  tak- 
ing the  twenty  acres  prinoipaUy  from 
laud  adjoining  Qxb  Beven  Sisters'  Boad, 
and  the  inhabitants  of  the  north  t^ 
London  considered  that  building  on  that 
laud  would  materially  interfere  witii 
the  proper  enjoyment  of  the  park.  He 
had  received  a  Memorial  signed  by  nearly 
14,000  persons,  including  ministers  m 
all  denominations,  and  the  leading  in- 
habitants of  Finsbury,  protesting  against 
that  proceeding  of  the  Metropolitan  Board 
of  Works.  His  power,  as  Chief  Com- 
missioner of  Works,  over  the  Board 
had,  however,  been  rescinded  by  an  Aot 
passed  iu  the  year  1858,  so  that  he  hiad, 
at  present,  no  oontrol  over  them.  Under 
those  circumstances  he  had  addresaed 
himself  privately  to  his  hon.  Friend  the 
Member  for  Bath  (Mr.  Tite),  who  alwaya 
took  a  lai^  and  Uberal  view  of  these 
matters,  and  at  a  meeting  of  the  Metro- 
politan Board  of  Works  his  hon.  Friend 
moved  that  the  land  in  question  should 
not  be  taken  from  the  park ;  but  he  waa 
defeated  by  a  majority  upon  a  division 
to  rescind  the  Besolution  which  had  al- 
ready been  come  to  on  the  snhjeot,  and 
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tlie  Board  were  now  prooaedin^  to  exer- 
oue  their  alleged  ri^ht.  He  (Ur.  Layard) 
understood  ioat  nght  was  a  doubtful 
one,  but  lie  had  no  power  to  intorfere. 
He  was  afraid  that  those  persona  who 
were  interested  in  the  parlc  moHt  have 
reoourse  to  le«J  proceedings  if  they 
wished  to  tost  uie  right  claimed  by  tlie 
Board.  His  sympathy  was  with  the 
MemorioUsta,  and  he  would  be  prepared 
to  afford  them  any  aaaiatanoe  in  his 
power.  

ViBooinn  ENTIEU)  said,  he  would 
beg  to  ask  the  hon.  Member  for  Ba^i, 
Wtether  it  is  true  that  the  Metropolitan 
Board  of  Works  have  revised  to  rescind 
their  resolution  to  sell  twen^  acres  of 
the  landpurchased  by  them  for  the  pur- 
pose of  Fmsbury  Park  ? 

Mb.  TITE,  in  reply,  said,  it  was  per- 
fect true  that  the  Metropolitan  Board 
of  Works  had  refused  to  rescind  their 
reaolutioir  to  sell  twenty  acres  of  the 
land  they  had  purohasea  for  the  Fins- 
bury  Park.  It  was  originally  intended 
that  there  should  be  a  large  park .  on 
the  north  aide  of  London,  and  the  Me- 
tropoHtan  Board  of  Works  were  antho- 
liwd  to  carry  out  that  scheme,  the 
Goremment  undertaking  to  grant  them 
£60,000  towards  the  expenses  of  the 
250  acres  they  were  to  purchase.  Tba 
House,  however,  subeequently  decided 
that  the  Government  should  not  inter- 
fere in  the  matter,  and  consequently  the 
whole  of  the  outlay  had  to  be  met  out 
of  the  rates,  and  not  out  of  the  coal 
duties  nor  any  pubhc  fund.  The  Board, 
thereupon,  determined  to  buy  only  120 
acres,  which  they  did,  at  a  total  expense 
.  of  £90,000.  That  money  was  raised  to 
a  great  extent  from  the  poorer  classes 
in  the  metropolis,  and  he  was  qoite  sure 
the  House  would  agree  with  him  that 
it  would  be  desirable  the  Board  should, 
if  possible,  recoup  themselves,  to  a  cer- 
tain extent,  out  of  the  land  that  had 
been  purchased,  for  a  portion  of  their 
expenditure.  Ten  acres  oat  of  the  twenty 
set  apart  for  building  purposes  were  at 
the  bottom  of  the  land  near  the  raUway, 
and  to  that  portion  of  the  scheme  no  ex- 
ception had  been  taken,  ^e  other  ten 
acres  ran  along  a  fine  road  recently  laid 
down  towards  the  Beren  Sisters'  Boad, 
and  he  had  always  opposed  the  proposal 
to  apply  that  land  to  building  purposes. 
But  when  he  had  recently  brought  the 
question  before  the  Board  again  he  had 
been  defeated  by  a  majority  of  26  votes 
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to  16.  It  appeared  that  the  only  power 
the  Board  had  was  a  power  to  sell, 
and  not  to  lease,  and  before  they 
could  make  an  offer  of  sale  the  park 
must  be  finished,  and  it  must  also  be 
shown  that  the  land  was  not  essential  to 
the  park.  That  question,  he  appre- 
hended, might  be  raised  by  a  wnt  of 
mandamus.  It  further  appeared  that 
the  former  owner  of  the  land  had  a  right 
of  pre-emption  at  the  price  of  the  day ; 
but  whether  he  would  take  it  or  not  re- 
mained to  be  seen.  If  he  did  not,  then 
it  seraned  the  Board  would  have  the 

rer  to  sell  in  the  open  market ;  but 
found  they  could  not  demise  the 
land  for  building  purposes.  Under  these 
oircumBtances  he  thought  that  his  hon. 
Friend  and  the  House  ntight  feel  assured 
that  there  was  very  little  likelihood  the 
sale  of  that  portion  of  the  land  would 
take  idaoe ;  but  that  was  the  onl^  assur- 
ance he  could  give  upon  the  subject. 


JUVENILE  OFFENDERS  IN  REFORMA- 
TORT  SCHOOLS.- QUESTION. 

Db.  LUSH  said,  ha  would  beg  to  ask 
the  Secretary  of  State  for  the  Home 
Department,  Whether,  in  the  case  of 
juvenile  offenders  sent  under  the  Act 
17  &  18  Vic,  c.  86,  to  certified  Ee- 
fbrmatory  Schools,  care  is  taken  to  af- 
ford instruction  in  handicraft  trades,  or 
whether  in  any  such  certified  Beforma- 
tory  Schools  employm^t  is  limited  to 
field  labour? 

Mb.  BBUOB  replied  that,  as  a  rule,  a 
certain  number  of  the  boys  were  taught 
handicrafts,  and  he  was  not  aware  that 
in  any  schools  the  instruction  was  limited 
to  field  labour.  Field  labour,  however, 
did  occupy  the  chief  attention,  because 
it  was  felt  that  for  many  of  the  boys  it 
would  be  an  advantage  that  they  should 
emigrate  to  the  c^otdes,  where,  of 
course,  field  labour  would  be  of  the 
greatest  service  to  them. 

SPAIN— CASE  OF  THE  "TORNADO." 
QUESTIOir. 

Mb.  BENTINGE  said,  he  wished  to 
ask  the  Under  Secretaiy  of  State  for 
Foreign  ASain,  If  any  answer  has  yet 
been  received  firom  the  Spanish  Govern- 
ment to  the  proposal  made  to  it  by  Her 
Majesty's  Government  in  December  last, 
that  the  case  of  the  "  Tornado  "  shonld 
be  re-heard  before  a  Special  Tribunal 
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and,  if  so,  vbat  are  the  terms  of  such 


received  by  Her  Majesty's Qovemmeat, 
subsequent  to  the  26th  of  February  last, 
from  Mr.  Gtraham  Dnnlop  and  other  per- 
sons respecting  the  case  of  the  "  Tornado" 
and  her  crew? 

Mk.  OTWAT  said,  in  reply,  that  the 
Foreini  Office  had  received  a  despatch 
from  Madrid,  stating  that  the  Spanish 
Government  had  defined  to  accede  to 
our  request  that  the  case  of  the  Tor- 
nado should  be  referred  to  a  special  tri- 
bunal. The  reasons  for  this  refusal  were 
g;iven  very  fiilly,  and  those  reasons  would 
be  communicated  to  the  Law  OfQcers  of 
the  Crown.  He  had  that  day  laid  upon 
the  table  of  the  House  all  the  communi- 
cations that  had  passed  on  the  subject 
subsequent  to  the  26th  of  February,  with 
the  exception  of  a  despatch  &om  Mr. 
Graham  Dnnlop,  which,  though  it  did 
refer  to  the  case  of  the  Tornado,  con- 
tained the  account  of  a  conversation 
with  a  Spanish  ofBcer,  now  dead.  It 
was,  therefore,  thought  desirable  not  to 
lay  that  despatch  on  the  table  with  the 


Mb,  W.  0EM8BY  GOEB  said,  he 
wished  to  aak  the  Secretary  to  the 
Treasury,  Whether  it  is  the  intention  of 
the  Government  to  construct  the  salmon 
ladders  so  long  promised  on  the  Shannon, 
and  when  the  eel  weir  at  Buskey  is  to  be 
removed,  in  accordance  with  the  unani- 
mous recommendation  of  the  Committee 
on  the  River  Shannon  of  last  year  ? 

Me.  AYETON  said,  in  reply,  that  the 
subject  had  not  been  brought  under  the 
consideration  of  the  present  Govern- 
ment, although  It  occupied  the  attention 
of  their  predecessors.  Objections  were 
then  raised  to  the  construction  of  these 
works,  and  no  order  was  given  upon  the 
Hubject.  If,  however,  the  owners  who 
might  be  beDoflted  by  them  would  sub- 
mit any  proposal  to  the  Government,  and 
at  the  same  time  explain  how  they  pro- 
posed to  find  thf  ftinds  to  defray  the  ex- 
ponses  which  would  bn  incurred,  they 
would  take  those  proposals  into  con- 
sideration, and  afford  any  assistance  to 
carry  out  their  views.  The  difficulty 
hitherto  had  been  that  these  proprietors 
wfre  extremely  anxious  to  have  Uie  im- 
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provements  effected,  but  they  did  not 
show  any  activity  in  stating  Low  the 
money  was  to  be  provided  to  carry  them 

out. 

INDIA— RAILWAYS.— qOESTION. 

Mb.  £1NNAIIU>  said,  he  wished  to 
ask  the  Under  Secretary  of  State  {(a 
India,  Whether  he  baa  any  objection  to 
]a.j  upon  the  Table  of  the  House  Copy 
of  the  Despatch  recently  received  from 
the  Government  of  India  re^rding  the 
construction  of  new  lines  of  Bailway  in 
the  three  Presidencies? 

Mb.  QEANT  duff  :  The  dewatch, 
Sir,  to  which  my  hon.  Friend  reiers  is 
still  under  consideration.  There  will  not, 
I  believe,  be  any  difBculty  about  laying 
it  on  the  table  when  a  decision  has  been 
arrived  at  with  regard  to  the  matter  of 
which  it  treats. 

lEtELAND— EXTRA  POLlOE 
IN  TIPPEBAET. 


Mk.  BAGWELL  said,  he  wished  to 
aak  the  Chief  Secretaiy  for  Ireland, 
What  number  of  extra  Constabulary 
have  been  sent  to  the  County  Tipperary, 
and  on  what  districts  or  townlands  the 
payment  of  such  extra  force  is  to  be 
levied? 

Mb.  CHICHESTER  FOETESCUE 
said,  in  reply,  that  the  extra  consta- 
bulary sent  to  the  county  Tipperary  had 
been  distributed  as  follows :— Six  in  the 
district  of  Cashel,  ten  in  the  district  of 
Bansha,  nine  to  Tipperary  town,  and  six 
to  Dundrum — maMng  tblrty-one  in  all; 
and  the  cost  of  this  extra  protection  would 
he  charged  on  the  districts  requiring  it ; 
but  what  townlands  were  included  he 

bls  unable  to  say. 

PARLIAMENT- CRTPT  OF  ST. 
STEPHENS.— QUESTION. 

Mb.  LOCKE  KING  said,  he  wished 
to  ask  the  First  Commissioner  of  Works, 
What  amount  has  been  expended  in  the 
embellishmenta  of  the  C^rpt  of  Saint 
Stephen's ;  when  that  expenditure  com- 
menced ;  by  whose  order  it  was  under- 
taken ;  and  out  of  what  fund  the  cost  has 
been  paid;  and,  if  ever  the  Crypt  is  com- 
pleted, to  what  use  it  b  to  be  appropri- 
ated? 

Mb.  LATAEID  said,  in  reply,  that 
£1,953  had  been  expended  for  embel- 


i,Coo^^lc 


745         Irtlani— Lord  Mayor         {1£at  13,  1869] 

UaltmentB  and  fittings,  the  cost  of  the  em- 
beUiahmenta  having  been  about  £830. 
The  expenditure  on  the  crypt  conunenoed 
in  1854, under  the  authorityof&Vote  of 
that  Houee,  the  vorks  being  authorized 
bT  Mb  two  prsdeceBBore,  the  right  hon. 
Hember  for  South  Hants  (Mr.  Cowper) 
and  the  noble  Lord  the  Member  for 
South  Leicesterehire  (Lord  John  Man- 
ners). Both  the  crypt  and  the  baptistry 
were  compete,  and  were  ready  for  the 
UBe  of  Members  if  required.  It  was  not 
for  him  to  detennine  to  vhat  nee  they 
were  to  be  placed ;  but  he  believed  it  wae 
intended,  when  tlte  repairs  were  begun, 
that  the  ciypt  should  be  uaed  as  a  place 
of  wor^p  for  Hie  niunerouB  residents  in 
the  building. 

VELOCIPEDES  AND  POST  OFFICE 
SERVICE.— QBESTION. 

Mb.  HAMBRO  said,  he  would  beg  to 
ask  the  Postmaster  General,  Ifitisafact 
that  in  certain  parts  of  Wales  the  Post 
Office  Mails  are  now  conveyed  on  velo- 
cipedes instead  of  on  horses ;  and  if  this 
cntmge  has  been  found  to  add  to  the 
efBciency  and  economy  of  the  Service  ? 

The  Mabodess  of  HAETINQTON 
said,  in  reply,  that  no  suoh  change  as 
that  to  which  the  hon.  Gentleman  alluded 
was  at  the  present  contemplated.  An  ex- 
periment had  been  tried,  or  would  shortly 
be  tried,  to  ascertain  whether  in  certain 
rural  districts  these  machines  could 
used  by  post  messengers — on  roads  which 
were  not  very  hilly,  and  were  otherwise 
adapted  for  the  purpose.  But  as  the 
practice  of  riding  or  driving  upon  velo- 
oipedee  did  not  form  part  of  the  exami- 
nation by  the  Civil  Service  Commission- 
ers, be  uought  it  would  be  necessary  to 
allow  the  use  of  tliese  machines  to  ^ 
optional. 

HKRCHANT  SEAMEN  AND  GREENWICH 
HOSPITAL.— (tUESTION. 

Mb.  AEMITSTEAD  said,  he  would 
beg  to  ask  the  First  Lord  of  the  Admi- 
ralty, What  means  those  seamen  of  the 
Mercantile  Marine  who  may  have  claims 
upon  the  Oreenwidt  Hospital Fundshould 
adopt  to  obtain  their  share  of  the  £4,000 
set  apart  by  the  Government  for  their 
benefit  ? 

Mb.  OHILDERS  said,  in  reply,  that 
the  allotment  of  £4,000  to  the  Mercan- 
tile Marine  was  only  proposed  by  the 
Bill  now  before  the  House,  and,  until  it 
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became  law,  seamen  would  not  have  any 
means  of  making  claims.  When  it  had 
passed,  the  Admiralty  would  oonununi- 
cate  with  tiie  Board  of  Trade,  and  make 
arrangements  under  which  seamen  would 
be  able  to  apply  if  tlie^  ware  qualified 
according  to  ue  regulations. 

THE  CLERGT  AND  PARUAMENT. 

QCESnoiT. 

Mr.  DIXON  said,  h»  would  beg  to 
ask  the  First  Lord  of  the  Treasury, 
Whether  he  was  aware  when  he  gave 
it  as  his  opinion  that  all  persons  who 
have  received  episcopal  oidination  are 
thereby  disabled  &om  sitting  in  Parlia- 
ment, that  it  was  thought  necessaiy  to 
prevent,  by  special  enactment  in  tlie 
Bomah  Oatbohc  Relief  Act  (1829)  the 
Roman  Catholic  Clergy  &om  sitting  in 
Parliament? 

Mb.  GLADSTONE :  Sir,  I  must  beg 
leave  to  correct  the  answer  I  gave  on  a 
former  occasion.  My  leamad  Friends 
the  Attorney  and  Solicitor  General  ad- 
vise me  that,  according  to  their  view, 
sustained,  no  doubt,  by  the  existence  of 
that  clause  in  the  Roman  Catholic  Re- 
lief Act,  tbat  the  provision  contained  in 
the  Act  passed  in  the  case  of  Home 
Tooke  would  not  be  understood  to  ex- 
clude fi-om  Parliament  cleivymen  other 
than  those  of  tbe  EstabUffied  Church. 
If  that  be  so,  the  state  of  the  law  is  one 
of  anomaly  and  coniHisiou  still  greater 
than  I  had  supposed,  and  certainly  it 
ought  to  receive  the  early  attention  of 
Parliament.     It  is  not  easy  to  see  the 

Srecise  manner  in  which  it  ought  to  be 
ealt  with ;  but  it  is  not  possible  to  make 
any  attempt  to  alter  the  law  in  the  Bill 
now  passing. 

IRELAND  —  LORD   UATOR  OF  DtlBLtH. 

Quzdnon. 

Mb.  WINGFIELD  VEENER  said, 
he  wished  to  ask  Mr.  Attorney  General 
for  Ireland,  Whether  it  is  or  is  not  the 
case  that  the  Lord  Mayor  of  Dublin 
retains  the  commission  of  the  peace  for 
the  year  succeeding  his  year  of  office? 

The  attorney  GENERAL  foe 
IRELAND  (Mr.  Sullivam)  said,  in 
reply,  that  the  Lord  Mayor  of  Dublin  did 
not  retain  the  commission  of  the  peace 
for  the  year  succeeding  his  year  of 
office,  llie  misapprehension  upon  the 
subject  had  probably  arisen  from  the 
fact  that  the  Lord  Mayor  of  Dublin  pre- 
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aided  in  the  Goart  of  OonBdence  daring 
the  year  following  that  of  his  mayoralty, 
but  he  did  so  not  as  a  justice  of  the 
peace,  and  not  by  statute,  but  by  im- 
memorial custom. 

BRITISn  6KAVER  IN   THE  CRIMEA. 

QUESTION. 

Ur.  STOFFOM)  said,  he  wished  to 
ask  the  Under  Secretaiy  of  State  for 
Foreign  Affairs,  What  is  the  total  sum 
which,  has  been  qient  on  the  mainten- 
ance of  British  Graves  in  the  Crimea; 
who  is  OF  has  been  reeponnble  for  the 
proper  application  of  Buch  stun  ;  and 
will  he  lay  upon  the  Table  Sir  Andrew 
Buchanan's  reoent  Despatch  on  the  Bub-  ' 
ject? 

Mb.  OTWAT  aaid,  in  reply,  that  the 
entire  sum  spenthadbeen£3,291  I5«.3(f., 
and  the  expenditure  ranged  over  a  pe- 
riod of  six  years,  from  November,  I860, 
to  November,  1666.  It  included  the  re- 
muneration of  cuBtodions  and  watchmen, 
aa  well  as  repairs.  He  was  glad  of  an 
opportunify  of  stating  these  facts,  be- 
cause exaggerated  accounts  of  the  ex- 
penditure nad  appeared  in  the  papers. 
The  gentlemen  who  had  been  reqransible 
for  the  aj^Ucation  of  the  money  were 
the  two  consuls  at  Kertch,  who  had  been 
directed  to  visit  the  graven  periodically 
and  report  on  their  state.  A  small  sum 
had  abo  been  expended  by  the  consul 
at  Odessa.  The  despatch  of  Sir  Andrew 
Buchanan  contained  other  matters  than 
an  account  of  his  visit  in  company  with 
the  Prince  and  Princess  of  Wales  to  the 
Crimean  graves,  and  therefore  it  would 
be  inconvenient  to  lay  the  despatch  on 
the  table ;  but  he  would  be  glad  to  allow 
any  hon.  Member  to  see  that  part  of  the 
despatch  referring  to  the  condition  of 
the  graves. 

OAHADA-REDUCTION  OF  FORCES. 

QUESTIOR. 

8m  JOHN  HAT  said,  he  would  beg 
to  ask  the  Secretaiy  of  State  for  War, 
Whether,  under  existing  circumstances, 
he  intends  to  carry  out  his  plan  of  re- 
ducing the  Forces  — 


instructions  bad  been  given  ibr  the  re- 
moval  fr^im  Canada  of  a  portioD  of  Her 
Majesty's  Forces  ;  the  order  was  now  in 
the  course  of  exeoutios,  and  it  was  not 
the    intention   of  Ute    Government    to 
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OoLoiTSL  NOBIH  said,  in  oonaequonoe 
,  of  diat  answer,  he  would  b^  to  ask  whe- 
ther it  is  intended  that  those  troops  that 
remain  should  be  left  in  such  a  state  of 
efficiency  as  to  numbers  that  they  would 
be  prepared  for  any  raneisency  r 

Mn.  CABDWELL  sai^  that  due  re- 
gard had  been  paid  to  ~what  was  re- 
quired  by  circumstances  in  the  re-dia- 
mbution  of  Her  Majesty's  troi^  is 
British  North  American  Provinces. 

INDIA— FONJADB  TENANCY  ACT. 

quzsnoir. 
Sm  CHABLE8  WINGFIELD  said, 
he  wished  to  ask  the  TJnder  Secretary  of 
State  for  India,  Whether  a  Petition  haa 
been  received  from  the  Chiefs  and  Land- 
holders of  the  Punjaub,  complaining  of 
an  Act  passed  in  October  last,  called  the 
FunjauD  Tenancy  Act,  as  an  in&inge- 
ment  of  the  customs  of  that  Provinoe ; 
and,  if  not,  whether  ho  has  heard  that 
such  a  Petition  has  been  submitted  to 
the  Governor  General  for  transmission 
to  the  Secretaiy  of  State ;  and  whether 
the  Secretary  of  State  for  India  has  sent 
any  instructions  to  the  Governor  Gene- 
ral on  the  subject  of  the  above  Law  ? 

Mb.  GRANT  DUFF :  Sir,  vague  ru- 
mours respecting  this  Petition  have 
reached  me,  as  they  ajmear  to  have 
reached  my  hon.  Friend,  but  no  official 
information  has  been  received  about  It, 
and  no  instructions  whatever  have  been 
sent  to  India. 

IRISH  CHTTRCH  BILL  —  PROFESSORS 
OF  MATNOOTH.— QDESTtON. 

Mb.  STAf  LETON  said,  he  would  beg 
ask  the  First  Lord  of  the  Treasury, 
Whether  he  intends  to  introduce  any 
words  into  the  Irish  Church  Bill  to  se- 
cure the  life  interests  of  the  Professors 
of  Maynooth,  in  accordance  with  the 
statement  to  that  effect  made  by  the 
Attorney  General  for  Ireland  when  the 
House  was  in  Committee ;  or  whether 
those  ^ntlemen  are  now  satisfied  that 
their  life  interests  are  eecured  by  the 
Bill  as  it  stands  ? 

Me.  GLADSTONE :  Sir,  on  re-oon- 
sideration  we  are  of  opinion  that  the 
words  which  have  been  introduced  into 
the  Bill  are  practically  sufficient  for  the 
purpose  of  securing  ulb  life  interest*  of 
the  Professors  of  Maynooth,  and  we 
have  not  the  least  reason  to  BOf^oae 
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thfit  those  eentleiueii  <m  dias&tiafied  with 
the  eecuht^  afforded  to  them. 

IRELAND— BIOTS  AT  LONDONDERRY. 
qiTEsnoir. 
Snt  FEEDEEICK  KEYGATE  said, 
he  vitbed  to  ask  the  Chief  Secretary 
for  Ireland,  Whether  the  Gtovenmieiit 
have  decided  in  what  way  the  promiaed 
fall  iaqiurj  into  the  late  loas  of  life  at 
Ijondondeny  is  to  be  carried  out ;  whe- 
ther by  two  ComnuBsioDers  appointed  by 
the  Government ;  and  how  soon  such 
inquiry  will  be  made  ? 

Me.  CHICHE8TEE  F0ETE8CUE 
eaid,  in  reply,  that  inquiry  would  be 
conducted  by  two  Commissioners — emi- 
nent barristers — in  precisely  the  same 
manner  as  the  inqnuy  into  the  note 
at  Belihst  had  been  condncted  some 
yeare  ago.  Hie  app(nntment  of  those 
gentlemen  had  not  yet  been  made,  but 
he  hoped  it  would  take  place  in  the 
conrse  of  a  few  days. 

ARUT— MILITU   OFFICERS. 
QnxanoK. 

Mb.  8TACP00LE  said,  he  would  beg 
to  aek  the  Secretary  of  State  for  War, 
with  reference  to  the  new  regulation 
nvingastep  of  honorary  rank  to  Militia 
OfilceTS  of  certain  atani^g,  Whether  he 
proposes  to  take  into  consideration,  as  a 
quui&cation  for  euch  step,  lengthened 
service  with  embodied  regiments,  as 
distinguished  from  attendsjico  at  the 
annual  training? 

Mr.  CAEDWELL,  in  reply,  eaid,  it 
was  proposed  to  give  an  honorary  rank 
to  officers  who  had  served  a  certain 
number  of  years ;  but  no  distinction 
was  to  be  made  whether  regiments 
which  had  been  embodied  or  disem- 
bodied. 

IIETROFOLIS— VICTORIA  PARK. 

QDBSTION. 

Mb.  COWFEE  said,  he  wished  to  ask 
a  Question  witii  regard  to  Yiutoria  Park. 
An  appiehensiDn  existed  amongst  the 
frequenters  of  the  Park  that  a  public- 
house  was  about  to  be  opened  within  ita 
precincts,  in  which  spirituoas  liquors  were 
to  be  firoely  sold.  He  should  be  glad  to 
hear  from  his  right  hou.  Friend  the 
Krst  Commissioner  of  Works,  What  are 
the  intentions  of  the  Qorernment,  with 
a  »iew  to  allaying  this  apprehensiou  ? 


Mb.  LATAED  said,  in  reply,  that  he 
was  much  obliged  to  his  right  hon. 
Friend  for  giving  bim  that  opportunity 
of  explaining  a  matter  which  had  been 
v»y  much  misrepresented.  The  House 
was  aware  that  Victoria  Park  was  in  a 
part  of  London  inhabited  chiefly  by  the 
working  classes,  many  of  whom  came 
&om  considerable  distances,  bringing 
with  them  their  wives  and  famuieB, 
in  order  to  eqjoy  a  day  in  the  Park. 
Hitherto  tiie  principal  refreshments  to 
be  had  in  the  Park  were  sour  ginger 
beer  and  stale  buns.  The  working  man 
could  not  dine  upon  such  food  as  that, 
and  he  thought  it  would  be  a  great  boon 
to  him  to  authorize  the  selling  of  cooked 
meats,  and  something  which  might  fur- 
nish him  with  a  dinner,  so  as  not  to 
render  it  necessary  for  him  to  take  his 
wife  and  children  out  of  the  Park  to  one 
of  the  numerous  small  pot-houses  which 
had  sprung  up  round  about.  But  it 
was  not  true  that  he  had  authorized  the 
sale  of  spirituous  liquors ;  he  had,  on  the 
contrary  strictly  prohibited  anything  of 
the  Mud.  Beer  had  always  been  sola  in 
the  Park.  There  was  to  be  no  bar 
drinking,  and  if  he  should  hear  of  any 
case  of  intoxication,  he  would  with- 
draw the  privily  which  had  been  ac- 
corded. He  believed  the  real  promoters 
of  the  commotion  against  the  change 
were  the  keepers  of  beer-shops  in  l£e 
neighbourhooil  of  the  Park,  who  feared 
they  would  lose  some  of  Uieir  trade  by 
the  innovation. 

ELECTION  COMMISSIONS— QUESTION. 

Sm  JAMES  ELPHmSTONE  said, 
he  wished  to  know,  Whether  the  Eoyal 
Commissions  which  have  been  ordered 
to  issue  for  the  purpose  of  investigating 
the  Elections  at  Norwich,  Beverley,  and 
other  places  were  about  to  sit,  bocause 
it  was  very  important?  ["Order!""| 
With  a  view  to  placing  himself  in  Order 
hewould  conclude  with  a  Motion.  It  was 
very  important  that  these  inquiries  should 
be  earned  on  as  speedily  as  possible, 
in  order  that  if  these  places  were  proved 
not  to  have  been  engaged  in  corrupt 

Practices  new  Writs  might  be  issued 
uring  the  present  Session.  Hebe^ed 
to  move  the  Adjournment  of  the  House. 
The  ATTOENEY  GENEEAL  said, 
he  entirely  concurred  with  the  hon. 
Member  that  it  was  desirable  that  these 
CcHumissions  should  sit  as  soon  as  they 
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coiiTeiiisntly  could,  and  lie  had  every 
reason  to  Buppose  that  when  the  Com- 
DUBaions  were  ieeued  the  GonuniHsionerB 
would  immediately  make  airangementB 
for  their  Bitting.  But  he  had  to  inform  the 
hon.  Member  that  die  ComnuBsioBs  muat 
flnt  be  agreed  to  by  the  other  House 
of  Parliament.  They  would  probably 
be  agreed  to  by  that  House  soon  after 
Whitsuntide,  and  he  trusted  that  after 
that  Uiere  would  be  no  delay. 

Afotion,  by  leave,  witMravm. 


IRISH  CHURCH  BILL— [Biu.  113.] 

(Ifr,  Dadion,  Mr.  Gladitent,  Mr.  Jo&n  BrigU, 

Mr.  Chiehetler  ForUteut,  Mr,  Auamtg 

titnerai  far  htUmd.) 

CONBinESATION. 

Bill,  ae  amended,  eoniidered. 
Ma.  GLADSTONE  moveA,  after  Clause 
81,  to  insert  the  following  clause : — 

(Moveabis  ohntlel*  belonging  to  <M  or  Chnroh.) 
"  Kolhing  in  thia  Aot  ahBll  Hffeat  the  propart; 
in  or  ths  right  to  nnr  plalc,  furniture,  or  other 
mofenhls  ohntteli  belonging  to  an;  >ee  or  to  v>j 
Church  or  Chmpel,  or  uaed  in  ooDnmtioii  with 
Ihs  aeUbntion  of  Divine  vonbip  Iberein,  knd 
where  nnj  properti  ii  Te>t«d  In  buj  Ecoleiiutiul 
or  Cnlhedml  Corporation  in  Ireland  in  truat  for 
the  poor  or  an;  other  charitable  purpoie,  the  dia- 
iolution  of  auoh  Corporation  ahall  not  affcot  the 
continuance  of  the  truat,  but  lush  propertf  ahall 
jtnniediBtelT  upon  auch  diaaolutioD  veiC  in  the 
repreaenlativo  body  of  the  laid  Church,  or  in  de- 
fault of,  and  until  the  aams  ahall  be  conalitntod, 
in  the  Commiagionert  for  the  eiecntinn  of  thia 
Act,  but  lobject  Blviya  lo  the  trugta  affectingthe 
aame,  and  under  the  aame  anpervli ' 
olhorwiae,  a*  theretofore,  or 


,  looal 
a  near  tberolo  aa 
Ba  of  the  oaae  will  admit ;  and  in 
■II  oaaea  where  eccleiiaatioal  persona  are  at  pre- 
aent  in  right  of  their  dignitiei  or  offices  entitled 
lo  be  aembera  of  nnjiay  Corpormtiont  conatituled 
for  the  management  of  anj  prWate  endowmsnt, 
or  are  truateea  for  the  management  of  property 
belonging  to  inilitutiona  of  printe  foundation 
for  pnrpoaca  not  eccleiiaitlcal,  then  the  persona 
(if  anf )  who  aball  hereatler  at  anj  time  discharge 
duliea  almllar  or  analogona  to  those  now  dia- 
obarged  \>j  such  ecclesiastical  persona,  shill  be 
entitled  to  sneceed  in  Ihrir  room,  and  be  members 
of  such  lay  CorpomtioDs,  and  to  aot  as  sa«h 

dauae  (MoveaUe  chattels  belonging 
to  see  or  Church,)— (Jfr.  Gladitone,)— 
hreught  up,  and  read  the  first  and  second 
time ;  amended,  and  added. 

Mr.  BENTINCK  moved,  after  Clause 
15,  to  insert  a  new  clause  (Provision  for 
the  officers  of  Cathedral  Churches  in 
beland).  The  oflScers  to  whom  he  re- 
ferred seemed  to  have  been  altt^ther 
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lost  sight  of  by  the  framers  of  the  Bill ; 
but  he  submitted  that  any  person,  hold- 
ing an  appointment  which  it  had  been 
the  custom  to  give  for  life,  subject,  of 
course,  to  good  behaviour,  had  virtually 
a  life  interest  in  bis  ofBce.  If  equity 
were  disregarded,  it  might  be  said 
these  officers  had  no  stricuy  legal  title 
for  life ;  but  it  would  be  very  unjust,  on 
this  account,  to  deprive  them  of  com- 
pensation, if  the  Bill  made  it  impossible 
to  retain  them  in  their  offices.  E!e  styled 
them  non- capitular  members  in  hia 
clause  because,  although  they  did  not 
belong  to  the  governing  Body  of  the 
Chur^,  they  were  mranbers  of  the  foun- 
dation. They  were  of  two  classes  — 
those  appointed  to  some  of  the  older 
cathedralB  in  Ireland  under  charter,  and 
those  appointed  under  special  contract 
with  the  Dean  and  Chapter  acoording 
to  the  customs  of  the  Church.  Thus  it 
would  be  seen  they  held  office  on  terms 
precisely  similar  to  those  regulating  the 
tenure  of  non-capitular  members  of 
English  cathedrals.  By  Clause  H,  there 
was  a  power  to  give  compensation  to  eo- 
cleeiastical  persons  other  than  curates ; 
and  iu  the  early  part  of  Uie  clause  it  was 
provided  that  the  Commissionera  should 
ascertain  the  amount  of  their  annual  in- 
come with  a  view  to  such  compensation. 
The  Interpretation  Clause,  Section  68, 
was,  in  his  opinion,  apphcabte  to  those 
who  held  lay  offices,  vicars  choral,  and 
others,  in  cathedral  and  collegiate 
churches.  But  then  came  a  declaration 
by  the  Attorney  General  for  Ireland, 
and  another  by  the  First  Lord  of  the 
Treasury,  &om  which  it  would  appear 
that  it  was  not  intended  that  any  person 
should  be  included  who  did  not  hold  a 
freehold.  Now,  it  was  quite  clear  that 
this  question  was  very  important  as  af> 
footing  the  rights  of  individuals.  He 
underatood  there  were  two  objections  to 
thia  clause.  First  of  all,  it  was  said  that 
these  persons  had  not  an  estate  of  free- 
hold, and  therefore  could  not  take  any 
advantage  under  Clause  H.  But  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  who  held  that 
opinion  seemed  totally  to  forget  that 
there  were  many  individuals  who  had  not 
freehold  offices,  and  yet  retained  Qieii 
life  interest  under  the  Bill ;  for  instance, 
the  Professors  of  Maynooth.  No  one 
would  maintain  that  they  had  any  free- 
hold office,  neither  had  the  curates,  nor 
the  Eodesiastical  CommissionerB.  He 
would  illustrate  the  position  for  which 
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he  contended  by  a  reference  to  two  offi- 
cers in  the  Cathedral  of  8t.  Patrick's, 
Dublin.  Mr.  William  Murphy,  for  the 
last  thirty-five  yeara,  hod  been  master 
of  the  boya,  and  librarian  of  St.  Patrick's. 
This  gentleman  held  the  office  of  Mas- 
ter of  Son^,  which  was  of  very  ancient 
date,  and  was  mentioned  in  the  original 
charter  of  Charles  I.,  in  1640.  In  con- 
sequence of  the  change  in  the  value  of 
money,  the  sum  of  £20,  which  was  the 
salary  attached  to  the  office,  was  no 
longer  able  to  maintain  the  master  of 
the  Doys,  and,  therefore,  an  addition  was 
made  to  it  which  brought  it  up  to  £100 
a  year.  Then  there  was  the  case  of  Mr. 
Carnegie,  the  vei^er  of  St.  Patrick's. 
He  had  served  twenty-^ve  yean,  and  his 

S'dtion  was  analogous  to  that  of  Mr. 
urphy.  Under  the  provisions  of  the 
Bill,  as  it  stood  at  present,  these  officers 
were  intitled,  in  the  one  case,  to  £20  a 
year,  and  in  the  other  to  a  smdl  stipend, 
but  not  to  the  augmentation  they  hod  re- 
ceived ;  and,  therefore,  if  the  Bill  passed 
in  its  present  shape,  it  would  form  a 
most  dangerous  precedent  with  respect  to 
the  English  cathedrals.  He  would  take, 
in  illustration  of  his  argument,  the  case 
of  Westminster  Abbey.  In  that  church 
certain  officers  were  only  entitled  to  be 
paid  their  statutable  stipends.  The 
augmentations  of  those  stipends  were 
derived  from  the  fund  made  np  of  the 
fees  taken  for  showing  the  Abbey. 
When  it  was  foimd,  some  years  ago,  that 
it  was  impossible  that  these  officers 
could  be  maintained  by  their  statutable 
stipends,  the  Dean  and  Chapter  handed 
over  the  money,  which  was  received  for 
showing  the  Abbey,  to  be  divided  among 
them,  just  as  the  money  taken  for 
shoving  the  cupola  of  St.  Paul's  was 
now  divided  among  the  non-capitular 
membersof  that  cathedral.  Well,  if  the 
precedent  imder  this  Bill  was  estab- 
ushed — if  Weetnunster  Abbey  ever  came 
to  be  dealt  with  in  the  manner  that  St. 
Patrick's  was  dealt  with  now,  the  offi- 
cers to  whom  he  referred  would  only  be 
entitled  to  a  very  small  sum  indeed. 
Dnder  these  circumstances,  he  would 
submit  that  those  officers  who  held  their 
places  by  charter,  and  were  m^ntained 
by  augmentations  were  legally  entitled 
to  the  whole  of  their  stipends.  Then  he 
came  to  the  second  class  of  cases,  which 
involved  still  greater  hardship, — namely, 
where  officers  held  their  places  by  distinct 
contract  with  the  Deans  and  Qiapters ; 
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in  the  case  of  the  cathedral  of  Armagh, 
and  he  believed  also  of  another  came- 
dral,  for  a  great  number  of  years  past 
the  office  of  vicars  choral  had  been  filled 
by  persons  not  skilled  in  music,  but  who 
acted  as  trustees  of  the  funds  to  be  paid 
over  to  the  Dean  and  Chapter  for  the 
benefit  of  persons  who  held  their  places 
on  the  distinct  understanding  that  it 
was  to  be  for  life  and  on  good  behaviour. 
Persons  who  had  held  places  in  the 
English  cathedrals  had  been  induced  to 
go  over  to  Armagh  and  Dublin  to  fill 
posts  better  in  regard  to  annual  income, 
believing  that  they  would  stand  exactly 
on  the  same  footing  as  they  had  done  in 
England.  He  had  in  his  pocket  a 
letter  from  a  gentleman  of  the  highest 
respectability,  who  was  originally  in  the 
choir  in  Armagh,  was  then  appointed  to 
a  place  in  Westaunster  Abbey,  and  was 
afterwards  elected  to  a  stipendiary  office 
in  Dublin,  and  had  since  been  placed  on 
the  foundation  there.  That  gentleman 
had  been  led  to  believe  that  his  first  eitu- 
atton  would  be  precisely  the  same  as  rs- 

farded  tenure  as  the  place  he  formerly 
eld  in  England.  Another  case  was  that 
of  a  distinguished  person,  Dr.  Stewart, 
organist  of  Christ's  Church  in  Dublin. 
Dr.  Stewart  assured  b'Tn  that  if  the 
terms  of  the  contract  had  not  been  what 
he  imderetood  them  to  be,  and  what 
were  stated  to  him  by  the  Dean  and 
Chapter,  he  would  never  have  accepted 
the  office.  It  might  be  objected  that 
those  interests  were  provided  for  by 
the  Amendment  in  Clause  17,  which 
was  partly  su^ested  by  himself  dur- 
ing the  discussion  in  Committee.  By 
that  clause,  as  amended,  it  was  compe- 
tent for  claimants  to  go  before  the 
Commissioners  and  state  their  case,  and 
the  Commissionsrs  were  vested  with  a 
discretionary  power  of  giving  them  a 
sum  of  money  by  way  of  compensation, 
either  by  a  single  payment  or  by  a 
life  annuity  as  they  should,  with  the 
consent  of  the  Lords  Commissioners  of 
the  Treasury,  determine.  Now,  as  all 
those  individuals,  under  the  circum- 
stances which  he  had  stated,  not  only 
supposed  themselves,  but  were  held  by 
those  who  engaged  them,  and  the  other 
parties  to  the  contract,  to  have  interests 
for  life,  or  during  good  behaviour,  he 
he  would  ask  wheuier  it  was  fair  to  say 
to  them — "There  was  no  doubt  as  to 
what  was  your  understanding,  and  no 
doubt  that  you  have  an  equitable  title ; 
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ibo  onus  of  proof  is  thrown  upon  you . 
you  must  go  before  tbe  Conumsaioners 
and  prove  your  case.  If  they  think  you 
have  no  case  they  will  dismiss  you,  and 
you  shall  have  no  tight  of  appeal ;  and 
after  all,  even  when  the  GomnuBsiDners 
have  decided  in  your  favour,  you  are  to 
bo  remitted  to  the  tender  mercies  of  the 
TreasuTT."  That  was  a  most  imjust 
proposal.  He  believed  the  present  Com- 
missioaers  would  be  disposed  to  do  }ub- 
tico ;  but  then  they  were  removable,  and 
might  be  succeeded  by  other  Commis- 
sioners less  favourable  to  those  claims ; 
and  last  of  all,  they  saw  looming  in  the 
distance  the  iron  hand  of  the  Treasury. 
The  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  or  the 
Secretaiy  of  the  Treasury  might  be  un- 
willing to  entertain  those  claims,  which 
might  be  treated  in  a  manner  similar 
to  the  clerks  of  certain  departmeute, 
who  had  great  hardships  to  complain  of 
lately.  [Hierefore,  he  could  not  think 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  opposite  woidd 
object  to  the  very  reasonable  proposi- 
tion which  he  now  humbly  submitted, 
more  especially,  too,  as  those  claims 
were  extremely  few  in  number.  In  in- 
trodadng  that  Bill  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman at  the  head  of  the  Government 
said — 

"We  muit  reipert  «ierj  iwt»d  interest,  vnrj 
proprieurr  right,  tTtrj  legilimiCe  olaini.  and  in 
•Tsrj  o>M  of  doubt  tbit  nuf  ariae  we  mnit 
baneitlf  andekTour  to  ttrikitba  balance  in  broar 
of  thi  other  jmrtj  and  againlt  ourwlTea." 

Now,  as  he  thought,  he  had  made  out 
to  the  satisfaction  of  the  House  that  the 
isdividuals  to  whom  he  referred  had  a 
just  and  equitable  right,  he  called  on  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  to  consider  favour- 
ably their  "legitimate  claim,"  and,  if 
need  be,  "to  strike  the  balance  ag^nst 
himself  and  in  their  favour." 

Clause  (Provision  for  the  ofBcers  of 
Cathedral  Churches  in  Ireland,)^J&. 
Baniinek,) — hrougM  up,  and  read  the  first 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
"  That  the  said  Clause  be  now  read  a 
second  time." — {Mr.  Btntinci.) 

Ma.  PIM  said,  he  hoped  the  Govern- 
ment would  accede  to  the  proposal  of  the 
hon.  and  learned  Uember  for  White- 
haven (Ux.  Bentinck.)  If  these  persons 
had  not  an  absolute  freehold  right,  they 
had  certainly  a  fair  equitable  claim. 
Their  predecessors  had  held  their  offices 
J/r.  Btniinck 


for  life,  and  they  thems^vee  had  had  no 
doubt  that  they  would  do  the  same.  It 
appeared  to  him  that  that  was  more  than 
a  case  of  doubt ;  that  the  case  strongly 
inclined  in  favour  of  these  officers  ;  and 
he  hoped  the  Government  would  accept 
the  clause. 

Mb.  TAMCE  sdd,  he  had  himself 
already  brought  the  case  of  these  per- 
sons before  uie  House,  and  he  would 
not  repeat  his  previous  arguments ;  but 
he  must  remind  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man that  members  of  the  stipendiary 
choir  at  Armagh,  though  not  the  holders 
of  freehold  offices,  have  pIhittiii  on  the 
freehold.  He  would  give  his  earnest 
support  to  the  clause.  

T3S  ATTORNEY  GENERAL  poa 
IRELAND  (Mr.  Sullivav)  said,  it  was 

r'te  impossible  for  him  to  acoede  to 
t  proposal.  In  truth,  the  matter  had 
been  discussed  before,  and  decided  upon 
by  the  House.  It  would  be  quite  absurd 
to  treat  anoiganistor  a  singer  in  achoir 
as  a  freehold  officer.  If  a  singer  lost  his 
voice  was  he  to  be  com.penBated  out  of 
the  funds  of  the  Dean  and  Chapter  for 
therestof  his  life?  The  Bill  carefullv 
drew  a  distinction  between  offices  whim 
were  freehold  and  those  which  were  non- 
freehold,  and  in  regard  to  the  latter  cate- 
gory words  were  introduced  at  the  end 
of  Section  17  to  give  the  Commissioners 
the  widest  discretion  in  dealing  with 
those  non-&«ehold  officers  where  it  was 
conceived  that  they  were,  or  might  be, 
deprived  of  any  income  by  that  Act ;  and 
that  was  the  utmost  limit  to  which  t^ey 
could  in  reason  possibly  go.  InasmuiJt 
as  it  was  quite  possible  that  some  of 
those  officers  connected  with  cathedrals 
might  be  able  to  establish  that  they  had 
a  freehold  office,  they  ought  not,  per- 
haps, to  be  precluded  firom  establishing 
that.  For  instance,  there  was  a  very 
nice  question  connected  with  one  office — 
that  of  the  Master  of  Song  in  the  cathe- 
dral to  which  the  hon.  and  learned 
Member  (Mr.  Bentinck)  had  referred ; 
and  there  was  also  the  case  of  the  vergers 
of  cathedrals.  What  he  therefore  pro- 
posed to  do  in  order  to  meet  those  casea 
was  to  insert  in  Clause  16,  line  22,  after 
"Ireland,"  the  words  " or  other  holder 
of  afreehold  office  of  a  similar  natnre 
connectedwith  such  church."  That  would 
enable  everyone  of  those  officers  to  es- 
tablish that  he  had  a  freehold  odSce  if 
he  could,  and  if  he  could  not  he  most 
fall  back  upon  Section  17. 
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Mb.  BENTINOK  said,  he  would  not 
preae  hie  clause  at  present;  but  he 
-wished  to  correct  his  right  hon.  and 
leajmed  Friend  on  one  point.  If  his 
right  hon.  and  learned  raend  walked 
across  to  WestmisBter  Abbey  he  would 
find  a  number  of  sinking  men  who  had 
freehold  offices  limited  to  the  extent  that 
he  had  pointed  out ;  and  it  was  not 
possible  in  Westminster  Abbey  or  in 
any  of  these  cases  for  the  Dmn  and 
CXiapter  to  deprive  those  singers  of  their 
places  if  they  lost  their  Toices.  Under 
tiie  circumstances,  however,  he  would 
accept  the  crumb  thrown  out  by  the 
right  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman. 

Motion  and  Clause,  by  leave,  with- 
drawn. 

Mb.  FIM  numed,  after  Olause  17,  to 
insert  the  following  clause : — 

(Compenutian  to  ecclaiMtioal  ptrtoni  not 
othsrwiM  proTided  lor.) 

"  Id  kpj  cm*,  not  b«raia  otbarwin  proTidsd 
for,  in  which  anj  eccIaaiMtiwl  panon  ihall  or 
inaf  be  deprived  of  jeirlf  inoomv,  or  waj  viBer 
peconiuTf  logs  in  &dj>  muinar  tbrough  tbe  opera- 
tion of  tbi>  Act,  the  Commiaiioiieri  ou;,  if  tbe; 
think  fit,  paf  to  inob  pertoa  (nob  asm  bj  «>;  of 
aoinp«Butlaa,  either  bfk  lingle  pajment  or  bf  > 
life  annnilj,  m  tbef  ihall,  with  the  oonient  of  tbe 
Lord!  ComnuuLonera  of  Her  Majeatj'sTrMtiuy, 
deterniipe." 

Clause  (Compensation  to  ecclesiastical 
persona  not  otherwise  provided  for,) — 
(Mr.  iVm,) — brought  wp,  and  read  the 
first  time.-— (Jfr.  Pirn.') 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
"That  the  sud  Clause  be  now  read  a 
second  time." 

He.  GLADSTONE  said,  it  would  not 
be  in  the  power  of  the  Qovemment  to 
a4]cede  to  a  clause  worded  so  widely. 
Its  operations  extended  not  merely  to 
any  persons  deprived  of  a  yearly  income 
— though  that  was  wide  enough — but  to 
any  person  who  might  suffer  pecuniary 
loss,  aod  that  in  any  manner,  under 
the  operation  of  the  Act.  Tbe  words, 
thougK  confined  at  present  to  ecclesi- 
astical persons,  would,  if  extended  to 
the  laity,  carry  compensation  to  a  trades- 
man who  had  been  in  the  habit  of  sup- 
plying some  rich  eccleoastical  establish- 
ment. The  Commissioners  would  care- 
fully examine  any  case  that  might  be 
raised. 

Mb.  FIM  said,  he  would  withdraw  the 
cUuse,  hoping  that  the  Government 
might  find  it  possible  to  adopt  it  in  some 


Mb.  M'MAHON  said,  he  had  com- 
municated with  the  Attorney  General 
for  Ireland  relative  to  the  clause  of 
which  he  had  given  notice  for  admitting 
the  proctor  of  the  diocesan  court  of 
Ferns,  a  solicitor.  He  understood  &om 
the  ri^t  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman 
that  a  Bill  for  transferring  matrimonial 
causes  to  the  Probate  Court  would 
shortly  be  introduced,  and  therefore  ho 
should  withdraw  it. 

Sm  EOUNDELL  PALMER,  in  mov- 
ing after  Clause  65,  to  insert  the  follow- 
ing clause — 

(AnnaiUei  not  to  b«  forfeited  bec&uie  aonni- 
taata  do  not  ooDtent  to  Bltorationt  in  artfelet  of 
Cfaoroh.) 

"  No  alteration  vbiab  maf  be  made  in  the  prt^ 
■eat  article!,  doetriuM,  or  formulariea  of  the  uid 
Church  ahall  be  deemed  binding  in  law  npODi^nr 
peraon  entitled  to  an  annalt;  under  tbia  Act,  who 
■hall  not  oonwnt  thereto,  or  agree  to  be  bound 
thereby,  m  u  to  render  him  liable  to  forfeit  or 
be  deprired  of  hi*  annnitr,  in  oaaa  of  hii  not 
eonfbrming  to  iuoh  alteration,  and  bj  roann 

said,  he  should  be  disappointed  if  any 
objections  were  raised  to  the  principle 
which  it  embodied.  Nothing  could  De 
stronger  or  more  sincere  than  the  deda- 
rations  which  had  been  made  that  in  the 
view  of  the  Qovemment  it  was  strict 
right  and  mere  justice  not  to  take  away 
the  vested  rights  of  individuals  without 
giving  them  ml  compensation  for  their 
ufe  mtereste.  As  matters  at  present 
stood,  no  life  interest  of  a  clergjnnaii 
could  be  taken  away  except  for  non- 
compliuice  with  the  conditions  npon 
which  his  emoluments  were  held,  and 
no  one  could  deprive  an  eccledastica] 
person  of  his  freehold  by  imposing  upon 
him  new  terms  of  ecclesiastical  commu- 
luon.  The  House  had  declared  that  the 
present  life  interests  should  be  respected, 
but  subject  to  the  condition  that  uie  dis- 
charge of  spiritual  duties  was  also  to  be 
coutmuouB.  It  was  provided  by  the  Bill 
that  the  present  rules  and  ordinances  of 
the  Chuivh  should  continue,  subject  to 
a  power  of  alteration  after  Uie  1st  of 
January,  1871,  by  the  new  Governing 
Body  which  was  then  to  come  into  exist- 
ence. Such  a  power  of  alteration  was, 
of  course,  perfectly  good  as  regarded 
those  who  agreed  to  be  bound  by  it,  but 
it  should  not  be  exercised  to  the  detri- 
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Clause  (Annuities  not  to  be  forfeited 
because  aimuitants  do  not  consent  to 
alteration  in  articles  of  dmich,) — {_Sir 
Rmmdell  Palmer,) — brought  up,  and  read 
tho  first  time- 
Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
"That  the  said  Clause  be  now  read  a 
second  time." — {Sir  Boundsll  Palmer.) 

Ma.  GLADSTONE  said,  tlie  hon.  and 
learned  Qentleman  was  quite  ri^ht  in 
supposing  that  upon  the  main  pnndpl© 
wnich  formed  the  foundation  of  his  ar- 
gument, the  Govenunent  were  read;  to 
agree  with  him.  It  was  not  to  the  prin- 
ciple, but  to  the  mode  of  applying  it 
suggested  b;  the  clause,  that  tnej  ob- 
jected. The  Bill  would,  undoubtedly, 
effect  an  immense  change  in  the  conm- 
tion  of  both  the  Irish  Church  and  its 
clerical  ofBcers,  and  in  their  endeavour 
to  carry  out  that  change  the  Qovemment 
were  boimd  to  the  observance  of  two 
points  which  it  was  not  very  easy  to  re- 
concile, and  the  difference  between  which 
the  clause  of  the  hon.  and  learned  Mem- 
ber brought  out  in  its  sharpest  force. 
The  first  of  these  points  was  the  protec- 
tion of  the  individual  rights  of  the 
clergy,  whether  as  r^arded  pecuniary 
matters  or  their  status.  The  second 
point  to  be  kept  in  view  was  that  this 
great  change  should  be  efi'ected  with  as 
little  shock  and  disturbance  to  the  gene- 
ral community  of  the  Church  as  pos- 
sible. In  framing  the  Bill,  these  two 
points  had  been  kept  in  view  as  far  as 
possible.  The  hon.  and  learned  Mem- 
ber bad  argued  with  perfect  truth  that 
by  this  BiU  they  were  going  to  place 
the  cleigymen  in  a  position  in  which 
they  would  be  liable  to  have  the  terms 
of  ibeir  communion  altered  without  their 
individual  consent.  They  were  subject 
to  that  liability  at  the  present  time, 
under  the  authority  of  Parliament  and 
oftheir  ecclesiastical  constitution.  Under 
the  Bill,  however,  a  new  ecclesiastical 
constitution  would  be  created,  and  the 
argument  of  the  hon.  and  learned 
Member  was  that  tliey  should  not  bo 
made  liable  to  the  action  of  an  ecclesi- 
aetical  constitution  without  their  own 
consent.  Some  time  since,  in  answer  to 
a  question  put  by  the  right  hon.  and 
learned  Member  for  the  IlniverBify  of 
DubUn  (Dr.  Ball),  he  had  stated  that  in 
the  whole  of  the  communications  which 
he  had  had  &om  the  Irish  dei^  no  de- 
sire had  been  expressed  for  the  particu- 


ment  of  those  who  had  acquired  life 
interests  under  the  existing  condition  of 
things.  Power  ought  not  to  be  given 
to  the  new  Church  Body  to  compel 
clergymen  to  perform  duties  different, 
in  a  religious  sense,  from  those  which 
they  bad  undertaken,  or  to  submit  to 
new  terms  of  communion,  as  the  con- 
dition of  continuing  to  receive  ttie  pay- 
ments to  which  they  were  now  entitled. 
Originally  he  had  given  notice  of  this 
Motion  in  somewhat  wider  terms ;  but 
as  it  was  apprehended  that  difficul- 
ties might,  perhaps,  be  raised  by  un- 
reasonable persons  as  to  the  exact  mean- 
ing of  the  words  "discipline  and  ordi- 
nances," it  was  thought  better  to  limit 
the  wording  of  the  dause  to  "artides, 
doctrines,  and  formularies,"  because 
these  were  distinct  and  intelligible,  and 
comprehended  everything  that  could  be 
matter  of  consdence  to  an  individual 
in  the  discharge  of  his  spiritual  duties. 
He  need  not  vindicate  tiie  use  of  the 
words  artides  and  docfrines,  and  he 
need  not  say  much  as  to  formularies  ; 
but  it  should  be  remembered  that  for- 
mularies might  operate  as  esdusive 
tests.  Take  the  case,  for  instance,  of 
the  Ordination  Service,  or  of  the  Offices 
for  the  administration  of  the  Sacra- 
ments. A  change  in  any  of  those  for- 
mularies might  be  considered  by  those 
disapproving  as  involving  important 
points  of  doctrine.  It  was  quite  right 
that  the  future  authorities  of  Uie  Ohuirch 
should  have  the  power  of  making  ar- 
rangements with  regard  to  the  govern- 
ment of  the  Church ;  but  it  would  be 
most  improper  that  they  should  have  the 
power  of  introducing  dianges,  so  as  to 
take  away  the  livehhood  of  men  vho 
oonsdentioudy  objected  to  those  changes. 
It  might  be  said  that  it  was  not  likely 
such  changes  would  be  made ;  but  there 
could  surely  be  no  harm  in  guarding 
against  the  possibUi^  of  terms  being  im- 
posed which  would  alter  the  spiritu^con- 
ditions  of  tenure  of  an  ccdesiaetical  office 
— changes  which,  as  matters  now  stood, 
could  not  be  introduced.  He  trusted 
that  the  House  would  not  permit  such 
gross  and  fl^rant  injustice  to  be  inflicted 
upon  individuals  as  that  they  should  lose 
their  annuities,  not  in  consequence  of 
any  breach  by  them  of  the  regulations 
of  their  Churdi,  but  because  they  were 
unable  to  comply  with  alterations  of 
substance  in  those  regulationa  which 
might  be  made  without  their  consent. 
Sir  RoMidell  Palmer 


i,Cex>^Ic 


761  Irith  Church  (Mat  13,  1869| 

lor  kind  of  proteotioti  proposed  to  be 
given  b;  tho  non.  and  learned  Oentle- 
man's  dause,  and  that,  therefore,  in  bis 
opinion,  the  feeling  of  the  House  would 
be  that  it  would  be  better  not  to  disturb 
the  action  of  the  new  Body  by  recogniz- 
ing umieceBsarily  an  element  of  dissent. 
The  truth  of  that  statement  had  since 
been  modified  by  what  had  occurred. 
One  single  clergyman,  whose  attention 
liad  probably  been  drawn  to  the  matter 
by  the  debate  upon  it,  had  written  to 
lum  asking  that  some  protection  might 
b6  afforded  the  dergy  against  the  pcwsi- 
ble  intolerant  action  of  the  now  Body. 
Under  these  circumstances,  when  the 
hon.  and  learned  Uember  placed  his 
clause  upon  the  Paper,  he  had  laid  that 
fllause  bef<n«  persons  of  the  greatest 
autbon^,  weignt,  and  jud^ent  in  the 
Irish  Churdi,  and   had   invited   their 

{'udgment  upon  it.  The  effect  of  the 
ion.  and  learned  Member's  clause,  in 
the  opinion  of  the  Bill,  was  to  allow 
persons  to  join  the  new  Body,  to  take 
part  in  its  proceedings,  to  make  laws 
binding  upon  others,  and  then  to  dissent 
from  tiiose  laws  themselves,  and  to  agree 
to  some  laws  and  to  reject  others.  There 
might  be  100  clergymen,  each  dissenting 
from  100  different  parts  of  new  regula- 
tions relating  to  artidea,  doctrines,  and 
formularies,  so  that  there  would  be  a 
different  state  of  the  law  for  eveir  dsny- 
man  In  the  disestablished  Church.  I^s 
would  be  to  carry  tbe  principle  of  anarchy 
and  confuaiou  into  the  new  Church  : 
totita  quotiei,  a  man  might  be  able  to 
obey  and  disob^,  to  assent  and  dissent. 
This,  it  appeared  to  him,  would  be  a 
prindple  of  anarchy  in  practice.  He 
could  understand  that  an  existing  deigy- 
man  might  take  part  in  the  general  ac- 
tion that  would  be  binding  upon  all 
those  who  should  become  clergymen 
after  the  passing  of  this  Act,  and  yet 
that  he  was  to  be  at  liberty  not  simply 
to  retire  and  withdraw,  but  to  remain, 
and  yet  dissent,  from  particular  acts  of 
the  Body.  It  now  app^red  to  himquite 
plain  that  some  small  portion  of  the 
Irish  dergy  were  auxious  that  they 
should  have  some  protection  against  a 
possible  spirit  of  intolerance  that  might 
prevail  in  the  disestablished  Body ;  and, 
therefore,  in  his  opinion,  those  who 
wished  to  do  so  should  be  permitted  to 
sever  themselves  from  that  Body,  and  to 
give  them  sudi  security  for  their  pecu* 
Diary  rights  as  Parliament  might  think 
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just  Some  persons  hod  soKosted  that 
the  dissentients  should  be  allowed  to  go 
on  receiving  a  proportion  of  the  commu- 
tation money  of  their  annuities,  while 
others  had  proposed  that  they  should  re- 
ceive the  whole  of  their  annuities.  Upon 
that  point  he  was  indifferent  as  long  as 
some  dear,  definite,  and  intelligible 
principle  were  adopted.  The  question 
was  not  one  between  the  State  and  the 
Church,  but  between  the  Church  and  its 
own  dergy,  and  therefore,  in  no  way, 
involved  me  principle  of  the  BUI.  Hav- 
ing submitted  the  clause  of  the  hon.  and 
learned  Member  to  the  consideration  of 
those  whom  he  believed  to  have  most 
weight  and  authority  in  the  Irish  Church, 
he  had  been  informed  that  the  general 
opinion  was  adverse  to  it.  They  were 
of  opinion  that  some  provision  shonid 
be  inserted  in  the  Bill,  but  that  it  should 
be  of  a  nature  tn  enable  those  who  de- 
sired it  to  discharge  themselves  of  their 
own  obligations,  i^iile,  at  the  same  time, 
they  were  to  have  aufScient  security  for 
their  pecuniary  interests.  Undoubtedly 
that  was  the  opinion  held  by  persons  of 
weight  and  authority,  ond  who,  he  felt 
bound  to  say,  had  been  objecting  parties 
to  the  Bill  from  the  first.  In  ^e  teeth 
of  such  an  opinion,  it  was  not  possible 
for  him  to  agree  to  the  clause  proposed 
by  his  hon.  and  learned  Friend.  On 
the  other  hand,  if  there  was  a  general 

r'oion  among  the  body  of  the  clergy 
t  stich  a  clause  should  be  adopted  it 
no  part  of  the  duty  of  the  Oovern- 
ment  to  oppose  it.  The  question  raised 
by  the  clause  was  not  one  of  disestab- 
lishment or  disendowment.  The  conclu- 
sion to  which  they  arrived  was  this — 
that  there  was  another  branch  of  the 
Legislature  in  which  the  Church  was  frx 
more  fully  represented,  in  which  there 
were  Irish  Prelotea  whose  own  interests 
)  involved  in  the  clause ;  and  proba- 
bly tbe  ultimate  form  of  any  provision 
to  be  framed  would  be  more  satisfactorily 
considered  there  than  in  this  House. 
At  the  same  time  he  did  not  decline  to 
entertain  the  question  in  the  House  of 
Commons  if  it  was  expedient  to  entertain 
it  there.  He  spoke  in  the  presence  of 
hon.  Gentlemen  opposite — and  he  alluded 
more  particularly  to  the  right  hon.  and 
learned  Gentleman  the  Member  for  the 
University  of  Dublin — who,  he  believed, 
were  of  the  same  opinion  as  he  was, 
that  the  question  was  not  ripe  for  deci- 
sion in  that  House.  He  could  not  theie- 
[  Cotuidtratien. 
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Ma.  NEWDBGATE  said,  the  Prime 
Umister  had  accosed  the  hon.  and  learned 
Uember  for  Bichmond  of  attemptme  to 
introduce  an  element  of  coufuston  into 
the  future  Church  Body.  He  wished  to 
call  attention  to  the  postulate  which  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  woe  obliged  to  as- 
sume in  order  to  zaaintain  that  propod- 
tion.  It  was  that  the  laity  had  no  oon- 
cern  in  the  effects  of  this  measure.  Kow, 
the  terms  on  which  the  clei^  held  their 
freeholds  and  their  salaries  as  curates 
were  that  they  should  abide  by  the  dis- 
dpliue  and  teach  the  doctrines  of  what 
was  at  present  the  United  Church  of 
England  and  Ireland.  By  these  obliga- 
tions they  were  bound  by  the  law,  as  it 
now  stands.  These  obligationB  were  en- 
forced by  law  upon  the  clen^  for  the 
protection  of  the  laity  from  the  inculca- 
tion of  unsound  doctrine  by  the  cle^iy. 
The  refusal  of  the  right  hon.  OentLeman 
to  entertain  the  proposal  of  the  hon.  and 
learned  Member  for  Bichmond  was  equi- 
valent to  a  declaration  that  no  legal  se- 
curity was  to  be  given  to  the  laity  of  the 
Irish  Church  that  the  clergy  who  enjoy 
the  benefices  of  that  Church — or  if  this 
Bill  pass,  the  clei^  retaining  their  posi- 
tion for  life — should  not  hereafter  dOT)art 
from  the  doctrines  and  discipline  of  the 
Church.  The  postulate  of  the  argument 
of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  was  not  one 
recognized  by  the  Church  of  England, 
but  it  was  one  on  which  the  Church  of 
Some  relied,  because  in  the  Church  of 
Some  the  dei^  governed  the  laity, 
while  in  the  TJmted  Church  of  England 
and  Ireland  the  clergy  and  laity  were 
considered  equal,  in  their  relative  posi- 
tions, as  members  of  the  Church,  and 
were  relatively  boimd  by  the  same  laws. 
Nothing  could  more  forcibly  illustrate 
the  disoi^anizing  character  of  this  Bill 
than  the  refiisaTof  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman to  accept  the  clause  of  the  hon. 
and  learned  Member  for  Siohmcmd.  It 
indicated  that  the  Church  was  going  to 
be  made  over  to  a  Body,  of  whom  it  was 
hoped  Uiat  they  would  depart  from  the 
doctrines  held  by  her  at  the  present 
time.  It  might  be  right  to  give  a  new 
Church  entire  freedom ;  bnt  they  were 
not  dealing  with  a  new  Chnroh.  They 
were  dealing  with  a  Church  whose  clei^ 
by  their  ordination  vows  were  bound  to 
the  dootrines  of  the  TTnited  Church  of 
England  and  belaud.  Compensation 
Mr.SMibme 


was  to  be  given  to  that  dergy,  and  there- 
fore he  thought  that  the  refiisal  of  the 
Government  to  agree  to  the  clause  pro- 
posed by  the  hon.  and  learned  Gentle- 
man afforded  the  strongest  evidenoe  that 
the  intention  of  the  fr^jners  of  this  Bill 
was  not  only  to  disestabhsh  and  disen- 
dow, but  also  to  disorganize  the  Irish 
ChiHch. 

I>R.  "RAT.T.  said,  that  before  coming 
down  to  theHouse  to-day,  he  had  had  an 
opportunity  of  learning  the  opinions  of 
persons  of  the  highest  authority,  and  it 
was  in  favour  of  the  clause  proposed  by 
the  hon.  and  learned  Member  for  Bich- 
mond (8ir  Boundell  Palmer).  Binoe  he 
came  down  the  right  hon.  Gnentlemaa  at 
the  head  of  the  Government  had  com- 
municated to  him  the  opinions  which  he 
had  received,  and  he  felt  bound  to  say 
that  they  were  those  of  persons  of  the 
greatest  authority.  This  showed  that  on 
the  qnestion  of  the  clause  there  was  a 
difference  of  opinion  among  pmwms  of 
the  greatest  weight.  TTih  own  opinion 
was  that  the  laity  would  he  perfectly 
safe  without  this  clause ;  but  as  the  in- 
comes paid  to  the  clergy  were  paid  to 
them  for  the  benefit  of  the  laity,  he 
tiiought  that  in  tliis  case  each  member 
of  the  Church  was  entitled  to  say  non 
hoe  in  f^ivra  rmt,  and  to  ask  that  the 
Church  Body  might  be  afiorded  the  pro- 
tection which  the  clause  would  give 
them.  There  was,  however,  a  good  deal 
of  force  in  what  had  been  said  by  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  (Mr.  Gladstone) 
in  reference  to  the  clause  being  discussed 
and  considered  in  "  anotiier  place," 
where  great  experience  and  knowledge 
could  be  brought  to  bear  upon  it ;  but 
for  himself  he  must  say  that  if  there 
were  a  division  he  must,  in  deference  to 
those  with  whom  he  had  conferred,  vote 
for  the  clause. 

Mb.  BAGWEUi  thought  the  less  this 
Bill  interfered  with  the  future  govern- 
ment of  the  Church  Body  the  better.  He 
did  not  agree  in  the  opinion  that  this 

auestion  ahould  be  left  to  the  decision  of 
le  right  rev.  Prelates  in  '"  another 
place.  The  Church  (tf  Ireland  was  in 
a  very  different  position  to  that  of  Soot- 
land,  and  bis  opinion  was  that  the  more 
they  were  permitted  to  settie  their  own 
matters  the  easier  it  would  be  to  carry 
out  their  intention  of  disestablishing  and 
disendowing  the  Irish  Church  without 
ii^jury  to  the  Protestant  Mth.  Let 
there  not  be  a  new  Ohunth  irith  <dd 
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lawB.  The  right  lion.  Gentleman  had 
■aid  that  die  laity  was  not  ooncenied. 
[Mr.  Oijldbtonz  :  Except  as  part  of  the 

feueral  body  of  the  Ohorch.l  He  had, 
oweyBP,  very  great  doubte  whether  they 
would  be  able  to  form  a  Church  CloTeni- 
ing  Body  at  all;  and,  if  they  did,  he 
should  be  still  more  eurf^ised  if  they 
did  not  fi^ht  orer  every  point  that  was 
under  their  oonnderatioQ. 
-  Ma.  GATHOSNE  HABDY  said,  he 
did  not  think  that  the  hon.  3f  ember  (Mr. 
Bagwell)  hod  solved  the  difficulty,  for  if 
no  Qoveming  Body  were  got  together  it 
oould  not  matter  whether  tiie  claiise  were 
passed  or  not.  Agreeing  as  he  did 
with  his  hon.  and  leamed  Friend  the 
Member  for  £ichmond  as  to  the  neom- 
mty  for  securing  a  provision  for  the 
clergy  of  the  Iririi  Church,  and  strongly 
desiring  that  the  present  articles,  dDH> 
trines,  and  fbrmnuiries  of  the  CSinrch 
should  be  regarded  as  binding  on  the 
Church  in  itd  new  condition;  still,  he 
felt  considerable  difQculty  about  this 
dsnse,  because  it  appeared  to  him  to  go 
to  rather  an  extreme  length,  and  be- 
cause it  might  possibly  give  rise  to  diffi- 
culty where  none  woidd  otherwise  exist. 
The  use  of  the  word  "formularies," 
which  might,  for  instance,  embrace  al- 
terations m  the  Prayer  Book,  might 
possibly  afford  an  opportunity  to  some 
persons  to  avail  themselves  of  the  pro- 
visions of  Uiis  clause  in  a  manner  which 
was  not  intended  by  his  hon.  and  learned 
Friend  and  those  who  agreed  with  him. 
He  was,  however,  rather  inclined  to  ask 
his  hon.  and  learned  Friend  to  assent  to 
the  course  which  had  been  suggested,  and 
to  allow  the  clause  to  be  dealt  with  by 
tiie  right  rev.  Prelates,  when  the  Bill 
oame  before  them  for  their  consideration. 
Mb.  HENIiET  remarked,  that  the 
compensation  which,  under  the  Idth 
clause,  was  to  be  given  to  the  cleigymen 
of  the  Irish  Ohuroh  was  intended,  as  he 
understood  the  Bill,  to  continue  as  long 
as  they  performed  the  dnties  at  present 
intmsted  to  tbem.  If  the  clergy  had 
not  sufficient  protection  in  this  direction, 
he  should  be  glad  to  assent  to  anything 
which  would  tend  to  give  security  to 
their  position ;  but  he  could  not  help 
ttiiTiVrng  that  this  clause  would  also  open 
the  door  to  those  clergymen,  who  felt 
diroosed  to  do  so,  to  retain  their  money 
and  do  the  duty  of  another  CSiurch. 
Though  desirous  that  the  clei^  should 
be  protected  &om  any  attempts  to  force 


religions  changes  upon  them,  h«  should 
feel  safer  with  the  14th  clause  as  it  stood 
than  witli  the  dause  now  under  disous- 

Mb.  BBTTEN  thought  there  oould  be 
no  mistake  in  supposing  that  the  duties 
they  would  have  to  peifotm  would  be  to 
t«ach  according  to  the  doctrines  and  for- 
mularies of  the  Church  of  England. 
There  was  a  discrepanir  between  the 
14th  and  20th  clauses,  which  could  only 
be  explained  by  some  such  clause  as  that 
moved  by  the  hon.  and  learned  Member 
for  Richinond. 

Sir  EOITNDELL  PALMER  thought, 
that  after  the  opinions  which  had  been 
expressed  on  both  sides  of  the  House,  it 
would  be  wrong  in  him  to  do  otherwise 
than  defer  to  the  suggestions  which  had 
been  made,  and  to  allow  the  matter  to  be 
considered  after  the  Bill  had  passed 
through  this  House.  He  must,  however, 
express  his  surprise  at  finding  a  man, 
of  the  great  acutenees  which  his  right 
hon.  Fnend  opposite  (Mr.  Henley)  pos- 
sessed, so  misunderstanding  the  clause 
and  its  connection  with  the  Bill.  If  his 
right  hon.  Friend  had  read  the  clause  in 
conjunction  with  Clause  20  of  the  Bill, 
he  would  not  have  made  the  observations 
which  had  fallen  &om  him. 

Motion  and  clause,  by  leave,  withdraum. 

Dn.  BALL  rose  to  move  the  following 
clause;- — 

(BmefloM  «r  Saint  Huj,  Saint  Thomu,  and 
Saint  G«arg«,  Dublin). 

"  The  Commiuionen  ihall  aioartain  irhethsr 
the  Praiwddariei  of  Chriit  Chunh,  Dublin,  are 
entitled  to  an;  right  of  •ncccuion  in  the  beneflcu 
of  Saint  Mb17,  Saint  Thomai,  and  Saint  George, 
Dublin,  and  if  in,  ihall  award  to  them  reipeoIiTeljr 
■nob  snm  in  oompaniatioD  for  the  aame  aa  ahaU 
■aam  to  them  jnat." 

The  Chancellor  of  Christ  Church  had  a 
right  of  presenting  himself  to  a  benefice 
in  the  county  of  Kildare,  and  the  three 
prebendaries  had  the  right  of  presenting 
to  the  benefices  mentioned  in  the  clause. 
That  would  not  at  first  sight  appear 
strictly  to  resolve  itself  into  a  right  of 
succession,  but  they  invariably  exercised 
these  rights  of  patronage  in  their  own 
favour,  and  there  was  not,  he  believed, 
a  single  instance  on  record  of  their  having 
conferred  the  benefices  upon  any  but 
themselves.  The  three  Commissioners 
who  had  been  appointed  were  persons 
in  whom  the  House  might  have  perfect 
confidence,  and  this  was  a  matter  that 
the  House  might  safely  leave  to  their 
discretion  and  judgment. 


[_Cen$ideriftim. 
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Mr.  GLADSrONlikxidptBd  tiieolaTise, 
and  snggested  the  ameuimeiit  of  it  br 
Uie  iiuertioii  of  words  to  make  it  read, 
"are  or  are  not  entitled"  and  "if  so 
entitled."  He  said  there  mi^ht  be  a 
risk  of  doing  injustioe  if  they  wen  to 
aettle  the  matter,  and  he  wi^ed  to  hand 
it  over  to  the  ComnuBrionws  without 
prejudice. 

Clause,  as  amended,  added  to  the  Bill. 

Db.  ball  moved,  after  Clause  82,  to 
jmert  the  foUewing  new  Clause : — 

(Commi»ioTi«niiujtptiraluueaurT«ndM'or  M- 
lignnieat  of  Ink). 

"  Tha  Commiuionen  mtj,  in  order  to  the  com- 
matntioo  of  tiihs  roat-ohErga,  purahua  the  lor- 
raniler  or  nnigpineiit  of  aay  iabii*t)n)[  Imm  of 
liibs  reDt'Otutrga  made  b;  %a  eDclaiUstiskl  panoa 
«r  corpor»ii»n." 

The  ATTOENEY  GENERAL  for 
IRELAND  (Ur.  SuLLTVAir}  aud,  the 
dause  was  a  proper  one,  and  there  was 
no  objection  to  it. 

Clause  added  to  the  Bill. 


(CompeDUition  to  tnutMi  of  Armagh  Obiirra- 
torj). 

:  "  WfasKki  tb«  IraitM*  of  the  Obaemtorj  >t 
Armngh  hold  K  leiiia  of  lbs  r*otarial  (itb«i  of  the 
pnriih  of  Carliogford,  onateniBril;  renewable  bj 
the  lee  of  Armagh,  and  ander  the  proriuDnl  of 
Ibia  Bin  anoh  leaH  will  eente  to  be  renewable, 
and  the  aforetnid  KisoLitla  iniUlution  be  deprived 
of  ■  poriion  of  the  annnal  inooma  niailiible  forila 
■uppert,  it  ia  henbj  provided  that  the  Commis- 
aionera  ihall  pnf  to  the  truatrei  of  the  aaid  inali- 
tuiian  aaoh  aum  aa  shall  apiwar  lo  them  a  fair 
compenantioB  (or  the  Ion  of  the  aaid  oDatomarj 
rigbi  of  reoewal." 

The  right  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman 
said,  that  the  Armagh  Observatory  was 
a  distinguished  astronomical  institution, 
and  was  one  of  private  foundation.  AU 
the  Archbiahops,  following  the  example 
of  Dr.  Bobinson,  had  renewed  the  leaee 
it  held  of  certain  tithes  without  any  fine. 
Under  the  Bill  the  Commissioners  would 
have  no  power  of  renewing  that  lease,  and 
all  he  asked  was  that  the  Commissioners 
might  be  enabled  to  give  such  a  stun  as 
they  thought  fit  in  lieu  of  the  customary 
right  of  having  the  lease  renewed  with- 
out fine. 

Clause  (Compensation  to  trustees  of 
Armagh  Observatory,)  —  {Dr.  Ball,) — 
brought  1^,  and  read  the  first  time. 

Motion  made,  uid  Question  proposed, 
"  That  the  said  Gaose  be  now  read  a 
second  time." — {Dr.  Ball.) 
Dr.BaU 


The  ATTOENEY  GENERAL  fob 
IRELAND  (Mr.  BinxiTAn),  admitting 
the  fame  of  the  observatory,  r^retted 
that  it  was  impossible  for  the  Govern- 
ment to  accede  to  the  proposal.  The 
trustees  of  the  observatory  could  not  bo 
dealt  with  odksrwise  tlian  as  trustees  of 
Cburob  property;  and,  if  compensation 
were  nven  to  them  on  the  principle  con- 
tained in  this  clause,  it  woold  be  hard  to 
say  why  it  should  not  be  given  (o  eveiy 
tenant  holding  under  any  see  in  Ireland. 
To  cany  out  the  clause  would  almost 
amount  to  the  dreadful  act  of  sacrilege. 
If  the  observatory  suffered  any  pecuniary 
loss,  that  might  be  a  good  ground  for 
claiming  for  it  a  grant  from  the  Govern- 
ment as  for  a  sdentific  institution.  To 
do  it  by  this  Bill  would  be  foreign  to  its 
purpose  and  contraiy  to  its  prindple, 
and  for  these  reasons  the  Government 
regretted  that  they  could  not  accept  the 
clause. 

Db.  ball  hoped  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
Hemsn  at  the  head  of  the  Qovemment 
and  the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer 
would  bear  in  mind  this  su^eErtion,  in 
case  the  observatory  should  hereafter 
make  appfication  for  a  grant  of  public 
money. 

Motion  and  Clause,  by  leave,  with- 
drawn. 

8re  EOUNDEIX  PALMER  rose  to 
propose  the  omission,  from  the  1 0th  line 
of  the  Preamble,  of  the  words  "  nor  for 
the  teaching  of  religion."  He  said  he 
oonld  quite  tmderstand  that  those  words 
had  been  put  in  the  Preamble  for  good 
reasons.  The Membersofthe Government 
had  given  obtain  pledges  to  the  House 
and  the  country  as  to  the  prindplee  on 
which  the  Bill  was  to  be  framed,  and  it 
was  very  natural  and  perfectly  justifiable 
that  they  should  put  on  the  face  of  the 
Bill  and  in  the  Preamble  the  strongest 
possible  expressions,  to  show  that  they 
intended  to  adhere  strictly  to  the  engage- 
ment which  they  had  given,  which,  in- 
deed, they  had  done.  But  these  words 
grated  strongly  upon  his  feelings,  and  he 
could  not  help  thinking  they  must  grate 
onthefeeUngeof  many  others.  Thepecu- 
liar  circumstancoe  of  Ireland  might  be 
such  that  it  might  not  be  desirable  to  ap- 
ply the  enrplus  funds  for  the  maintenance 
of  any  Church  or  clergy;  but  it  was 
certainly  not  neeeseary  for  any  prac- 
tical pnrpose  to  dedare  that  the  funds 
should  not  be  used  to  teadi  religion,  aa 
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if  that  -were  a.  thing  bad  in  itself.  Hie 
objection  might  be  considered  a  senti- 
mental one.  The;  had  heard  a  good 
deal  about  sentiment  during  the  discus- 
sion on  the  Bill ;  and  it  had  been 
justly  regarded  as  a  matter,  which  might 
sometimes  have  substantial  weight  and 
important  consequences.  But  if  the  Go- 
vemment  did  not  agree  to  the  omission 
of  the  words  he  would  not  ask  the 
House  to  divide. 

Amendment  proposed,  in  p^e  1,  line 
10,  to  leaTe  out  the  words  "nor  for  the 
teaching  of  religion."  —  (Sir  Roundel! 
J'tftewr.) 

8m  FEEDEEIOK  W.  HETGATE 
said,  he  hoped  the  GhiTemment  would 
assent  to  the  proposal ;  it  would  be  more 
consistent  to  do  so  because,  funds  having 
been  mven  to  the  Presbyterian  Churcli 
and  tne  College  of  Maynooth,  it  could 
not  be  said  the  funds  were  not  devoted 
to  the  teaching  of  religion. 

Mb.  CHIOHESim  F0ETE8CUE 
said,  he  had  the  deepest  possible  respect, 
in  common  with  those  sitting  round  him, 
for  the  hon.  and  learned  Member,  and 
the  views  he  had  expressed  ;  but  ha  con- 
fessed the  reasons  given  for  the  altera- 
tion proposed  were  not  satisfactory. 
Those  reasons  appeared  to  amount  to  a 
declaration  that  the  omisdou  would  mean 
nothing  ;  but  it  would  be  scarcely  possi- 
ble to  make  that  omission  witb-out  at 
least  the  appearance  of  a  change  of  i: 
tention.  As  they  had  framed  tae  Bill- 
not,  of  course,  without  many  painiul 
sacrifices  made  under  a  sense  of  duty- — in 
consequence  of  a  well-defined  intention, 
and  as  that  intention  had  not  been 
changed,  it  would  be  impossible  to  omit 
the  words  "  nor  for  the  teaching  of  reli- 
gion" from  the  Preamble. 

Mb.  a.  OSEGOfiY  supported  the  Mo- 
tion, on  the  groimd  that  the  clause  under 
which  the  money  could  be  given  to  re- 
formatory and  industrial  school,  scon- 
nected  with  conventual  or  monastic  in- 
stitutions, was  inconsistent  with  the 
Preamble. 

Mb.  aiiASSTONE  said,  that  the 
words  of  the  Preamble  afforded  a  part 
of  the  assurance  given  to  the  country, 
and  it  was  necessary  to  complete  that 
assurance.  The  state  of  the  House 
showed  that  hon.  Members  evidently  did 
not  expect  a  division  would  be  taken  on 
the  questioD,  nor  that  it  would  be  seri- 
ously pressed. 


VOL.  CXOVI.  [ti 
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Mb.  SCOUEFIELD  objected  to  any 
oondusion  being  drawn  fi-om  the  state  of 
the  House,  and  complained  that  the  Bill 

faored  all  religion  whatever  in  Ireland, 
e  must,  therefore,  protest  against  it. 
Mb.  BEEWER  observed  on  the  point 
consistency  that,  although  the  giving 
compensation  might  incidentaUy  re- 
sult in  the  teaching  of  religion,  the  Bill 
itself  made  no  direct  provisions  to  tiiat 

Question,  "That  those  words  stand 
part  of  the  Bill,"  put,  and  agreed  to. 

Mr.  O'NEILL  desired  to  limit  the 
power  of  the  Commiseioners  to  some  ex- 
tent. At  present  they  were  arbitrary, 
and  far  greater  than  the  powers  given  to 
any  body  of  men  in  times  of  quiet.  The 
Oommisaioners  would  stand  in  the  double 
relation  of  litigant  and  judge — an  in- 
vidious position,  and  unsadsfactorv  to 
those  who  came  before  them,  and  there 
would  be  no  a^eal  from  their  decision. 
He  hoped  the  House  would  be  of  opinion 
that  tus  power  of  deciding  without  ap- 
peal was  too  large  to  be  given  to  any 
persona,  no  matter  how  great  their  abiEty 
or  high  their  character.  The  object  of 
the  House  and  of  the  Bill  was  to  provide 
a  tribunal  which  should  command  the 
full  and  entire  confidence  of  those  who 
might  come  before  it,  and  it  was  with 
that  view  he  wished  to  submit  the 
Amendments  which  he  had  put  on  the 
Paper. 

Amendment  proposed,  in  page  3,  line 
7,  to  leave  out  the  word  "  ^atsoever." 
—{Mr.  Clftitl.) 

Question  proposed,  "That  the  word 
'whatsoever   stand  part  of  the  Bill." 

Snt  FREDERICK  W.  HEYGATE 
supported  the  Amendment,  believing  that 
such  powers  ought  not  to  be  conferred 
on  any  body  of  men.  The  Commissioners 
were  empowered  to  decide  on  all  mat- 
ters. Powers  of  appeal  was  given  to 
the  clergy  and  to  private  patrons,  but  no 

Siwer  of  appeal  was  given  to  the  laity, 
uestions  might  arise  as  to  the  amount 
of  the  tithe  rent-charge  and  the  boun- 
daries of  glebes  and  Church  lands,  and 
it  would  not  be  fair  that  such  parties 
should  have  no  appeal  except  to  the 
Commissioners  who  had  decided  against 
them.  Unless  some  appeal  were  given, 
as  to  matters  of  law  and  practice,  great 
injustice  might  be  done. 
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8ni  ROUNDELL  PALlfBB  pointed 
out  Hiat  the  Amendmenta  cf  toebon. 
Gentleman  (Mr.  O'Nmll)  were  merely 
verbal,  and  vould  make  no  praotioal 
difference  in  the  operatiDn  of  the  Bill. 
He  did  not  think  that  anytiiiiig  would 
be  gained  by  those  who  had  any  interest 
in  the  Church  by  giving  faaUitries  for 
the  multiplieation  of  litigation. 

D&.  BALL  conGurred  in  the  (^nion  of 
hie  hon.  and  learned  Friend.  If  power 
of  appeal  Tcere  given  it  might  induce  the 
Commissioners  to  restrain  t^eirliberality, 
inasmuch  as  they  would  have  before  theia 
eyes  the  possibility  of  an  appeal  to  a 
court  whidi  would  be  bound  by  the  strict 
rules  of  evidence,  and  might  tberefore 
cut  down  the  compensation  awarded  by 
the  Commisioners.  In  bis  opinion  any- 
one who  was  entitled  to  compensation 
had  a  popular  tribunal  to  appeal  to. 

Amendment,  by  leave,  mithdraien. 
Other  Amendments  made. 

SiE  EOUNDELLPALMEE  said,  that 
Clause  10,  as  it  stood  at  present,  might 
have  the  effect  of  preventing  the  appoint- 
ment of  Archbishops  and  Bishops  in  the 
Disestablished  Church,  for  the  clause 
consisted  of  these  sweeping  words — 

"  SftTB  ■■  herein-aAer  mentioned,  no  ptnon 
■hall,  sfler  the  pnuing  of  tfaia  Act,  be  ippoioced 
by  Her  Mnjcrty  or  »nj  other  penon  Or  corpora- 
lion  to  Rnji  krchbithoprio,  biabopric,  bencBce,  or 
eathedrul  preiermBDt  in  or  conaeated  with  the 
Mid  Cburch." 

The  words  "save  as  hereinafter  men- 
tioned" related  to  mere  traupweiy  ap- 
pointments during  the  two  years  in 
which  such  appoiutments  might  ha  made. 
He  thought  the  interpretation  clause,  so 
far  as  concerned  the  words  "benefices 
and  catJiedral  preferments,"  did  not  ex- 
clude all  ambiguity  with  regard  to  tlie 
application  even  of  those  words;  and, 
as  the  words  "  archbishopric"  and  "  bi- 
shopric" were  not  interpret«d  at  all,  when 
they  took  those  words  in  connection  with 
the  Ecclesiastical  Titles  Act,  he  appre- 
hended there  could  be  no  doubt  that  the 
10th  clause  at  it  stood  would  absolutely 
prohibit,  after  the  temporary  period,  the 
appointment  of  any  Archbishopor  Bishop 
of  the  disestablished  Church.  That  cer- 
t^nly  was  not  the  intention  of  the  Qo- 
Temment.  For  the  puipoee  of  prevent- 
ing the  clause  having  the  effect  of  pn>- 
hibiting  eneh  appoiutanests,  he  would 
suggest  that  after  the  word  "corpora* 
Sir  Freitricl  W.Stygate 


taon,"  m  the  10th  dsuse,  the  following 
words '  be issertod : — "By  virtue  of  any 
right  of  patronage  or  power  of  appoinb- 
ment  now  existing."  That  would  com- 
prehend every  species  of  patronage, 
Boyal  or  other,  which  might  prevail, 
but  would  BOt  exteod  to  any  wbiek 
might  exist  under  tlte  new  eyotem  of 
the  Disestablished  Churoh.  Before  ctm- 
cluding,  perhaps  the  House  wotild  al- 
low him  to  exprees  an  eannest  hope, 
which  he  thought  justified  by  the  an- 
swer given  a  feW  days  ago  by  his  right 
hon.  Friend  the  Prime  Minister,  that  the 
Chjvemment  would  think  it  right  under 
the  circumstances  in  which  the  Estab- 
lished as  well  as  the  Bomaii  Catholic 
Ohnroh  would  be  placed  by  thia  Act,  a«t 
only  to  support  the  Hotioo  made  by  thfi 
hon.  Member  (Mr.  MacEvoy),  to  repeal 
the  Boelesiastioal  Titles  Act,  but  to  ap- 
point an  early  day  in  the  present  Session, 
or  to  give  other  facilities  for  passing  tlie 
him.  Member's  Bill  into  law.  He  thought 
it  would  be  most  unsatisfactory  to  pass 
the  preeent  Bill,  and  at  the  same  time  to 
lesve  upon  the  «tatut«  book  a  measure 
like  the  Ecolesiaalieal  TiUes  Act,  to  whieh 
he,  for  one,  bad  slwajs  been  opposed, 
and  which  had  tunied  out  as  useleBs  aa 
it  was  predicted  that  it  would  ppv«. 
Unless  that  Act  were  repealed,  the  Dises- 
tabhahed  OhuTchwould  be  prohibited  by 
law  from  hating  any  diocesan  titles.  'Sui. 
hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  conohided 
by  moving  the  insertion  of  these  words 
in  Clause  10— "By  virtue  of  any  right  ai 
patronage  or  power  of  appointment  now 
existing." 

TttE  ATTOBNET  GENEEAL  fob 
IRELAND  (Mr.  evLUVAN)  said,  he  was 
glad  to  say  the  Amendment  was  one 
which  the  Government  could  accept.  It 
really  did  carry  out  the  intention  whioh 
Her  Majesty's  Government  originally 
entertained  m  framing  the  clause. 

Db.  BALL  said,  he  had  wtginalfy 
called  attention  to  the  difficulty,  but  had 
felt  himself  unable  to  sa|f;est  words  to 
overcome  it,  and  tJierefote  expressed  Ms 
satisfaction  at  the  proposal  of  the  hon. 
and  learned  Member  for  Richmond,  and 
at  its  adoption  by  the  Govenunent. 

Ma.  VANCE  said,  the  hon.  and  learned 
Member  for  Richmond  had  recommended 
that,  as  a  necessary  consequence  of  the 
paaaing  of  the  present  Bill,  the  Ecclesi- 
astical Titles  Ajot  should  be  repealed. 
But  he  would  an^eat  that  befste  thej 
decided  on  the  re^peal  of  so  impoitairt 
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a  mfiosors  they  ehould  volt  and  see 
t}iat  the  present  Bill  aotoa^y  became 
Ibt. 

Amendment  agretd  to. 

Mb.  CBARLGT  moved  to  insert  in 
Clause  18,  page  8,  after  the  word  "  pM- 
son,"  in  line  6,  the  following  worda: — 

"Who  ihoU  mkka  ■pplicfttlon  to  tham  in  writ- 
ing i«  tbli  eOket,  far  or  in  ratpMt  of  sdj  nnt- 
ttwrgc  la  Ubu  of  titbM  vMtad  hi  or  b(k>n|^ng  to 
blm  u  Vkj  impropriator,  uid  alio  lb*  amoaiit  of 
•omprnntion  nhioh  ought  to   tw   p»id  t«  m-j 

The  hoD.  Gantlemaa  said  that  he  had  put 
a  Qaestian  to  tha  right  hon.  Gentlemaii 
at  the  head  of  Her  Mi^ssty's  Oovem- 
ment  reipecting  the  mode  in,  which  he 
proposedT  to  deal  with  the  impropriate 
lithe  rent-charge  of  Ireland.  The  right 
bon.  Oentlraoan,  in  reply,  mid  that 
there  waa  a  distinction  between  public 
and  private  property  ;  but  it  must  be 
remembered  that  the  impropriate  titltea 
wwe  originally  public  property,  quite 
as  much  as  the  tithea  of  the  Churoh. 
Oould  anything  be  more  anomaloaB  tl^ftt^ 
that  theee  tithes,  to  which,  if  to  any  eo- 
dlMiastioal  property  in  Ireland,  the 
Ohurdi  of  Borne  could  show  a  title,  and 
which  are  not  devoted  to  religious  nees, 
as  the  donors  intended,  shouM  continue 
to  be  paid  to  laymen,  while  the  Church 
tithes  which,  or  the  greater  part  of 
which,  never  belonged  to  Qiq  Ohuroh 
of  Some,  and  which  are  derot^d,  aB 
the  donors  intended,  to  religious  uees, 
should  be  merged  in  the  laiid?  The 
very  name  of  this  property  suggested  the 
mode  in  which  it  originated  First, 
when  the  graqnag  monks  seized  upon 
the  propraty  of  me  Church,  paying  a 
vicar  a  miserable  pittance  for  pwormiog 
the  spiritual  duties.  Secondly,  when  a 
grasping  King  seized  upon  the  property 
of  the  grasping  monks,  and  lavished  it 
upon  hie  equally  grasping  lay  favourites. 
The  Duke  of  Devonshire,  the  Earl  of 
Cork  and  other  Whig  Peers,  stood  in 
the  shoes  of  those  lay  favourites  at  the 
present  day.  The  impropriate  tithe 
lent-ohaige,  he  believed,  of  twenty- 
six  parishes  belonged  to  the  Duke  of 
Devaushire,  and  of  fifteen  parishes  to 
the  Earl  of  Cork.  It  was,  of  course,  im- 
possible for  him  to  say  whether  the  &ct 
that  this  impropriate  tithe  rent-chatge 
was  not  dealt  with  in  the  Bill  was  owing 
to  the  ciraumstance  that  the  Duke  of 
Devonshire  had  exerted  himself  to  ee- 


oure  the  large  majority  at  the  back  of 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman.  The  house  of 
Cavendish  had  certainly  assisted  as  much 
as  anynoble  family  in  the  country  to  bring 
about  the  state  of  things  at  present  ex- 
isting. And  it  was  to  the  fact  that  the 
Duke  of  Devonshire  had  hounded  on 
the  ory  against  the  Chnroh,  while  draw- 
ing large  revenues  from  these  impropri- 
ate tithes,  that  the  noble  Lord  the  Post- 
master General  owed  the  loss  of  his  seat 
in  North  Lancashire,  and  the  necessity 
of  finding  a  more  congenial  seat  among 
the  Welsh  Calvinistic  Methodists. 
It  wae  not,  however,  fiir  Gentlemen 
upon  the  Conservative  side  of  the  House, 
and  especially  for  members  of  the  Bar, 
like  himself,  to  emulate  the  revolution- 
ary policy  of  Gentlemen  on  the  other 
side,  and  to  raise  a  cry  for  disposBeeeing 
wealthy  Whig  Peers  of  their  properly ; 
but  something  ought  certainly  to  be 
done  to  remove  the  anomaly  of  tithes 
continuing  to  be  payable  to  laymen  after 
tithes  payable  to  the  Church  have  ceased 
to  exist.  This  was,  from  the  point  of 
view  of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the 
First  Lord  of  me  Treasury,  a  relic  of 
Protestant  ascendancy,  and  he  ought, 
therefore,  to  assist  in  removing  it. 

Amendment  proposed. 

In  page  8,  line  6,  after  the  word  "peraon,"  to 
iniert  the  wordi  "who  thtW  mnbe  applicaiian  to 
(hem  in  writing  to  lbi>  effect,  for  or  in  re«ptot  of 
■nj  rpnt-chnrge  in  tien  of  tirhea  Tested  in  or 
belonging  to  him  si  \a.y  impropriator,  and  alto  the 
■mount  of  oompenutJOD  vliiEb  ought  to  bo  paid 
to  anj  perwo. "—(ifr.  CharUy.) 

Mb.  GLADSTONE  reminded  the  hon. 
Member  that  this  was  not  a  tithe  Bill ; 
it  wae  a  Bill  tar  the  disestablishment 
and  disendowment  of  the  Irish  Church, 


Church.  Having  taken  possession  of 
thoee  tithes  on  &e  part  of  the  State,  it 
was  for  them  to  settle  the  process  by 
which  they  should  make  them  over  to 
the  landlord ;  but  the  hon.  Member  re> 
ferred  to  the  impropriate  tithe  rent* 
charge,  which  was  wholly  external  to 
this  BUI.  The  clause,  after  all,  would 
not,  if  adopted,  settle  the  question,  for 
it  only  provided  that  the  Commissjoners 
should  purchase  from  those  willing  to 
sell ;  and  they  might  still  have  the 
country  patched  over  with  impropriate 
tithe  renl^charge,  even  afl«r  the  provi- 
sion of  the  hon.  Gentlemen  was  adopted. 
He  would  not  say  it  was  not  a  subject 
2  0  2  [CwMMforaWm, 
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Db.  ball  moved,  in  Ol&UM  23,  page 
to,  line  S,  after  "made,"  iasertn- 

"  Bat  iritli  power  to  tho  repr«ieaUtiTe  bodj 
of  the  nid  Church  to  make  luch  amngnneiiti  la 
renpeot  of  the  oommuCed  v^ueof  theinnuitjirith 
the  KDnuitant,  and  u  to  tbe  diapowl  of  nteh  por- 
tloD  thereof  u  ahull  after  auoli  MTongemeDtV  bo 
apptieable  to  Church  parpoiei,  ks  ahBll  to  aach 
body  deem  flt," 

ThAt  AmraidmeDt  would,  he  balieved, 
onlj  oony  out  t)ffi  gensml  oli^eot  of  tbe 
clause. 


fit  and  proper  to  couuder,  but  it  vae  a 
question  totally  distinct  from  this  Bill' 

Question,  "  That  those  words  be  there 
inserted,"  put,  and  negatived. 

Sm  EOTJNDHLL  PALMFIE  moved 
to  omit  the  Wixda,  in  dauae  22,  page  9, 
line  23,  "  but  not  fiirthei  or  othwwise," 
and  insert  "and  to  such  further  extent 
as  Her  Uajes^  shall  tiiink  fit  to^  autho- 
rize." TTnlesa  this  Amandment  were 
adopted  Her  Uajeat;  would  have  no 
power  under  any  circumstances  to  au- 
thorize the  ChuKih  Body  to  hold  lands 
other  than  those  they  would  hold  under 
tiie  Bill,  ajid  they  would,  therefore,  not 
be  able  to  invest  anj  savings  they  might 
effect  in  land. 

Amendment  proposed, 

In  pafo  9,  line  2S,  to  Seaie  ont  tbe  vords  "  bat 
not  further  or  othcrvlae,"  in  order  to  insert  the 
werdi "  and  to  snob  fiirther  eiteot  ai  Her  MajeitT 
■ball  think  flt  to  autboriae,"  —  (;%■  RmmUU 
Palmer,) 
— instead  thereof. 

Question  proposed,  "  That  fibe  words 
Reposed  to  be  left  ont  stand  part  of  the 

Mb.  GLADSTONE  mid^  the  euhject 

had  been  diaotissed  upon  a  former  occa- 
sion, and  a  vote  had  been  taken  upon  the 
proposal  of  a  right  hon.  aad  learned  Qcu< 
tieman  opposite  (Dr.  Ball)  to  the  effect 
that  all  restraint  on  the  holding  of  land 
in  mortmain  by  the  <!%uroh  Corporation 
should  be  removed.  The  division  had 
then  been  taken  on  the  Amendment; 
but  HiQ  question  really  involved  hod 
been  whether  the  House  should  or 
should  not  affirm  the  <^use  as  it  stood. 
They  had  then  decided  by  a  consider- 
able majority,  in  a  very  full  Houho,  in 
favour  of  the  clause,  and  ho  did  not 
think  they  would,  at  present,  be  justified 
in  reversing  that  decision.  In  looking 
forward  to  the  future  ecclesiastical  posi- 
tion of  Ireland,  thoy  had  to  contemplate 
a  perfect  equality  of  all  bodies  before 
the  law.  If  power  were  given,  as  pro- 
posed by  the  Amendment,  to  acqiiire 
quantiti  es  ofland ,  th  ore  mi  ght  be  hereafter 
arenewal  of  jealousies  in  Ireland,  arising 
from  the  extonnive  holding  of  landed  pro- 
perty by  any  religious  community. 

8m  EOtJNDELL  PALMEE  said, 
that  after  what  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man had  stated  he  would  withdraw  the 


iihdrawn. 


Amendment,  by  leave,  i 
Mr.  Gladstone 


Amendment  agreed  to. 

Me.  VANCE  said,  he  thought  there 
were  very  good  reasons  why  some  special 
providon  should  be  made  for  the  main' 
tenanoe  of  some,  at  least,  of  the  cathe- 
drals throughout  Irriand.  ConsidemAile 
sums  had  been  expended  either  in  com* 
pleting  them  or  repairing  them  by  pri- 
vate Individuale,  and  those  penone 
would  never  have  incurred  that  outlay  if 
they  had  not  been  under  the  impression 
that  ample  funds  would  be  available  for 
the  preservation  of  the  buildings.  ^le 
late  Sir  Benjamin  Lee  Guinness  had  ex- 
pended upwards  of  £100,000  on  St 
Pfitriak's  Cathedral  in  Dablm.  A  sum 
of  £28,000  had  been  expended  by  ths 
lailie  Pmiate  on  the  Arm^h  Cathedral, 
aad  a  ^uiher  sum  of  £7,000  raised  for 
the  purpose  by  private  oontaributnons.  The 
cathedral  of  Down  had  been  lately  re- 
paired at  a  oost  of  many  thousands  of 
pounds ;  the  cathedral  of  Cork  had  been 
restored  by  moans  of  an  outlay  of 
£26,000,  the  greater  portion  of  vhidi 
sum  was  derived  from  a  fund  left  1^  a 
private  individual ;  and  in  Kilmore,  Kil- 
kenny, Limeridk,  and  other  places,  simi- 
lar works  had  been  undertaken.  It  wa« 
possible  that  in  the  great  cities  the  ae- 
oeeeaiy  timde  would  be  rtuaed  by  private 
subscription  ttx  the  maintenance  of  the 
oathednils ;  but  he  believed  that  in  the 
smaller  towns  those  edifices,  not  being 
parish  churches  or  having  any  peculiar 
congregation,  woidd  fall'  into  decay  un- 
less some  special  fund  was  provided  for 
their  repair.  The  cathedrals  must  ne- 
cessarily fall  into  ruins  unless  Parliament 
did  something,  and  he  appealed  to  the 
sense  of  justice  of  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tlemen at  the  head  of  the  Government  to 
avert  such  a  catastrophe  taking  place. 

Amendment  proposed. 

In  page  II.  line  IS.  after  the  word  "tberein." 
to  insert  tbe  wordi  "  Tbe  Commiuionors  ma?  bf 
order  declare  what  ran  of  monaj  will  be  reqoired 
toward!  maintidniiig  an;  oathedial  io  tetpMt  t« 
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vUeh  an  ■pp^icatiDn  it  made  sa  kftii«niid  hj  tha 
rapretentatlm  todj  of  the  udd  Ohimh  I*  tha 
Commiiaionera,  and  which  is  of  Buoh  a  aiiQ  aa  in 
the  opinion  oi  tha  CoDimlaiioncrs  to  make  it 
bajiond  the  meuii  of  the  congregutioa  which  will 
probabiT  uae  the  same  to  maiataiin  it  in  proper 
repair,  and  ahall  pay  audi  sum  to  the  repraaenta- 
tive  bodj  of  the  aaid  Church,  to  ba  aat  apart  by 
them,  and  applied  for  the  purpose  of  malDtoining 
the  utd  cathedral :  Provided,  That  the  numhcr 
of  cathedrals  tawarda  tbe  ThainteDanoo  of  *hlch 
nonej  ma;  bs'eoatnbotad  by  &»  OomiaiauaaerB 
aa  aforaiaid  ahall  not  oxeeed  twelre."  —  [Mr. 
Vantt.) 
Mb. 


Armagh.  The  Irish  cathedmls  had 
dcoie  mneh  for  the  cuMvation  of  Ofanrch 
muaic,  and  Eugtaud  vas  much  indebbed 
to  thmn  on  that  ooooont.  He  imderstood 
that  Handel's  Mtatiah  va»  first  |Eroduo«d 
in  Irsland. 

thb  attoeney  general  wt. 

IRELAND  (J&r.  Sttu^ak)  eaid,  it  yim 
quite  impossible  that  the  OoTenuneat 
could  agree  to  this  Amendment.  The 
queetion  had  been  decided  in  even'  a 
mndi  BtroDg€iT  form  on  a  ddTisian  %rhen 
the  Bill  was  hi  Committee. 

Mb.  BEEBSfOED  HOTE  said,  the 
ri^ht  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  was 
mistaken  in  thinking  that  t^e  was  Ihe 
same  question  as  the  one  to  which  he 
had  alluded  as  having  been  decided  in 
Oommittee.  What  had  been  decided 
was  that  &nds  were  not  to  be  given  to 
the  Church  Body  to  maintain  certain  of 
those  oathedrale  e*  "  national  monn- 
ments."  Irish  Churchmen  obje«ted  to 
leoeive  fhe  monej  on  those  terms ;  be- 
oanee  th&f  thought,  that  if  they  accepted 
^  wages  of  the  Stato  for  maintuning 
those  churdies  as  national  monumentB, 
their  possession  of  them  might  be  here- 
after imperilled.  As  an  Enguah  Church- 
man  he  thanked  them,  but  the  proposi- 
tion of  his  hon.  Friend  the  Member  for 
Arma^  was  not  open  to  that  objeotion. 

Question,  "  That  those  words  be  there 
inserted,"  put,  and  negatived. 

Mb.  STAPLETTON  moved,  at  the  end 
ofsub-Bectionl,ClauBe  26,  to  insert  words 
authorizing  the  Church  Body,  at  the 
option  of  rMiresentative  body,  to  vest 
Church  burial  grounds  in  the  Giiardians 
of  the  Poor  Law  Union,  within  whirfi 
the  same  shall  be  situate.  The  clause 
provided  for  the  right  of  way  for  per- 
sons resorting  to  the  church  for  Divine 
worship;  that  they  should  not  permit 
funer^  to  take  plMe  dnrii^  the  n 
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timCS^of  DMne  servide  In  liie  'ehutch* 
and  tilherwiSo  providing  for  existing 
interests.   . 

Amendment  agreed  to. 

Sir  HEBrtTEY  BBUCE  moved,  in 
Clause  27,  an  Amendment,  the  object  of 
which  was  t»  make  over  to  the  Church 
Body  the  gleb6  houses  &ee  of  charge 
in  cases  in  which  there  was  no  building 
debt  upon  them. 

Amendment  proposed,  in  page  13, 
line  4,  toleave  out -from  ttio  word  "say" 
to  the  wold  "where,"  in  line  9.— {SfV 
HfTvty  Bruce.) 

Mr.  GLADSTONE  said,  the  Govern- 
ment adhered  to  the  decision  on  this 
point  arrived  at  in  Committee  by  a  large 
inajority. 

Question,  "That  the  words  proposed 
to  beloAout  stand  part  of  the  Bill,  put, 
and  agreed  to. 

Mr.  GLADSTONE  moved  in  page  14, 
line  34,  after  "  expedient,"  to  insert — 

"  Aad  vheM  an;  perMn  pre«ea  to  tba  aatZaho- 
(JOVaftha  OomiBiaatonera  that  hehu  at  his  ova 
eaat  reoovered  \>j  legal  prooaedings  for  tha  bena- 
fit  of  the  aaid  Church  aaj  property  which  will 
ramalix  at  the  dlapouJ  oixiti  aaid  CotnsiiaBioaera 
oodar  the  pr«nsiona  of  thJa  Act,  they  irsj  psj  to 
MiQsuch  aamin  reipect  thereof  aa  they  majthiok 
fair  and  just,  not  eiceeding  in  iny  case  the  value 
of  the  proporty  ao  recoTered."         • 

Amendment  agreed  to. 

Db.  ball  moved  to  add  to  the  clause 
words  which  will  authorize  the  Commis- 
eioners  to  pay  to  any  persons  the  costs 
hwd  fid*  inourred  in  proving  a  private 
endowment. 

Amendment  agreed  to. 

Mil.  M'MAHON  complained  that  the 
Bill,  as  it  at  present  stood,  made  no  pro> 
vision  for  the  continuance  of  the  salaries 
of  the  Professors  and  officials  of  May- 
nooth  in  case  of  illness  or  accident--a 
provision  which  was  always  seemed  in 
the  case  of  Presbyterian  ministers,  and 
which,  by  an  Amendment  of  the  hon. 
and  learned  Member  for  Bichmond,  was 
made  for  the  ministers  of  the  Irish 
Church.  The  Trustees  would  feel  them- 
selves prohibited  from  doing  more  fhmi 
what  was  strictly  enjoined  by  law,  while 
the  College,  with  its  diminished  revenue, 
could  not  afibrd  to  be  so  liberal  as  it 
hitherto  had  been. 

Amendment  proposed. 

In  page  31,  line  11,  afier  the  word  "  ran),"  to 
add  tb«  irordi  "  Prarided  »l«a;i.  That  If  any  oi 

[^Comideraiim. 
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the  preMDt  offlotkli  nd  Prormon  of  the  College 
or  Maroootb  ahill  be  divblsd  fntm  diacibirgiag 
hit  <)at7  by  age.  aiokneai,  or  permanent  ioflrmilr, 
or  an;  oodh  olbsr  Ihnn  fais  own  irilfiil  dabolt,  he 
■hall  receive  rroro  the  Trneteee  e(  the  said  Collrge 
an  annuity  equal  lo  the  amoonC  of  his  preacDt 
ularf."~lUr.  M-MaAoti.) 

Mr.  GLADSTONE  said,  that  in  tte 
communicatioiis  which  they  had  had  with 
the  authorities  of  Mayuooth  no  'demand 
of  this  kind  had  been  put  forward.  The 
GoTemment  could  not  assent  to  the 
clause  because  it  created  ri^ita  which 
at  present  did  not  exist.  An  allowance 
of  this  kind  was  secured  to  the  Fretby- 
terian  ministers  by  a  regulation  of  th^ 
Ohuivh,  and  to  the  clNgy  of  the  Irifih 
CSiurch  because  thdy  pOMesaed  a.  &ee- 
hold,  but  to  accept  tbie  clause  would  be 
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Mb.  W.  SHAW  declared  bis  iirtetition 
not  to  persist  in  a  Motion  of  which  he 
had  given  notice.  He  bad  some  doubts 
about  there  being  a  surplus ;  but  if  be 
saw  any  chance  or  mishap  come  to  tlw 
Bill  in  "  anotlier  place,"  ne  would  take 
care  that  a  better  chance  was  given  for 
the  interests  of  the  rate-payers  in  Ireland 
being  looked  after. 

Mn.  GLADSTONE  said,  that  aO  the 
Amendments  of  which  notice  had  been 
given  having  been  disposed  of,  the  House 
might  wish  to  know  the  order  of  buai- 
ueas  in  reference  to  the  further  prograas 
of  the  BiD.  It  would  be  necessary  to 
introduce  a  clause  with  respect  to  stamps 
upon  vesting  orders,  and  for  that  par- 
pose  there  must  be  a  limited  re-commit- 


give  the  Professors  of  Mayuooth  an  i  meat  in  the  Friday  after  the  BecesS; 


entirely  new  tenure. 

Question,  "  That  those  words  be 
there  added,"  put,  and  negatived. 

Mb.  MAGNIAO  contended  tltat  the 
terms  on  which  by  the  49th  clause  land 
was  to  be  sold  were  too  severe  to  allow 
the  present  holders  in  many  cases  to 
become  the  purchaeere.  He  therefore 
moved  the  following  clause,  in  which  be 
had  adopted  almost  verbatim  the  words 
employed  in  the  tithe  zent-chu^  clauses. 

Amendment  proposed. 

In  pap  341  line  3S,  after  the  word  "  number," 
to  add  the  words  "and  upon  the  application  of 
anj  purehaaer  porehasin^  under  the  right  of  pre- 
emption aa  herein  proridod,  anf  quamltj  of  Land 
Dot  Bioeeding  flfij  aerea  of  which  be  ia  the  bonA 
Ode  occupier,  tbo  CommiMioncn  may  declare  bii 
porchare'inonej,  or  anj  part  thereof,  t3  be  pay- 
able b/  flftj-two  annual  Instalment*,  each  at  the 
rale  of  fnur  poondi  nine  ibillinge  per  oentum  ol 
tbo  parotaaae-mDnej,  to  be  eeonred  to  the  uCU&o- 
tion  of  the  Commluionera." — [Mr.  Magniae.) 

Mr.  GLADSTONE  said,  that  lo  give 
a  purchaser  who  purchased  under  the 
right  of  pre-emption  a  positive  prefer- 
ence in  pecnniary  terms  would  be  selling 
to  him  upon  terms  different  'from  those 
in  which  they  sold  to  anybody  else. 
That  was  an  exception  which  it  would 
not  be  safe  to  adopt ;  and,  above  all, 
they  could  not  accede  to  tie  Amond- 
mendment  because  it  reqtiired  no  de- 
posit. They  had  required  that  one- 
fourth  of  the  purchase  money  should  be 
deposited,  and  it  was  goiog  beyond  the 
ordinary  rules  of  mortgage  to  say  that 
a  man  should  become,  a  purchaser  by 
undertaking  to  pay  small  sums  annually. 

Question,  "  That  those  words  be  there 
added,"  put,  and  ttegatived. 

Other  Amendments  made. 


d  he  proposed  to  take  the  Order  forBe- 
commitment  for  Friday,  May  26,  so  that 
it  would  not  interfere  with  the  third 
reading  on  Monday,  May  31. 

Bill  re-committed  for  Friday  28th  May, 
in  respect  of  a  Clause  for  imposing  a 
Stamp  Duty  on  any  Order  of  uie  Com- 
missioners of  Church  Temporalities  in 
Ireland  operating  aa  a  Conveyance  or 
Mortgage  of  Froperty, 

Bill,  as  amended,  to  be  printed.  [Bill 
123.] 

WATS  AND  MEANS— CUSTOMS  AND 
EICISE   DUTIES. 

OOHmXTBB. 

Comidered  in  Committee. 

(In  the  Committee.) 
Be-committed  Besoludon  relative  to 
Customs   Duties   on    Beer    read,    and 
amended,  as  follows: — 

(1.)  Retdvtd.  That,  in  lieu  of  the  Dntiet  of 
Coatomi  now  ohargeable  on  Beer  and  Ato,  aa  d» 
nominated  in  tba  Tariff,  on  importalion  into  Great 
Britain  and  Ireland,  the  fallowing  Dutiaa  ahall  ba 
charged,  rii. ; 

Beer  and  Ale,  tii.  £    t.  d. 

Mum,  the  barrel  of  3t  gallant  .110 
Spruoe,  the  vorta  of  wbioh  wera 
before  fermentation  of  a  aprcifio 
graiitj  not  exceeding  One  Thou- 
•and  One  Hundred  and  Njnetr 
Degreee.  the  barrel  of  36  gallon*  1  1  0 
ElceedingOneTbonaandOna  Uud- 
dred  and  Ninetr  Degrees,  the 
barrel  of  39  gallon*  .  .110 

Of  other  aorla,  fit. : 
Beer,  the  worls  of  which  wer* 
beJbre  fermeniation  of  a  speciBo 
gravitj  not  exoeedinj  One  Thtm- 
aandand  Siitj-Bre  DagrMi^  the 
battel  of  Sa  gallona .        .        .    0    S    I 
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Mean*. 


ExoMdinf   Om    Tkowud    ud    £   r.    d. 
SixtT-dva  UegreM,  and  not  es- 
oeeding    Oas    ThooMnd     and 
Klnetf  DigrMB,  tb«  barrel  of  30 

golloM 0  11    0 

EiMMUng  Om  Tbcnraod  mnd 
KinM;  DsgraM,  tbs  Unwl «(  SS 
^lont  .        .        .        .    0  16    0 

(3.)  Motwu  made,  and  QuestioD  pn>> 
poeed, 

••  Tbst  toinrdi  runoe  the  Sqppl j  ^panM  to 
I1*T  H^MiJi  Oxxe  ahill  be  grunted,  obarged, 
leried,  and  paid  on  ind  atiei  the  1st  day  of 
JnniiRrjr  1870,  in  unci  throughout  Gi'enl  Brilnin 
the  follD*in|  Duiiei  ol  Eso<>e  upon  LloentM  Id 
be  taken  out  ■niulitljr  by  the  PcreoM  vbo  ehall 
eniplo5  uj  Hole  S^mnt,  or  who  ihiill  k*ep  vtj 
Cartinge,  or  Horee  or  Itula,  or  who  (hall  wear  or 
nie  anji  Armoriiil  Benrbgi,  or  who  >bnll  exeroiie 
or  oarrj  on  tho  Trade  of  a  Honedeater. 

Male  SerTinti.  £    i.  d. 

For  everj  Male  Serrant  ebiplojed 

either  wholly  or  jMrtlallr  In  any 

of  Iba  bDawing  mptidiies,  TJa. 

Meltr*  d'Ufitel,  ilouae  Steward, 

M..t«r  of  the  Hone,  Groom  of 

IheChimberi,  VnletdeChiuDbre, 

Bullsr,  Under  Butler,  Clerk  of 

the  Kitchen,  Confectioner,  Cook, 

Haute  P«rl«r,  FootmaD,  Page, 

Waiter,  OeaabmaiwGrooaii.Por- 

bllion.  SUble  Bo;  OC  IJelper  in 

tha   Stsblee.   GarJeoer,  Under 

Gardeoor,  Park  Keeper,  Game 

Keeper     or     Game     Watcher, 

Buotaman  aad  Whipper-in,  or 

in  nnj  capaoity  involring  tbe 

dutiei  of  aoT  of  tbe  above  da- 

■oriplions  of  Servants  \tj  what- 

eT«r  atjle  iba  perMO  aoiing  in 

aooh  oapaoitj  mar  be  called  0  I S    0 

Carriages. 

For  ever;   Carriage  drawn  \>j  a 

Horee  or  Mule,  or  by  Horseior 

Mules  (eioept  a  waggon,  cart. 

or  other  (ebiels  need  lolely  for 

the  oonToyancB  of  any  goods  or 

burden  in  tbe  aOnrM  of  trade  or 

bntbiindrj,    and    whereon   the 

ehrislian  name   and    surname, 

and  place  of  abode  or  place  of 

buiinesi  of  tha  owner,  shall  be 

rielblj  and  legibl;  painted). 

If  such  Carrlag*  shall  bare 

four  or  more  wheels,  and 

ehall  be  of  the  weight  of 

Three    Hnndredweight   or 

npwardi    .  ,320 

If  such    Carriage  shall  bare 

lets  than   four  wheels,  or 

having  fourormore  wheels, 

ahntl  bit  oF  leu  weight  than 

Three  Hand  red  weight         .     0  16     0 

Iloraei  and  Hules. 

For  ererr  Horse  or  Mule  (inclod- 

ing  a  Horse  or  Pon;  of  anj  sex 

or  dcscripilon  or  age,  but  not 

including  a  Foal,  Colt  or  Filly, 

or  Mule  which  shall  never  have 

been   used   for  anj  purpose  of 

draught  or  riding)    .        .        .    0  lU    S 


For 


Amorist  Bearing*. 

nal  Bewlags  (inoludiag 

any  Armorial  Bearings,  CresI, 

or  Ensign,  by  whalerer  name 

tbe  lame  shall  be  called)— 

If    snob   Armorial    Baarln|;s 

shall   be  painted,  marked, 

or  aSlied  on  or  lo  any  Car- 

ringo 


Ub.  hunt  said,  he  had  placed  Bome 
AmendmentB  to  this  Beaolutioii  on  the 
Paper.  Th^  vere  apparenU;  about 
trimng  matters;  but  tJiey  affected  the 
eomfort  and  conTeDience  of  many  perBOUB 
in  the  oountrf,  and  he  therefore  hoped 
the  Committee  would  think  them  worth 
diecusrang.  This  Itesolution  carried  out 
tbe  proposition  of  the  Chancellor  of  the 
IhcDeque*-  to  subetitute  liceBae  duties  in 
the  case  of  articles  which  heretofore  had 
been  liable  to  aeseeeed  taxes,  and  be  ap- 
proved the  principle  of  that  aubstitntion; 
Imt  the  question  of  the  scale  of  dnties 
that  was  to  be  adopted  in  the  case  of  the 
nenr  licenBee  was  quite  a  different  matter 
itom,  the  general  principle.  In  some  of 
the  propositions  he  made  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  sacrificed  a  great  manypeople 
in  order  to  have  a  nmple  and  uniform 
system.  No  doubt  a  simple  and  uniform 
syBtMn  was  a  great  oonvHiience  to  the 
tax-collector,  but  it  did  not  follow  that 
it  would  suit  the  tax-payer.  The  right 
hon.  Oentleman  was  not  the  founder  of 
the  school  of  simplicity  and  uniformity, 
beostue  it  was  inBtitut«d  by  a  gentleman 
named  Procrustes,  who,  if  a  bed  was  too 
short  for  a  patient  cut  him  shorter,  and 
if  it  were  too  long  stretched  the  patient. 
He  had  received  afew letters  &om  niaown 
constituents,  and  a  good  many  from  <iUf-- 
fereot  parts  of  the  countiT,  from  persons 
of  oil  politics,  and  they  all  concurred  in 
describing  the  Budget  in  this  part  of  it 
as  a  rich  man's  But^t  and  not  a  poor 
man's  Budget.  There  was  &uth  in.  this 
description,  for,  in  order  to  have  a  uni- 
form and  simple  system,  fhe  right  hon. 
Gentleman  had  lowered  the  taxes  which 
were  paid  by  rich  people  upon  their 
ebtabluhmente,  and  he  had  raised  the 
tasea  paid  by  poorer  people.  Many 
illustrations  had  been  sent  to  him,  and 
he  would  give  the  Committee  a  compa- 
rative  statement  of  the  effect  upon  cer- 
tain establishments  in  one  of  the  Midland 
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oountiea.  The  head  of  one  larg^  estab- 
lishment paid,  under  the  present  system, 
£49 ;  under  the  new  system  he  would 
pay  £32;  bo  tiiat  he  would  savB  £17. 
The  bead  of  a  still  loiter  establiahment 
was  aow  taxed  to  the  amount  of  £76, 
and  would  save  £30.  In  a  third  instance 
the  owner  paid  £51 ;  he  would  have  to 
pay  fS6;  BO  that  he  would  saTe  £16. 
These  were  the  establishments  of  noble- 
men and  genUemeu;  and  he  now  came  to 
the  eatabbahment  of  one  who  might  be 
a  tenant  of  a  noblemen.  In  this  efltabHah- 
ment  there  were  a  servant  under  eighteen 
and  a  two-wheeled  carriage  and  a  horse; 
and  the  taxes  now  amounted  to  £l  16«. ; 
but  under  the  proposals  of  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  they  would  come  to 
£2  0#.  6d. ;  so  that  the  State  would  gain 
4».  dd.  A  coimtry  coal-dealer  having 
one  horee  over  thirteeu  bauds  and  two 
ponies  under  thirteen  was  now  taxed 
£l  1».,  but  if  the  Chancellor  of  the 
Exchequer's  proposition  were  adopted 
he  would  be  taxed  £l  Il«.  6rf.  Such 
cases  mig^t  be  multiplied,  for  he  had 
received  numerous  letters  from  country 
doctors  and  others,  complaining  that 
tbeir  richer  neighbours  were  1>euig  re- 
lieved of  taxation  at  their  expense.  It 
was  rather  hard  that  the  coal-dealer  and 
tradesman  should  have  their  taxes  raised 
to  enable  the  Chancellor  of  the  Exche- 
quer to  reduce  the  du^  on  the  saddle 
horseB  of  rich  men ;  and  the  Chancellor 
of  the  Exchequer  should  not  presume 
upon  the  fact  that  there  was  not  much 
chanoe  of  any  great  outcry  being  raised 
against  the  change.  Pleasure  horses 
formed  a  very  fair  subject  for  taxation, 
and  there  was  no  reason  for  reducing  the 
taxation  upon  them;  but  taxes  upon 
servants  were  altogether  obfeotiouable. 
They  had  been  regaled  as  taxes  on  luxu- 
ries, but  he  would  avoid  them  as  ta:tes 
on  the  employment  of  people.  The  re- 
duction in  the  taxes  on  carriages  would 
be  a  relief  to  the  carriage  making  trade. 
because  people  resorted  to  all  manner  of 
shifts  at  ptesent  in  order  to  make  one 
carriage  serve  the  purpose  of  two,  and 
thus  save  the  tax.  But  there  was  no 
excuae  for  altering  the  duty  on  servants 
unless  it  were  by  way  of  clear  remis- 
sion. He  thought  it  bad  enough  to  tax 
skilled  domestic  labour;  but  flie  right 
hon.  Oeutleman  proposed  to  raise  the 
tax  on  unskilled  domestic  labour.  This 
alteration  in  the  duty  would  prevent  per- 
sons from  taking  young  persons  mto 

Mr.  Sunt 


tiieir  eetablidunents,  and  he  might  men- 
tion that  he  had  more  letters  in  reference 
to  the  difference  of  tax  upon  men  and 
boy  servants  than  upon  any  other  thin^. 
Now  what  was  the  amount  of  the  gain 
of  the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer 
by  raising  the  tax  from  10«.  6d.  to  15s.  ? 
According  to  the  Betnrus  published  last 
year  there  were  85,881  as  to  whom 
the  tax  was  to  be  altered,  and  the  ad- 
dition of  4(.  6d.  in  each  instance  would 
produce  £19,323.  He  believed  that  this 
mi^'sase  of  tax  would  tend  to  prevent 
boys  being  taken  as  servants  in  places 
where  they  might  learn  a  businees,  and 
that  it  would  be  a  hard^p  upon  em- 
ployers where  they  were  so  taken.  He 
should  be  glad  if  the  right  hon.  Oentle- 
nmn  could  dispense  with  this  £19,000 
altogether  ;  but  if  not,  he  hoped  that  at 
all  events  he  would  revert  to  the  old  tax 
of  10«.  6d.,  instead  a£  having  the  new 
one  of  15«.  In  concluBion  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  moved  an  Amendment  to 
the  Resolution,  which  would  have  the 
effect  of  preventing  male  servants  under 
eighteen  being  taxed  more  than  lOf.  6d. 
each. 

Amendment  proposed,  in  line  9,  after 
the  words  "  Male  Servants,"  to  insert 
the  words  "above  eighteen  years  of 
age." — {Mr.  Sunt.) 

Mr.  ASSHBTON  OEOSS  said,  he 
did  not  wish  to  detain  the  Committee, 
but  the  country  had  heard  so  much  about 
economy,  cheap  breakfast  tables,  cheap 
newspapers,  and  cheap  all  sorte  of  things 
for  workpeople,  that  he  wished  to  cdl 
the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer's  atten- 
tion to  thepraotical  effect  of  his  Budget, 
and  the  enormous  decrease  in  the  reve- 
nue he  was  making  by  remitting  the  taxes 
of  the  rioh.  The  right  hon.  Gentleman 
was  creating  considerable  dissadsfactioa 
by  proposing  in  this,  the  people's  House, 
to  aamflce  the  poor  for  the  benefit  of 
the  rich.  A  Ketum  recently  presented 
to  the  House  on  his  Motion  {Parlia- 
menlarjf  Paptr  161)  showed  the  pro- 
posed remissions  of  taxation  for  the  be- 
nefit of  those  who  cotild  well  afford  to 
be  taxed  was  much  larger  than  hon. 
Members  had  any  notion  of.  TbB  male 
servants  on  whom  duty  was  paid  last 
year  numbered  274,000,  and  173,000  of 
these  being  above  eighteen  brought  £l  1*. 
each  to  the  Exchequer.  On  these  173,000 
there  would  be  a  loss  of  6*.  each,  or 
£52,000.  In  the  case  of  carri^ee,  which 
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were  wrtaulr  Inzuriee,  ht  fotmd  ^,000 
WTin^  four  wheels  and  two  horsBBt  upon 
wiuch  the  prapoaed  remiBmoii  wae  £  1  8«. 
each,  w  £45,000.  The  reductioB  on 
hones  would  i«Hulb  in  a  los6  of  £  1  OS,  00(1; 
beoauee  tbere  were  195,000  horses,  and 
the  tax  upon  them  wae  redticed  hy 
lOij,  6d.  each.  On  hair  powder  there 
was  a  elear  lose  of  £1,000.  Thjo  pro- 
poBal  reqieotittg  avmorial  bearing  was 
a  case  of  peenliai'  hatdahip,  becauae  the 
Chanoellar  of  the  Excheqaer  had  olaimed 
oredit  for  prorairiog  a  gain  to  the  £eve- 
nae  hy  hie  changes.  £rery  man  who 
kept  a  oazriago  wit^foup  whfielaandtwo 
horses  obtained  now  a  raduction  on  hie 
taxes  of  lOi.  9^.,  and  that  would  brin^ 
a  lose  to  the  Blerenue  a£  £8,000,  which 
would  have  to  be  made  good  out  of  ttL» 
pockets  of  the  poorer  clasaes.  Aimonal 
bearings  had  been  ta^k«i  to  mean  any 
Hi^  or  device  which  a.  person  happened 
to  wear,  whethev  on  a  seal  or  otherwise; 
and  for  Aaee  he  had  to  pay  a  tax  of 
ia«.  2d.  Now,  adding  up  all  tibe  items, 
it  appearod  that  tikere  was  a  total  of 
£207,000.  a  year  romiasioB  of  the  taxa- 
tion falling  on  the  richer  classes  in  re- 
gard to  assessed  taxes.  But  these  classes 
were  well  able  to  pay,  they  had  made 
no  compl^nt,  nor  had  they  grumbled. 
He  was  quite  aware  it  might  be  said 
that,  as  far  as  serrante  were  concerned, 
many  persons  noli  wealthy  —  smne  iffo- 
feflsioml  men  for  instanoe  —  paid  their 
£l  It.  for  a  man-servant.  Well,  he  was 
wiUiug  to  make  the  necessary  allowance 
for  tl^t  in  his  calculation ;  but  he  ibund 
by  the  Ketums  that  of  all  those  who 
kept  men  -  s^^ant^  tbere  were  only 
U'1,000  with  one.  That  would  y^ 
about  half  the  amoimt,  atid  deducting 
on  that  head  £26,000,  there  remainjed  a 
dear  Temiseion  of  taxation  upon  the 
lioh,  who  were  well  able  to  pay,  of 
£181.000  by  this  Budget.  He  did  not 
think  many  of  hia  constituents  would  be 
gratified  at  that,  whi<^  was  a  difierant 
stat«  of  things  irom  what  the  Prime 
Hinistw,  when  among  them,  had  led 
them  to  expect, 

Mb.  8TAFLET0N  wished  to  draw 
attention  to  what  he  believed  to  be  a 
sUght  imperfection  in  the  otherwise  ad- 
miraUe  Budget  of  the  Chancellor  t^  the 
£xohoqneT  —  he  meant  the  increase  of 
small  muns  and  odd  figures.  It  had 
be«i  obeerred  by  sffveral  persons  that 
the  Ohancellor  of  the  Bxchequer  in  hia 
Budget  ^teedh  spoke  of  guineaij  aad  half  • 
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goiBsaa,  though  such  enms  had  long 
ceased  to  exist  either  aa  coins  or  as 
figures  of  account.  The  duly  on  horses 
was  to  be  10«.  6d. ;  the  duty  on  ar- 
morial bearings  £1  1«.  or  £2  2«.  In 
this  case  an  odd  sum,  13«.  2d.,  was  got 
rid  of^  but  another  was  introduced.  In 
the  duty  on  catriages  the  £1  U.  was 
intiroduced  where  there  were  only  decimal 
figures  before.  At  present  the  tax  upon 
carriages  drawn  by  two  horses  was 
£3  lOo. ;  by  one  horse,  £2  ;  by  two 
ponies,  £1  15«. ;  by  one  pony,  £l,  and 
BO  ou.  The  Committee  would  observe 
that  tJieae  were  round  numbers.  But 
his  right  hon.  Friend  was  putting  the 
tax  upon  a  carriage  drawn  by  a  single 
horse  at  £2  2a.  A  rich  man,  who  could 
a^id  to  ke^  two  horses  and  pay  for 
them,  would  have  a  saving  of  £1  8«., 
whilst  the  poor  man,  who  only  put  one 
horse  to  his  carriage,  would  pay  2«. 
mwc  than  he  did  before,  what  ho 
wished  to  ingress  upon  the  Committee 
was  that  these  odd  shillings  did  not  in 
their  net  result  bring  into  the  Exchequer 
as  much  by  a  groat  deal  as  they  took 
out  of  the  pocket  of  the  tax-payer.  It 
cost  as  much,  to  carry  6d.  or  1*.  throt^h 
an  account,  as  to  carry  £l.  There 
were  many  things  that  showed  that 
this  doctrine  was  very  well  imderstood 
by  the  Exchequer.  For  instanoe,  the 
dierks'  salaries  were  now  paid  monthly, 
but  when  there  were  odd  shillings  or 
pence  they  were  retained  and  allowed 
to  aocumulate  until  at  last  they  were 
paid  once  for  all  in  order  to  avoid  the 
expense  which  would  otherwise  result 
from  keeping  the  accounts ;  and  the  Se- 
oretary  for  War  had  declined  altogether 
to  pay  the  officers  of  the  army  on  Uto  re- 
tired half-pay  list  monthly  instead  of 
ajinunlly  on  account  of  the  expense  by 
employment  of  extra  clerks.  But  the 
strongest  point  was  this,  that  the  Exche- 
quer would  not  now  receive  odd  sums  at 
all  from  the  accounting  departments. 
AH  payments  made  by  them  into  the 
Exchequer  were  made  in  thousands.  He 
understood  that  since  this  rule  had  been 
established  there  had  been,  along  with 
great  simplici^,  very  great  economy  in 
keeping  the  Exchequer  accounts.  He 
hoped  Lis  right  hon.  Friend  would  con- 
sitler  this  matter,  and  if  in  another  year 
he  made  another  step  in  AdministratiTe 
Reform,  he  would  staike  off  these  odd 
shillings  and  sixpences  which  had  this 
great  characteristic  of  bad  taxes,  that 
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they  did  not  in  tbeir  net  reault  enrich 
the  Exchequer  in  anything  like  the  same 
proportioTi  iu  which  they  impoverished 
the  tax-payerB. 

Mb.  BAEROW  thought  the  t&xation 
of  servants  under  eighteen  most  objec- 
tionable, not  BO  much  in  the  interest  of 
the  tax-payers  as  of  the  labouring  man, 
whose  eldest  boy  was  often  taken  off  his 
hands  and  employed  &om  fourteen  to 
eighteen. 

Ma.  ETIiANDS  said,  his  hon.  Friend 
the  Member  for  South-west  Lancashire 
^dr.  A.  Cross]  had  characterized  the 
Budget  aa  being  a  rich  man's  Budget 
and  not  a  poor  man's,  and  had  stated 
that  it  was  viewed  with  dissatisfiaction 
by  his  cottstituente.  As  he  happened  to 
be  a  constituent  of  the  hon.  Gentleman, 
he  begged  entirely  to  dissent  from  his 
statements.  He  did  not  gather  &om  his 
hon.  Friend  whether  he  was  supporting 
the  Amendment  of  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man opposite  (Mr.  Hunt),  but  presumed 
he  was,  and  in  that  case  Mb  views  were 
entirely  inconsistent  with  the  object  of 
the  Amendment.  The  Amendment,  if 
carried,  would  exempt  from  taxation  all 
male  servants  under  eighteen  years  old, 
and  to  that  extent  would  cleaiiy  be  to 
the  advantage  of  the  rich  rather  than 
the  poor.  He  entirely  dissented  &om 
his  non.  Friend's  remarks  respecting 
the  Budget.  When  the  Committee  re- 
collected that  the  abohtion  of  the  1«. 
import  duty  on  com  amounted  to 
£900,000  a  year,  and  that  that  import 
daty  necessuily  raised  the  average  price 
of  ul  the  com  grown  in  this  countiy,  it 
must  be  evident  that  the  advantage  to 
the  working  classes  from  the  Budget 
would  be  very  much  greater  than  to  those 
who  were  in  a  better  position  in  life. 
Nor  was  the  reduction  of  the  taxes  then 
under  discussion  exclusively  for  the 
benefit  of  the  wealthier  classes.  The 
reduction  of  the  tax  upon  servants  wotdd 
have  a  tendency  to  increase  the  employ- 
ment of  Berrants ;  and  that  upon  carri^;«s 
would  lead  to  a  greater  use  of  carriages, 
and  in  consequence  to  a  greater  employ- 
ment of  labour  in  the  manufscture  of 
carriages.  So  far  as  he  had  the  means 
of  ascertaining  the  opinions  of  the  con- 
stituents of  the  hon.  Gentleman  in  South- 
west Lancashire,  they  were  decidedly  in 
favour  of  the  Budget  of  the  Chancellor 
of  the  Exchequer. 

Ms.  HUKtZ  said,  that  puppies  were 
always  puppies,  and  men-servants  never 
Mr.  Sti^Uton 


got  beyond  eighteen  years  of  age.  Hs 
had  seen  men  with  ney  hairs  set  down 
as  eighteen.  Wonld  it  not  foe  better, 
ther^ore,  to '  leave  out  eighteen  alto- 
gethnr  ?  He  had  found  that  there  was 
a  general  olrjection  not  only  to  this  but 
to  all  other  lund  of  taxes.  It  was  plea- 
sant to  hear  an  English  Chancellor  of 
the  Exchequer  recommending  economy; 
and,  when  they  came  to  one  item  in  the 
Estimate  he  shoiild  give  the  right  htm. 
Gentleman  opposite  (Mr.  Hunt)  an  op- 
portunity of  showing  that  he  was  sincere. 

Uh.  STANSFELD  said,  the  assessed 
tsxes,  which  they  were  considering  that 
night,  and  in  lieu  of  which  his  right  hon. 
Friend  (the  Chancellor  of  die  Exche- 
quer) had  proposed  a  system  of  license 
duties,  aiEeoted  a  considerable  number 

the  population.    They  fell  upon  their 

useholdB,  they  came  home  to  their 
consdousnesB  and  their  intimate  know- 
ledge, and  it  was  therefore  not  un- 
natural, considering  the  position  whidi 
UiB  right  hon.  gentleman  occupied  in 
the  late  Administration,  that  he  should 
have  received  many  oonununications  on 
the  subject  of  that  part  of  the  Budget. 
The  right  hon.  Gentleman  (Mr.  Hunt) 
had  made  two  remarks  on  the  Budget  of 
his  right  hon.  Friend.  He  said  that  its 
policy  of  uniformity  juaiified  him  in 
iving  it  the  name  of  a  Procrustean 
udget,  and  he  called  it  in  the  second 
plaoe  a  rich  man's  Budget.  Well,  thn« 
was  some  amount  of  truUi — and  he  would 
endeavour  to  show  how  much — in  the 
first  of  those  assertions;  but  to  die 
second  he  believed  there  was  a  complete 
and  unanswerable  reply.  It  was  par- 
fectly  true  that  the  idea  of  hie  right  hon. 
"  '  nd  in  propoeing  to  abolish  the  ejs- 
of  assMsed  taxes  and  to  subetitate  tot 
it  a  Enrstem  of  licensee  was  an  idea  of  tlM 
benefit,  with  reference  to  the  ease  of  col- 
lection and  to  the  probable  profitablenws 
of  the  tax,  of  the  substitution  of  a  system 
of  licensee  founded  on  a  principle  of 
uniformity  for  the  assessed  taxes,  various 
and  uncertain  in  their  incidence  as  th^ 
had  proved  themselves  to  be.  Now,  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  would  understand 
that  if,  p»r  m,  something  like  stmplid^ 
and  uniformity  in  a  tax  was  to  some 
extent  to  be  admitted  as  an  advantage, 

this  case  the  advantage  was  enhanced 
if  they  arrived  at  the  oondusion  that  it 
was  admissible  to  substitute  a  s^em  of 
licenses  for  one  of  assessed  taxes,  be- 
cause in  the  case  of  assessed  taxes  they 
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taxed  a  man  <m  artides  whicli  he  hod  u 
his  poBoeasion,  and  whioh  he  had  uMd 
under  certain  varying  conditions  that 
affeoted  the  amount  of  the  tax  vbiah 
they  Mvre  to  oharg«  him  during^  the  past 
year.  Bnt  if,  in  place  of  that,  they 
adopted  a  system  of  licensee,  they  dealt 
not  with  the  past  but  vith  the  ftitnre. 
They  oalled  upon  the  man  at  the  begin- 
ning of  the  year  to  ioforra  tlMm,  by  a 
Betum,  of  thenumber  of  articles,  whetiieT 
servants,  hones,  or  carriages,  irfaioh  he 
intended  to  keep,  and  they  required  hJTiri 
to  pay  a  license  for  them ;  and  therefore 
it  'was  extremely  desirable,  in  order  to 
facilitate  the  making  of  that  Return,  that 
they  should  simplify  theincidence  of  that 
taxation,  and  render  it  as  uniform  as 
they  oonld.  There  was  that  amount  of 
truth  in  the  statement  of  the  right  hon. 
Qentleman  that  something  had  been 
eoerificed  for  the  sake  of  uniformity. 
Bnt  it  would  be  imposuble  to  simplify 
and  render  uniform  those  taxes,  or  in 
any  respect  to  change  their  incidence, 
without  some  cases  oomirring,  and  with- 
ont  some  oommunioatioDs  being  made  to 
hon.  or  right  hon.  Gentlemen,  showing 
that  some  of  those  who  paid  those  taxes 
befbre  were  likely  to  pay  more  than  their 
neighbours  in  future.  Kow,  if  th^ 
eait^«d  into  the  comparatiTe  fairness  of 
that  Budget,  and  the  existing  state  of 
tliintrs,  at  least  they  ought  to  look  at 
the  Budget  as  a  whole ;  or  at  the  very 
least  they  ought  to  look  at  the  part 
of  the  Budget  they  were  then  discuss- 
ing as  a  whole.  Bnt  the  nght  hon. 
Omtleman  had  not  taken  that  course. 
He  spoke  of  the  saving  to  the  rich  man 
possessing  many  horses  and  carriages ; 
and  the  noa.  Member  for  South-west 
Lanoadiire  (Sfr.  Cross)  spoke  in  the 
same  strain,  comparing  the  rich  man's 
oaee  with  that  of  those  who  had  fbw 
horses  and  carriages.  But  all  reference 
had  been  omitted  to  certain  figures 
which  were  conclusive  on  that  subject, 
showing  that  not  only  if  they  took  the 
Budget  as  a  whole,  but  if  they  took  the 


duties,  so  far  from  being  a  rich  man's 
Budget,  it  consulted  the  convenience  of 
the  pocket  of  the  greater  number  who 
possessed  limited  means.  If  they  took 
the  assessed  taxes  proposed  to  be  re- 
mitted, they  were  £1,167.000;  while 
the  license  duty  imposed  amounted  to 
£l,  1 13,000.    The  difference  between  the 


two  sums  was  only  about  £50,000  ;  bnt 
if,  travelling  a  littie  fiirilier,  they  went 
on  to  the  repeal  of  Uie  post  horse  duty, 
the  stage  carriage  duty,  and  the  hackney 
carriage  duty,  they  would  find  that 
there  was  a  remission  of  no  less  than 
£293,000,  aSectiug  the  convenience  and 
relieving  the  expenditure  of  persons  of 
limited  means.  Therefore,  nis  right 
hon.  Friend  was  not  open  to  the  criticism 
that  that  was  a  rich  man's  Budget.  The 
right  hon.  Gentleman  by  his  Amend- 
ment proposed  that  there  should  be  no 
tax  on  male  servants  under  eighteen 
years  of  age.  Now,  he  thought  the  in- 
sight into  the  operation  of  the  present 
law  afttrded  to  the  Committee  by  the 
hon.  Member  for  Birmingham  (Mr. 
Muntz)  was  in  itself  almost  a  sufficient 
answer  to  that  su^^estion,  and  a  proof 
of  the  wisdom  of  his  right  hon.  EViend 
in  adhering  to  his  notion'  of  uniformity 
and  simplwitj  of  taxation.  The  naturu 
alternative  to  the  proposal  of  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  opposite  not  to  tax  male 
servants  under  eighteen  would  be  to 
leave  the  tax  upon  male  servants  above 
that  age  at  £l  U.  and  keep  it  at  10«.  6i. 
for  those  under  that  age.  The  Budget 
of  his  right  hon.  Fri^d,  for  the  stuce 
of  uniformity  and  simplicity,  proposed 
to  halve  the  difference,  and  charge  16f. 
for  male  servants  all  ronnd. 

Mb.  8CLA.TEB-B00TH  said,  he  was 
the  last  person  who  would  object  to  the 
substitution  of  a  sjratem  of  licenses  for 
assessed  taxes,  and  he  did  not  believe 
that  anything  had  fallen  from  his  right 
hon.  Friend  which  warranted  the  in- 
ference that  his  right  hon.  Friend  ob- 
jected to  such  a  principle.  It  was,  how- 
ever, an  'undoubted  &ct  that  the  pro- 
posed remission  of  the  assessed  taxes 
would  be  a  boon  to  the  wealthier  class, 
and  would  produce  a  considerable  net 
saving  to  them  Jn  respect  to  taxation. 
But  he  could  not  agree  'with  the  hon. 
Member  for  Bouth-wost  Lancashire  (Mr. 
Cross)  when  he  referred  to  the  ease  of 
the  carriage  du^  as  illustrative  of  his 
argument.  Ho  had  always  been  of 
opinion  that  the  assessed  tax  on  car- 
riages operated  as  a  veiy  consider- 
able restriction  on  that  trade  of  the 
countiy,  and  that  any  great  reduction 
of  the  tax  would  give  a  stimulus  to  the 
coach-makiug  business,  inasmuch  as 
many  gentlemen  of  large  fortune  would 
keep  as  increased  number  of  oarriagee 
when  they  were  no  longer  taxed  as  they 
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had  bwQ  herettdbre,  almost  to  a.  nro- 
hibitory  extent  upon  that  head.  Ho, 
therefore,  cordially  approved,  that  part 
of  the  Budget.  The  rig'ht  hon.  0«ntle- 
man  said  me  other  day  that  he  would 
malK  no  tihange  in  the  incidence  of  those 
taxes,  and  wonld  impose  no  new  tax  on 
Bersants,  He  (Mr.  Sclater-Booth^  would 
call  his  attention  to  a  word  which  had 
been  introduced  into  the  Resolution — 
namely,  "game  watcher,"  in  the  place 
of  the  word  "gamekeeper"  formerly 
used.  He  would  suggest  the  omission 
of  that  word,  and  with  respect  to  the 
Amendment  of  his  right  hon.  Friend 
(Mr.  Hunt),  he  must  say  that  he  thought 
the  remisuon  of  the  tax  on  savants 
under  eighteen  would  be  a  great  boon 
to  the  working  classes. 

Hb.  CIBE^^  said,  he  was  not  in- 
elined  to  qnarrel  with  the  Chancellor  of 
the  ExchequBT  for  taking  off  some  of 
the  duty  on  his  horses ;  but  he  would 
impress  on  bipi  the  importance  of  that 
matter,  as  it  affected  the  training  of 
young  serranta.  All  who  were  acquainted 
with  the  training  of  boys  in  stables  knew 
how  frequently  a  boy  was  taken  at  no- 
minal wages  merely  to  learn  his  busi* 
nesB ;  and  it  was  not  improbable  tDiat, 
if  employers  had  to  pay  a  tax  on  tbem 
they  would  rofuse  to  be  bothered  with 
those  b^B. 

Mb.  HENLET  said,  he  agreed  with 
the  desoription  of  the  tax  as  givMi  by 
the  hon.  Gentleman  the  Member  for 
South'west  Lancashire  (Mr.  Oross),  and 
he  (Mr,  Henley)  having  calculated  its 
operation  with  regard  to  his  payments 
he  found  he  should  save  25  per  cent  by 
the  proposed  change.  Feraonally  he 
should  be  disposed  to  take  his  hat  off 
to  the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer,  and 
thank  him,  and  say  he  was  a  very 
pleasant  ieUow ;  but  when  he  considered 
how  it  would  act  on  persons  in  a  tower 
position  in  life,  and  he  found  that  it 
would  increase  their  assessed  taxes  some~ 
thing  like  100  per  cent,  it  became  rather 
a  serious  matter.  It  was  hard  that  this 
increased  amount  of  taxation  should  be 

Eiit  upon  the  class  of  persons  to  whom 
B  referred.  They  were  not  the  persons 
likely  to  be  beoefited  by  the  reduction 
of  the  post  horse  duty  and  the  hackney 
carriage  duty,  and  he  thought  it  was  a 
matter  well  deserving  the  re^Mnsidwar 
tion  of  the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer. 
Having  acted  as  an  assessed  tax  oom- 
misaioner,  and  knowing  the  trooUe  and 
Jfr.  Sclatfr-Boeth 


difficulty  of  appealing  against  a  sur- 
(^rge,  he  wished  to  ask  me  Chancellor 
of  the  Exchequer  what  penalty  a  man 
would  be  liable  to  for  not  making  a 
return,  and  taking  out  a  license  under 
the  proposed  new  system  ? 
Mr.  AS8HET0N  CE0S8  said,  that 
I  persons  were  more  glad  than  the 
Conservative  Members  that  the  1».  duty 
had  been  taken  off  com.  Hia  objection 
to  the  Budget  applied  simply  to  the  con- 
'on  of  assessed  taxes  into  Excise 
ses.  That  portion  of  the  financifd 
scheme  of  the  Qovemment  would,  be- 
yond all  doubt,  have  the  effect  of  re- 
lieving the  rich  man  and  imposing  an 
increased  burden  on  persons  who  were 
comparatively  poor. 

Mr.  BJIAD  said,  he  could  not  agree 
in  the  principle  enunciated  by  the  Chan- 
cellor of  the  Exchequer,  by  which  the 
assessed  taxes  were  to  be  converted  into 
Excise  licenses.  It  might  be  all  very 
well  to  have  uniformity,  out  it  ought  not 
to  be  adopted  by  puttine  a  heavy  pres- 
sure on  the  poor  man,  and  bj  relieving  the 
ritii  man.  When  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man the  Member  for  North  Northamp- 
tonshire (Mr.  Hunt)  introduced  the  prin- 
oiple  of  Uoenaes  he  sfdd,  that  in  order  to 
niake  the  duty  equal,  they  must  put  the 
tax  at  a  reasonaUe  figure,  and  he  placed 
the  dog  duty  at  5t.,  whereas  it  had  been 
previously  12«. ;  but  here  the  Chancellor 
of  the  Exchequer  infficted  a  great  hard- 
ship on  the  farmer  or  small  trader,  who 
kept  a  boy,  by  making  him  pay  13*. 
duty,  instead  of  10#.  Gd.  The  imposition 
of  tiie  extra  amount  of  duty  would  have 
a  great  effect  in  reducing  the  number  of 
boys  kept,  and  it  wonld  tend  to  dia- 
oonrage  the  training  of  youths.  A  rich 
man  who  now  kept  a  carriage  and  pair 
of  horses  and  one  servant  paid  £6  13*., 
but  under  the  proposed  Bui%et  fae  would 
only  have  to  pay  £3  18t. ;  and  if  they 
added  to  it  the  advantage  to  be  derived 
by  ^e  altoration  of  the  armorial  bear- 
ings tax  the  saving  would  be  £S.6i.  9d., 
or  neariy  50  per  cent.  The  poor  man, 
however,  who,  for  the  purpose  of  his 
business,  was  obliged  to  employ  a  lad. 


and  to  keep  a  pony  and  cart  of  some  sort 
or  other,  would  have  to  pay  £2  0*.  8rf, 
under  the  new  system,  vmereas  ho  now 


had  to  pay  only  £1,  or  at  the  utmost, 
£1  10>.  It  was  therefore  essential  there 
should  be  some  kind  of  exemption.  Hia 
right  hon.  Friend,  when  he  introduced 
the  dog  license,  made  an  exemption  in 
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&vour  of  pappies,  and  it  vas  to  be  hoped 
tiie  ChancelloF  of  the  Exchequer  wouH 
make  an  exemption  in  fkvoiu  of  the  laila. 
Under  the  old  system,  the  aeBeeaon 
acted  on  the  principle  that  every  man 
was  considerM  honest  until  he  was 
proved  to  be  a  rogue,  but  by  the  Excise 
a  man  would  be  consideied  a  ic^e  until 
he  had  proved  himself  to  be  honest. 

The  Chancellor  of  rra  exche- 

aUEB,  in  reply  to  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman the  Member  for  Ouordahire  (Mr. 
Henley),  viehed  to  state  tJiat  the  peu&lt^ 
which  -would  be  imposed  under  the  Aot 
on  anybody  violating  its  piOTisions  was 
£30.  That  penalty,  however,  would  be 
sued  for  only  when  a  parson  neglected 
to  send  in  a  declaration  as  to  the  taxable 
articles  in  his  poeseseion  after  a  special 
notice  had  been  served  on  him  for  the 
purpose.  Then  came  in  the  Qeneral  Ex- 
cise Act,  which  permitted  the  magistrate 
adjudicating  on  the  question  of  the  pe- 
nalty to  be  imposed  to  remit  tiuree- 
fourthB  of  it,  while  the  CommiHsioneis 
of  Inland  Bevenue  would  have  the 
power  to  remit  it  altogether  in  such 
cases  as  they  mi|^t  deem  proper.  Frac> 
tically,  it  would  not  be  enforced,  unleae 
in  those  iostanoes  where  it  was  shown 
there  had  been  a  wilful  attempt  to  de- 
fraud the  lievenue.  In  reply  to  the  ob- 
jection which  had  been  urged  by  several 
non.  Chntlemen  to  the  propos^  of  the 
Ooveimuent  to  the  effect  that  it  would 
relievo  the  rich  at  the  expense  of  the 
poor,  he  might  observe  that  one  danger 
which  must  be  guarded  against  was  toat 
those  assessed  taxes  might  become  such 
a  nuisance  that  they  would  have  to  be 
swept  away  altogether.  It  was,  there- 
fore, of  the  utmost  importance,  if  their 
permanency  was  to  be  secured,  that  they 
should  be  made  as  ^mpte  and  as  ea^  as 
poesible,  not  only  to  the  tax-gatherer, 
but  to  those  by  whom  they  w«e  paid, 
while  he  thought  it  would  be  advan~ 
tagous  to  the  Bevenue  that  they  should 
be  collected  try  way  of  license,  instead 
of  under  the  present  system.  The  only 
way  to  attain  that  otigect  was  by  uni- 
formity and  simplification ;  and  in  order 
to  do  that  he  was  sonr  to  say  it  was 
necessary  to  take  from  the  rich  and  add 
it  to  the  poor.  No  doubt,  that  was  the 
effect  at  the  criticiBin  of  the  Budget, 
and  it  was  perfectly  well  founded.  It 
had  been  said  that  tbe  taxes  ought  to  be 
apportioned  at  different  prices  for  the 
same  article;  and  so  it  ought,  if  they 


merely  desired  to  tax  each  person  fairly 
and  eqnally  one  with  another.  But  when 
^Die-j  sought  to  estebUsh  uniformity, 
which  was  essential  to  the  cheapening 
of  the  tax,  it  could  only  be  done  in  the 
manner  he  proposed.  If  he  had  left  the 
rich  man  heavier  taxed  than  the  poor 
,,  uniformity  oould  only  be  obtained  by 
inoreaaing  the  amount  paid  by  the  poor. 
The  whole  squabble  was  about  4s.  %d., 
the  difference  between  15j.  and  10*.  6if. 
It  waa  not  to  be  supposed  that  his  plan 
benefited  the  rich  exduaively  ;  because 
its  effect  would  be  to  give  increased  em- 
ployment to  the  poor,  and  to  add  to  the 
number  of  boys  who  would  be  kept  as 
servante,  and  who  did  not  become  full- 
fledged  servants  all  at  once,  but  must 
leam  their  trade.  He  would  nmch  ra> 
ther  have  attained  his  object  in  another 
way  —  namely,  by  leaving  the  rich 
heavily  taxed,  and  lightening  the  burdens 
on  the  poor — and  in  other  parts  of  the 
Budget  he  had  endeavoured  to  do  so; 
but  as  regaidftd  the  assessed  taxes  he 
oould  ouly  attain  uniformity  in  the  way 
he  proposed;  and  he  tmEt«d,  therefore, 
the  House  would  approve  of  the  propo- 
sition.   

Mb.  hunt  s^d,  he  fully  anticipated 
that  the  right  hon.  Gent<leman  the  Ohan- 
oellor  of  the  Exchequer  would  endeavour 
to  ridicule  the  difference  of  the  tax  on 
lihe  ground  that  4«.  6i2.  was  a  small 
amount;  butifhewassowellacquainted 
with  peisons  in  humble  rank  as  ue  (Mr. 
Hunt)  was  he  never  would  have  made 
that  observation.  The  effect  of  the  tax 
would  be  that  a  farmer,  instead  of  keep- 
ing a  boy  to  attend  to  Ms  nag  horse,  tor 
which  he  would  have  to  pay  10«.  6i., 
and  1S«.  for  the  farm  servant  to  look 
after  the  flum  horses,  would  make  the 
latter  attend  to  both.  That  would  be  a 
very  serious  matter,  not  so  much  to  Qib 
man  who  had  to  pay,  but  to  the  boy,  who 
frequently  got  Ms  first  start  in  Ufe  by 
getting  idto  such  situations.  He  should 
take  the  sense  of  the  Committee  upon 
the  point.  The  Third  Lord  of  the  Trea- 
sery  denied  that  this  was  a  rich  man's 
budget,  because  he  said  the  Committee 
must  not  look  to  these  assessed  taxes 
solely,  but  must  remember  the  remission 
of  the  post  horse  duty  Mid  the  hackney 
carriage  duty.  He  doubted  whether  the 
remission  of  these  duties  would  touch  the 
class  to  whom  the  hon.  Member  referred. 
Then,  it  was  said  that  the  remission  of 
the  com  duty  to  the  amount  of  £900,000  ' 
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waa  in  favour  of  the  poor  dud  ;  bub  h» 
thought  it  would  be  found  that  if  this 
amount  were  divided  amon^  the  num- 
bar  of  quartern  loaves  ooneumed  in  the 
country  there  was  no  coin  in  the  realm 
tJiat  would  denote  the  poor  man'a  ahare. 
He  believed  that  moat  people  who  kept 
a  servant  Would  much  rather  pocket 
that  4«.  6(j.  than  have  their  ahare  of  tlie 
remission  of  the  1«.  duty  on  oom. 

Mb.  EIBBEBT  thought  that  the 
question  for  their  oonaideration  wu  not 
whether  the  Budget  was  a  rich  man's  or 
a  poor  man's  Bui%et,  but  how  it  afl'ected 
the  general  interests  of  the  country.  Qe 
liked  neither  the  proposal  of  the  Q«vera- 
ment  nor  that  of  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man opposite  (Mr.  Hunt).  He  thought 
the  tax  on  male  servants  was  a  bad  tax, 
because  he  had  always  considered  it  a 
tax  upon  labour.  He  objected  to  the 
tax,  either  at  \b».  or  in  the  manner  pro- 
posed by  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  oppo* 
site.  The  objection  might  be  met  by 
reducing  the  tax  on  all  male  servants  to 
lOi.  6rf.  He  thought  aU  exemptions  bad 
in  prinoiple,  and  could  not  agree  to  ex- 
empt, as  proposed,  those  under  eighteen 
years  of  age.  ["Move!"]  He  feared 
that  as  there  was  an  Amendment  before 
the  Ckimmittee  he  ehould  not  be  in  Order 
to  move  another  Amendment. 

Ms.  HUNT  said,  theft  if  the  hon. 
Member  voted  for  the  Amendment  now 
before  the  Oommittee  he  could  after- 
wards move  to  reduce  the  amount  to 
10«.  6rf. 

Question  put,  "That  those  words  be 
there  inserted." 

The  Committee  diaided:  —  Ayes  71 ; 
Noes  160  :  Majority  79. 

Mb.  CORBANCE  rose  to  move  an 
Amendment  in  the  second  Besolution  in 
line  9,  after  "employed,"  to  leave  out 
"either  wholly  or  partially."  He  did 
not  mean  to  challenge  the  merits  of 
the  Budget ;  no  doubt  it  was  a  veiy 
good  one  if  they  could  imderetand  it,  and 
would  be  very  popular  if  Aey  had  not 
to  pay  under  it ;  but  he  wanted  to  know 
what  did  a  watcher  of  game,  ' '  wholly  or 
partially,"  mean. 

Amendment  proposed,  in  line  9,  to 
leave  out  the  words  "wholly  or  par- 
tially."— {Mr.  Corrance.) 

Question  proposed,  "  That  the  wcHrds 
proposed  to  be  left  out  stand  part  of  the 
*  proposed  Besolution." 
Mr.  Munt 


The  OHANCELLOR  or  thb  EXCHE- 
QUEB  said,  he  had  given  a  sort  of 
|iledge  that  there  should  be  no  alteration 
in  the  law  in  this  respect.  He  would 
restore  the  word  "un«ler-gamekeeper" 
as  it  stood  before. 

Mb.  GOBRANCE  thought  the  words 
"wholly  or  partially"  were  a  trap  for 
tender  consciences -r- possibly  to  catflb 
those  who  sent  five-pound  notes  to  the 
Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer.  He  wanted 
a  precise  definitionof  these  words  "wholly 
at  partially"  as  well  as  of  those  upon 
whom  they  took  e£feot.  It  was  well  knows 
there  were  periods  when  employment  bo^t 
in  town  axM.  country  was  scarce,  and  ft 
great  many  were  almost  entirely  depfwl- 
ant  on  casual  j  oba.  If  tiiey  were  thrown 
out  of  employment  they  became  pwi- 
perized,  and — under  the  admirable  ope- 
ration  of  the  Poor  L«w» — perhaps  for 
life.  He  had  no  doubt  these  ombig- 
uons  terms  in  the  Besolution  were  very 
convenient  to  the  Chancellor  of  the 
Exchequer,  but  even  his  convenience 
must  give  way  when  placed  in  oppo- 
sition to  the  social  conaiderations  in- 
volved. Let  him  define  exactly  what 
these  words  "wholly  or  partially  "  im- 
plied— if  he  tanployed  a  man  for  a  week, 
a  fortnight,  or  six  weeks — ^let  it  be  clearly 
understood  what  was  the  meaning  of  the 
words.  He  moved  the  omission  of  th« 
words  "wholly  or  partially." 

Mb.  STAKSFELD  said,  the  object  ef 
the  words  "whoLLy  or  parti^y"  was  not 
to  catch  tender  consciences.  According 
to  the  Board  of  Inland  Bevenue  and 
tlieir  legal  advisers  there  was  no  cri* 
terion  so  exact  and  reliable  in  the  impo- 
aitdon  of  these  tases  as  the  existence  of 
the  relationabip  of  maater  and  servant. 
If  the  worda  "wholly  or  partially"  were 
omitted  a  man  might  be  employed  as  a 
servant  on  a  contract  of  service  in  a 
combination  of  capacities,  and  the  ques- 
tion might  arise  as  to  liability  to  taxa- 
tion in  this  capacity.  However  difficult 
it  might  be  to  understand  the  exact  liua 
of  demarcation  between  the  employment 

a  person  as  a  servant  and  employmant 
a  hired  labourer,  the  distinction  waa 
known  to  the  Inland  Bevenue  and  to  tho 
law.  The  object  of  the  Besolution  was  l« 
make  tajLation  depend  on  that  distinc- 
tion, and  he  knew  no  other  definition  or 
distinction  which  was  so  exaot  or  re- 
liable. 

Mb.  BABBOW  said,  he  had  no  doubt 
the  distinction  was  appceciated  by  tiw 
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Inland  Berenne ;  but  he  had  found  it 
exceedingly  difficult,  aa  a  ComnuBaoner 
of  Taxes,  to  decide  whettier  a  man  -waa 
a  servant  or  a  hired  labourer.  He  suv- 
gest«d  that  the  matter  vould  be  greatly 
Bimplified,  and  the  principle  of  umform- 
it7  kept  up,  if  they  omitted  the  tax  on 
BMle  servants  and  labourers  lUtogether, 
and  left  the  tax  on  hones  and  carriagee 
|n«tty  nearly  at  Ite  present  amount.  It 
would  be  bettor  to  got  rid  of  a  tax  on 
servants  subject  to  so  much  distinotion, 
and  to  retain  it  at  its  present  amount  on 
such  undoubted  luxunos  as  horsee  and 
earriages. 

Ub.  BEBOW  begged  to  state  that 
had  oocadon  to  bring  this  matter  before 
ihe  Board  of  Inland  Bevenne,  and 
found  that  "under- gardener"  mean 
foreman  under  the  head-gardener. 

Me.  BABNETT  wished  to  know  whe- 
ther the  Chancellor  of  the  Exoheqi 
dorsed  that  interpretation.  If  he  did  it 
would  be  a  great  relief  to  many  people 
who  had  to  employ  men  in  their  gar- 
dens.   

Thb  CHANOELLOE  of  thb  EXOHE- 
Q0EB  said,  he  apprehended  that  an 
nnder-gardener  was  a  gardener  working 
under  tiie  direction  of  another  gardener. 
However,  the  definition  given  by  the 
hon.  Gentleman  behind  liim  (Mr.  Bebow) 
was  perfectly  correct. 

Mr.  hunt  hoped  that  whatever  de- 
finition the  House  might  adopt  of  an 
under-gardener  would  .be  plainly  set 
fbrth  in  the  Bill.  According  to  the 
right  hon.  (Gentleman's  definition  a  man 
employed  simply  to  dig  potatoes  in  a 
garaen  was  an  under- gardener. 

The  CHANOELLOB  ofthe  EXOHE- 
QUEB  said,  he  had  not  said  so.  An 
nnder-gaj^ener  was  a  skilled  labourer, 
employed  under  the  direction  of  another 
ganiener ;  and  an  unskilled  labourer 
employed  in  a  garden  was  not  an  under- 
ganlener. 

Ma.  HUNT  remarked  that  all  he 
wanted  was  to  have  that  definition  put 
into  the  Bill. 

SiE  HENBT  HOABE  wished  to  know 
irtiat  was  the  right  hon.  Gentleman's 
definition  of  a  "game  watcher;"  and 
whether  "mole  oatohers"  and  "rabbit- 
ers,"  employed  under  the  direction  of  a 
head-keeper,  were  under-keepers  ? 

The  CS  ANCELLOK  of  the  EXOHE- 
QUEE 1  That  is  withdrawn. 

OsxzHAL  PERCY  HERBERT  was 
diqrased  to  move  the  omission  of  the 
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words  "nnder-gardener,"  as  a  grmt 
number  of  persons  acting  in  that  capa- 
city were  but  labourers. 

Mr.  HENLEY  nndwstood  the  Chan- 
cellor of  the  Exohequor  to  say  that  an 
unskilled  labourer  working  in  a  garden 
was  not  an  under-gardener,  and  he 
wished  to  know  wheUier  the  right  hon. 
Gentlemaa  would  introduce  words  to 
make  the  matter  clear,  as  the  construc- 
tion hitherto  acted  upon  was  not  in  ac- 
cordance with  that  liberal  view. 

Tub  OHANCELLOE  of  the  EXCHE- 
QUER said,  the  principle  of  these  a»- 
seseed  taxes  was  baaed  on  the  distinction 
between  service  and  labour.  "Servioe" 
was  the  wupJoyment  of  a,  person  with 
some  skill  or  dexterity — not  merely  ordi- 
nary work.  It  was  not  a  question  of  ihe 
amount  of  wages  or  of  the  time  when 
they  were  paid,  it  was  what  a  person  was 
employed  for.  He  could  not  pledge  him- 
self as  to  what  words  would  be  intro- 
duced into  the  Bill. 

Colonel  BABTTELOT  asked  whether 
a  person  who  called  a  man  &om  his  farm 
to  take  a  pony  out  of  hie  carriage  would 
have  to  pay  for  that  max.  as  a  helper  in 
the  stables? 

Mb.  STANSFMLD  said,  these  qnes- 
tions  could  be  considered  when  the  Bill 
waa  in  Committee.  He  thought  that  it 
was  unnecessary  at  the  present  stage  to 
oanw  the  disousBion  any  farther.  The 
whole  of  the  Besolution  was  governed  by 
the  leading  words  "every  male  servant 
employed.  No  one  could  be  charged 
for  who  was  not  a  servant. 

Sib  STAFFORD  NOETHCOTE  also 
thought  they  had  better  not  waste  time 
in  discussing  these  matters,  as  the  col- 
lection of  these  taxes  was  to  be  placed  in 
the  hands  of  the  Inland  Revenue,  and 
as  one  unifiirm  system  throughout  the 
countiy  would  thereby  be  secured  in- 
stead of  a  variable  one,  difiering  accord- 
ing to  the  opinions  of  different  local  au- 
thorities, he  would  suggest  that  when  the 
resolutions  became  law  the  Inland  Be- 
venue  Department  should  issue  instruc- 
tions explaining  distinctly  on  what  prin- 
ciple these  taxes  would  be  levied. 

Mb.  bead  said,  there  oi^ht  to  be  some 
limit  as  to  age,  for  it  waa  not  right  that 
the  boy  who  blacked  one's  shoes  should 

charged  at  the  same  rate  as  the  most 

'geous  flunkey. 

an.  HENLEY  hoped  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  wonld  see  that  the  variona 
were  made  clearly,  so  that 
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there  should  be  no  difficulty  in  the  con- 
struction of  the  law.  It  should  be  made 
BO  clear  that  no  one  ehould  be  brought 
before  the  ma^strates  on  the  informa- 
tion of  the  Department  when  there  was 
no  ground  for  it,  as  might  otherwise  be 
the  case. 

Me.  COEEANCE,  in  withdrawing  his 
Amendment,  objected  to  any  increase  of 
taxation  on  unskiUed  labourers- 
Amendment,  tj  leave,  withdrawn. 
Qeherai.  PERCY  HEBBERT  pro- 
posed another  Amendment  to  omit  the 
words  "Under  Gardener"  fromtheBe- 
solution,  on  the  ground  that,  as  stated 
by  the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer,  all 
skilled  gardeners,  whether  under-garden- 
era  or  not,  wotdd  be  liable. 

Amendment  proposed,  in  line  15,  to 
leave  oat  the  words  "  Under  Gfardener." 
— ( General  Serbert.) 

ViscoDMT  GALWAT  objected  to  the 
charge  which  it  waa  proposed  to  impose 
for  stable-helpers. 

The  CHANCELLOB  of  the  EXOHE^ 
QrUER  aaid,  that  hou.  Uembers  opposite 
complained  that  this  was  a  rich  man's 
Bud^t,  and  yet  they  proposed  the  omis- 
sion in  that  case  of  under-gardeners  and 
stable-helpers,  who  were  to  be  supposed 
to  be  kept  by  pccpl^  ^  straightened  cir- 
cumstances. These  things  would  be  in 
ibo  hands  of  the  Excise,  and  a  uniform 
construction  of  the  law  would  come  about, 
not  from  anything  said  or  done  in  that 
House,  but  Dom  the  practice  which  would 
gradually  spring  up,  and  which  would 
become  unubrm  all  over  the  oountry. 
He  could  not  see  that  any  good  would  be 
done  by  omitting  what  had  always  been 
in  the  Acts  hitherto. 

H&.  HDIfT  said,  the  Committee  wanted 
an  assurance  that  in  the  Bill  there  would 
be  a  definition  of  what  was  meant  by  an 
under-gardener. 

The  CHANCEIXOE  op  thb  EXCHE- 
QUER declined  to  give  such  an  assur- 
ance. 

Uk.  HENLEY  thought  the  words 
ought  to  be  defined  by  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman,  as  a  guide  to  magistrates 
who  might  have  to  deal  with  questions 
respecting  them  hereaft^-. 

Mr.  STANSFELDsaid,  the  clauses  of 
the  Bill  would,  no  doubt,  be  carefully 
drawn ;  but,  as  his  right  ban.  Friend 
had  said,  a  good  deal  must  be  left  to  be 
settled  by  £e  practice  of  the  Board  of 
Mr.  Setiiey 


(GOMHONSt  Xmu.  600 

Inland  Rercnue.     The  practice  would 
ipcoate  as  the  interpretations  <^  courta 


i£  law  operated  in  explaining  statutes, 
and  he  did  not  think  that  uniformit^wos 
to  be  secured  by  heaping  words  uprai 
words  Bjxi  definition  upon  definition  in  an 
'  3t  of  Parliament. 

VisooosT  GALWAY  said  that  the  in- 
sertion of  the  words  "stable-helper" 
Tould  be  a  serious  matter  to  gentlemen 
who  kept  hounds.  A  stable-helper  waa 
not  a  uiUed  labourer,  and  the  rig^ 
hon.  Gentleman  had  no  righbto  tax  hun. 
That  the  words  proposed 
out  stand  part  of  the  proiposed 
Resolution,"  put,  and  agreed  to. 

Tm  CHANCELLOR  of  the  EXCHE- 
lUER  moved  that  the  words  "  Game 
Watcher"    be    omitted    and     "  Under 

ee^er  "  inserted. 

Amendment  made,  in  line  16,  by  leav- 

g  out  the  words  "  Game  Watcher, "  and 
inserting  the  words  "  Under  Keeper." 

Me.  HIBBEET  hoped  the  Motion  he 
was  going  to  submit  would  not  place  hiiu 
in  any  position  of  antagonism  to  tha 
ChancelloT  of  the  Exchequer,  whose 
Budget  had  been  received  with  general 
■atimction.  On  this  question,  however, 
two  opinions  were  allowable.  The  tax 
on  male  servants  was  one  bad  in  prin- 
ciple, but  if  the  right  hou.  Gentlenmn  in- 
tended to  make  the  tax  a  permanent  one, 
it  ought  not  to  be  felt  to  be  unjust  to 
any  portion  of  the  public.  The  proposal 
was  certidnly  one  u>r  reduction  of  taxa- 
tion for  what  might  be  called  the  richer 
classes;  but  Jtwas  an  Increase  of  taxation 
for  the  lessriob  class,  and  he  trusted  that 
the  motto  of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
would  be  justice  to  5l.  If  the  tax  were 
lowered  to  lOt,  id.,  a  much  lai^er  amount 
in  proportion  would  be  obtained.  He 
hoj>ed  the  right  hou.  Gentleman  woidd 
treat  this  matlerin  a  generous  spirit.  The 
Budget  had  given  general  satisfaction, 
and  he  trusted  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
would  not  include  in  it  any  alteration  of 
a  tax  which  would  press  unjustly  on  any 
portion  of  Her  Majesty's  subjects.  In 
conclusion  he  moved  that  the  sum  be 
altered  from  \ba.  to  10«.  %d. 

Amendment  propo«ed,  to  leave  out 
"  16*.,"  in  order  to  insert  "  10».  M." — 
(Jfr.  Hihbert.) 

The  CHANCELLOE  of  the  EXCHE- 
QUER said,  the  total  amount  of  the  tax 
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upon  6«Tvant8  was  £220,000,  ajad  tlie 
hon.  Qentlenmn  proposed  that  abont 
£60,000  ^ould  b«  taken  off.  Of  this 
£60,000  about  £20,000  wonld  be  in  re- 
n>eot  of  servMits  under  eighteen  years 
Old,  and  the  mmainder  in  respect  of  ser- 
vants above  that  age.  The  Oommittee 
would,  therefore,  perceive  the  reai  ciia- 
raoter  of  the  hon.  Gentleman's  proposi- 
tion, and  it  would  be  for  them  to  say 
whether  it  should  be  accepted  or  not. 
He  hod  been  charged  mth  being  kind  to 
the  rich  and  pressing  too  hardly  on  the 
poor.  The  question  was  whether  a  tax, 
which  had  been  already  reduced  by  6«. 
on  ©veiy  servant  in  &vour  of  the  rich, 
should  be  reduced  by  6«.  more  on  every 
servant,  two-thirds  of  which  latter  sum 
would  go  to  the  relief  of  the  rich  and 
one-third  to  the  relief  of  the  poor.  That 
was  a  plain  statement  of  the  case  whi<^ 
he  womd  now  leave  in  the  hands  of  the 
Committee,  merely  observing  that  if  die 
Kevenue  were  impoverished  by  the  car- 
rying out  of  the  proposal  some  other  tax 
must  be  found  to  supply  the  deficiency. 

Mb.  KTLAND8  appealed  to  his  hon. 
Friend  to  withdraw  the  Amendment. 
His  hon.  Friend  was  wrong  in  assuming 
that  all  the  toys  under  eighteen  years  (rf 
age  were  employed  by  persons  of  small 
means. 

Mb.  CANDIJ8H  opposed  the  Amend- 
ment, and  thought  the  Committee  could 
find  many  better  ways  of  disposing  of 
£60,000  than  in  relieving  the  taxes  on 
male  servants. 

Sib  JOHN  HAT  believed  the  reason 
why  a  tax  was  originally  put  on  male 
servants,  was  that  their  employment  in  a 
domestic  capacity  deprived  the  army  of 
certain  recruits.  He  should  recommend 
the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  to  omit 
the  word  "male"  from  his  Eesolutions, 
and  let  those  ladies  who  desired  the  suf- 
frage and  others  equalize  the  tax  on  all 
descriptions  of  servants. 

Question,  ' '  That  1 5«.  stand  part  of  the 
proposed  Besolution,"  put,  ajid  agreed  to. 

Me.  ALDEBMAJf  W.  LAWEENCE  said, 
that  under  the  proposed  system  a  car- 
ri^i;e  with  two  wneels  would  be  charged 
15i.,  a  carriage  with  four  or  more  wheels 
aad  weighing  less  than  3  cwt.,  £2  2^., 
and  a  carriage  with  four  or  more  wheels 
and  weighing  more  than  3  owt.  was  also 
to  be  charged  £2  %a.  The  effect  of  this 
method  of  taxation  would  obviously  be 
to  encourt^  the  manufacture  and  use 
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of  two-wheel  carriages,  which  were  more 
dangerous  than  those  with  four  wheels. 
As  an  instance  of  this  he  might  mention 
that  many  accidents  were  caused  in 
Dublin  by  the  two-wheeled  cars,  and  in 
order  to  discourse  their  use  the  corpo- 
ration taxed  them  as  much  again  as  the 
four-wheeled  cabs.  Any  system  which 
would  influence  the  mode  of  the  con- 
struction of  carriages  was  a  bad  one. 
Great  difficulty,  he  might  remark,  would 
be  experieuoed  in  some  country  districts 
'  1  ascertaining  the  exact  weight  of  car- 

iages,  and  for  these  reasons  he  moved 
to  omit  the  words  "having  four  or  more 
wheels,"  in  order  to  insert  the  words 

drawn  by  two  or  more  horses." 

Amendment  proposed. 

In  lino  27,  to  Imtb  out  the  irorda  "  tuv*  four 

'  mora  Tbeali,  >ud  iball  b«  of  the  wetjbt  of 

three  hundredweight   or  upward*,"  in  order  to 

iniert  the  wordi   "  be   driwB  bj  two  or  more 

borwB."— (ifr.  Aldcrmm  Lawrence.) 

Question  proposed,  "That  the  words 
proposed  to  oe  left  out  stand  part  of  thd 
pmpoB^  Besolution." 

The  CHANCELLOE  of  the  EXOHE- 
QT7ER  said,  that  the  changes  now  under 
consideration  included  omnibuses,  oaba, 
and  other  vehicles  used  for  the  general 
puiTioges  of  locomotion,  and,  accord- 
mgly,  it  was  impossible  to  say  what  the 
effect  of  the  proposed  alteration  would 
The  results  of  the  change  would 
eerttunly  be  serious,  for  £1  6».  would  bo 
lost  upon  every  brougham  ;  and  there 
must  be  a  corresponding  reduction  upon 
at  railway  stations,  a  class  of  ve- 
hicle upon  which  taxation  already  had 
been  largely  diminished.  He  hoped, 
therefore,  that  the  Committee  would  not 
agree  to  the  Amendment  of  the  hon. 
Member,  because  it  would  entirely  vitiate 
all  the  calculations  upon  which  the  taxes 

)on  locomotion  had  been  based,  and 
..  jstract  a  large  sum  of  money  fivm  the 
Bevenue  which  he  would  not  know  how 
to  make  good.  With  regard  to  the 
weight  of  vehicles  he  had  made  in- 
quiries, and  found  that  4  cwt.  would  be 
Eibout  the  most  satisfactory  figure  at 
which  to  place  the  limit,  and  he  hoped 
the  ri^t  hon.  Gentleman  opposite  (Mr. 
Hunt)  would  accept  that  as  a  satis- 
factory compromise. 

TiscoTOT  GALWAT,  who  looked  upon 
upon  gigs  as  veiy  insecure  conveyances, 
supported  the  proposition  before  the 
Committee. 
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Mb.  SOOURFIELD  said,  that  one 
effect  of  the  Besolution  would  be  to 
cause  people  to  be  deceived.  They 
would  pumiase  carriages  upon  the  un- 
deratandin?  that  they  were  of  a  certain 
weight,  and  would  find  out  afterwards 
that  they  were  more.  

Ma.  AujEHMAN  W.  LAWBENCE, 
after  what  had  been  stated  by  the  Chan- 
oelloF  of  the  Exchequer,  consented  to 
withdraw  his  Amendment. 

Amendment,  by  leave,  withdrawn. 

Mb.  hunt  moved  that  the  words 
"five  hundredweight"  should  be  in- 
serted in  the  Kesolution  in  place  of  the 
words  "three  hundredweight."  The 
standard  fixed  by  the  Chancellor  of  the 
Exchequer  might  be  very  desirable  for 
IiondoD,  but  it  would  not  be  suitable  for 
country  carrit^s.  Basket  carriages,  for 
instance,  were,  upon  an  average,  from 
3}  to  4}  and  5^  cwt. ;  and  if  the  standard 
of  the  CfaanceUor  of  the  Exchequer  were 
adopted,  the  efieot  would  be  to  make 
the  owners  of  pony  carriages  sell  them, 
and  buy  vehicles  of  a  more  expensive 
description.  Should  the  right  hon.  Qen- 
tleman  not  be  willing  to  accept  the 
5  cwt.,  he  would  compromise  the  matter 
by  agreeing  to  insert  the  weight  at 
4i^cwt. 

The  CHANOELLOE  op  the  EXCHE- 
QrUEB  said,  be  bad  already  advanced 
half-way  to  meet  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man ;  but  having  made  inquiries  through 
the  Inland  Itevenue,  he  iblt  that  he 
should  not  be  justified  in  going  further. 

Amendment  negatieed. 

Other  Amendments  made,  in  lines  28 
and  30,  by  leaving  out  the  word  "  three," 
and  inserting  the  word  "  four." 

Mk.  HOWES  moved  an  Amendment 
having  the  effect  of  reducing  the  duty 
upon  carriages  of  lose  than  four  wheek 
to  I0(.  Gd.  By  hie  Amendment  he 
wished  to  save  a  small  kind  of  pony 
carriage,  on  which  the  present  tax  was 
10s.,  ^m  the  additional  burden  proposed 
by  the  ChancsUor  of  the  Exohequer. 
The  right  hon.  Gentleman's  propoaal 
would  make  the  tax  on  this  class  of  car- 
riages 16«.,  whereas  he  had  reduced  the 
tax  on  the  highest  class  of  carriages 
from  £3  10<f.  t«  £2  2«.  The  Amend, 
ment  which  he  (Mr.  Howes)  proposed 
would  probably  entoil  a  loss  to  the  Re- 
venue of  £30,000.  That  amount  was 
not  to  be  disregarded ;  but  the  adoption 
Fucount  Oahooy 


of  his  Amendment  would  remove  agreat 
deal  of  the  irritation  felt  by  the  owners 
of  this  kind  of  pony  carriage  at  the  way 
in  whioh  the  right  hon.  Gentlemans 
plan  dealt  with  them,  while  he  reduced 
the  tax  on  the  highest  class  of  carriages 
nearly  one-half. 

Amendment  proposed. 

In  line  31,  altar  the  werd  "  hnndredweight,"  to 
inurt  the  words  "nnleu  nob  ourmce  (hall  hire 
two  wbeali  onlf,  then  10(.  6^" — (Ifr.  Hmau.) 

Question  proposed,  "  That  those  words 
be  there  adaea." 

^E  CHANCELLOE  or  thb  EXCHE- 
QUER could  not  imagine  that  the  Com- 
mittee would  accede  to  this  Amendment. 
As  at  present  proposed,  every  four- 
wheeled  carriage  would  pay  £2  2«., 
being  but  a  smaU  part  of  what  that  class 
of  carriages  had  hitherto  paid,  but  still 
it  would  pay  a  considerable  tax ;  whereas 
every  Hansom  cab  would  pay  15*.,  a 
very  disproportionate  sum.  He  should 
have  been  very  glad  if,  without  pro- 
ducing inconvenience,  he  could  nave 
made  these  two  taxes  approach  each 
other  more  nearly.  But  the  effect  of  the 
Amendment  would  be  to  lower  the  tax 
on  Hansom  cabs  to  10«.  6d.  That  ar- 
rangement could  not  stand.  It  would 
necessitate  a  review  of  the  whole  ques- 
tion of  the  taxation  of  cabs  in  I«ondon. 
The  truth  was  that  there  would  be  no 
great  hardship  in  a  tax  of  Id>.  The 
Amendment  would  apply  to  every  two- 
wheeled  carriage — to  gentlemen's  dog- 
carts, to  every  gig  and  every  cab,  audi 
as  gentlemen  mi^t  drive  about  Lon- 
don. The  tax  on  horses  had  been  re- 
duced from  £1  U.  to  10*.  &d.,  and  the 
owners  of  two-wheeled  carriages  would 
profit  very  largely  by  that  reduction 
without  any  further  reduction.  The 
Amendment  would  not  only  cause  a  loss 
to  the  Revenue ;  it  would  be  a  step  in 
the  wrong  direction,  because  the  plan 
that  had  been  adopted  by  the  Committee 
had  been  rather  to  raise  low  taxes  and 
to  lessen  large  ones. 

Amendment,  by  leave,  withdrawn, 

Mr.  HOWES  moved  that  two- wheeled 
carriagee,  drawn  by  ponies  under  thirteen 
hands  high,  should  be  chargeable  with 
the  duty  of  10«.  6rf. 

Amendment  proposed, 

In  line  31,  ifter  tha  word  "handTodweight,"  la 
inicTt  tha  wordi  "  euruni  with  two  wheel* 
drawn  b;  poole*  nnder  tmrteen  hmds,  XOt." — 
{MT.BviMt.) 
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The  CHAJTOELLOE  op 
QUEB  objected  to  the  Amendment,  on 
the  ground  that  it  would  add  another 
ooliunn  to  the  aooounts,  which  it  was  the 
desire  of  the  Gtoveroment  to  simplify. 
He  did  not  feel  called  upon  to  encourage 
the  practice  of  driving  small  ponies. 
More  accidents  oooiirred  to  pony  car- 
riages than  to  any  other  description  of 
vehicle,  and,  besides,  that  there  was  a 
certain  amount  of  cruelty  in  m airing  an 
animal  that  eat  but  htUe  do  the  work 
that  ouK^t  to  be  performed  by  a  horse. 

Mk.  hunt  said,  he  had  not  so  much 
morbid  sympathy  for  small  ponies  as  for 
the  owners  of  them.  There  were  certain 
persons  exercising  the  profession  of  oos- 
t«rmong«rs,  who  were  very  hardworked 
and  a  veiy  usefiil  class  of  the  community, 
who  were  only  able  to  drive  small  ponies. 
It  would  be  very  hard  upon  them  if  they 
had  to  pay  15g.  for  their  carte. 

Ito  CHANCELLOE  of  the  EXOHE- 
OXJJEiE  said,  it  must  be  rem«ubered  that 
oostermongers  had  not  to  pay  the  taxes 
which  were  paid  by  persons  who  sold 
the  same  goods  in  shops. 

Question,  "  That  those  words  be  there 
added,"  put,  and  TUffatired. 

Ub.  CBAELEY  hoped  that,  during 
th«  Eecess,  the  Chancellor  of  the  Exche- 

Suer  would  give  his  attention  to  the 
[emorial  which  he  had  presented  to  him 
on  behalf  of  a  large  body  of  cabmen, 
in  public  meeting  assembled,  at  the 
Cabinet  Theatre,  Gray's  Inn  Eoad,  who, 
while  very  thankful  to  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  for  the  proposed  reduction  of 
taxation,  objected  to  me  assimilation  of 
the  duties  paid  by  seven-day  cabmen 
and  six-day  cabmen.  Since  the  time  that 
the  two  scales  were  adopted  the  number 
of  the  six-day  cabs  had  iucreaesd  in 
much  CTeater  proportion  than  the  seven- 
day  ca^s,  which  had  fluctuated :  thuB, 
in  1863,  there  were  only  1,867  six-day 
cabs ;  in  1868,  2,356.  During  the  same 
period  the  seven-day  cabs  decreased 
from  3,720  to  3,470.  The  rix-day  cab- 
men were,  as  a  rule,  a  more  civil  class 
of  men  than  the  seven-day  cabmen.  As 
the  comfort  of  hon.  Members  largely 
depended  on  the  civility  of  cabmen,  he 
might  mention  that  the  six-day_  cabs 
were  all  numbered  on  the  plate  in  the 
rear,  "10,000,"  and  upwards  —  five 
figures.  The  seven-day  cabs  never  had 
more  than  four  figures — &om  1  to  4,000. 
The  memorialists  thought  that  a  reduc- 
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tion  of  one-seventh  ought  still  to  be 
made  in  favour  of  the  six-day  cabmen. 

ME.TANCEasked,  whether  the  Chan- 
cellor of  the  Exchequer  would  carry  out 
the  promise  he  had  .made  here  in  respect 
of  the  duty  on  hackney  carria^s  in 
Dublin? 

The  CHAKCELLOE  of  the  EXCHE- 
QUER said,  it  would  be  carried  out  in 
the  Bill. 

Mb.  WELBT  moved  an  Amendment 
to  exempt  brood  mares  from  duty.  They 
were  very  useful  animals. 


prcmoaed,  in  line  86,  after 
the  word  "riding,"  to  insert  the  words 
"or  a  mare  kept  solely  for  breeding 
purposes." — {Mr.  Welhy.) 

Tee  chancellor  of  the  EXCHE- 
QUEE  agreed  with  the  hon.  Gentleman 
that  brood  mares  were  very  use^  ani- 
mals ;  and,  consequently,  he  thought 
they  oi^ht  not  to  be  exempted  from  the 
dufy  paid  for  horses  and  for  other  mares. 

Question,  "  That  those  words  be  there 
inserted,"  put,  and  negatived. 

Mb.  hunt  suggested  to  the  Chan- 
cellor of  the  Exchequer  that  it  would 
not  be  advisable  to  have  two  scales  of 
duty  for  armorial  bearings,  li  the  Pre- 
sident of  the  Board  of  Trade  were  pre- 
sent, probably  he  would  say  "  armorial 
rubbi^,"  as  on  a  former  occasion  he 
had  said  "  ecvleuaetical  rubbish."  This 
was  a  poor  man's  question.  The  S.2  2«. 
duty  would  press  heavily  on  the  owners 
of  little  pony  carriages  who  had  had  their 
crest  pamted  on  the  panel,  forthey  must 
either  go  to  the  expense  of  having  it 
painted  out  or  pay  the  duty. 

Amendment  proposed,  inline  39,  after 
the  word  "called,  to  leave  out  to  the 
word  "used,"  inclusive. — {Mr.  MwU.) 

Aduibal  ER8KENE  concurred  with 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  {Mr.  Hunt)  in 
thinking  that  the  new  arrangement  would 
press  heavily  on  the  owners  of  the  hum- 
bler styles  of  vehicle. 

The  CHAKCELLOE  of  the  EXCHE- 
QUEE  said,  he  could  conceive  nothing 
more  absurd  than  the  present  system,  by 
wMch  a  person  with  armorial  bearings 
on  his  ring  or  seal  paid  13«.  2d.,  but  if 
he  had  a  carriage  drawn  by  two  horses, 
for  which  he  paid  £3  10(.  to  the  Btat«, 
he  had  to  pay  £2  VZ».  2d.,  instead  of 
I3«.  2d.,  and  that,  too,  whether  he  put 
his  armorial  bearings  on  hie  panel  w 
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not.  His  proposal,  which  the  ri^ht  hon. 
Gendeman  appeared  to  think  so  absurd, 
was  that  a  person  iising  armorial  bear- 
ings should  pay  f  1  1».  and  if  he  placed 
them  on  the  panels  of  his  carriage  he 
ehould  piy  another  £l  It.  in  addition. 

Mb.  ^TTNT,  though  concurring  ii 
the  r^ht  hon.  Gentleman's  opinion  as 
to  the  absurdity  of  the  present  system, 
thought  it  was  also  absiud  that  a  mail 
vho  [4aced  hie  armorial  bearings  on  the 
harness  of  his  carria^  should  pay 
£l  It.,  but  if  he  placed  it  on  the  pa — ' 
of  his  carriE^e,  where  it  would  not 
more  displayed,  should  have  to  pay 
£2  2*.  instead. 

Me.  NEVILLE-GKENTILLB  thought 
it  a  still  greater  absurdity  that  the 
thirteen-an£twopenny  man  should  have 
to  pay  £l  It. 

Mb.  DALGUSH  objected  altogettier 
to  the  taxation  of  armorial  bearing^  ; 
he  had  made  what  little  he  possessed  by 
calico  printing,  and  he  did  not  see  why 
he  should  not  be  allowed  to  emblazon 
a  calico  printing  machine  on  hia  carriage. 
Why  should  he  be  taxed  for  it?  He 
objected  to  armorial  bearings  being 
taxed,  because  he  thought  that  every 
man  had  a  right  to  develop  his  little 
ideas  on  his  harness. 

Queition,  "That  the  words  proposed 
to  be  left  out  stand  part  of  the  proposed 
Resolution,"  put,  and  agreed  to. 

Mb.  Alderman  W.  LAWEENCE 
thought  the  proposal  would  oftentimes 
press  heavily  upon  persons  of  limited 
meena  and  upon  widows  rednced  in  cir- 
cumstances by  the  death  of  their  hus- 
bands, if  they  were  compelled  to  pay 
£1  It.  per  annum,  because  they  desired 
to  retain  some  seal  or  spoon  npon  which 
there  was  an  armorial  bearing.  He, 
therefore,  moved  the  insertion  of  words 
which  would  exempt  &om  the  payment 
of  this  tax  those  persons  who  did  not 
contribute  to  the  Bevenue  on  account  of 
their  keeping  a  male  Borvant,  a  horse,  or 
a  carriage. 

Amendment  proposed,  in  Uhp  42,  after 
the  word  "  used,  to  insert  the  "irords 
"  by  any  person  keeping  a  male  servant, 
or  a  horae,  or  a  camagi*." — {3fr.  Alder- 
man Lawrence.) 

Tbe  CHANOELLOR  of  the  EXCHE- 
QUER presumed  that  it  would  be  im- 
possible to  get  through  a  discussion  on 
our  taxes  without  the  irrepressible  widow 
The  Chanttllor  eftke  Sxchequir 
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being  brought  forward.  He  would 
call  the  hon.  Gentleman's  attention  to 
the  fact  that  the  tax  was  only  to  be 
paid  in  case  the  Brticles  were  "used" 
or  "worn;"  and  that  if  they  were 
merely  kept  their  owners  would  not  be 
liable. 

Mb.  M'ARTHUB  hoped  itt&t  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  would  accede  to 
the  Amendment.  He  himself  knew 
several  widows  and  persons  in  reduced 
circumstances  who  had  plate  left  to 
them,  and  who  would  feel  the  tax  and 
the  visit  of  the  Excise  officer  severely. 

Question,  "That  those  words  he  there 
inserted,"  put,  and  negatived. 

Resolution,  as  amended,  ogrMd  to. 

House  risumed. 

R&.eommitted  Resolution,  as  amended, 
and  the  other  Resolution,  to  be  reported 
upon  Thwday  27th  May ; 

Oommittee  to  mt  again  upon  Friday 
28th  May. 

CONTAGIOUS   DISEASES  ACT  (1866). 
UOIIOIf  FOB  A  SELBCT  COUUIinXE. 

Mr.  BRTJCE,  in  moving  for  a  Select 
Committee  to  inqnire  into  the  working 
of  tlie  Contagious  Diseaees  Act,  1866, 
and  to  consider  whether,  and  how  tax, 
and  under  what  conditions,  it  may  be 
expedient  to  extend  its  operations,  said, 
the  Lords*  Committee  had  recommended 
t^t  the  Act  ehould  be  extended  to 
eleven  move  militai^  stations,  and 
several  towns  had  applied  to  have  the 
Act  extended  to  those  localities.  The 
Government  thought  the  principle  of 
the  Bill  should  not  be  extended  without 
consideration,  and  they,  therefore,  pro- 
posed that  the  meaeuie  should  be  sub- 
mitted to  the  oonsiderataon  of  a  Com- 
mittee. 

Mb-  AOTFORD  said,  that  on  the  25th 
of  February  the  Government  were  asked 
in  the  other  House,  what  were  the  intea- 
tiona  of  the  Government  on  the  questaon, 
and  the  reply  was  that  the  Government 
would  bring  in  a  Bill.  Relying  on  this, 
those  opposed  to  the  meaenre  took  no 
action,  and  now,  on  the  eve  of  Whitsun- 
tide, the  House  was  adjourning,  and  no 
Committee  could  sit  till  the  month  of 
June.  The  Government  ehould  at  least 
have  taken  some  notice  of  a  memorial 
signed  by  physicians  and  doeton,  and, 
cmdoreed  by  ths  headnof  CoU^ea  at 
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Oxford  and  Ciunbrid^,  i  and  tbs  Vice 
ChanDellora  of  tho  Uni'veraitieB.  He 
hoped,  hovever,  that  tlie  meaBure  would 
be  passed. 

Colonel  NOItTH  also  expressed  a 
hope  that  the  GtJTermnent  would  pro- 
ceed earnestly  ia  the  matter,  which  vas 
of  the  deepest  importance  to  the  troops, 
if  not  to  the  community  generally. 

Motion  agretd  to. 

Select  Comraitteo  ojrpvinltd,  "  In  inqoire  inlo 
the  working  of  the  Contsgloul  Dlnasel  Act,  1S6S, 
knd  to  ooniidar  wIiMlrer,  nad  bow  f>r,  abd  imder 
what  conditioDi,  it  ma;  bo  ramdieot  to  extond 
ita  operation."— (ifr.  Sterelary  Broee.) 

And,  on  Jane  8,  Committee  nominoled  aa 
ibllowa: — Mr,  CHtutiw.  Kr  Jobb  PuunatoN, 
Captain  Vitiui.  Uarqaen  of  Huoliq*,  Mr. 
Donald  Duaiupu,  Mr.  Pihct  Wimdbih,  Mr. 
KuofAKV,  Mr.  CoLLiM,  Sir  Jdbh  SnttoM,  Mr. 
JLaiiaa  Lowtbib,  Mr.  Eaibbowk,  Lord  Evitica 
CiciL,  Lord  CiiiRLia  Bruce,  Sir  Juiai  Elfbin- 
■T09I.  Mr.  MaBPBT,  Mr.  TirpiHa,  Dr.  Bsiwaa, 
Mr.  Utu.1,  Captaia  GKoannoB,  Sir  Joaa  Tti- 
i.AwaT,  and  Mr.  Mittobd  : — Power  to  aeod  for 
panoni,  pap«n,  and  records ;  File  to  be  the 
qaonun. 

ffSULLlVAR'S    DISABILITY    BILL 

(EXPENSES  OF  OOUNSEL,  Ae). 

UOnON  iFOn  KBTUSirS. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  jmipoaBd, 
"  That  (bore  be  laid  before  t)ri«  Hotne  BMnnu, 
aBatlng  the  total  aoiooDt  of  the  expeDwa  Jncnraed 
bj  H«r  Majutjr'i  Govtmuent  for  (he  pajroent  of 
Counsel,  and  for  the  attendance  of  lYitaeaaea  and 
other  periona  on  the  occasion  of  the  different 
ttaKee  of  the  Bill  for  dinbling  Mr.  Dknlel 
tfSutliTOn  ftom  balding  the  oBloe  of  Majror  of 
OoA,  or  aaj  oihar  offleo  or  dignity  in  Ireland : 
And,  itating  from  what  particular  louraa  uob 
eipuieaare  tobe  delVsjed." — [SiTpp-c^BurrtU.) 

Motion,  by  leave,  wiiidtvum. 

WHITSUNlllDE  HOLTDATS. 

Mk.  GLADfflONE  morod.  That  the 
House,  at  its  rising,  do  adjourn  UUtO 
Thursday  the  27th  inet. 

■Lord  EM^HO  called  the  attention  of 
flie  Home  Secretary  to  tho  necessity, 
when  three  or  four  regiment'^  of  Voftm- 
teers  were  brought  together  for  exercise 
in  the  parks,  of  haTing  some  five,  ^, 
or  eight  mounted  policemen,  in  order  to 
indicate  to  the  people  the  line  of  domar- 
cation  that  wmdd  be  required. 

Mb.  BBUCE  said,  he  yrmlA  take  the 
subject  into  conaderation,  and  see  what 
arrangement  could  be  made. 

MotioD  agretd  to. 

House  at  rising',  to  adjourn  till 
Thursday  27th  May. 
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POOR  LAW  TTKION  LOAHB  BILL. 

On  Motion  of  Mr.  Cu'dliib,  Bill  to  amend 
the  Law  relating  to  the  wpajment  of  Loan*  to 
Poor  La«  ITnioni,  onfererf  to  bo  brought  in  bjr 
Mr.  CaHtttliB,  Hr.  Uibbbbt,  and  Mr,  Dillwtii. 

BillpraiMtfd,  and  read  the  flrit  time.  [Bill  13B.] 


SALMON  FISHERIES  LAW  AHENDUENT  BILL. 
On  Motion  of  Ur.  KKAioBBin,L-lIoei»»(,  Bill 

to  amend  the  Lawi  relating  to  Salmon  Fiaheriai 

in  England,  ordared  to  be  brooght  in  bj  Mr. 

Ki(ATCHBiii:.ii-BuBiiaaN  and  Mr.  Secretar;  Bbcci. 

Bill}>re»nt;<',  and  read  the  firat  time.  [BiUlSO.] 


PETHOLEUM    BILL. 

On  Motion  of  Mr.  KnATOBBDu-UnoiMiN,  BUI 

for  the  safe  keeping  of  Petroleum  and  other  anb- 

•tanaes  of  a  like  nature,  ordered  to  be  bronght  in 

by  Ur.  KBaTcaaoLL-HDctttiK  and  Mr.  Seoretarf 

Bill  prttenltd,  and  read  the  first  time.  [Bill  131.] 


TRADE  HARKS  KEOISTKATION   BILL. 
Comidertd  in  Committee. 

(In  the  Committee.) 

iUtolved,  iniat  the   Chairman  be  direoM  to 

more  the  House,  that  leare  be  glTsn  to  bring  in  * 

Bill  to  proTids  for  the  Tolootarr  Registration  of 

Trade  Marks. 

RMolniioo   reported  :  —  Bill   onUrfd   to    be 
brought  in  bj  Mr.  Sdaw  Lbtbtrb  and  Mr.  Jon 

Bi]i prtteaUd,  and  read  the  Brtt  time.  [Bill  126.] 


WlTNESBffia   (hODSE  OF  COMMOSs)  BILL. 

On  Motion  of  Sir  Jobh  Es>oasB,  Bill  to  enable 

tbe  House  of  Commons  to  examine  witnesses  on 

oath,  ordered  to  b«  brought  in  bj  Sir  Jobh  Es- 

uoifDi  and  Mr.  Bohhah-Cibtib. 

VOypreniiUd,  and  read  the  first  time.  [Bill  129.] 


TrrLES  OF  REUOIOtrg  CONGREOATIOKS  ACT 
ElTENBIOW  BILL. 

On  Motion  of  Mr.  Hkahlau,  Bill  to  extend  to 
Burial  Grounds,  the  prorisions  of  the  Act  of  tho 
thirteenth  and  fourteenth  jeara  of  Ber  present 
Hajsstf,  chapter  twentj-ei^t,  intituled  "  An  Aot 
to  render  more  simple  and  effectual  the  Titlei  bf 
which  Congregations  and  Sooietiei,  for  purposes 
of  religious  wcrahip  or  eduoation  in  England  and 
Ireland,  hold  propertf  (or  such  parpotet,  ordered 
to  be  brought  in  bj  Mr.  Hiaulam  and  Mr.  Pbasb. 

Bill  preiented,  and  read  the  first  time.  [Bill  1ST.] 

Boose  adjourned  at  a  quarter 
after  One  o'clock,  till 
Tburadar  2Ttb  Ma;. 
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HOUSE    OF    COMMONS, 
ITutrtiay,  21th  May,  1869. 

HINVTES.]— ViTi   An  Hiim— AMoIntfoiw 

[Ha;  13]  reporttd. 
Pdbuo  BiLia— Second  Beading — Eleotlan  Cont- 

miuioners    (EzpeoieB)  *    [109]  ;     Diplomatio 

S»1ariBi,4c,"[H8]i  Conntf  Corooer**  [7(]. 

Conmitttt — Report — Customs  and  lolanil  RfiTenne 
Dntiei  [eS-132]  ;  Ciril  Offima  (PeniloDa) 
[43-133];  Baerhouset,  in.  (re-eamm.)*  [116]. 

Contidertd  at  amended — Evidence  Amendment* 

m]. 

Wtihdraum — RepreaentatiTO  Peera  (Sootland  and 
Ireland)*  [41],-  Countj  CwirU"  [9];  Water 
Sopplj"  [83]. 

COSTS  OF  PROSECUTIONS^QUESTION. 

Mr.  hunt  said,  he  would  beg  to 
ask  Mr.  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer, 
Whether  it  would  not  be  desirable  to  put 
an  end  to  the  B^stem  of  examining  the 
itema  of  the  costs  of  prosecutions  in  in- 
dictable cases  by  Imperial  officers  pre- 
vious to  payment  by  the  Treasury,  and 
to  Hubatituto  a  payment  to  the  local  trea- 
surers in  respect  of  such  cost  of  a  com- 
mutation sum  for  each  indictable  offence, 
either  on  a  general  averse,  or  an  average 
of  classes  of  offences,  on  tJie  same  prin- 
ciple that  has  been  adopted  in  the  case  of 
proeecutionB  under  the  Criminal  Justice 
Act  and  Juvenile  OfiTendere  Act  ? 

The  chancellor  of  the  EXCHE- 
QUER, in  reply,  said,  he  had  referred 
the  subject  to  tlie  examiners  of  criminal 
law  accounts,  and  he  was  sorry  to  have  to 
state  that,  on  the  best  consideration  he 
could  give  to  it,  he  did  not  think  he  could 
comp^  with  the  suggestion  of  the  right 
hon.  GenUeman.  The  right  bon.  Gen- 
tleman thoi^ht  they  might  take  either  a 
general  average  in  those  cases,  or  an 
average  founded  on  particular  classes  of 
crimes.  He  did  not,  however,  see  how 
the  proposed  change  could  be  made ;  be- 
cause in  different  counties  there  was  not 
only  a  different  number  of  crimes,  but 
the  crimes  were  different  in  quality, 
atrocity,  and  expensiveneas.  For  in- 
stance, in  Esses  the  prosecutions  coat  on 
an  average  £8  each ;  in  Berkshire  they 
cost  £9 ;  in  Cheshire  they  cost  £14 ;  and 
in  Lancashire  they  cost  £23  each.  It 
would,  therefore,  be  impossible  to  make 
up  a  satisfactory  average  out  of  these 
figurea,  because  no  compensation  could 
be  given  for  the  larger  outlay  in  Lanca- 
shire as  compared  with  Essex  or  Berk- 


shire. Then,  again,  if  an  attempt  w^^ 
made  to  adopt  an  average  based  upon 
particular  crimes,  it  would  be  found  that 
those  crimes  differed  materially  in  their 
accompanying  circumstances,  and  that 
while  one  waa  of  a  perfectly  simple  cha- 
racter, another  involved  a  variety  of 
more  or  less  conflicting  consideratioDS, 
and  could  only  be  proved  or  disproved 
by  a  mass  of  circumstantial  evidence. 
The  expense  of  examining  those  accounts 
was  £3,500  a  year,  and  the  work  waa, 
he  believed,  very  satisfactorily  performed. 
He  should  certainly  be  glad  to  save  tha 
country  that  outlay,  but  he  did  not  see 
his  way  to  the  attainment  of  that  object. 

CDSTOHS  AND  INLAND  RETEKUE 

DDTIES   BILL— [Bill  86.] -COMMITTEE. 

(Jfr.  Dodton,  Mr.  CAonmUot  o/  A»  Eadktqmir, 

Mr.  Ayrtati.) 

Order  for  Committee  read. 

Mb.  hunt  said,  they  had  previously 
had  no  opportunity  of  considering  that 
important  measure,  and  they  had  then 
to  discuss  it  at  a  comparatively  late  period 

the  Session.  The  delay  hod  no  doubt 
been  unavoidable  in  consequence  of  the 
state  of  the  Public  Business,  and  he  had 
no  reproach  to  address  to  the  Govern- 
ment upon  that  point.  They  had  already 
discussed  certain  portaons  of  the  finan- 
cial proposal  of  Qie  Chancellor  of  the 
Exchequer  in  Committee  of  Ways  and 
Means ;  but  he  hoped  the  House  would 
then  allow  him  to  enter  into  an  examina- 
tion of  the  general  plan  of  the  riritt 
hon.  Gentleman,  as  far  as  it  r^aided 
the  time  for  the  coUection  of  the  taxes, 
the  effect  which  it  would  have  on  the 
payments  into  the  Exchequer  and  out  of 
the  Exchequer,  the  means  which  it 
would  leave  at  the  disposal  of  the  Go- 
vernment for,  meeting  the  demands  of 
the  public  service,  and  the  influence 
which  it  would  probably  exercise  on  the 
state  of  the  money  market.  The  scheme 
of  the  right  hon.'  Gentleman  was,  no 
doubt,  in  many  respects  popular,  because 
it  proposed  very  great  remissions  of  tax- 
ation ;  and  he  (Mr.  Hunt)  was  not  pre- 
pared to  complain  of  the  particular  ar- 
ticles which  had  been  selected  for  those 
remissions,  because  he  believed  that, 
assuming  the  necessaty  fimds  were  avail- 
able, that  selection  was  exceedingly  judi- 
cious. Those  remissions  amounted  in 
the  whole  to  £3,480,000,  of  which  sum 
there  would  fae  gained  in  the  present 
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yeu-  £2,940,000.  The  right  hon.  Oen- 
tieman  commenced  his  Financial  State- 
ment bj  informing  them  that  the  ex- 
penoas  of  the  AbysBiniaa  War  wonld 
swallow  up  the  whole  of  the  suipluB, 
with  the  exception  of  a  small  sum  of 
£30,000,  and,  of  course,  under  ordiDar; 
droumstauoes,  the  right  hon.  0«atlemaa 
would  have  no  remission  of  taxation  to 
propose.  But  he  was  not  content  with 
BO  uDsatiBfactoiy  an  announcement,  and 
he  proceeded  to  show  them  how  in- 
geniously he  could  make  a  surplus  out 
of  nothing,  and  how  he  could  diminish 
the  taxation  of  the  year  by  a  sum  of 
£2,940,000.  It  was  obrious,  however, 
that  if  that  remission  of  taxation  were 
made,  a  proportionate  sum  of  money 
must  be  found  somehow.  For  that  pur- 
pose the  right  hon.  Gentleman  proposed 
to  alter  the  time  at  which  the  payments 
were  to  be  made  under  SchediDes  A,  B, 
and  D  of  the  income  tax,  as  well  as  for 
the  land  tax,  the  house  duty,  and  the 
license  duties.  Now,  what  would  be  the 
efiEbct  of  that  proposal  as  far  as  the  in- 
come tax  was  concerned  F  The  right 
hon.  Qontleman,  in  point  of  fact,  called, 
not  upon  all  income  tax-payers,  but  upon 
certam  classes  of  income  tax  payers,  to 
pay  the  charge  for  five  quarters  within 
the  year.  Tie  postponed  the  payment  of 
the  income  tax  untU  the  January  quar- 
ter, and  then  he  accelerated  the  payment 
which  had  hitherto  been  made  in  April, 
and  provided  that  the  whole  sum  should 
be  payable  in  the  January  quarter.  Fer- 
Bons  contributing  to  the  income  tax 
under  Schedules  A,  B,  and  D  would  thus 
have  to  pay  for  five  quarters  within  the 
year ;  and  the  total  charge  to  which  they 
would  become  liable  during  the  twelve 
manthB  would  be  G^d.  in  the  pound ;  that 
WAS  to  say  5d.  for  the  year  it«elf,  and 
l^d.  for  Uie  quarter  of  the  preceding 
year.  The  ri^t  hon.  Gentleman  might 
say  that,  although  that  simi  would  be 
paid  within  the  year,  it  would  not  be 
paid  in  respect  of  the  year.  That  was, 
no  doubt,  true,  but  the  payment  would 
still  be  made  within  the  year ;  and  an 
additional  charge  would  thus  have  to  be 
met.  But  there  was  to  be  an  inequality 
between  different  classes  of  income  tax 
payers,  because  those  who  paid  imder 
Schedules  C  and  E  would  have  to  pay 
during  the  year  only  for  four  quarters ; 
and  it  appeared  to  him  (Mr.  Hunt)  that 
that  would  not  be  a  perfectly  £ur  mode 
of  proceeding.     He  should  next  eudea- 
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vour  to  ahow  that  the  time  in  which  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  proposed  to  ooUeot 
the  taxee  would  render  t£em  peculiarly 
burdensome.  The  hon.  Gentleman  the 
Secretary  to  the  Treasuiy  had  moved  for 
a  Eetum  which  showed  at  what  time  of 
the  year  these  taxes  would  be  payable. 
In  the  month  of  January,  1870,  people 
would  have  to  pay  the  income  tax  for  the 
whole  of  Uie  financial  year,  as  well  as  the 
land  tax,  the  house  duty,  and  the  Ucense 
duties ;  and  when  the  April  quarter  came 
they  would  be  called  upon  to  pay  up  a 
second  moiety  of  the  assessed  taxes  lor 
the  year  1868-9.  The  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man stated  that  by  the  proposed  altera- 
tion in  the  time  of  collecting  the  taxes 
a  saving  of  £100,000  would  be  effected. 
No  doubt,  a  great  saving  would  result, 
and  as  he  had  no  means  of  testing  the 
accuracy  of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman's 
figures,  he  would  assume  it  at  the  sum 
stated.  But  he  could  not  help  appre- 
hending that  tlie  inconvenience  and  pres- 
sure which  would  be  created  by  maidng 
such  a  demand  on  the  tax-payer  in  one 
quarter  of  the  year  might  counterbalance 
the  advantage  of  that  saving  of  £  1 00, 000. 
No  doubt,  too,  the  principle  of  collect- 
ing the  whole  of  a  tas  at  one  time  was 
a  good  one ;  but  the  really  sound  prin- 
ci^e  on  which  to  act  was,  in  hie  belief^ 
to  collect  the  taxes  in  the  mode  and  at 
the  time  which  would  be  most  conve- 
nient to  the  tax-payer.  But  the  proposal 
of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  seriously 
offeuded  against  this  wholesome  canon. 
He  should  be  glad  te  know  whether  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman,  in  making  his 
calculations,  had  taken  into  account  the 
defalcation  which  might  arise  from  the 
fact  that  many  persons  would  perhaps 
find  themselves  unable  to  meet  the  heavy 
dranand  which  he  made  upon  them.  It 
was  well  known  that  householders  in 
general  were  never  more  pressed  for 
money  than  when  they  had  to  pay  their 
Christmas  bills,  and  that  was  the  period 
which  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  had 
selected  for  overwhelming  them  by  call- 
ing upon  them  to  make  that  unusual 
contribution  to  the  public  Exchequer. 
Ha  (Mr.  Hunt)  would  next  deal  with 
the  second  part  of  the  subject — namely, 
the  effect  of  the  scheme  on  tho  Exche- 
quer balances.  When  this  subject  was 
before  the  House  on  a  previous  occa- 
sion he  had  called  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman's attention  to  the  inconvenience 
which  would  be  caused  by  leaving  th« 
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Exchequer  diy  at  eome  periods  of  tiie  |  £1,000,000,  vlien 

yiearaiid  haTinv  it  full  at  others.    The   '    '  ""  -""  "■ 

right  hoa.  GenUem&ii  had  granted  him 
a  Setom  on  this  point  {Parliamentary 
Paper  164).  The  Retam,  as  granted 
by  the  right  hon.  Gentleman,  vae 
not,  however,  in  the  shape  in  which 
he  had  asked  for  it.  Had 
granted  in  the  form  in  which  he  had 
asked  for  it,  it  would,  he  believed, 
hare  made  the  defects  of  Uie  right 
hon.  Gentleman's  plan  more  apparent, 
because  by  taking  the  arerage  of  seven 
instead  of  three  years,  as  the  risht  hon. 
Gentleman  had  done,  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  obtained  a  great  advaoitage, 
for  until  the  Abyseinian  War  occurred 
the  balances  in  the  Exchequer  were 
greater  than  at  present  On  that  ac- 
count he  believ^  the  average  of  the 
last  three  years  would  hare  shown  a 
more  unfaTOurable  result.  According 
to  this  Betum  the  average  amount  of 
the  balances  at  the  close  of  the  different 
quarters  during  the  last  seven  years  was 
on  the  30th  of  June,  £6,190,443  ;  on  the 
30th  of  September,  £4,140,674  ;  on  the 
3lBt  of  December,  £5.708,366;  and  on 
the  3lBt  of  March,  £6.420,268.  By  the 
proposed  change  the  bsJance  on  the  30th 
of  June  would  be  reduced  by  £1,860,000; 
on  the  30th  of  September,  £2,450,000  ; 
and  on  the  31st  of  December,  £4,620,000, 
while  there  would  be  no  effect  on  the 
fourth  quarter  in  ordinary  years,  al- 
though a  material  effect  wotdd  be  pro- 
duced during  the  present  year  in  conse- 
quence of  the  payments  of  different 
taxes  being  made  into  the  Exchequer  at 
different  times.  But  he  wished  particu- 
larly to  call  attention  to  the  stat«  of  the 
balance  in  the  Exchequer  on  the  31st  of 
December,  which  according  to  that  Re- 
turn would  only  just  be  over  £1,000,000. 
The  House  would  recollect  that  the 
charges  to  be  then  met  would  not  be 
altered  by  the  scheme  of  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman.  He  found  that  in  the  two 
quarters  following  the  Decembw  quarter, 
when  the  balance  would  be  so  greatly 
reduced,  there  would  have  to  be  paid, 
for  interest  to  the  public  creditor  and 
other  chaises  on  the  Consolidated  Fund, 
asum,  in  ronnd  numbers,  of  £7,500,000, 
while  in  the  two  subsequent  quarters 
there  would  have  to  be  paid  £6,500,000 ; 
so  that,  according  to  the  financial  soheme 
submitted  to  the  House,  &b  right  hon. 
Gentleman  proposed  to  wind  up  the 
December  quarter  with  a  balance  of 
Mr.  Sunt  ' 


Semtue  DutUt  Ml.         816 
had  to  make  a  pay- 


ment of  £7,500,000  out  of  the  EMhe- 
quer.  He  (Mr.  Hunt)  could  not  bttt 
think  that  such  an  arrangement  would 
be  attended  with  considerable  inconve- 
nience to  some  future  Chancellor  of  the 
Exchequer,  for  he  really  could  hardly 
suppose  that  the  ri^t  hon.  Gentleman, 
after  such  a  propoeaJ,  expected  to  renudn 
in  OfSoe  for  another  year.  The  Exche- 
quer would  thus  be  left  so  dry  that  it 
would  be  necessary  to  borrow  money 
from  the  Bank  of  England  or  some  other 
quarter  to  pay  nearly  the  whole  of  the 
sum  due  to  the  public  creditor  ;  and  that 
was  a  state  of  things  which  it  would  be 
impossible  to  justify.  If  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  should  have  to  borrow  to 
that  extent,  might  not  the  interest  on 
the  Toan  absorb  a  great  portion  of  the 
saving  he  expected  to  e^ct  in  the  cost 
of  collection  r  He  might  tbinlf  he  conM 
borrow  at  a  low  rate  of  interest;  but 
when  the  sum  was  so  very  lei^,  and  the 
resources  of  the  Bank  of  England  were 
to  be  diminished  by  the  operations  of 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  himself,  he 
might  find  that  the  sum  he  had  to  pay 
in  the  shape  of  interest  was  very  con- 
siderable indeed.  In  the  year  1844  a 
financial  operation  was  proposed  by  Mr. 
Goulbum,  the  Chancellor  of  the  Exche- 
quer in  Sir  Robert  Feel's  last  Adminis- 
tration, which  was  the  very  reverse  of 
the  scheme  at  present  put  forward  by 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman.  Mr.  Goulbum 
in  that  year  proposed  a  change  in  the 
time  at  which  the  dividends  in  the  publio 
funds  were  to  be  paid,  and  he  did  so  for 
the  express  purpose  that  the  paymeots 
into  the  Exchequer  and  out  of  me  Ex- 
chequer should  correspond  in  point  of 
time.  The  payments  that  hadprevioosly 
been  made  in  January  and  July,  as  com- 
pared with  April  and  October,  were  in 
the  proportion  of  five  to  two.  That  ar- 
rangement was  found  very  inconvenient, 
and  means  were  taken  to  alter  it  and  to 
equalize  the  payment  of  the  dividends 
as  nearly  as  possible  in  the  different 
quarters  of  the  year.  That  measure 
had  answered  its  purpose  ;  but  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  at  present  proposeu  to 
reverse  that  policy.  He  did  not  say  he 
would  alter  we  time  for  the  payment  of 
the  dividends ;  but  he  sought  to  alter 
the  time  for  making  the  payments  into 
the  Exchequer,  out  of  which  the  amount 
of  the  dividends  was  to  come,  and  that 
was  a  matter  which  deserved  the  seiioua 
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coDrideratioD  of  the  House.  Hub  sril 
BOf^  to  a  great  extent  have  been 
avoided  without  sacrificing  the  m^ 
part  of  the  plan  of  the  right  hon.  Oeo- 
tlemaQ.  He  mig^t  etiO  hare  collected 
«ach  tax  at  one  period  of  the  jear ;  but 
there  was  not  the  eU^test  necessity  for 
him  acciunulating  the  payment  of  all 
thm»  taxes  in  one  quarter.  He  might 
have  made  the  income  tax  payable  in 
the  January  quarter,  and  the  land  tax, 
honee  duty,  and  asaeased  taxes  payable 
in  the  July  quarter ;  or  'he  might  have 
made  other  arrangements  by  which  the 
money  ahoold  hare  been  drawn  into  the 
Sicheqaer  at  two  diiferent  periods  of 
the  year.  If  he  had  done  so,  he  woold 
have  avoided  one  of  the  great  evils  of 
this  plan,  both  as  r^arde  inconvenience 
to  the  tax-payer  and  inconvenience  to  the 
Exohequer.  He  (Mr.  Hunt)  had  the 
other  day  allnded  to  the  effect  wfaioh'the 
pinpoeal  of  the  right  bon.  Gentleman 
m^it  be  expected  to  rn-odnee  on  the 
money  market.  He  had  endeavoured  to 
point  oat  that,  by  leaving  the  Bank 
in&out  the  usual  Government  deposits 
dnring  the  last  half-year,  and  enabling 
them  to  reap  the  benefit  of  eoonmula- 
ti»nB  in  the  January  quarter,  great  ftuc- 
tuations  might  be  eaiaed  in  Qie  rate  of 
interest,  the  Bank  being  extremely  weak 
during  one  period  of  the  year,  and  ex- 
tramay  strong  daring  another.  Having 
dwelt  upon  tbis  point  before,  be  did  not 
wish  to  go  over  the  ground  again  ;  but 
ha  could  not  help  adverting  to  a  remark 
whioh  fell  &om  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
msa.  la  answer  to  the  observations 
made,  hes^d — "  What  have  I  to  do  with 
the  money  market?  That  most  take 
core  of  itself."  Had  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  heea  Chancellor  of  the  Ex- 
chequer for  four  years  instead  of  four 
manthfl  he  wonld  scarcely  have  made 
use  of  such  a  remark.  It  was  certainly 
auTprieinif  to  hear  such  words  falling 
hma  official  lips.  The  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman must  have  forgotten  how  nracji 
his  revenue  depended  apon  the  state  of 
the  money  market,  and  how  much  his 
power  of  borrowing  depended  iipcai  it ; 
and  it  was  to  be  feared  he  would  stand 
much  in  need  of  what  he  could  borrow. 
The  right  hon.  Gentleman  might  depend 
upon  it  that  it  behoved  the  Chanoellor  of 
the  Exchequer  to  have  some  thought  fen- 
the  money  market,  for,  in  the  artificial 
state  in  which  we  Uved,  the  money 
maiket  could  not  be  left  to  take  care  of 
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itself  in  the  way  proposed.  We  were 
living  in  an  artificial  state  as  regarded 
the  relation  of  the  Bank  of  England  to 
the  money  market,  and  also  as  regarded 
the  relation  of  the  Government  to  the 
Bank  of  England,  and,  therefore,  he 
thought  the  observation  of  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  was,  to  say  the  least, 
unfortunate.  He  had  endeavoured  to 
point  out  what  he  thought  was  evil  in 
the  propoeitiona  of  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman ;  but  that  they  were  not  unal' 
loyed  with  good  he  was  free  to  admit. 
He  accepted  the  plea  for  collecting  the 
taxes  at  one  part  of  the  year  inet^id  of 
at  several,  and  he  approved  the  proposed 
change  of  assessed  taxes  into  hcense 
dutiee ;  but  we  might  have  had  all  the 
good  of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman's  pro- 
posals without  the  evil  if  he  had  not 
aocumulated  the  payment  of  all  these 
taxes  into  one  quarter  of  the  year. 

The  OHAKCELLOR  of  thb  EXCHE- 
QUER: As  no  one  wishes  to  address 
the  Honse,  I  will  briefly  reply  to  the 
observations  of  iha  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man. Before  I  do  so,  it  nmy  be  oonve- 
niant  that  I  should  make  one  announce' 
meat,  and  that  is  that,  owing  to  repre- 
sentations which  have  reached  the  Qo- 
vemment  from  many  different  quarters, 
it  is  our  intention  to  propose  an  ex^op- 
tion  with  r^ard  to  brooil  mares.  The 
right  hon.  Gentleman  began  by  saying 
we  propose  to  make  people  pay  five 
quarters  of  the  income  tax  in  the  same 
financial  year.  It  is  quite  true;  hut 
then  it  is  also  true,  if  you  drop  the 
word  '-financial,"  that  we  ahrays  made 
them  pay  five  quarters  within  die  year. 
[^"No,  no!  "]  Take  the  instance  of  the 
mcome  tax.  One  quarter  is  collected  on 
the  20th  of  April,  two  quarters  are  col- 
d  in  October,  and  one  quarter  in 
Jannary — that  makes  four  quarters — 
and  then  another  quarter,  the  first  of  the 
second  year,  is  coUeoted  on  the  2l)th  of 
April;  and  that  makes  five  quarters. 
[Ur.  HuKT :  But  that  ia  not  in  the  same 
year.]  The  gist  of  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman's charge  is  that  there  is  hardship 
in  making  the  tax-payer  pay  fivequarters, 
not  in  the  same  financial  year,  but  in  the 
same  year,  within  the  twelve  months ; 
and  so  he  always  does ;  and  if  he  does 
not  he  will  not  do  it  in  this  case.  Ton 
take  the  2Qth  of  April  in  two  successive 
years  and  count  them  both ;  by  the  same 
reckoning  you  always  pay  five  quarters, 
and  if  it  is  not  so,  you  tml  not  do  it  in 
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that,  becauBe  we  are  able  to  anticipate 
the  reaoiuces  of  the  following  year,  and 
BO  on  <n2  infinitwn.  The  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman wanted  me  to  conjecture  the 
balances  there  would  be  for  the  preoent 
year  and  to  stake  nxy  financial  echeme 
upon  that  eetimato,  and  he  says  that  I 
have  a  great  advantage  in  taking  the 
average  of  the  laet  seven  years  instead 
of  the  present  year.  But  doea  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  consider  the  state  in 
which  he  left  the  balances  7  I  tlionght 
it  much  better  to  take  the  belancea  of 
the  last  seven  years,  which  have  been 
under  different  hands  from  those  of  tlie 
right  hon.  Gentleman,  and  which,  pro- 
brtly,  afforded  a  ihirer  way  of  stating 
the  case.  I  do  not  wish  to  state  the  case 
in  my  favour ;  at  the  same  time  I  do  not 
wish  to  state  it  so  much  against  myself 
as  I  should  if  I  ai^ed  upon  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman's  figures.  He  says  we 
shall  be  in  want  of  money  and  laast 
borrow.  I  have  given  much  attention 
to  the  subject,  and,  fortified  by  very 
good  authority,  I  am  satisfied  that  there 
will  be  no  re^  difficulty.  Two  expe- 
dients have  been  sug^sted  besides  the 
ordinary  ones  of  borrowing  and  issuing 
Exchequer  bills ;  they  are  not  matured 
yet,  but  they  will  enable  us  to  do  some- 
thing towards  re-produdug  something 
like  equality  in  uie  payment  of  divi- 
dends. I  thmk  Mr.  Goulbum  was  quite 
right,  and  I  shall  be  glad  to  pursue 
equality,  unless  deterred  by  some  acci- 
dent. Now,  with  reference  to  another 
lM>int.  It  is  very  curious  we  should  be 
so  a&aid  of  borrowing  money  on  too 
e&sy  terms  that  we  are  determined  to 
enter  into  no  competition  in  the  way  of 
lending.  With  every  respect  to  the 
Bank  of  England,  it  would  be  an  im- 
provement if  we  were  to  go  oureelvea 
into  the  field.  We  are  ouraelvoa  very 
laige  bankers ;  we  receive  large  sums 
of  money,  and  I  would  eti|^est,  in  the 
next  Money  Bill  brought  befbre  the 
HouB(<,  the  propriety  of  allowing  the 
Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  to  borrow 
on  Ways  and  ISfioOB  any  temporary  de- 
ficiency from  the  trustees  for  the  pay- 
ment of  the  National  Debt  out  of  funda 
they  may  have  in  their  possession  to  in- 
vest. iJthough  I  do  not  propose  to  go 
into  detail  upon  this  matter  at  present, 
the  calculations  I  have  made  lead  me  to 
believe  that  such  an  arrangement  would 
enable  me  very  much  to  equalize  the 
quarters  at  an  expense  very  trifling  ae 
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this  case.  [Mr.  Ceawford  :  How  many 
do  you  pay  in  two  years?]  Nine,  by 
the  same  rule.  But  I  now  come  to 
sometlung  a  little  more  serious.  The 
right  hon.  Gentleman  says  that  we  op- 
press the  income  tas-payer,  and  make 
him  pay  a  quarter  more  than  he  other- 
wise would.  But  does  the  system  w€ 
propose  to  introduce  inflict  any  hard- 
ship ?  We  may  put  out  of  sight  the 
first  April  instalment,  because  that  will 
be  payable  under  either  system ;  but  at 
present  two  quarters  are  ])ayable  in  ( 
tober,  one  in  January,  and  then  one 
April.  Under  the  new  system  we  p 
pose  to  ask  for  nothing  in  October,  1 
we  take  the  whole  in  January ;  that  U 
we  give  the  tax-payer  credit  for  three 
months  on  two  quarters'  tax,  and  we 
accelerate  the  payment  of  one  quarter's, 
so  that  he  gains  by  the  change  the  in- 
terest upon  one  quarter's  tax.  With 
regard  to  land  tax  and  inhabited  house 
duty,  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  says 
there  ia  hardsiiip  in  calling  for  the  pay- 
ment of  them  m  January.  But  now 
they  are  paid  in  October,  three  montbs 
before,  and  in  April,  three  months  after. 
We  forbear  the  tbiree  months  before, 
and  accelerate  the  three  months  after,  so 
that  the  tax-payera  are  precisely  in  the 
same  position.  They  gain  forbearance 
for  three  months ;  they  lose  acceleration 
for  three  months.  As  r^arda  the  as- 
sessed taxes,  no  doubt  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  has  something  to  say.  If 
we  take  the  calendar  year,  there  will  be 
paid  £1,000,000  of  assessed  taxes  in 
new  hcense  duties,  and  there  will  be 
paid,  besides,  £600,000  of  the  old  as- 
sessed taxes  which  fall  due  in  April ;  so 
instead  of  paying,  as  they  would  under 
the  old  system,  in  the  next  financial 
year  £1,200,000,  the  payers  of  assessed 
taxes  will  be  called  on  to  pay  £1,600,000, 
and  there  is  a  losa  to  them  of  £400,000. 
That  loss,  however,  will  be  recouped  in 
this  wav — the  assessed  taxes  are  reduced 
by  £200,000,  and,  therefore,  half  of  the 
£400,000  will  be  gained  in  the  first 
year,  and  the  other  half  in  the  nest 
year,  so  that  by  the  third  year  the  loss 
will  have  been  restored  by  die  reduction 
of  taxes.  That  is  the  whole  amoimt  of 
loss  or  injmy  in  the  shape  of  ready 
money,  and  that  is  a  change  by  which  we 
shall  be  enabled  to  raise  £3,000.000  of 
money.  As  I  have  explained,  although 
we  do  anticipate  the  reeooreea  of  ue 
coining  year,  yet  we  lose  nothing  by 
l%e  Chaneellor  of  the  Exchequer 
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compared  with  that  incmred  by  borrow- 
ing from  the  Bank  of  England.  I  may 
have  to  sn^^est another  expedient,  which, 
however,  nas  not  yet  aaBumed  a  very 
definite  form.  We  are  continually  pay- 
ing large  Bume  of  money  as  instalments 
in  the  case  of  terminable  annuities  issued 
in  connection  with  the  payment  of  the 
National  Debt,  and  the  payment  of  these 
soma  ifl  distribnted  pretty  equally  all 
over  the  year.  I  think  it  quite  possible 
— indeed,  I  believe  there  is  no  substen- 
tial  reason  against  it — to  make  the  whole 
of  tjkese  paymente  in  the  two  quartera 
when  mon^  will  be  moat  abundant,  and 
tiiUB  relieve  the  two  quarters  when  it 
will  be  least  abundant.  These  two  ex- 
pedients, and  the  plan  of  requiring 
taxes,  thepayment  of  which  is  now  op- 
tional, to  be  paid  at  the  time  when  the 
Exchequer  is  least  full,  will  enable  us  to 
equalize  the  quarters  suf&dently  for  aU 
practical  purposes,  and  to  prevent  any 
real  disturbance  of  the  money  market. 
We  have  heard  a  great  deal  of  this  dis- 
turbance of  the  money  market,  and  I 
think  the  real  meaning  of  the  phrase 
has  ocarcely  been  considered.  It  is  said 
if  we  drain  our  account  with  the  Bank 
of  England  every  day  we  shall  cripple 
the  Bank  for  the  purposes  of  discount, 
and  ao  embarrass  the  money  market. 
Now,  what  is  the  real  nature  of  such 
transactions  as  that?  If  the  Govern- 
ment has  a  latve  balance  at  the  Bank  of 
England,  that  balance  must  have  come 
from  somewhere.  It  has  come  &om  the 
tajcee,  and  has  been  drawn  from  all  parts 
of  the  country,  and  a  great  detd  of  it 
has  come  from  country  banks,  which 
keep  their  accounts  with  the  Bank  of 
Engltmd,  or  with  London  banks,  which, 
without  exception,  keep  an  account  with 
the  Bank  of  England.  80  if  the  Gkt- 
vemment  balance  at  the  Bank  of  Eng- 
land is  veiy  large,  that  balance  has  been 
obtained  by  reducing  the  reserves  tiie 
Bank  of  England  holds  for  the  puiposes 
of  other  banks ;  and,  conversely,  u  we 
lower  the  Oovemment  balance  in  the 
Bank  very  considerably  by  expending 
money,  that  money  finds  its  way  all  over 
the  country  into  the  country  banks,  and 
from  them  returns  through  the  London 
banks  to  the  Bank  of  En^and.  There- 
fore, what  is  called  draining  the  Bank  of 
England  is  little  more  than  transferring 
the  money  from  one  part  of  the  Bank 
to  another  by  a  circuitous  course.  That 
this  is  not  a  mere  hypothesis  is  curi- 


ously evinced  \(j  a  statement  I  have  had 
TO-epared,  showing  the  state  of  the 
Bank's  reserve  before  and  after  tiie  pay- 
ment of  the  quarterly  dividends.  On  the 
1st  of  July,  1868,  the  Exchequer  ba- 
lances at  the  Bank  of  England  wer« 
£3,110,000,  but  by  the  payment  of  the 
dividends  on  the  15th  of  July  they  were 
reduced  to  £689,000  —  that  is  to  say, 
they  were  reduced  by  no  less  than 
£2,421,000.  Now,  what  was  the  state 
of  the  reserve  of  the  Bank  of  England 
at  these  two  periods  ?  When  the  Govern- 
ment had  these  £3,110,000  standing  to 
its  account  the  reserve  was  £12,979,000; 
on  the  15th  July,  after  the  Govern- 
ment account  had  been  reduced  to 
£689,000,  the  reserve  was  £12,309,000 
— that  is  to  say,  the  reduction  of  the 
Government  balance  by  £2,421,000  re- 
duced the  Bank  of  England's  reserve  by 
only  £670,000.  The  same  state  of  things 
is  shown  in  aU  the  quarters  of  the  year, 
with  slight  variations.  What  does  that 
mean?  It  means  that  the  money  had 
left  the  Bank  of  England  by  payment  of 
dividends,  and  had  returned  in  ttie  shape 
of  deposits,  the  difference  in  the  end 
being  very  small ;  and  I  apprehend  that 
would  be  the  state  of  things  even  if  the 
Government  deposits  were  veiy  consi- 
derably diminishad  from  any  cause.  I 
do  not  think  the  reduction  of  the  Go- 
vernment balance  would  injure  the  ope- 
rations of  the  Bank  in  any  way.  That 
is  a  sufficient  answer  on  the  point  raised ; 
but  I  am  bound  to  say  if  it  is  not  a  suffi- 
cient answer  I  cannot  subscribe  to  the 
theory  put  forward  by  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  and  a  weekly  newspaper  of 
deservedly  hiph  authority  as  to  the  duty 
of  the  Chancdlor  of  the  Exchequer  with 
regard  to  the  Bank  of  En^and.  It  has 
been  argued  in  this  way :  It  is  said  that 
it  is  necessary  the  pubuc  should  be  pre- 
served from  panic,  and  that  preservation 
from  panic  consists  in  the  raising  of  the 
rates  of  discount  by  the  Bank  of  Eng- 
land; that  the  raising  of  the  discount 
rate  can  only  effectually  check  panics 
when  the  Bank  is  in  a  condition  to  rule 
the  money  market — that  is,  when  it  is 
strong  in  Amds  and  is  able  to  make  ad- 
vances, or  to  refuse  to  make  them,  ex- 
cept on  high  rates ;  and,  therefore,  it  is 
amied  that  it  is  the  duty  of  the  Chan- 
ceUor  of  the  Exchequer  to  keep  a  large 
balpuce  in  the  Bank  of  England  in  order 
that  the  Bank  maybe  able  to  exercise  con- 
trol over  the  market.  Now,  Sir,  I  repeat 
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one,  was  quite  unable  to  understand  the 
ealculatjons  which  the  Chancellor  of  the 
Eschrauer  had  Bubmitted  to  the  House. 
The  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  said 
that  if  a  man  paid  his  quarter's  taxes 
five  times  in  the  course  of  the  year  he 
did  not  pay  more  than  if  he  paid  only 
four  times.  That  was  practically  the 
sum  total  of  the  argument — ^if  a  man 
paid  on  the  20th  of  April  in  this  year 
and  on  the  20th  of  April  in  next  jaax, 
he  would  not  pay  more  in  the  five  [w^- 
mente  than  he  would  have  done  in  the 
four.  He  had  put  a  question  to  his  right 
hon.  Friend,  which  he  was  unahle  to  an- 
swer— namely,  how  many  qitarten  would 
a  man  have  to  pay  in  two  years?  It 
stood  Ui  reason  tl^t  he  ousht  only  to 
hare  to  pay  eight.  [The  <^akcellob 
of  the  ExcHBQDEE :  He  would  pay  nine.] 
How  many  then  would  he  hnTe  to  pay 
in  three  years  ?  Surely  twelve  quarters: 
but  according  to  his  right  hon.  Friend 
it  would  be  fifteen,  and  so  on  in  pro- 
gression to  the  end  of  time-  He  nad 
listened  with  great  attention  to  what 
fell  &om  his  right  hon.  Friend  opposite 
(Mr.  Hunt),  and  was  bound  to  say  hie 
criticinua  in  many  respects  were  very 
just.  On  the  other  hand,  speaking  as  a 
member  of  a  large  commercial  commu- 
nity, he  had  heard  with  very  great  re- 
gret the  remarks  of  the  ChaucaUor  of 
Uie  Exchequer  that  the  money  market 
must  take  care  of  itself.  Those  words 
had  created  a  considerable  amount  of 
consternation  in  the  City.  He  was  dis- 
tinctly of  opiniiM  that  vx&  Government 
ought  not  to  be  expected  to  assist  the 
public,  or  that  the  pubhc  should  look  to 
the  Oovemment  for  assistance,  in  times- 
of  commercial  distresB.  The  C^iancellor 
of  the  Exchequer  had  said  he  would 
meet  the  difficulties  stated  by  the  right 
-  )iou.  Gentleman  opposite  by  two  expe- 
I  dients.  That  was  tne  proper  word  to 
use  —  they_  were  expedients.  As  to  the 
use  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  might 
make  of  those  expedients,  that  was  not 
the  time  to  enter  mto  a  debate  upon  the 
subject.  But  he  was  not  prepared  to  say 
that  inconveniences  would  not  arise,  and 
disturbances  in  the  money  market  be 
creat«d  by  the  way  in  which  it  was  pro- 
posed fo  collect  the  taxes.  In  ordinary 
times,  if  the  Chancellor  of  the  Exche- 
quer found  himself  unable  to  meet  his 
charges  he  would  not  experience  diffi- 
culty in  obtaining  money  either  &om  the 
Bank  of  England,  should  he  come  to  it 
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what  I  said  before.  I  think  a  man  is 
happy  if  he  is  able  to  do  his  duty,  and 
does  his  duty  by  one  set  of  people.  It 
is  the  duty  of  the  ChanceOor  of  the 
Exchequer  to  take  care  of  the  tax-payer 
and  the  revenues  Intrusted  to  his  charge ; 
and  it  is  not  his  duty  to  put  money  into 
the  Bank  merely  for  the  benefit  of  the 
shareholders  of  the  Bank  of  England — 
which,  after  all,  is  really  a  private  bank- 
ing inBtitution-^«r  to  enable  the  Bank 
to  assist  trades,  or  to  set  up  storm  sig- 
nals announcing  the  coming  of  panics. 
If  it  be  the  pleasure  of  merchants  to  set 
up  a  sort  of  monarch  over  them,  to 
whom  they  pay  deference  as  the  keeper 
of  their  monies,  and  as  dictator  in  mat- 
ters of  exchange  and  discount,  we  have 
not  the  least  desire  to  quarrel  with  them. 
But  I  entirely  deny  that  it  is  the  duty 
of  those  charged  with  the  conduct  of  the 
business  of  the  country  to  regulate  their 
proceedings  by  a  desire  to  give  greater 
or  less  privileges  for  the  conduct  of  any 
particular  business.  Government  does 
not  interfere  with  the  conduct  of  any 
business  other  than  banking.  There  is 
no  monarch  set  up  by  any  other  depart- 
ment of  business  to  warn  those  engaged 
in  it  of  dangers  to  come;  they  must 
look  out  for  utemselves ;  and  I  do  not 
see  that  Government  should  go  out  of 
its  way  merely  to  strenglhen  a  great 
institution  like  the  Bank  of  England. 
It  is  the  business  of  speculators  not  only 
to  see  that  their  speculation  is  in  itself 
sound ;  but,  if  they  should  require  as- 
sistance in  the,  way  of  accommodation, 
that  there  is  a  reasonable  probability 
they  will  be  able  to  find  it.  It  is  no 
part  of  the  duty  of  the  Government  to 
set  up  artificial  means  of  insuring  that 
for  them ;  it  must  be  left  to  every  specu- 
lator's judgment.  I  am  bound  to  pro- 
tect the  tax-payer  from  inconvenience  and 
expense;  and  I  am  bound  not  to  put 
him  to  inconvenience  and  expense  merely 
for  the  purpose  of  strengthening  the 
balances  of  the  Bank  of  England,  in 
order  that  tliey  may  be  available  for 
accommodating  the  mercantile  commu- 
nity. These  are  the  points  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  touched  upon,  and  I 
hope  the  answer  I  have  given  is  satis- 
factory. 

Mr.  CEAWFOED  said,  he  thought 
it  fortunate  for  the  Chancellor  of  the 
Exchequer  that  he  had  not  to  go  through 
a  Civil  Service  examination  before  being 
appointed  to  hia  present  Office.  He,  for 
Th  Chaneelhr  of  the  Erehequer 
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had  hardly  done  the  Bsn^  of  England 
justice  in  Bome  respects.  It  vas  not  the 
business  of  the  Bank  of  England  to  find 
funds  for  the  commercial  community, 
nor  had  it  been  at  any  time.  The  busi- 
ness of  the  Bank  of  England  was  to  take 
care  of  the  funds  intrusted  to  it,  and  to 
employ  the  money  for  the  benefit  of  the 
proprietors.  As  to  the  "  storm  signals" 
to  which  his  right  hon.  Friend  had  re- 
ferred, the  Bank  of  England  did  hoist 
"  storm  signals,"  and,  more  than  that, 
having  the  power,  it  used  it  in  rectify- 
ing what  otherwise  might  at  the  time 
be  an  imfortunate  state  of  things.  The 
right  hon. Gentleman  oppo8ite(Mr.  Hunt) 
had  alluded  to  the  observations  made  by 
Mr.  Goulboum,  when  he  moved  in  that 
House  for  the  reduction  of  that  part  of 
the  debt  which  in  the  first  instance  bore 
interest  at  3^  per  cent,  and  afterwards  at 
3i.  The  view  of  Mr.  Goulboum  on  that 
occasion  appeared  fo  be  this — that  we 
should  use  the  opportunity  for  bringing 
the  chai^,  so  fiur  as  it  depended  on  the 
payment  of  the  interest  for  the  quarter, 
as  nearly  as  possible  to  an  equilibrium 
with  the  receipts.  Therefore  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  opposite  (Mr.  Hunt) 
was  quite  correct  wnen  he  said  that  the 
pohcy  of  the  Chancellor  of  the  Exche- 
quer was  distinctly  at  variance  with  the 
policy  of  Mr.  Goulboum,  Hie  right  hon. 
Friend  justified  what  he  proposed  to  do 
on  the  ground  of  the  great  advantages 
that  would  be  derived  by  the  pubUo. 
He  hoped  thej  should  live  to  see  whe- 
ther those  great  advantages  would  be 
derived.  He  felt  bound  to  say  that  the 
Budget  in  its  general  outlines  was  po- 
pular, and  was  entitled  to  the  sanction 
of  the  House.  But  there  waa  one  point 
in  connection  with  it  to  which  he  was 
anxious  to  draw  attention.  There  was 
one  provision  in  the  8th  clause  of  the 
Bill  which  seemed  entirely  inconsistent 
with  the  statement  of  his  right  hon. 
Friend  as  interpreted  by  a  Paper  laid 
upon  the  table  by  the  Secretary  to  the 
l^easuiy.  Accormng  to  that  Paper  the 
income  tax  for  the  financial  year  1869-70 
was  to  be  collected  after  the  1st  of 
January,  1870,  and  that  was  in  strict 
accord^ce  with  the  declaration,  as  he 
understood  it,  of  the  Chancellor  of  the 
Exchequer  when  he  made  hie  Financial 
Statement.  But  on  referring  to  the 
8th  clause  of  the  BUI  he  found  this  lan- 
guage used — "  the  land  tax,  and  the 
duties   on   inhabited  f  . .  >   .t 
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for  osfiiBtaitce,  or  from  some  other  quar- 
ter. But  we  were  not  always  to  expect 
serene  skies  over  our  heads,  and  it  was 
quite  possible  that  great  derangement 
might  DO  created  in  the  money  market, 
Then  the  Chtukcellor  of  the  Exchequer 
might  need  assistance.  The  question 
must  be  regarded  firam  this  point  ofi 
view.  The  money,  whatever  it  might  j 
be,  was  within  the  four  comers  of  the  ■ 
kingdom.  The  question  was  one  merely  i 
of  distribation.  17  the  Bank  had  not  I 
the  money  in  its  coffers  as  part  of  the 
Government  balances  the  public  outside 
had  it.  The  pubhc  having  the  use  of 
the  money  in  the  hands  of  the  country 
bankers  wonld  not  require  to  come  to 
the  Bank  of  England  for  assistance ; 
but  if  the  Oovemmentin  a  time  of  great 
difflculW  oame  to  the  Bank  of  England, 
when  the  Bank  had  not  the  money  in 
its  hands,  there  might  be  an  action  in 
&e  money  market  which  would  he  at- 
tended with  ^eat  inconvenience.  Sup- 
pose this  action  were  to  occur  at  a  time 
when  there  was  a  drain  of  bullion,  and 
the  precious  metals  were  leaving  the 
couirtry,  how  could  the  Bank  of  Eng- 
land exorcise  that  control  over  the 
money  market  which  enabled  it,  by 
raising  the  rate  of  discount,  to  restore 
things  to  their  proper  state  ?  The  Chan- 
cellor of  the  Exchequer  had  said  that 
these  were  things  with  which  the  Go- 
Temment  had  nothing  to  do  ;  but  that 
was  an  opinion  which,  he  ventured  to 
say,  would  in  some  respects  be  regarded 
as  unfortunate.  The  public,  hitherto, 
at  least,  had  looked  to  the  Government, 
sad  would  continue  to  look  to  the  Go- 
vernment to  conduct  its  financial  opera- 
tions with  a  due  regard  to  the  public 
interests  as  centred  in  the  City  of  Lon- 
don. The  Cify  of  London  was  the  centre 
of  the  commercial  interests  of  the  coun- 
try, and  as  the  Government  acted  upon 
tl^t  centre  so  would  the  public  interests 
throughout  the  conntiy  be  more  or  less 
affected.  The  Chancellor  of  the  Exohe- 
qner  was  taking  a  different  view  from 
Ma  predecessors  of  this  question  ;  hut  if 
that  view  were  carried  ont,  and  if  the 
pnbHc  interests  were  not  regarded,  a 
state  of  things  would  arise  not  altoge- 
ther favourable  to  the  eqristence  of  puMc 
credit.  As  to  the  general  argument,  he 
would  not  follow  ^e  Chancellor  of  the 
Exchequer  into  the  very  wide  field  he 
had  gone  over ;  but  he  fMr.  Crawford) 
most  say  that  the  right  hon.  Qentlemah 
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duties  of  Income  tax  " — ^with  some  ezcep- 
tdoDB — "ehall  be  payable  on  or  before 
the  Ist  day  of  January  in  each  year." 
Now,  bere  was  an  apparent  inoon- 
aistenoy.  He  confessed  when  he  read 
the  clause  it  appeared  to  hJTTi  to  fumish 
an  easy  way  of  getting  out  of  the  diffi- 
culty into  which  the  Chancellor  of  the 
Ijzcdiequer  bad  fallen  in  t^'n  matter. 
But  they  would  hare  an  opportunity  of 
disousBing  this  point  when  ttiey  came  in 
Committee  to  tbe  clause  itaelf.  As  to  the 
effect  that  woidd  be  produced  upon  the 
public  balances,  be  felt  that,  occupying 
as  he  did  the  position  of  representative 
before  the  public  of  the  Bajik  of  Eng- 
land, and  baviiLg  by  mere  accident,  as 
it  were,  the  privilege  of  being  in  the 
House  of  Commons  in  that  capacity,  it 
was  not  competent  for  biin  to  go  into 
questions  of  a  particular  nature  upon 
information  derived  solely  from  the  fact 
of  his  being  the  confidential  cbaonel  of 
the  Government  in  these  matters.  He 
did  not  feel  justified  on  that  account  in 
doing  more  than  referring  to  what  ap- 
peared in  public  papers  as  to  the  effect 
which  would  be  produced  on  the  public 
balances  by  tbe  scheme  of  the  Chan- 
cellor of  the  Kxcbequer.  Before  sitting 
down  he  would  merely  repeat  the  ex- 
pression of  his  regret  at  tbe  indifferenoe 
which  his  right  Hon.  Friend  showed  to 
tiie  value  of  the  functions  exercised  by 
the  Bank  of  England  towards  tbe  public. 
He  held  that  ue  Bank  of  England  in 
past  times  bad  exercised  the  vast  power 
which  it  held  with  great  benefit  to  the 
public ;  and,  as  long  as  be  was  in  the 
position  which  he  bappened  to  fill,  he 
would  do  all  in  his  power  not  to  dis- 
parage but  to  nmke  effective  the  eer- 
vicee  which  the  Bank  of  England  had 
always  rendered. 

Mb.  BABNETT  said,  that  no  one  was 
more  competent  than  his  hon.  Friend 
who  had  just  sat  down  to  set  the  House 
right  as  to  the  relative  positions  of  the 
Government  and  the  Bank  of  Eiigland. 
He  only  regretted  that,  &om  the  delicate 
position  which  bis  hon.  Friend  occupied 
at  present,  he  very  properly  considered 
his  mouth  stopped  with  respect  to  many 
matters  on  which  the  House  would  hear 
his  opinion  with  great  interest.  Tbe 
position  of  tbe  Ba^  of  England  with 
respect  to  the  balances  of  the  Govern- 
ment, and  the  relations  it  held  towards 
the  public  at  large,  were  undoubteiUy  of 
a  complicated  nature,  He  quite  agreed 
Mr.  Cravi/ori  I 
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with  the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer 
that  it  was  not  tbe  business  of  the  Go- 
vernment, by  any  manipulation  of  the 
Revenue  of  the  country,  to  interfere  with 
tbe  ordinary  course  of  tbe  money  mar- 
ket, or,  as  he  bad  said,  in  any  way  "  to 
bolster  up  "  the  Bank  of  England.  At 
tbe  same  time  they  must  all  remember 
that  the  important  position  in  which  the 
Bank  of  England  stood  In  times  of  com- 
mercial orisis  had  been  most  fully  recog- 
nized, by  the  fact  that  within  a  limited 
period  tiie  Government  had  absolutoity 
stepped  in  and  interfered  with  the  ^at^f^ 
under  which  tbe  business  of  the  Bank 
was  •ordinarily  carried  on.  That  was  is 
times  of  commercial  panic;  but  than 
they  all  knew  the  tendency  of  tbe  mone- 
tary transactions  of  the  country  to  gravi- 
tate more  and  more  towards  London. 
and  as  that  became  the  case,  more  and 
more  money,  as  his  right  hon.  Friend 
had  stated,  would  find  its  way  into  the 
Bank  of  England.  The  vast  balances 
with  which  the  Bank  of  England  had  to 
deal  in  assisting  the  commercial  inte- 
rests by  means  of  loans  upon  seouritiM 
were  of  a  two-fold  nature.  The  balances 
which  found  their  way  there  through 
the  hands  of  the  large  joint-stock  banks 
might,  undoubtedly,  be  called  for  at  any 
moment.  With  r^:ard  to  the  Govern- 
ment balances,  there  were,  be  presumed, 
periods  at  which,  from  the  ordinary 
course  of  tbe  business  of  the  countiy, 
considerable  sums  might  be  expected  to 
be  in  the  Bank  of  England  for  some 
little  time.  He  had  been  somewhat 
Lystified  by  the  explanations  of  the 
Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  with  r^ard 
those  five  quarters  in  one  year  that 
had  spoken  of.  It  appeared  to  him 
that  if  diey  took  the  financial  or  tbe 
ordinary  year,  it  consisted  of  365  days ; 
and  if  they  reckoned  It  as  including  the 
1st  of  January  in  one  year  and  the  1st 
of  January  in  another  year,  they  would 
make  their  year  to  consist  pi  366  days. 
[Tbe  CoAJiOELLOB  of  the  Exchkqdkb; 
That  is  exactly  it.]  But  if  they  went  on 
calculating  in  that  way  they  would  not 
only  nmke  people  pay  for  more  tlian 
eight  quarters  in  two  years,  and  twelve 
quarters  in  three  years,  but  would  also 
atajm  and  mjrsti^tiie  tax-payer,  and  lead 
him  to  believe  that  he  bad  to  pay  more 
than  be  previously  did.  With  regard  to 
tbe  assessed  taxes,  aa  he  bad  oriefiy 
stated  some  time  ago,  some  misappre- 
hension existed  as  to  the  mode  in  which 
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they  -were  to  be  collected.  The  Chan- 
G«Ilor  of  the  Exchequer  had  used  the 
word  "leried,"  which  caused  people  to 
be  puzzled  as  between  the  collection  and 
the  mere  demand  for  a  tax.  From  some 
CommunicationB  which  he  had  had,  he 
thought  the  public  were  now  ^nerally 
quite  aware  that,  in  point  of  uict,  they 
would  praotioally  have  to  pay  two  years' 
aneesed  taxes  in  ux  months.  They 
made  a  Betum  now  for  the  taxes  which 


thw  had  to  take  out  licenses  on  the  Ist 
of  Januaiy  for  the  whole  of  the  taxes  for 
next  year ;  and  in  the  course  of  the  fol- 
lowing April  they  would  have  again  to 
pay  the  taxes  for  the  half-year  sull  out- 
etfoidiug.  So  that,  in  fact,  two  years' 
taxes  would  be  levied  in  a  very  short  time 
— an  arrangement  which,  he  believed, 
would  be  found  exceedingly  distasted 
to  a  laige  part  of  the  community.  It 
appeared,  however,  Uiat  there  was  no 
possibility  now  of  making  any  alteration 
in  that  proposal  of  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tlwuan.  For  himself,  he  wished  that 
the  rigbt  hon.  Qentleman  had  staved  off 
for  a  certain  period  the  reduation  of 
some  duties  wMch  he  thought  might  in 
due  time  have  properly  been  remitted ; 
and  that  by  that  means  he  had  found  an 
opportunily  of  making  the  change  in 
their  OTstem  more  g^dual,  in  order 
eventually  to  g^t  the  taxes  paid  during 
die  year  m  which  they  were  levied. 

Mb.  BAMUDA  said,  he  thought  the 
ohange' proposed  was  somewhat  analo- 
gous to  Utat  which  would  occur  if  boose- 
holders  in  this  country,  instead  of  being 
called  upon  to  pay  th^  rent  at  the  end 
of  the  quarter,  were  to  be  suddenly 
called  upon,  as  was  done  in  France,  to 
pay  it  at  the  bqpnning  of  the  quarter, 
m  which  case  they  would  for  the  rest  of 
their  lives  lose  one  quarter.  With  re- 
gard to  the  claim  to  total  &eedom  &om 
reBDonsibilityput  forward  by  the  Chan- 
cellor of  the  mchequer  in  respect  to  the 
stato  of  the  money  market,  he  did  not 
think  the  Glovemment  weze  quite  en- 
titled to  make  such  a  claim,  and  for 
this  mmple  reason — there  was  a  con- 
uderable  degree  of  connection  between 
the  Qovemment  and  the  Bank  of  Eng- 
land, which  gave  the  public  a  strong 
iutareBt  in  seeing  that  it  was  not  dis- 
turbed by  sudden  changes  in  the  money 
mariEot.  The  Bank  of  England  had  lent 
the  whole  of  its  capital  to  the  Govern- 


ment, and  the  Govemmeoit  had  allowed 
the  Bank  in  return  to  issue  £14,000,000 
of  notes  to  the  public.  The  Bank 
also  had  authority  to  issue  as  many 
additional  notos  as  it  had  gold  in  its 
coffers  to  meet,  because  the  theoty  was 
that  every  Bank  noto  that  was  afloat 
should  be  payable  in  cash  on  demand ; 
but  when  money  was  scarce  there  was 
an  enormous  rise  in  discount  at  the 
,  Bank,  uid  much  inconveuienoe  was 
caused  to  the  commercial  community. 
The  Bank,  in  fact,  had  to  operate  to  pre- 
vent the  last  of  its  notes  issued  against 
gold  being  presented  for  payment,  for  it 
was  clear  that  when  this  point  was 
reached  the  £14,000,000  issued  on  the 
credit  of  the  Government  could  not  be 
met  in  gold ;  and  however  certain  the 
ultimato  redemption  of  these  notes  would 
he — for  they  might  be  given  in  payment 
for  taxes  or  duties — yet  the  actual  and 
immediato  controvertabihty  of  the  noto 
would  have  been  endangered  or  lost, 
and  immense  panic  and  loss  would  follow. 
If  the  Government  dischai^ed  their  debt 
of  £14,000,000  to  the  Bank  by  placing 
that  amount  of  gold  in  the  Bank,  to 
enable  it  to  meet  an  equivalent  amount 
in  notes,  then  the  independence  of  the 
Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  on  the  one 
side,  and  the  independence  of  tiie  Bank 
on  the  other,  would  be  complete,  and 
the  latter  body  would  not  have  to  raise 
its  rato  of  discount  in  order  to  check  the 
drain  upon  its  stock  of  gold,  for  so  long 
as  a  single  Bank  note  remained  in  the 
hands  of  the  public,  so  long  its  equiva- 
lent in  gold  would  be  in  ttie  cellars  of 
the  Bank. 

Ma.  HENLEY  said,  he  would  not 
preteod  to  say  anything  about  the  ques- 
tion as  to  the  Bank  of  England,  which 
had  been  so  well  discussed  by  those  who 
were  competent  to  do  it,  but  he  wished 
to  go  to  the  simple  question  as  to  the 
payment  by  the  rate-payers  and  the  time 
at  which  they  would  pay.  A  Paper  had 
been  put  forth  early  last  April  by  the 
Secretary  of  the  Treasury,  upon  tiie 
authority  of  the  Government,  stating  the 
time  according  to  what  was  called  the 
scheme  of  the  taxes.  What  he  wished, 
therefore,  tb  know  from  the  Chancellor 
of  the  Exchequer  was  whether  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  thought  that  Bill  been 
drawn  in  conformity  with  the  Paper  so 
put  forth,  and  whether,  if  there  was  any 
doubt  leit  as  to  the  period  at  which  the 
several  taxes  would  be  paid,  he  would 
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undertake  that  the  claueea  should  be  bo 
altered  as  to  be  made  consiste&t  with 
the  Paper  to  which  he  referred, 
confessed  he  did  not  think  the  clauses 
were  as  clear  as  in  a  matter  of  taxation 
they  oa^ht  to  be.  The  Sth  clause  ii 
pozted  into  the  Bill  a  somewhat  — =- 
piOTiaioQ — namely — 

"  And  for  tbe  pnrpoies  oF  tliii  Aot  the  year 
•igbteem  hnodrad  kad  lixtj-two,  msntionBd  in 
the  fortj-third  iMtiOD  of  the  Act  pasM 
twentj-flftb  rear  of  Her  M&jetCj'a  reign, 
twentj-two,  ihall  be  read  bi  deenied  to  i 
Turei{[ht«ea  bundred  and  sixtj-nine." 

That  was  a  very  obscure  proviaion,  and 
when  they  came  to  the  claiise  it  would  he 
due  to  the  House  that  the  Government 
should  ^ve  a  ftdl  explanation  of  what  the 
effect  of  that  provision  would  he,  for  he 
owned  that  he  could  not  exactly  realize 
it.  Then,  again,  the  provisions  of  the  Sth 
clause  as  to  the  payments  were  some- 
what doubtful,  and  might  be  read  either 
in  consonance  with  the  Paper  issued  by 
the  Secretary  of  the  Treasury  or  other- 
wise. He  hoped  the  Government  would 
take  care  to  remove  aU  ambiguity  on 
that  point,  for,  as  far  as  he  had  gathered 
horn  the  Budget  Speech,  it  seemed  to 
him  that  the  payments  were  not  to  be 
made  precisely  in  accordance  with  the 
Paper  of  the  oecretary  of  the  Treasury. 
Mk.  W.  FOWLEK  said,  that  on  the 
12ih  of  April  he  had  ventured  to 
express  considerable  doubt  as  to  the 
effect  of  the  Chancellor  of  the  Exche- 
quer's scheme  on  the  money  market, 
stating  that  he  feared  the  right  hon. 
Qentlraian  hardly  appreciated  the  deh- 
cacy,  if  he  might  so  speak,  of  the  money 
market.  On  the  7th  of  May  he  was 
informed,  on  veiy  high  authori^,  that 
it  was  extremely  difficult  to  sell  Consols 
for  money,  or  to  raise  money  on  Consols 
in  the  market.  That  only  showed  what 
oscillations  and  fluctuations  occurred  in- 
dependently of  the  action  of  Chancellors 
of  the  Exchequer,  The  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman said  he  was  not  going  out  of  his 
way  "  to  cocker  up  the  Bank  of  England 
or  any  other  institution."  Now,  he 
(Mr.  W.  Fowler)  did  not  ask  him  to  do 
anything  of  that  kind,  but  he  did  ask 
him  not  to  go  out  of  his  way  to  disturb 
the  natural  action  of  the  money  market. 
The  figures  showed  that  the  proposal  of 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman,  as  set  before 
them,  would  most  seriously  disturb  the 
natural  action  of  the  money  market  in 
two  ways,  which  he  had  indicated  before, 
Mr.ffmity 
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and  which  he  would  shortly  refer  to 
again.  As  he  read  the  figures,  nomi- 
nally in  January  every  year  there  would 
be  collected  £8,192,000;  £4,743,000  on 
account  of  income  tax,  and  £3,449,000 
on  account  of  land  tax,  house  duty,  and 
assessed  taxes.  He  believed  that  was 
very  nearly  £6,000,000  more  than  waa 
usually  collected  at  thatperiod  on  account 
of  these  taxes.  A  short  time  after  the  oc- 
currence of  this  difficulty  in  the  City,  a 
milhon  of  money  was  paid  out  of  the 
Bank  of  England  into  the  open  market, 
and  it  suddenl;^  created  a  feeling  of 
great  ease,  and  it  was  very  soon  difficult 
to  lend  money  at  anything  like  the  Bank 
rate  &om  day  to  day ;  thus  showmg 
what  was  the  effect  of  a  single  miUion 
on  the  money-market.  The  Chancellor 
of  the  Exchequer  was  going  to  draw 
from  thecountiT  about  £5,000,000  more 
than  they  had  been  accustomed  to  pay 
at  a  particular  month  in  the  year.  In 
the  present  state  of  monetary  affairs 
that  would  be  a  mORt  inconvenient,  and, 
he  ventured  to  add,  an  improper  ar- 
rangement. The  right  hon.  Gentleiuan 
said  the  money  market  must  take  care 
of  itself;  and  he  told  them  they  had  set 
up  the  Bank  of  England  as  a  kind  of 
presiding  deity,  and  they  must  take  the 
consequences.  He  maintained  that  this 
was  contrary  to  the  feet,  and  that  the 
Bank  of  England  had  attained  and  kept 
its  high  position  because  it  was  the  bank 
of  the  Government,  and  had,  conse- 
quently, obtained  a  great  amount  of 
prestige.  Not  that  he  in  anyway  com- 
plained of  this  circumstance,  for  he  was 
of  opinion  that  some  such  institution  as 
the  Bank  of  England  was,  if  not  abso- 
lutely necessary,  at  all  events  extremely 
convenient,  ^e  Bank  of  England  had 
the  duty  imposed  upon  it  by  its  position 
of  maintaining  an  adequate  reserve ;  and 
in  order  to  do  so  it  must  necessarily 
have  at  times  full  control  over  the 
money  market.  It  raised  the  rate  of 
discount,  attracted  money  &om  abroad, 
and  adjusted  the  financial  condition  of 
the  country-by  that  action  which  it  alone 
could  bring  to  hear  on  the  market. 
Although  vxe  Governor  of  the  Bank  of 
England  had  stated  that  he  did  not  feel 
bound  to  find  money  for  everybody,  yet 
it  was  well  known  that  in  times  of  diffi- 
culty the  Bank  did  its  best  to  support 
the  credit  of  the  coimtiy,  and  prevent 
disaster  resulting  from  ft>olish  and  igno- 
rant panic.    But  the  right  hon.  Q«mU«- 
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man  the  0}iaooellor  of  the  Exchequer 
had  ahoTni  by  means  of  the  figures  he 
had    laid   before  the  House,   that  the 

KBitioii  of  the  Bank  of  England  Tcould 
seriouBl;  affected  at  that  particular 
period  of  the  year  when  its  influence  was 
xnoBt  important.  The  Ketum  he  was 
referring  to  showed  that  the  Govern- 
ment balancee  would  not  he  more  than 
£1,500,000  at  the  end  of  September, 
juflt  before  the  October  dividenda  were 
about  to  be  paid.  Now,  if  a  drain  of 
bullion  happened  to  be  going  on  at  that 
period,  ana  the  Qoremment  asked  for 
£S,000,000  or  £6,000,000  &om  Ute 
Bank,  at  the  same  time  that  the  public 
were  also  demanding  lane  sums,  the 
Government  would  be  in  me  position  of 
competing  with  lie  public  for  the  money 
which  the  Bank  was  able  to  give.  That 
would  be  a  most  nn natural  position  for 
the  Government  to  be  placed  in.  The 
Chancellor  of  tiie  Exchequer  was,  he 
thought,  in  error  when  he  said  that,  if 
tiie  money  were  not  in  the  Bank  of  Eng- 
land as  QOTemment  deposits,  it  would, 
nevertheless,  be  in  the  hands  of  the 
Bank  of  England  in  the  shape  of  depo- 
sits from  various  bankers.  K,  however, 
the  money  had  once  left  the  Bai^  of 
England,  no  one  could  be  at  all  sure 
that  it  would  return,  because  in  times  of 
difficulty  it  wonld  probably  be  retained 
by  the  country  baaters.  Times  might 
come  when  the  Chancellor  of  the  Exche- 
quer would  find  it  not  quite  so  easy  to 
raise  money  as  he  seemed  to  anticipate. 
If  the  action  of  the  Government  were 
such  as  to  create  a  feeling  of  alarm  in 
the  public  mind,  both  the  Government 
and  the  public  might  find  it  difficult  to 
procure  uie  money  required  for  the  pur- 
-  jses  of  the  State  or  of  trade.  Under 
le  present  state  of  things  the  oscilla- 
tions in  the  money  market  were  rapid, 
peculiar,  and  difficult  to  account  for,  and 
it  would  be  highly  undesirable  to  pass 
an  Act  of  Parliament  which  would  have 
the  effect  of  aggravating  those  oscilla- 
tions. The  natural  result  of  this  Bill 
would  be  to  materially  increase  them, 
and  to  render  them  more  dangerous  and 
less  easy  to  adjust.  The  Bai^  of  Eng- 
land was  the  only  bank  in  the  county 
which  kept  a  very  large  reserve.  It 
appeared  from  the  Betuma,  that  on  the 
31st  of  December  last  the  reserve  of 
the  Bank  of  England  was  at  least  treble 
that  of  the  beet  conducted  bank,  the 
Setnms  of  which  are  published.  Thia 
VOL.  CXOVI.    [thisd  sBRisa.] 
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was  due  to  the  peculiar  position  of  the 
Bank  as  having  a  control  over  the  credit 
of  the  whole  country,  and  it  would  be 
absurd  for  the  Government  or  anyone  else 
to  ignore  this  fact.  He  trusted  uieChan- 
cel£r  of  the  Exchequer  would  give  this 
subject  very  anxious  consideration,  for 
he  could  assure  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man that  his  somewhat  aii?  way  of 
treating  it  had  not  been  regarded  as 
altogether  worthy  of  that  very  high  posi- 
tion he  held  in  the  opinion  of  that 
House  and  of  all  intelligent  men.  There 
would,  he  hoped,  be  some  change  intro- 
duced into  the  scheme  of  the  Govern- 
ment with  the  view  of  preventing  any 
aggravation  of  those  dau^rotis  oscilla- 
tions which  now  occurred  m  the  money 

market.  

Mh.  SC!0UEP1ELD  regarded,  not 
without  alarm,  the  fact  that  this  debate 
turned  so  much  upon  borrowing.  In 
reference  to  borrowing,  nothing  that 
could  be  done  would  get  over  the  fact  of 
the  proportion  between  the  number  of 
those  who  had  money  to  lend,  and  those 
who  wanted  to  borrow  it.  In  his  opinion, 
the  Government  ought  not  to  abandon 
sources  of  Bevenue  rashly;  andhethought 
that  some  of  the  Bevenue  proposed  to  be 
abandoned  by  this  Budget  might  have, 
been  wisely  retained,  at  least  for  the 
year.  He  could  not  help  thinking  that 
the  duty  of  £900,000  a  year  had  been 
given  up  in  deference  to  a  sentimental 
feeling  on  the  subject.  Then  again,  a 
sentimental  feeling  had  a  great  deal  to 
do  with  the  abolition  of  the  duty  on  fire 
insurances.  That  duty  had  been  de- 
scribed as  a  "  tax  on  providence"  ;  but  if 
the  hon.  Gentleman  (Mr.  H.  B.  Sheridan), 
who  so  long  and  so  ably  advocated  its 
reduction,  had  stated  in  the  first  instance, 
what  he  did  subsequently,  the  feeling  on 
tiie  subject  might  have  been  very  dif- 
ferent, for  on  one  occasion  the  hon. 
Gentleman  had  actually  asserted  that  the 
plan  of  fire  insurance  was  simply  a  ^s- 
tem  of  betting,  the  office  betting  that 
the  property  insured  wonld  not  be  burned 
down.  In  his  opinion  it  would  have 
been  expedient  to  adjust  the  house  duty 
when  it  was  determined  to  surrender  the 
duty  on  fire  insurances.  No  one  could 
examine  the  Betum  which  had  been  pre- 
sented to  the  House  without  being  struck 
with  the  small  amount  of  Bevenue  pro- 
duced by  the  duty  on  houses  in  England ; 
and  he  for  one  could  see  no  reason  why 
the  sum  lost  by  the  abolition  of  the  fira 
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insurance  duty  might  not  hare  been  re- 
covered by  eome  ai^uBtmeat  of  the  house 
du^.  Indeed  he  had  always  been  of 
opinion  that  the  franchise  had  better 
have  been  based  on  the  inhabited  house 
dnty  instead  of  the  rates ;  but,  of  course 
this  was  not  a  matter  to  be  discussed  on 
the  present  occasion.  In  conclusion,  he 
expressed  his  behef  that  there  was  no 
efiectual  method  of  adjusting  the  diffi- 
culty which  was  looming  on  me  horizon, 
except  by  having  an  amount  of  Bevenue 
derived  from  Customs  or  taxes  equal  to 
our  expenditure.  If  that  balance  were 
not  maintained,  he  had  no  faith  what- 
ever in  any  contrivance  for  extending 
the  area  of  borrowing-. 

Mk.  MOBLET  Bud,  he  should  sup- 
port the  Chancellor  of  Uie  Exchequer  " 
his  determination  to  be  independent 
the  Bank  of  England.  The  Bank  was 
nothing  more  t£an  a  very  large  and 
admirable  joint-et«ck  company,  its  ob- 
ject being  to  provide  for  its  proprietors 
their  regular  half-yearly  dividend.  On 
behalf,  not  of  the  bankmg  interest,  but 
of  the  trading  interest,  he  ventured  to 
express  the  opinion  that  the  trade  of  the 
country  was  exposed,  by  the  present  sys- 
tem, to  such  OBcillataons  and  variations, 
not  only  of  the  rate  of  discount,  but 
in  the  pressure  of  the  money  market,  as 
to  deserve  the  attention  of  the  House. 
Sir  John  Lubbock,  the  honorary  secre- 
taiy  of  the  London  Bankers'  Associ- 
ation, inserted  in  2X*  Ji'mw  of  the  8th  of 
May  a  letter  in  which  he  stated  that 
the  am.ount  which  passed  through  the 
Clearing  House  during  the  year  endine 
in  that  week  was  £3,534,000,000  stert 
ing.  Again,  Lord  Overstone  had  stated 
that  we  were  adding  £150,000,000  to  our 
capital  every  year.  Yet  we  are  told  by 
hou.  Members  that  the  withholding  or 
withdrawal  of  a  very  few  miUions  from 
the  Bank  of  England  by  the  Govern- 
ment would  put  we  trade  of  the  country 
into  a  state  of  paralysis.  His  hon. 
Friend  the  Member  for  Cambridge  (Mr. 
W.  Fowler)  had  stated  that  on  3ie  7th 
of  May  Consols  could  not  be  sold  in  the 
market.  Money  on  that  day  was  nearly 
double  the  price  it  was  a  month  or  six 
weeks  before,  and  orders  were  cancelled 
by  post,  owing,  he  believed,  to  the 
fear  of  impending  panic,  which  led  to 
thousands  of  operatives  being  placed  on 
short  work.  No  commodi^,  in  fact, 
changed  in  value  more  rapidly  than 
money,  but  although  the  Bank  of 
Mr.  Seourfield 


France  had  dieoounted  to  the  extent  of 
£7,000,000  in  a  single  we^,  no  confusion 
had,  as  a  consequence,  been  created  in 
the  money  market.  He  felt  sure,  how- 
ever, his  hon.  Friend  the  Member  fbr 
London  (Mr.  Crawford)  would  admit 
that  if  a  demand  for  £7,000,000  were 
made  on  the  Bank  of  England  a  rise  in 
the  rate  of  discount  probably  to  the  extent 
of  1  or  2  per  cent  would  be  the  immedi- 
ate result,  to  the  great  embarrassment  of 
the  trading  and  manufacturing  claases. 
The  subject  was,  in  his  opinion,  a  far 
lai^er  one  than  was  indicated  by  the 
speech  of  the  Chancellor  of  the  Ikcha- 
quer.  Our  present  monetary  system 
was,  he  believed,  the  laughing  stock  of 
every  money  market  in  Europe,  and 
ought  to  be  grappled  with.  As  one  who 
had  for  years  watched  the  course  of  trade 
in  this  conntiy,  he  must  say  that  he 
looked  upon  the  whole  tendency  of  our 
money  system  as  being  to  throw  trade 
into  fewer  hands.  The  small  traders 
were  every  year  being  absorbed,  and  he 
was  glad  ^at  attention  had  been  directed 
ia  the  subject,  because  he  felt  satisfed 
that  in  the  existing  state  of  things  there 
was  something  essentially  wrong.  He 
would,  if  he  might  be  allowed  to  do  so, 
advise  the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer 
to  look  to  the  general  money-market, 
and  not  to  the  Bank  of  England  only, 
when  he  might  have  occasion  to  borrow. 
Mr.  Aij)£biian  SALOMONS  said,  the 
natural  result  of  disousaions  such  as  the 
present  must  be  the  creation  of  a  feeling 
out-of-doors  that  differences  of  some  im- 
portance existed  between  the  Chancel- 
lor of  the  Exchequer  and  the  Bank  of 
England.  He  hoped,  however,  that  such 
was  not  the  case,  and  he  rose  mainly  for 
the  purpose  of  seeking  to  impress  upon 
the  right  hon.  Oentleman  the  expediency 
of  actmg  in  accordance  with  the  familiar 
notion,  fliat  those  who  had  been  so  long 
associated  together  to  each  other's  mu- 
tual advantage  and  support  ought  not  to 
be  very  suddenly  divorced.  Whatever 
differences  therefore  there  might  be  be- 
tween the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer 
and  the  Bank  would,  he  trusted,  speedily 
disappear.  [Mr.  Crawfoed  :  There  are 
djfferences.J  He  was  glad  to  hear 
,  because,  as  two  independent  bodies 
working  harmoniously  ti^ther,  their 
joint  action  had  hitherto  been  of  great 
service  to  the  public  interest*.  In  reply 
to  the  observatione  of  the  hon.  Member 
for   Cambridge    (Mr.  W.  Fowler)    he 
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would  say  that  a.  oonaiderable  portion 
of  tbe  reserre  of  the  Bank  of  i&gland 
may  be  considered  a«  the  reaeire  of 
Other  bonkere,  who  kept  it  there  for  the 
ready  use  of  their  depositore  when  they 
required  it  rather  than  keep  it  locked 
up  in  their  own  safes,  while  as  to  the 
i67,OOO,0OO  which  was  spoken  of  by  his 
hon.  Friend  the  Member  for  Bristol  (Mr. 
Morley)  as  haring  been  discounted  by  the 
Bank  of  France  in  one  week,  he  would 
aimply  say  that  that  amount  had  never 
gone  out  of  the  Bank  at  all,  the  whole 
transaotion  being  one  connected  with 
die  Bubscriptiona  to  the  loan  for  the 
Ci^  of  Fans,  for  which  a  deposit  had 
to  be  made  by  the  subscribers  to  that 
loan,  and  might  be  described  as  a 
simple  transference  from  one  side  of 
their  ledger  to  the  other.  As  to  the 
Loudon  money  market,  he  did  not,  he 
might  add,  think  there  was  any  good 
ground  for  apprehending  any  sinister 
results  from  tiie  change  m  the  mode  of 
collecting  the  taxes  which  the  Govern- 
ment proposed.  The  manner  in  which 
the  change  would  operate  would  be 
anticipated,  and  there  need  be  no  fear 
of  a  panic ;  because  arrangements  could 
be  made  iust  in  iJie  same  way  as  they 
were  made  by  la^e  commercial  firms 
for  the  payment  of  their  billa  in  succes- 
sion, without  any  apprehension  that  they 
would  not  have  the  means  of  providing 
for  them.  Much,  however,  must,  under 
the  circumstances,  depend  on  the  main- 
tenance of  a  good  understanding  be- 
tween the  Bank  and  the  ChanceDor  of 
the  Exchequer,  and  the  absence  of  any 
feeling  on  either  side  as  to  not  caring 
what  the  other  might  do.  The  Chanced 
lor  of  the  Exchequer  had,  he  thought, 
not  explained  as  mlly  a.s  he  might  mat, 
in  the  payment  of  the  dividends  by  the 
Bank,  there  was  merely  a  transference 
from  the  account  of  the  Government  to 
private  deposits.  Those  who  watched 
the  accounts  of  the  Bank  of  England 
during  the  week  succeeding  the  pay- 
ment of  the  dividends  must  have  ob- 
served that,  although  the  public  deposits 
had  undergone  a  considerable  diminu- 
tion, the  private  deposits,  on  the  other 

hand,  increased.  

Mb.  POLLABD-TTEQUHAET  said, 
he  was  of  opinion  that  although  those 
who  possessed  large  fixed  incomes,  as 
well  as  professional  men  whose  business 
brought  them  in  considerable  amounts, 
might  not  feel  that  the  ooUection  of  the 


whole  of  the  income  tax  on  the  let  of 
January  pressed  very  heavily  upctti  them, 
it  would  be  found  to  be  otherwise  with 
itruggling  professional  men,  and  those 
who  owed  tnetr  salaries  before  they  re- 
ceived them,  or  were  in  the  habit  of 
paying  away  their  money  ae  fast  as  they 
it  it.  The  latter  class,  indeed,  would 
I  in  a  somewhat  similar  position  to  the 
compound-householders,  in  whose  case 
it  had  been  so  strongly  urged  in  the  dis- 
cussions on  the  Eeform  Bill  that  they 
would  not  find  it  easy  to  pay  their  rates 
otherwise  than  in  weekly  or  monthly  in- 
stalments. He  was  afraid  therefore  that 
tile  new  mode  of  collecting  the  income 
tax  would  become  so  unpopular  with  the 
class  of  persons  to  whom  he  was  referring 
that  it  would  render  the  continuance 
of  the  tax  itself  a  matter  of  much  greater 
difficulty  than  it  was  desirable  to  make 
it.  As  to  the  effect  of  the  change  pro- 
posed by  the  Chancellor  of  the  Exche- 
quer on  the  money  market,  he  must  eay, 
it  appeared  to  birn  that  panics  in  that 
quarter  were  caused  not  so  much  by  ex- 
pected ae  by  unexpected  payments,  and 
that  that  disarrangement,  which  some 
hon.  Gentlemen  seemed  to  apprehend, 
would  not  ensue  when  the  whole  of  the 
operations  which  it  was  thought  would 
lead  to  it  were  foreeeen,  and  matters 
were  adjusted  in  accordance  with  the 
new  state  of  things.  He  was  also  of 
opinion  that  there  was  much  weight  in 
the  argument  of  the  Chancellor  of  the 
Exchequer,  that  if  the  d^tosite  of  the 
Government  were  high  at  the  beginning 
of  the  year,  and  low  in  the  last  quarter 
of  the  year,  the  deposits  of  bankers  with 
the  BaJok  of  England — seeing  that  their 
customers  would  draw  frvm  their  ba- 
lances at  the  former  period  to  pay  the 
income  tax,  and  let  them  accumulate  at 
the  latter  period  to  meet  the  approaching 
demands  of  the  tax-gatherer — would  be 
exactly  the  contraiy.  Putting  these  two 
considerationa  aside  he  did  not  appre- 
hend much  derangement  of  the  money 
market ;  and,  on  the  whole,  he  thought 
that  the  country  had  much  reason  to  be 
grateful  to  the  Chancellor  of  the  Exche- 
quer. 

Mb.  Alderman  LU8K  atmroved  of 
the  course  which  the  OhanceUor  of  the 
Exchequer  had  pursued  ;  but  he  should 
have  been  better  pleased  if  that  discus- 
eion  had  turned  more  upon  the  Budget 
itself  and  less  upon  the  Bank  of  Eng- 
land.   They  should  look  rather  to  the 
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ImpTOTement  in  Uie  mode  of  coUectmg; 
taxes  than  to  the  effect  it  would  produce 
upon  the  Bank  of  England.  Let  the 
people  knov  what  they  had  to  pay  and 
pay  it  at  once.  The  plan  proposed  by 
ihe  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  would 
put  an  end,  to  the  |>ublic  advantage, 
of  the  credit  system  in  respect  to  the 
payment  of  taxes — a  system  which  he 
(iii.  Lusk)  considered  was  bad  in  prin- 
ciple. It  was  said  that  the  new  mode  ol 
collection  would  not  be  a  conTenient  one. 
He  never  knew  a  system  of  tax-paying 
which  was  convenient.  In  his  opinion 
there  would  be  no  difBculty  in  the  plan 

Sroposed,  and  there  need  be  no  alarm  at 
eranging  the  money  market  in  conse- 
quence. Why  should  the  (iovemment 
keep  a  large  balance  at  the  Bank  of 
England  any  more  than  anybody  else  ? 
He  had  not  the  least  sympaUiy  with  the 
gentlemen  of  the  Stock  Exchange  and 
money  market ;  they  were  all  shan>i 
clever  men  and  might  be  left  to  take 
care  of  themaelves,  which  they  would 
do,  and  let  the  Government  take  care 
of  itself. 

Mr.  NORWOOD  said,  he  entirely  eon 
curred  with  what  had  fallen  from  hii 
hon.  Friend  the  Member  for  Bristol,  and 
although  he  did  not  like  the  Budget  as 
a  whole,  still  he  approved  the  indi 
dent  position  which  the  right  hon. 
Ueman  the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer 
had  assumed  in  reference  to  the  Bank  ol 
England.  Indeed,  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman had  done  good  service  by  putting 
before  the  public  in  its  true  li^ht  the 
position  of  uie  Bank  of  En^and  m  rela- 
tion to  the  Gkiremment.  There  seemed 
to  be  a  strange  superstition — among  even 
those  whom  one  might  expect  to  find 
better  informed — with  respect  to  the 
functions,  the  power,  and  innuence  of  the 
Bank  of  England.  The  fact  was,  it 
was  simply  a  large  joint-stock  bank, 
enjoying  tiie  privilege  of  keeping  the 
Qovemment  accounts.  He  thought  it 
was  the  duty  of  the  Bank  to  manage  its 
affairs  solely  on  business  principles.  The 
commercial  public  had  no  right  to  look 
to  the  Bank  for  any  special  facilities, 
and  when  asked  to  assist  this  or  that 
firm,  or  the  Government,  it  must  be  ex- 
pected to  do  so  with  regard  to  its  own 
interest,  and  not  for  any  other  object. 
As  to  the  position  of  the  British  money 
market,  it  was  a  disgrace  to  the  coun- 
try. In  France  there  was  a  moderate 
and  equable  rate  of  discount,  but  here 
Mr.  Alderman  Luik 
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the  rate  was  subject  to  great  fluctua- 
tions, whidi  DccBffloned  much  inconve- 
nience and  injury  to  the  public  gene- 
rally. He  trusted  that  the  Chancellor 
of  the  Exchequer  would  be  in  Office 
during  the  next  great  panic,  and  would 
then  be  firm  enough  to  withstand  the 
pressure  put  upon  him  by  the  larger 
banking  institutions.  Every  six  or  seven 
years  mere  was  a  collapse  of  credit  in 
this  country.  Small  fiims  had  to  suc- 
cumb by  hundreds,  but  when  ibe  larger 
ones  became  in  jeopardy  application  is 
made  to  Government,  and  under  pressure 
&om  the  large  monied  'intorests,  which 
by  their  operations  had  probably  contri- 
but«d  largely  to  bring  about  this  collapse, 
the  Bank  Charter  Act  of  1844  had  three 
times  been  suspended.  Now  if  it  waa 
worth  being  the  law  at  all  this  Act 
should  remain  the  law  at  all  times,  and 
he  repeated  his  hope  that  the  Chancel- 
lor of  the  Exchequer  would  be  in  Office 
in  1874  and  1875,  and  would  have  suffi- 
cient firmness  to  tell  the  large  banking 
and  financial  firms  that  it  waa  their 
business  to  husband  Uieir  resources  and 
provide  sufficient  means  with  which  to 
meet  their  liabilities,  and  that  the  law 
which  pressed  upon  the  smaller  traders 
should  apply  equally  to  the  larger  ones. 
Ms.  3.  B.  SMITH  said,  he  thought 
the  system  of  Qovemment  borrowing 
money  at  the  Bank  ought  to  be  discon- 
tinued. The  right  hon.  Gentleman,  in 
order  to  obviate  borrowing,  proposed  to 
manipulate  the  funds  of  the  savings 
banks.  Now,  that  appeared  to  him  a 
most  objectionable  principle.  The  duty 
of  the  Government,  when  these  fimds 
were  placed  in  its  hands,  was  to  invest 
them,  and  not  job  with  them,  which,  in 
past  times,  had  resulted  in  the  lose  of 
millions.  He  should  support  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  in  his  Budget,  and  he 
agreed  with  him  in  his  remark  that 
the  money  market  might  take  care  of 
itself,  at  the  same  time  he  was  disposed 
to  think  that  the  plan  proposed  by  the 
Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  of  collecting 
the  Bevenue  might  cause  some  incon- 
venience, so  long  as  the  system  existed 
by  which  the  export  of  a  million  or  two 
of  gold  caused  a  derangement  of  the 
money  market;  but,  if  such  inconvenience 
occurred,  itmightservetosolveaproblem 
which  rather  puziled  them  at  present, 
and  that  was  why  the  London  money 
market  should  be  the  moat  sensitive 
money-market  in  the  world.    The  hon. 
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Member  for  Bristol  (Mr.  Morley)  had 
told  them  that  the  monetaiy  traneac- 
tions  of  London  amounted  last  year  to 
£3,534,000,000.  The;  all  knev  that 
not  a  farthing  of  these  enormous  pay- 
ments -were  made  in  money,  but  by 
transfers.  But  when  they  considered 
that  at  that  time  the  whole  amount  of 
cash  on  hand  in  the  Bank  of  England 
was  only  about  £8,000,000,  that  this 
sum  induded  the  reserves  of  all  the 
banks  in  London  holding  deposits, 
in  the  aggregato,  amounting  probably 
to  £100,000,000,  and  that  this  was  the 
narrow  basis  on  which  these  enormous 
transactiona  rested,  the  reason  for  the 
constant  fluctuations  in  the  money 
market  was  apparent.  Neither  the  Bank 
of  England  nor  the  joint-stock  banks 
kept  adequate  reserres,  and  there  could 
be  no  sa^ty  for  merchants  and  traders 
till  this  practice  was  reversed.  The 
present  system  was  somewhat  analo- 
gous to  a  pyramid  resting  on  its  apex 
instead  of  its  base.  He  should  support 
the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  with 
all  his  heart,  because  he  thought  his 
measures  calculated  to  solve  the  problem 
to  which  he  had  referred,  and  to  lead 
to  a  remedy  for  the  evils  so  generally 
complained  of. 

Bill  eontidered  in  Committee. 
(In  the  Committee.) 

Clause  1  (Orants  of  duties  of  customs 
in  Schedule  (A). 

Ma.  TANCEasked,  on  behalf  of  cer- 
tain dealers,  that  foreign  mirits  might 
be  removed  &om  Customs  to  Excise 
warehouses  or  to  private  bonded  ware- 
houses, just  as  British  niirits  might  now 
be  removed  under  bona  from  ^cise  to 
Customs'  warehouses.  He  ^Mr.  Yance) 
understood  that  the  Commissioners  of 
Inland  Bevenue  had  recommended  such 
a  course. 

l^CHANCELLOE  of  the  EXCHE- 
QUER said,  that  the  matter  was  under 
the  consideration  of  the  Government, 
and  he  did  not  think  there  would  be 
any  dif&culty  in  complying  with  tbiw 
request. 

Clause  Offrtid  to. 

Clauses  2  and  3  agreed  to. 

Clause  4  (Bepeal  of  duties  on  com,  ftc). 

Mr.  BABNBTT  observed  that  lame 
consignments  of  grain,  which  probably 
would  not  be  landed  or  interfered  with 
before  the  1st  of  Jime,  were  daily  ex- 
pected to  arrive  in  this  country,  and  the 
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importers  were  anxious  that  some  words 
should  be  introduced  into  the  clause 
making  those  cargoes  not  chargeable 
with  duty  if  they  were  not  landed  be- 
fore that  date.  It  would  be  a  great 
benefit  to  them  without  any  loss  to  the 
Eevenue.     

Mr.  CEAWFOED  said,  there  was  a 
strong  feeling  throughout  the  country 
on  this  point.  Cargoes  of  grain  were 
arriving  earlier  than  had  been  antici- 
pated, owing  to  the  prevalence  of  iavour- 
able  winds,  and  he  thought  it  was  not 
unreasonable  to  ask  that  all  cargoes  im- 
ported after  to-day  should  not  be  sub- 
ject to  the  1«.  duty.  It  had  been  the 
practice  for  the  remission  of  duties  to 
take  eflfeet  on  the  Resolutions  relating 
to  them  being  reported ;  but  in  the  pre- 
sent instance  that  custom  had  been  de- 
parted from,  because,  if  the  scheme  of 
the  Chancellor  of  tho  Exchequer  were 
not  accepted  in  its  entirety,  the  duty  on 
com  must  remain  unrepealed.  As  there 
was  no  fear  that  the  financial  scheme 
would  not  be  accepted  in  its  entirety,  he 
would  ask  whether  there  could  be  any 
difficulty  in  allowing  com  imported  to- 
morrow to  be  entered  free  of  duty?  He 
had  received  a  ^eat  many  of  the  prin- 
cipal representationa  on  this  subject  from 
dealers  in  Mark  Lane,  and  in  order  to 
bring  the  matter  to  a  practical  test,  he 
wouM  move,  as  an  Amendment,  that  the 
date  of  the  28th  of  May  be  substituted 
for  that  of  the  1st  of  June,  as  the  period 
when  the  collection  of  the  com  duty 
should  cease. 

Mb.  AiDBEMAH  LU8K  thought  that 
such  an  Amendment  was  unnecessary, 
inasmuch  as  the  object  sought  for  by 
the  hon.  Member  for  London,  if  it  was 
worth  the  trouble,  could  be  easilv  attained 
by  keeping  the  ships  outside  the  port  of 
London,  and  postponing  the  entering  of 
those  cargoes  tmtQ  the  Ist  of  June. 

Mb.  CEAWFOKD  referred  to  the 
reply  of  the  Commissioners  of  Cust^ims 
to  an  application  for  the  remission  of 
those  duties,  for  the  purpose  of  showing 
that,  even  though  the  cargoes  were  not 
discharged  before  the  1st  of  June,  they 
would  be  stiU  liable  to  duty. 

Mb.  STANSFELD  said,  there  must 
be  a  hard  and  fast  line  somewhere,  and 
the  Qovemment  made  it  the  1st  of  June. 
He  had  not  heard  any  good  argument 
in  favour  of  the  proposed  Amendment, 
It  hardly  seemed  a  sufficient  reason  for 
its   adoption  that  a  certain  number  of 
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Clause  5  (Qrant  of  datiee  of  income 
tax  specified  in  Scliedule  (B). 

Mb.  STAXSFELD  stated,  in  npty  to 
a  queetion  pat  by  the  ri^ht  hon.  Osa- 
tleman  the  Member  for  Oxfordshire 
(Mr.  Henley),  in  tiie  early  part  of  the 
evening,  as  to  the  meaning  of  the  words 
at  tlie  Goucdusion  of  the  cLaoBe,  that  for 
the  purposes  of  this  Act  1862  should 
be  read  as  1669,  that  the  object  was  to 
rectify  a  defect  that  had  arisen  in  con> 
sequence  of  the  Income  Tax  Act  having 
expired  on  the  Sth  April  last.  Between 
that  date  and  the  enactment  of  this  Bill 
certain  dividends  would  become  due  and 
payable,  from  which  it  would  be  impoe- 
sible  to  make  the  income  tax  deductions, 
and  the  insertioii  of  the  above  words 
would  enable  the  deduetions  to  be  made 
at  a  subsequent  period. 

Mb.  HENLEY  said,  he  understood 
the  effect  would  be  to  incorporate  the 
clause  referred  to  in  the  Act  25  Viet., 
c.  22,  into  this  Act.  That  certainly 
m^bt  have  been  done  in  a  more  simpk 
way. 

Clause  ordered  to  stand  part  of  the 


owners  of  cargoes  of  grain  might  be  en- 
abled to  make  a  profit  by  the  cban^  of 
the  date. 

Mb.  FIM  said,  the  difficulty  was  this — 
One  vessel  might  arrive  on  the  3lBt  of 
May  and  the  other  on  the  Ist  of  June, 
and  they  might  be  both  dischai^ing  at 
the  same  time,  and  yet  the  cargo  of  one 
might  be  subject  to  duty  and  the  other 
not  He  su^ested  that  words  might 
be  introduced  into  the  clause  making 
com  dischai^ed  aAer  the  1st  of  June 
free  of  duty. 

^m  CHANCELLOR  of  thb  EXCHE- 
QUER said,  he  gave  an  undertaking  to 
the  hon.  Member  for  London  that  all 
com  imported  on  and  after  the  let  of 
June  should  be  free.  The  question  was 
what  those  words '  meant.  They  must 
be  interpreted  according  to  the  subject- 
matter.  What  was  the  meaning,  then, 
of  "imported?"  It  must  be  entering 
the  port.  He  declined  to  accede  to  the 
Amendment. 

Mb.  RATHBONE  appealed  to  the 
Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  not  to  levy 
the  duty  on  cai^oes  which  arrived,  but 
were  not  delivered,  aa  the  clause  would 
operate  hardly  on  those  cargoes  arrived 
just  before,  but  whose  owners  were  not 
able  to  land  them  until  alter  the  let  of 
June.  He  hoped  that  the  Chancellor  of 
the  Exchequer  would  not  spoil  his  libe- 
ral proposition  by  revising  to  grant  this 
small  mvour. 

Mb.  CANDLISH  said,  the  line  must 
be  drawn  somewhere,  and  the  whole 
trade  had  been  adapting  itself  to  the 
1st  of  June.  The  reason  given  for  the 
Amendment  was  because  a  favourable 
wind  brought  a  ship  unexpectedly  early 
the  duly  uiould  be  remitted ;  but  that 
early  arrival  brought  the  com  to  market 
and  realized  its  proceeils  at  an  earlier 
date,  and  therefore  the  owners  got  com- 
pensation for  any  small  amount  of  duty 
they  might  have  to  pay.  No  case  had 
been  made  out  for  the  Amendment,  so 
he  should  support  the  Bill. 

Mb.  Aij>ebiian  LUBE  said,  he  had 
visited  Mark  Lane  recently,  and  the 
people  there  seemed  to  be  perfectly 
satisfied  with  the  proposal  of  the  Chan- 
cellor of  the  Exchequer.  He  was  often 
astonished  to  hear  tWgs  mentioned  in 
the  House  which  were  never  heard  of 
out  of  the  House. 

Amendment  negatived. 

Clause  ordered  to  stand  part  of  tbe 
Bill. 

Mr.  Statufeld 


Clauses  6  and  7  agreed  to. 

Clause  8,  (Repeal  of  provisionB  re- 
quiring land  tax,  inhabited  house  dnt^ , 
and  certain  duties  of  income  tax  to  b« 
paid  quarterly). 

Mb.  CKAWT'ORD  caUed  attention  to 
the  wording  of  the  clause — 

"  And  ths  duties  of  iitaoniB  tH  except  noh  u 
■n  parnbla  bj  wij  of  dednetioii,  or  are  mmmi- 
ble  u  iforantd,  uwMsd  Id  EngUod  or  Iralalid 
far  tbe  jeir  i>amiii«noing  >nd  ending  u  Uit  nun- 
tloned,  abM  b«  psynble  on  or  bafers  Un  flnt  Akj 
ofJaniurj." 

which  was  inconsistent  with  the  right 
hon.  Qentleman'a  statement,  and  the 
Paper  issued  by  the  Secretair  to  the 
Treasury,  that  the  payments  should  be 
after  the  1st  of  January.  The  next 
clause  provided  that  the  collectors  should 
pay  over  ^eir  receipts  on  a  day  named 
after  the  1st  of  January. 

Mb.  STANSFELD  said,  the  inoon- 
sistoncy  was  apparent.  The  wording  of 
the  clause  was  the  usual  one  adopted  in 
such  cases,  and  was  quite  in  accordance 
with  the  statement  of  fais  right  hon. 
Friend.  The  payments  must  oe  made 
"on  orbefore,'*audnot  "on  and  after." 
The  paymente  would  be  obligatory  on 
the  day,  but  optional  before  it.  Wiu  re- 
gard to  the  payment  of  the  oollections, 
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the  offioOTs  oouM  not  be  called  upon  to 
par  tiiem  orer  uatil  a  day  aftw  tioat  ap> 
pointed  for  recelring  them. 

Mb.  HENIiEY  put  the  case  of  the 
aaseesment  for  lSTO-1,  and  asked  on 
wiiat  let  of  Janua^  it  vould  be  payable. 
According  to  the  F^er  put  forward  by 
tin  Secretary  of  the  Treasury,  it  vould 
be  payable  on  the  Ist  of  January,  1871. 
He  thought  some  words  might  be  intro- 
duced to  remove  aU  doubt. 

Mb.  STANSFELD  said,  the  income 
tax  of  1670-1  would  be  payable  on  the 
let  of  January,  1871. 

Clause  ord«r»d  to  stand  part  of  the 
BiU. 

Clanaee  9  and  10  agreed  to. 

Clause  11  (Repeal  of  the  percentage 
duty  on  fire  inBorancee). 

Mb.  bead  said,  he  entirely  approved 
the  clause,  but  called  attention  to  the 
great  hardship  of  a  number  of  trifling 
and  iutdgnificant  taxes  levied  in  the 
shape  of  stamps  on  insurances  of  creeps 
and  cattle.  There  were  four  associa- 
tioos  for  the  insurance  of  crops  against 
hailstorms,  and  the  duties  paid  on  these 
insurances  in  1867  produced  £296,  and 
in  1868,  £244.  Three  of  the  associa- 
tians  vere  in  the  country  and  one  in 
London.  It  was  found  necessary  to 
keep  an  immense  number  of  stamps. 
which  varied  in  value  from  &d.  to  £2 
and  £3 ;  and  one  polipy  sometimes  bore 
six  or  eight  stamps.  On  the  policy  he 
took  up  to-day  the  duly  was  only  1*.  9d., 
and  yet  three  stamps  were  put  on  it. 
In  case  of  any  mistake  of  the  clerk  aris- 
ing &om  affixing  an  insufficient  stamp 
there  was  a  penalty  of  £20  on  the  se- 
cretary and  a  like  sum  on  the  three 
directors  who  agned  the  polity.  There 
was  another  tiiffing  tax  levied  on  cattle 
insunmoe.  The  only  solvHit  society 
which  existed  in  East  Anglia  that 
granted  policies  of  insurance  on  oatUe 
was  in  Norwich,  and  it  paid  the  year 
before  last  £58  in  the  ^ape  of  small 
riamps,  and  in  1868,  only  £33.  He 
thought  this  a  most  vexatious  system, 
whi(£.  he  respectfiilly  su^ested  to  the 
Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  should  be 
^wli^ed,  and  some  universal  policy 
stamp)  such  as  he  believed  they  were 
going  to  have  forfire  insuTEinces,  adopted 
in  its  stead. 

The  chancellor  of  thb  EXCHE- 
QUER said,  he  thon^t  the  subject 
which  tlie  hon.  Gentleman  had  intro- 
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duced  was  very  well  worth  oonddera- 
tioQ.  He  hoped  he  would  be  content 
with  having  brought  it  forward.  He 
would  make  inquiries  respecting  it. 

Clause  agreed  to. 

Clauses  12  to  17,  inclusive,  agreed  to. 

Clause  18  (Provisions  and  regulations 
to  be  observed). 

Mb.  read  moved  an  Amendment  to 
exempt  boys  under  sixteen  years  of  age 
from  the  male  servant  duty.  They  had 
a  very  pleasant  discussion  on  the  point 
before  the  Recess,  but  he  thought  the 
decision  of  the  House  upon  it  rather  ar- 
bitrary. He  hoped  the  Chancellor  of  the 
Exchequer  would  have  compassion  on 
these  boys  and  exempt  them  &om  tlie 
tax;  if  not  he  felt  convinced  that  it  would 
have  a  prejudicial  effect  on  their  indus- 


trial training.  It  was  a  tax  that  ought 
only  to  apply  to  skilled  labour,  ana  it 
ooiUd  not  be  said  that  skilled  labour  could 
be  had  from  a  boy  of  sixteen.  This  was 
a  tax  of  the  worst  kind  that  could  be 
plaoed  on  technical  education.  Itwasim- 
usual  to  tax  a  horse  tmtil  he  was  broken 
into  work,  and  as  a  boy  was  about  as 
troublesome  and  mischievous  a  thing  as 
they  could  hare  on  their  premises,  no- 
thing further  ought  to  be  done  to  induce 
people  to  get  rid  of  them. 

Amendment  proposed,  In  line  31,  after 
the  word  "viz.,"  to  insert  the  words 
"for  any  male  servant  under  sixteen 
years  of  age." — (Mr.  Clare  Seieell  Mead.) 

Mb.  STANSFELD  said,  that  the  ques- 
tion lay  in  a  smaU  compass,  ana  the 
House  had  declared  in  favour  of  a  policy 
of  simplicity  and  uniformity  of  charge, 
whidi  could  be  accomplished  without 
unfairness.  The  charge  for  male  eer- 
vents  had  been  reduce<^  and,  so  far  firom 
causing  a  fsilure  in  the  supply  of  ser- 
vants, ne  believed  the  result  would  be 
to  mskke  the  chaige  for  the  employment 
of  servants  less  onerous  than  before. 

Me.  HENLEY  said,  he  wished  that 
the  Government  had  been  able  to  accede 
tothe  proposal  of  his  hon.  Friend,.  He 
was  old  enough  to  recollect  the  state  of 
tiie  law  under  the  old  system,  when 
people  almost  in  the  situation  of  coster- 
mongers,  who  kept  a  horse  for  the  pur- 
poses of  their  trade,  were  brought  b^ore 
the  Commissioners  upon  surcharges,  be- 
cause some  boy  took  the  horse  out  and 
put  him  in  the  stable,  and  thus  became 
liable  to  the  duty,    l^iis  was  not  now  a 
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qnestiou  of  an  appeal  to  the  Commisdon- 
ers,  but  the  Bill  laid  down  a  hard  and 
faat  Excise  penalty  of  £20,  to  bo  re- 
covered before  the  magiBtrates,  who 
moat  convict.  In  many  cases  women 
were  obliged  to  keep  a  pony  for  the 
piirpOBCB  of  their  trade,  and  if  a  eon  took 
the  pony  out  of  the  trap  orpnthim  back 
into  the  stable  he  might  be  called  a  ser- 
vant. The  magistrates  must  convict  in 
the  penal^  of  £20,  without  exercising 
any  aiscretion  as  to  the  amount.  He  re- 
membered the  misery  ad  trouble  which 
these  cases  uBed  to  cause  when  they  were 
brought  before  the  ConunisBioners.  He 
should  have  been  glad  if  the  Ohanoellor 
of  the  Exchequer  had  seen  fit  to  relieve 
all  trade  horses  from  duty,  because  then 
these  cases  would  not  arise.  The  right 
hon.  Gentleman  said  that  this  license 
would  not  apply  unless  the  relation  of 
master  and  servant  existed;  but  the 
wording  of  the  old  Act  had  been  pre- 
served, and  if  a  lad  were  employed 
wholly  or  partially  he  was  to  be  taxed. 
In  cases  when  the  parties  used  to  be 
brought  before  the  Conmiisffloners  no 
costs  were  incurred,  but  now  there  must 
be  a  complaint  and  summons;  the  par- 
ties would  be  brought  from  their  bud- 
neeses,  and  the  clerks  to  the  magistrates 
must  be  paid  their  ooats,  amounting  to 
8«.  or  10s.  The  clause,  as  it  stood,  was 
certain   to  create  much  dissatisfaction 


Mk.  CEAWFOED  said,  the  real 
definition  of  a  servant  was  a  person 
who  received  w^ea,  either  in  money, 
clothes,  or  victuals,  or  all  of  them.  A 
son  occasionally  assisting  a  parent — 
such  as  the  son  of  a  gentieman  s  ooach- 
man  doing  any  act  to  assist  his  father 
— would  not  constitute  him  a  servant 
liable  to  this  tax. 

Mb.  HAMBHO  believed  that  the  pro- 
posal to  levy  a  tax  on  lads  employed  as 
servants  would  be  severally  felt  by  the 

X 'cultural  class.  Farmers  now  era- 
sed the  sons  of  their  carters  and 
other  labourers  almost  out  of  cQiarity; 
but  if  they  had  to  pay  15».  a  year  tax 
for  each  of  those  boys,  they  would  cease 
to  employ  them  to  the  same  extent. 

Mb.  dent  said  that  a  good  deal  of 
the  hardship  would  be  got  rid  of  if  the 
charge  for  dl  male  servants  were  reduced 
to  lOj.  %d.  There  was  a  precedent  for 
making  the  reduction,  as  horses  and 
mules,  now  taxed  at  10*.  6i.,  were  for- 
merly charged  £1  le. 

Mr.  Henley 
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Mb.  Aij>EaiuH  LXT8E  deprecated  any 
attempt  to  throw  temptation  in  the  way 
of  the  poor  by  offering  them  induce- 
ments to  understate  the  ages  of  young 
lads.  He  did  not  conmder  that  persons, 
once  they  were  able  to  ke^  horses  and 
stable  boys,  could  properly  fall  under  the 
denomination  of  the  poor,  and  the  ad- 
ditional taxation  could  m^e  really  little 
difference  to  them. 

Mb.  8TAJJSFELT)  reminded  the  Com- 
mittee that  there  was  not  at  present  any 
exemption  ixoia.  taxation  in  &vour  of 
servants  under  a  certain  age,  and  that 
the  proposition  was  therefore  novel  in 
its  character.  He  pointed  out  to  the 
r^ht  hon.  Gentieman  opposite  (Mr. 
Efenley)  that  tiie  wording  of  the  clause 
was  dominated  by  the  words  "  male  ser- 
vant," which  conveyed  that  there  should 
be  something  to  establish  the  relation  of 
master  and  servant  before  liability  to  the 
charge  would  accrue. 

Mb.  HENIJJT  :  Are  we  to  understand 
that  the  relation  of  master  and  servant 
is  to  exist?  [Mr.  Stansfeld:  Yes.] 
Because  the  wonis  were  similar  to  those 
in  the  old  tax  Acts,  and  the  words  had 
been  so  construed.  A  boy  was  employed 
once  a  week  to  take  a  horse  out  of  a 
cart,  for  which  he  was  paid  &d.,  and  this 
was  held  to  constitute  the  taxable  rela- 
tion of  master  and  servant.  If,  as  the 
hon.  Gentieman  said,  the  relation  of 
master  and  servant  must  antecedentiy 
exist,  he  was  afraid  that  the  difficulty 
would  increase.  Great  difficulty  often 
occurred  in  the  courts  of  law  in  deter- 
mining the  relation  of  master  and  ser- 
vant in  charges  of  embezzlement.  He 
admitted  the  pleasure  to  the  eye  of  uni- 
formity ;  but  he  appealed  to  the  Govern- 
ment not  to  persist  in  proposals  which 
must  be  productive  of  dissatis&ction, 
heartburnings,  and  oppression,  for  the 
sake  merely  of  obtaining  a  revenue 
which,  he  believed,  would  torn  out  to 
be  worthless.  He  hoped  that  the  tax  at 
all  events  would  not  be  imposed  in  the 
case  of  the  poor  boys  occasionally  em- 
ployed about  a  horse  and  cart. 

Mb.  BEAD  said,  that  in  all  schemes 
of  taxation  there  were  exemptions.  Such 
was  the  case  with  dogs,  carriages,  and 
horses;  and,  unless  exemptions  were 
adopted  in  the  case  of  servants,  there 
would  be  great  difficulty  in  young  lads 
finding  masters  who  wotdd  be  bothered 
with  &em.  There  were  boys  employed 
in  farm  stables  receiving  training  for 
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better  Bitustions,  but  wbo  would  not  be 
retained  under  a  chai^  of  l&t. 


The  Conmiittee  divided :  ~  Ayea  28; 
Noes  57 ;  Majority  29.  \ 

On  Motion  of  Mr.  Stanbfeld,  an  i 
Amendment  was  inaerted,  taking  away 
the  exemption  of  pereons  letting  car- 
riages and  horses  nom  taking  out  li- 
censes for  any  servant  "  employed  to 
driTS  a  carriage  with  any  horse,  let  to 
hire  for  any  period  exceeding  twenty- 
eight  days."  

Mb.  BONHAM-GAIITKR  asked  whe- 
ther the  words  "used  solely"  would 
have  the  same  Bonification  as  "  kept  for 
use"  in  the  enactments  exempting  from 
du^  carriages  employed  only  in  trade 
or  nusbont&y;  and  whether  the  occa- 
sional use  of  Buch  carriages  in  drawing 
coals  would  prevent  the  exemption  &om 
operating? 

Mb.  STAXSFELD  replied  that  wag- 
gons used  for  purposes  of  husbandly 
would  not  become  Gable  for  duty  if  em- 
ployed in  drawing  coalfl. 

Mb.  W.  H.  SmTH  pointed  out  that 
the  payment  of  the  duty  was  shiited 
from  persons  hiring  horses  to  those  who 
let  them  for  hire,  which  he  thought 
would  create  some  difficultr ;  because  a 
jobber  might  have  several  horses  stand- 
ing in  his  stable  belonging  to  other  per- 
sons, and  he  would  be  oontinually  ctdled 
upon  to  account  for  the  difference  be- 
tween the  Betum  he  made  and  the  num- 
ber he  had  in  the  stables.  Formerly 
the  practice  was  to  charge  the  person 
who  nired  them  with  the  duty,  and  not 
the  jobber. 

Mb.  hunt  asked  whether  the  ri^ht 
ben.  Gentleman  would  have  any  objec- 
tion to  issue  licenses  for  three  or  six 
months,  instead  of  compelling  them  to 
be  taken  out  for  the  whole  year?    

The  chancellor  of  toe  EXCHE- 
QUER said,  that  the  proposal  of  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  was  totally  at  va- 
riance with  the  spirit  of  the  Bill,  and 
therefore  be  could  not  assent  to  it. 

Mb.  8TAMSFELD  failed  to  see  the 
force  of  the  objection  made  by  the  hon. 
Member  for  Westminstor  (Mr.  Smith)  to 
charging  persons  who  lot  horses  for  hire 
with  the  duly.  

Mb.  Aij>ebilutW.  LAWBENCE  said, 
the  proposed  uniform  tax  of  ID*.  6d.  for 
keeping  a  horse  while  it  would  benefit 
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the  rich  man,  who  now  paid  £l  1(,  and 
would  not  add  anything  to  the  tax  now 
paid  by  a  farmer,  would  operate  harshly 
towards  that  lai^e  class  of  persons  who 
kept  ponies  not  for  pleasure,  but  for  the 

Surpose  of  carrying  ou  their  business, 
.t  present  they  paid  a  tax  of  5j.  Zd., 
but  under  the  proposed  uniform  system 
they  would  have  to  pay  \0t.  Gd.  They 
felt  it  difficult  to  pay  even  5».  Sd.  A. 
clause  had  been  inserted  to  continue  the 
exemption  in  favour  of  the  horses  em- 

Sloyed  by  market  gardeners,  but  no 
)wer  than  24,300  horses,  each  one  of 
which,  he  presumed,  had  a  separate 
owner,  wouM  be  cluu^ed  with  the  in- 
crease to  which  he  had  r^erred.  As 
these  horses  were  generally  under  13 
hands  high,  and  were  employed  by  ^oor 
persons  who  could  barely  make  a  nving, 
he  hoped  the  Chancellor  of  the  Exche- 
quer would  exempt  them  altogether  by 
remitting  the  duty  on  horses  under  13 
hands  h^h.  The  hon.  Gentleman  con- 
cluded by  moving  the  omission  of  the 
words  "or  pony." 

Tm  CHANCELLOR  of  toe  EXCHE- 
QUER said,  he  could  not  assent  to 
the  Amendment.  The  matter  had  al- 
ready been  fully  discussed,  and  a  decision 
had  been  come  to  on  it  before  the  hon. 
GenUeman  moved  his  Amendment. 

Mr.  hunt  said,  he  thought  that 
even  if  the  Amendment  of  tiie  hon. 
Gentleman  were  adopted  the  ftnimals  to 
which  he  had  referred  would  be  included 
in  the  term  "horses."  He  regretted, 
however,  that  the  Chancellor  of  the 
Exchequer  had  not  exempted  all  horses 
engaged  in  trade  and  charged  £1  li. 
on  all  horses  used  for  pleasure. 

Me.  Aldbemaw  W.  LAWRENCE 
said,  he  would  withdraw  his  Amend- 

Amendment,  by  leave,  mthdrtuen. 

Mb.  WELBY  thanked  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  the  Chancellor  of  the  Exche- 
quer for  the  concession  which  he  had 
made  in  an  earlier  part  of  the  evening 
respecting  brood  mares.  He  wished, 
however,  to  state  why  he  thought  it 
desirable  that,  so  far  &om  imposing  ad- 
ditional taxation  upon  brood  mares,  it 
was  well  worthy  the  consideration  of 
the  Government  whether  they  diould 
not  afford  some  direct  encouragement 
in  this  quarter.  It  was  only  recently 
that  he  had  some  conversation  with 
perhaps  the  best  authority  on  this  sub- 
ject—  Mr.    Phillips,  the   well -known 
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borae-dealer  of  ^uglitfibridse.  Of  Ute 
years,  man;  thousandB  of  our  most 
serviceable  mares  had  beea  sent  abroad, 
and  the  oonsequenoe  was,  that  whereaB 
formerly  all  our  caTaliy  raiments  were 
mounted  on  EqkUsIi  horses,  at  present 
that  was  not  Uio  case,  even  with  a 
aingle  reriment.  We  were  obliged 
to  g;o  to  Ireland  in  order  to  obtain 
them,  and,  as  the  supply  there  was  ne- 
cessarily limited,  the  cavalry  horses, 
instead  of  being  4-yr-oldB,  as  required 
by  the  repilationa  of  the  service,  were 
frequently  S-yr-olds,  and  in  some  cases, 
even  2-yr-olds.  Mr.  Phillips,  aa  a  proof 
of  Uie  injury  whioh  this  constant  ex- 
portation had  caused,  stated  that,  having 
to  purchase  thirty  detachment  horses,  he 
visited  Northallerton  Fair,  where  he 
could  easily  have  procured,  some  years 
ago,  sixty  or  seventy  such  horses  as  those 
he  required,  but  he  was  only  ablo  to  pur- 
chase three.  Ten  years  ago  he  executed 
a  contract  to  send  eighty  post  mares  to 
Italy,  at  £46 a-pieceforFrince  Humbert, 
but  he  found  himself  utterly  unable  to 
get  twenty  of  the  same  class  this  year 
for  the  King  of  the  Belgians  at  £60 
a-piece.  In  the  same  manner,  he  believed 
Uiat  three-fourths  of  the  carriage  horses 
of  London  were  no  longer  bred  in  Eng- 
land, but  were  imported  &om  Germany. 
Such  a  slate  of  things  was  highly  un- 
satisfactory, and  it  was  perfectly  con- 
ceivable, and  under  some  circumstances, 
might  become  injurious  to  the  interests 
of  the  country.  He  was  inclined  to 
think  that  the  £1,200  annually  given 
in  Queen's  I^tes  might  be  better  em- 
ployed if  devoted  to  premiums  on  breed- 
ing horses  in  the  country,  or  to  sub- 
sidies such  aa  those  given  in  France.  If 
at  any  time,  too,  the  Chancellor  of  the 
Exchequer  should  be  in  want  of  money 
be  would  Teuture  to  suggest  that  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  should  institute 
an  inquiry  into  the  subject  and,  if  the 
expor^tion  of  horses  were  carried  on  to 
anything  like  the  extent  that  it  had  been 
represented  to  him,  he  should  place  an 
export  duh'  of,  say,  £5  on  each  horse 
sent  abroad.  The  result  would  be,  either 
that  a  laige  sum  of  money  would  be 
brought  into  the  Exchequer,  or  that  many 
horses  which  would  otherwise  have  gone 
abroad  would  be  kept  at  home.  He 
proposed  the  insertion  of  words,  exempt- 
ing &om  taxation,  under  this  clause, 
horses  kept  for  the  purpose  of  breeding. 
Amendment  agrtea  to. 

Mr.  Welby 
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Mk.  CHABLEF  expressed  a  hope  that 
the  ChajiceUor  of  the  Exchequer  would 
stm  further  extend  his  concessioDe  to 
London  cab-drivers,  and  not  impose  the 
tax  inserted  in  the  Bill — a  tax  which 
waa  now,  for  the  first  time  for  man; 
years,  imposed  upon  that  body. 

T^  CHANCELLOR  of  thi  EXCHE- 
QTJEE  remarked  that,  although  &e 
tax  was  new  aa  reguded  its  fonn,  the 
cab-drivers  had  no  reason  to  com[dain, 
as  by  the  removal  of  the  duty  on  their 
licenses  they  had  already  been  enor* 
mously  relieved. 

Mb.  bead  asked  what  wae  to  be  tha 
duty  on  race  horses  ? 

The  CHANCELLOE  of  the  EXCHE- 
QtJEE:  £3  17..     ■ 

Clause  agretd  to. 

Clause  19  (Notice  to  be  afELxed  on  or 
near  the  church  door  as  to  duties  and 
declarationa  under  this  Act). 

Mk.  HENLEY  complained  of  the 
hardship  which  would  frequently  be  im- 
posed upon  people  in  consequence  of 
their  having  to  send  for  the  forms  in 
which  they  were  to  make  these  declara- 
tions, especially  when  it  was  remem- 
bered that  a  neglect  in  so  doing  rraidered 
the  person  failing  to  fill  up  the  forms 
liable  to  a  penalty  of  £20.  Looking  at 
the  carelessness  of  people  generally,  and 
the  tact  that  notices  posted  on  ohur^ih 
doors  very  often  f^ed  to  come  to  the 
knowledge  of  those  whom  they  con- 
cerned, it  would  be  much  better  that 
these  forms  should  be  distributed  as 
they  were  at  present,  by  the  officers  of 


The  CHANCELLOR  of  the  EXCHE- 
QUES  reidied,  that  these  duties  now 
becoming  licenses  of  the  Excise  would 
hencefoith  be  treated  as  all  other  lioensea 
of  the  Excise  were  treat«d  ;  and  the  ex- 
perience of  those  concerned  in  this  sub- 
ject led  them  to  behove  that  the  mode 
suggested  in  the  Bill  was  the  best  one. 
There  would  be  no  difficully  in  obtain- 
ing the  forms,  and  it  was  not  the  prac- 
tice to  proceed  with  severity  against 
those  who  were'  remiss,  the  general 
practice  being  to  warn  instead  of  prose- 
cuting those  who  were  inattentive.  It 
was,  moreover,  in  the  power  of  the  ma- 
gistrates to  remit  three-fourths  of  the 
fine  inflicted,  while  the  Excise  also  had 
power,  when  it  was  thought  fit  to  do  so, 
to  remit  the  whole  of  the  penalty.  There 
was  no  occasion  to  apprdiend  any  vexa- 
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tioo.  Thelnland  Bereaue  sated  &Tour- 
ably ;  they  paid  ooets  if  defeated,  and 
did  not  get  theia  if  they  suoceeded. 

Clause  offTMd  to. 

Clauses  20  and  21  offrud  to. 

Clause  22  (Additional  declaratioii  to 
be  DUtde,  and  fiirther  duties  paid  when 
required).  

Mr.  SCOUEFIELD  said,  that  it 
Tould  require  a  person  to  make  a  decla- 
ration of  the  weight  of  a  carriage  of 
which  he  might  become  possessed,  and 
it  was  a  point  on  which  it  was  difficult 
to  get  accurate  informatian,  because  a 
ooadi-builder  was  hardly  to  be  relied 
upon  in  such  a  matter,  and  in  the  part 
of  the  country  where  he  lived  weighing 
machines  by  which  you  could  test  the 
weight  of  a  carriage  were  far  removed 
from  each  othBr.  ^^ 

Ms.  NEVILLE-GEENYILLE  said, 
the  difficulty  was  easily  got  over  by  de- 
claring tihat  a  carriage  did  not  weigh 
lees  than  4  owt.,  and  he  did  not  believe 
that  any  fsur-wheeled  carriage  did. 

Clause  ayrt«d  to. 

Clause  23  agrttd  to. 

Clause  24  (Penalty  for  neglect  to  de- 
lirer  declaration,  or  for  deliyering  an 
untrue  declaration). 

Mr.  HENLEY  suggested  that  the 
magistrates  should  have  power  to  reduce 
the  penal^. 

Mb.  STAJfeFEU)  said,  they  had 
power  to  do  so  now. 

Ma.  MTJNTZ  urged  that  it  would  be 
better  to  introduce  the  words  "not  ex- 
ceeding" before  £20,  to  save  the  trouble 
and  delay  there  must  be  in  obtaining  a 
mitigation  of  the  penalty,  and  that  the 
vinmcation  of  the  law  and  the  interests 
of  the  Bevenue  would  be  best  promoted 
by  giving  magistrateB  discretion  to  im- 
pose a  lower  penalty  in  the  first  instance. 

Clause  agreed  to. 

Clauae  25  agreed  to. 

Clause  26  (Penalty  for  not  taking  out 
licenses). 

Mb.  HENLET  said,  he  thought  the 
wording  of  the  clause  was  liable  to  mis- 
oouatruotiou.  It  required  that  a  person 
should  take  out  a  Ucense  before  ne  en- 
gaged a  servant.  He  apprehended  this, 
could  not  be  intended,  and  hoped  some 
alterations  would  be  made,  so  that  a  per- 
son would  not  be  liable  to  penalties  if 
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he  happened  to  engage  a  servant  before 
taking  out  a  license. 

Mb.  BTANSFELD  said,  he  believed 
the  case  was  met  b^  Clause  23,  which 
provided  that  a  special  notice  should  be 
served,  and  if  the  law  was  not  complied 
with  within  fourteen  Aaye  from  the  serv- 
ing of  the  aotioe,  then  the  penalties 
would  follow. 

Mb.  HEMiEY  thought  the  two 
courses  would  be  open  to  the  Com- 
missioners if  Uie  clause  were  left  un- 
amended. 

Thr  CHANCEIiLOE  of  thb  EXOHE- 
QUEB  promised  to  consider  the  matter, 
and  state  the  conclusion  he  hod  come  to 
on  bringing  up  the  Eeport. 

Mr.  aOTTRLET  thought  that  the 
whole  subject  of  penalties  should  be  re- 
He  recommended  that  the 
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if  they  were  obliged  to  inflict  a  high 
penalty  or  nothing.  

Tbs  CHANCELLOB  of  the  EXCHE- 
QUEB  said,  the  magistrates  had  a  dis- 
cretion, and  oould  mitigate  the  penalty  to 
three-fourths. 

Mb.  NEVILLE-GEENYHiLE  said, 
that  three>fourthB  of  the  penal^  would 
be  utter  ruin  to  some. 

The  CHANCEUiOE  of  the  EXCHE- 
QUER replied  that  in  such  a  case  the 
Exohequer  could  remit  the  rest. 

'M'ti''h  hii-JT.KV  MiH,  experience  proved 
that  with  high  penalties  convictions  were 
with  difficulty  obtained,  because  in  such 
oases  persons  took  peculiar  views  of  the 
weight  of  evidence.  

Thb  CHANOELIiOH  of  the  EXCHE- 
QUER  said,  the  questioa  was  a  prtmer 
one  for  consideration  as  a  whole,  but 
it  would  be  most  inconvenient  to  have 
two  systems  in  work  at  the  same  time, 
one  dealing  with  one  sort  of  tax  and  the 
other  with  another. 

Me.  MUNTZ  observed,  with  reference 
to  the  remission  of  fines,  that  the  other 
day  he  was  compelled  to  fine  a  man  £20, 
and  the  Excise  officer  assured  biiu  that 
it  was  impossible  to  remit  more  than 
three-fourUis  of  the  penalty ;  the  offender 
bad  consequently  to  pay  the  £6. 

Clause  agreed  to. 

Clauses  28  to  35,  inclusive,  agreed  to. 

Clause  36  (Provision  as  to  certain 
ehepheids'  dogs  with  reference  to  30  Fiet. 
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to  pay  the  duty  again  for  ths  same 
iog. 

Clause,  as  amended,  agreed  to. 

Clause  37  agreed  to. 

New  elausoB  brought  up. 

Ma.  CHARLEY  asked  the  Chancellor 

'  the  Exchequer  whedier  he  had  kindly 
considered  the  Uemorial  which  he  had 
oommuuicated  to  him  from  the  six-day 
cabmen  in  London.  There  were  about 
40,000  persons  interested  iu  cabs  in 
London,  of  whom  about  10,000  were 
SiX'day  cabs  now  numbered 
from  one-third  to  one-half  of  all  the 
cabs  that  were  employed  iu  London. 
>-mastere  and  men  were  very 
grateful  for  what  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
Ueman  had  done  for  tbem,  but  they 
thought  that  the  conferring  of  one  be- 
nefit upon  them  waa  no  reason  for  de- 
priving them  of  another  great  benefit 
whi<di  tbey  enjoyed  at  present.  In  1 853 
an  Act  was  passed  which  reduced  the 
uniform  weekly  duty  of  10«.  upon  all 
cabs  to  7«.  a  week  upon  seven-day  cabs 
and  6».  a  week  upon  dx-day  cabs.  As 
recently  ae  1666  the  L^ielature  imposed 
a  fine  of  £5  upon  every  driver  not  be- 
in^  the  owner,  and  of  £10  upon  eveiy 
dnver  being  the  owner  of  a  six-day  cab 
whoplyed  Tot  hire  with  it  on  Sunday. 
The  Legislature  had  thrown  a  proteddou 
around  the  six-day  cabman,  which  the 
right  hon.  QenUeman  by  the  37th  clause 
would  deprive  hirn  of,  and  then  the  six- 
day  cabman  could  not  be  sure  that  he 
would  have  the  Sunday  rest.  His  master 
might  say  that  if  he  rested  on  Sunday  he 
would  not  have  him  on  Monday,  or  that 
he  must  pay  as  much  as  if  he  had  gone 
out  on  that  day.  Let  the  right  non. 
QenUeman  consider  the  condition  of  the 
cabman,  exposed  to  all  kinds  of  weathers 
on  die  box  of  his  cab,  sitting  for  hours 
in  a  damp  groat  coat,  obliged  to  snatch 
a  hasty  and  unwholesome  meal,  subject 
to  cold  and  fever,  his  home  little  better 
than  a  sleeping  berth,  and  then  he 
could  appreciate  the  value  which  the 
cabman  set  upon  the  Sunday  reet.  On 
Sunday  he  could  enjoy  a  comfortable 
meal  at  home,  waited  upon  by  an  affec- 
tionate wife  and  listening  to  the  inno- 
cent pratde  of  his  children,  and  he  had  an 
opportunity  of  improving  his  mind,  and 
of  attending  the  worship  of  Almighty 
Gbd.  He  noped  tho  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman would  aooede  to  the  praf  er  of 
the  Memorial  for  the  maiateiiaiioe  of  tbe 


Mb.  read  proposed  the  omission  of 
the  proviso  with  a  view  to  insure  that  a 
license  for  a  shepherd's  dog  should  be 
paid  by  the  master  and  not  by  the  shep- 
herd. It  was  unreasonable  to  oblige  the 
shepherd's  name  and  not  the  master's 
to  appear  an  the  license.  The  late  Chan- 
cellor of  the  Exchequer  had  described 
this  ae  a  tax  upon  the  land,  and  he 
wished  the  tax  to  fall  in  that  direction 
rather  than  on  the  servant. 

Ms.  STANSFELD  said,  the  lat« 
Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  had  placed 
the  tax  upon  the  shepherd,  while  this 
Act  proposed  to  place  it  on  the  master. 
The  proviso  was  neceasaiy  far  this  pur- 
pose. 

Ms.  HENLEY  said,  it  appeared  to 
him  that,  if  die  master  paid  the  duty 
for  the  dog,  it  ought  to  stand  in  his  name ; 
otherwise  the  master  might  have  to  pay 
two  duties  for  one  service.  Suppose  a 
shepherd  hanged  hims^,  or  enlisted  for 
a  soldier,  the  master  would  have  to  get 
another  shepherd,  who  would  bring  ano- 
ther dog,  and  the  master,  who  had  al- 
ready paid  for  Jack  Smith's  dog,  would 
have  to  pay  over  again  for  Tom  Jones's 
to  a  dead  oertaioty. 

Mb.  STANSFELD  said,  that  the  dog 
belonged  to  the  shepherd,  and  the  ob- 
ject was  to  relieve  the  shepherd  from  a 
liability  to  which  be  would  otherwise  be 
subject.  The  master,  on  hiring  a  shep- 
herd, would  inquire  whether  he  had  al- 
ready obtained  a  licence;  if  not,  the 
master  would  have  to  pay  for  it. 

Mb.  HENLEY  said,  the  consequence 
would  be  that  a  master  would  have  to 
pay  for  a  dog  whether  his  shepherd 
needed  one  or  not.  ["Oh,  oh!"]  The 
right  hon.  Gentlemen  shook  his  head; 
but,  whatever  might  be  the  case  in  wide 
and  unenclosed  landJs,  yet  in  districts 
where  the  enclosures  were  numerous 
the  masters  preferred  that  the  shepherd 
should  do  his  work  without  a  dog. 

CowNEt  STKES  said,  that  in  Scot- 
land, where  the  sheep  were  kept  in  t 
hills  and  great  open  spaces,  it  would  _ . 
impossible  to  do  without  the  aid  of  a 
dog,  and  it  would  be  intolerable  to  make 
the  shepherds  pay  for  it  while  doing  the 
work  of  their  master. 

The  CHANCELLOR  of  the  EXCHE- 
QUER said,  that  if  this  proviso  were 
struck  out  and  the  dog  entered  in  the 
master's  name,  then  if  the  master  turned 
the  shepherd  away  he  would  keep  the 
license,  and  the  shepherd  would  have 
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preeent  distmctioii  between  siz-day  and 
eeren-day  cabe,  and  tbat  a  rednddon  of 
one-fieveuth  sliould  continue  to  be  al- 
lowed in  tlie  case  of  the  former. 

Mb.  ATETON  said,  the  hon.  Membei 
for  Salford  appeared  quite  to  nmninder- 
Btand  tbe  question  at  issue  between  tbe 
cabmen  and  the  Chancellor  of  the  Exche- 
quer. Their  request  had  always  been 
uiat  no  distinction  should  be  niade  be- 
tween them  and  other  persons  who 
kept  carri^^  and  horses  in  levying  the 
duties  for  the  benefit  of  the  Exche- 
quer. That  request  had  been  acceded  tti, 
and  the  hon.  OentJeman  now  asked  that 
the  old  distinction  should  be  kept  up. 
The  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  had 
conceded  what  the  cabmen  had  been 
seeking  for  many  years,  and  what  a 
Select  Conunittee  of  that  House  had 
recommended ;  and  it  was  no  grievance 
to  cabmen,  who  used  their  TaEdcles  on 
tax  days  of  the  week,  that  they  should 
have  to  pay  the  same  as  ottker  people 
who  might  or  might  not  use  their  car- 
riages and  horses  on  Sundays. 

Mb.  CHABLEY  admitted  that  there 
was  much  truth  in  what  the  hon.  and 
learned  Gentleman  stated ;  but  what  the 
memorialists  complained  of  was  that  the 
protection  which  the  Legislature  bad  hi- 
therto thrown  round  the  sis-day  cabmen 
was  now  to  be  withdrawn. 

The  CHANCELLOE  of  the  EXCHE- 
QUEB  said,  he  had  considered  the  Me- 
morial which  had  been  referred  to.  and 
was  sorry  that  he  could  not  accede  to  it. 
That  Bill  did  away  with  all  exceptional 
legislation  on  that  subject ;  but  if  the 
cabmen  were  so  anxious  to  maintain  the 
distinction  which  the  hon.  Member  spoke 
of,  there  was  doubtless  a  way  in  ^lich 
it  could  be  easily  done — namely,  by  a 
return  to  the  old  plan  of  levying  \».  per 
day  on  cabe. 

Clause  ordered  to  be  added  to  the  Bill. 

Mb.  TANCE  said,  a  heavr  scale  of 
duties  was  now  imposed  on  uie  cabs  of 
the  City  of  Dublin,  wluch  that  Bill  as  it 
stood,  although  it  professed  to  do  away 
with  all  exceptional  legislation  in  regard 
to  locomotioa,  would  allow  to  continue. 
He  understood  that  tbe  only  reason  why 
the  cabmen  of  Dublin  were  not  to  be 
placed  on  the  same  footing  as  their 
London  brethren  was  that  the  enormous 
duties  to  wluch  they  were  sulpect  went 
towards  the  support  of  the  pouce  of  the 
aty.    But  if  it  was  thought  that  the 


citizens  of  Dublin  onght  to  pay  for  the 
support  of  its  police,  a  direct  police  tax 
ought  to  be  levied  from  them,  instead  of 
continuing  in  operation  an  oppressivo 
scale  of  duties  on  hackney  carriages,  job 
horses,  &c.  The  hon.  Member  concluded 
by  moving  the  following  clause ; — 

"  Thkt  on  the  lat  of  Je^onarj,  1870,  all  dutiM 
(hall  oeus  to  b«  pajable  on  lioenwi  for  job  oar- 
riagai,  ttage  oarriaf^s,  haoknsj  oamagea,  oabrU 
olew.  Job  horiei,  and  oarta  or  dnjM  uied  or  let 
to  hire  in  the  Citj  of  Dnblin,  within  tbe  limita  of 
the  Act  ITth  and  tSth  VtoCorU,  cbaptar  45." 

Mb.  STAJfSFELD  said,  it  was  im- 
possible to  accede  to  the  proposal  of  the 
ton.  Gentleman,  because  it  dealt  with 
purely  municipal  duties,  whereas  the 
Bill  before  them  was  entirely  confined 
to  duties  payable  into  the  Imperial 
Exchequer. 

Mb.  VANCE  said,  he  would  withdraw 
his  clause. 

Clause,  by  leave,  toiihdrawn. 

Schedules  and  Preamble  agreed  to, 

House  remmed. 

Bill  rtported  ;  as  amended,  to  be  con- 
sidered upon  Monday  next,  and  to  be 
printed.     [BiU  132.] 

CIVIL  OFFICEa  (PENSIONS)   BILL. 

(Mr.  Dodion,  Mr.  QUtdtUme,  Mr.  ChamxOor  of 

tie  Exchequer.) 

[bill  42.]      GOMMTTTEE. 

Order  for  Committee  read. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
"That  Mr.  Speaker  do  now  leave  die 
Chair." 

Mr.  FAWCETT,  in  moving,  by  way 
of  Amendment,  the  Besolution  of  which 
he  had  given  notice,  said,  he  desired  to 
explain  why  he  had  not  opposed  the  Bill 
at  an  eu-her  stage.  He  confessed  his 
utter  inabili^  to  understand  the  provi- 
sions and  object  of  the  Bill  when  it  was 
first  introduced,  and,  eonaequently,  he 
asked  the  Prime  Minister  for  an  expla- 
nation. Hie  right  hon.  Gentleman,  with 
great  courtesy,  thereupon  explained  the 
nature  of  the  measure,  ana  gave  in- 
formation which  could  not  possibly  have 
been  gathered  &om  the  mere  perusal  of 
the  Bni.  After  receiving  this  explana- 
tion, and  giving  the  subject  his  best 
oonsideration,  he  came  to  the  conclusion 
that  the  Bill  ought  to  be  opposed ;  but, 
being  himself  a  supporter  of  the  general 
policy  of  the  Government,  he  was  anxious 
that  some  one  else   should  head  the 
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oppoBtioii  to  it.  He  had  hoped  (hat  a 
discussion  would  have  been  raised  on 
the  second  reading,  but  the  Bill  passed 
throni^  that  stage  late  at  nlKht,  after  an 
Irish  Church  debate,  the  result  being  that 
not  a  syllable  was  uttered  as  to  the  ybtj 
important  principle  which  the  measure 
involred.  Seeing,  therefore,  that  no  one 
else  was  likely  to  oppose  the  Bill  on  its 
going  into  Conmiittee,  he  had  deemed 
it  right  to  raise  a  discussion  on  its  prin- 
ciple. He  would  now  briefly  state  what 
the  Bill  proposed  to  do.  Under  the  Act 
of  William  lY.  relating  to  political  pen- 
sione,  the  holders  of  certain  offices  were 
entitled  to  pensions,  but  the  holders  of 
other  offices,  to  which  he  would  presently 
allude,  were  excluded  &om  the  operation 
of  that  statute.  The  effect  of  the  present 
Bill  would  be  to  render  fifteen  new 
offices  subject  to  pensions  which  were 
not  subject  to  them  before.  It  might. 
therefore,  at  first  sight  appear  that  this 
woidd  entail  great  additional  cost  to  the 
country,  but  he  did  not  wish  to  orer-state 
the  case,  and  he  admitted  that  the  BUI 
on  the  face  of  it  appeared  to  reduce  the 
charge  imposed  on  the  ooimtry  in  respect 
of  pensions.  Under  the  existing  Act 
the  amount  which  might  be  voted  each 
year  for  political  pensions  was  £21,500, 
whereas,  under  ihis  Bill  only  £16,500 
could  be  annually  appropriated  to  that 
purpose.  But  alwough  this  plea  might 
be  plausibly  urged  in  favour  of  the  Bill, 
it  was  merely  a  plausible  and  not  a  well- 
founded  argument.  The  Act  of  William 
IV.  not  onfy  included  offices  the  holders 
of  which  could  sit  in  thatHoase,  but  the 
pensions  of  Uie  permanent  Under  Secre- 
taries of  State  fUso  came  under  the  ope- 
ration of  that  statute.  The  present  Bill, 
however,  related  solely  to  pensions  at- 
tached to  offices  held  by  Members  of 
that  House.  Now,  as  Uis  pensions  of 
the  five  permanent  Under  Secretaries  of 
State  would,  of  course,  still  have  to  be 
provided  for,  he  believed  the  reduction 
which  might  appear  to  be  effected  by 
the  BiU  was  mors  nominal  than  real. 
Indeed,  on  examining  the  Bill  closely, 
it  would  be  foimd  that  there  was  a  pro- 
babihty,  amonnting  to  almost  a  cer- 
tainty, that  the  Bill  would  oonsiderably 
increase  the  annual  charge  on  the  coun- 
try, because,  pensions  granted  under  its 
provisions  would  bo  obtainable  on  much 
easier  terms  than  they  were  formerly. 
Under  the  old  system  no  holder  of  a  sub- 
ordinate office  could  obtaui  a  pension 
Jfr.  Faweett 
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unless  he  had  held  his  office  for  ten 
years  ;  and  the  result  was,  that  at  the 
present  time  there  were  only  four  pen- 
sions of  the  first  class — namely,  £S,000 
— held  by  persons  who  had  been  Mem- 
bers of  that  House.  Consequently,  the 
amount  annually  spent  at  we  present 
time  for  these  pensions  is  only  £8,000; 
but  if,  as  this  Bill  proposed,  the  holders 
of  subordinate  offices  would  be  entitled 
to  pensions  after  five  years'  service,  he 
believed  the  inevitable  efi'ect  would  be 
to  ultimately  increase  the  annual  amount 
granted  for  pensions.  Nay,  fiirther,  he 
believed  it  was  absolutely  certain  that 
it  would  have  the  effect  of  increaeing 
the  amount  to  be  voted  for  that  purpose 
both  this  year  and  next.  He  might, 
perhaps,  be  ashed  whettier  he  did  not 
think  that  the  system  of  granting  these 
pensions  needed  some  reform.  Well,  he 
would  at  once  avow  his  behef  that  the 
Pensiona  Act  of  William  IT.  required 
some  revison,  but  not  in  the  direction 
proposed  by  the  present  Bill.  It  seemed 
to  lum  that  the  whole  principle  on  whidi 
these  pensions  were  granted  was  vicious 
and  unsound.  What,  for  example,  could 
be  more  unsatisfactory,  and  even  more 
wrong,  than  the  declaration  a  man  was 
required  toroake  on  receiving  apenaion? 
He  had  but  to  declare  that  in  order  to 
take  Office  he  had  been  obliged  to  re* 
hnquish  some  profession,  trade,  or  em- 
ployment, that  provided  him  with  an 
income  which  he  had  lost  in  consequence 
of  accepting  Office.  If  a  man  had  to 
make  such  a  declaration  as  that  he  did 
not  think  the  most  earnest  friend  of 
economy  could  object  to  a  pension  being 
granted  to  him  under  the  circumstances. 
Now,  however,  all  that  a  man  had  to 
declare  was,  not  that  ho  had  lost  a  single 
shilling  by  taking  Office,  butthat  a  pen- 
sion was  necessary  in  order  to  enable 
hint  to  maintain  his  station.  On  what 
principle  was  a  declaration  of  that  kind 
based,  if  it  were  not  the  principle  that 
the  position  of  an  ex-official  Member  of 
that  House  was  different  from  that  oc- 
cupied by  a  private  Member  ?  A  prin- 
ciple such  OS  that  he  regarded  as  un- 
sound, and  how,  he  would  ask,  did  the 
declaration  work?  He  knew  it  would 
be  invidious  to  mention  names,  but  any- 
one who  looked  at  the  47th  page  of  the 
finance  acoounto  might  discover  how  a 
Member  of  that  House  who,  having  been 
for  many  years  a  privato  Member,  and 
not  having  resigned  a  single  ahilling  on 
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his  aooeptanoe  of  Office,  obtained  a  pen- 
sion amounting  to  his  full  pay,  for  the 
tenn  of  his  natural  life,  upon  Ms  makisg 
a  declaration  on  his  retirement  &dm 
Office  that  a  pension  was  neoessar;  to 
maintain  his  station.  A  system  of  that 
kind  he  regarded  as  being  radically 
wron^,  and  if  anything  were  done  in 
the  direction  of  altering  fiie  Oflidal  Pen- 
sions Aot,  the  alteration  should,  he 
thought,  proceed  on  the  principle  that 
the  position  of  an  ex-official  Member  of 
that  House  woe  not  in  any  degree  diffe- 
rent &oni  that  of  a  private  Member,  and 
that  no  pension  should  be  granted  to  a 
man  unless,  in  taldng  Ofaee,  he  was 
obliged  to  relinquish  some  trade,  pro- 
fession, or  employment,  which,  on  his 
retirement  from  Office,  he  oould  not  re- 
sume, and  that  in  consequence  he  did 
not  possess  an  income  sufficient  for  his 
doe  maintenance.  But  he  objected  to 
the  Bill  for  another  reason  besides  that 
which  he  had  stated.  Certain  Offices 
were  excluded  from  the  operation  of  the 
Act  of  William  IV.  because  they  were 
looked  upon  as  sinecure  Offices ;  and  now, 
by  one  of  the  first  measures  introduced 
into  a  Beformed  House  of  Commons, 
pledged  to  eoonomy,  it  was  proposed  to 
attach  to  two  sinecure  Offices  pensions 
which  had  nerer  been  attached  to  them 
before.  The  offices  of  Lord  Privy  Seal 
and  Chancellor  of  the  Duchv  of  Lan- 
caster were  those  to  which  he  particu- 
larly referred.  Those  he  believei  to  be 
sinecure  offices.  Mr.  Perceval  held  at 
the  same  time  the  offices  of  Prime  Ifi- 
nister,  ChanceUor  of  the  Exchequer,  and 
Chancellor  of  the  Duchy  of  Lancaster, 
and  when  a  new  Administration  was 
being  formed,  the  last  mentioned  and 
the  office  of  Lord  Privy  Seal  were  always 
treated  in  the  newspapers  as  being  abso- 
lute sinecures.  Why,  then,  should  a 
Beformed  House  of  Commons,  pledged 
to  economy,  attach  to  them  pensions 
which  they  had  never  before  enjoyed? 
Under  this  Bill  a  man  at  thirty-five 
might  become  Chancellor  of  the  Duchy 
of  Lancaster,  and  retain  that  office  for 
five  years,  with  a  salary  of  £2,000  a 
year,  and  then  at  for^  he  would  retire 
with  a  pension  of  £1,200  &  year  for  life, 
the  money  value  of  which  was  £30,000. 
The  result  would  be  that  for  holding  a 
sinecure  office  for  five  years  a  man  might 
be  enabled  to  get  from  the  country  no 
less  a  sum  than  £40,000.  That  could 
not  be  right,  especially  when  the  onerona 


conditions  imposed  in  the  case  of  other 
pensions  was  taken  into  account.  A 
man,  for  instance,  who  accepted  the 
office  of  a  oolonial  governor  generally 
made  greater  sacrifices  than  those  which 
were  made  by  a  Member  of  that  Hottse 
aocepting  Office  in  the  Government.  Yet, 
under  the  Colonial  Governors  Pensions 
Act  no  man  could,  he  b^eved,  obtain 
a  pension,  though  he  might  have  to  serve 
far  away  from  home  and  in  an  unhealthy 
climate,  until  he  was  sixty-five  years  of 
age,  the  utmost  pension  he  could  then 
receive  being  £1,200  a  year.  He  would, 
under  these  circumstances,  appeal  to  the 
Government  not  to  proceed  with  the  pre- 
sent BiU.  They  were  engaged  in  carry- 
ing out  wisely  a  policy  of  retrenohment 
and  economy ;  but,  in  order  to  secure 
the  support  of  the  nation  for  that  policy, 
it  was  necessaiy  that  the  economy  and 
retrenchment  should  be  fair,  just,  and 
impartial.  No  one  could  tell  the  suffer- 
ing that  was  caused  to  the  clerk  who  was 
dismissed,  and  the  dockyard  labourer 
who  was  discharged.  The  clerk  was 
turned  oiit  of  employment  at  a  time 
when  there  was  a  redundan^  in  the  par- 
ticular class  of  labour  in  which  he  was 
engaged,  but  both  he  and  the  dockyard 
labourer  had  many  friends  to  sympathize 
with  them  ;  and  it  was  impossible  to 
carry  out  a  policy  of  rigid  economy  un- 
less the  voice  of  the  nation  were  with 
the  Government  in  seeking  to  give  it 
effect.  In  the  interests  of  eoonomy, 
therefore,  it  was  of  the  utmost  import- 
ance that  nothing  should  be  done  which 
would  give  to  the  public  out-of-doors  the 
impression  that  Pariiament  was  not 
consistent  in  its  attempts  to  secure  so  de- 
sirable an  object.  It  was  not  so  much 
because  of  the  few  thousands  which  the 
Bill  would  throw  upon  the  country,  but 
because  of  the  bad  results  which  would 
be  produced,  if  the  feeling  should  come 
to  prevail  that  while  our  dockyard  ]»• 
bourers  were  being  dischai^ed.  Members 
of  that  House  itself  were  to  be  rendered 
eligible  for  pensions  which  had  not 
hiUierto  attached  to  the  offices  which 
they  might  hold,  that  he  was  so  strongly 
opposed  to  the  measure.  He  was  of 
opinion  that  the  Bill  should  not  be  pro- 
ceeded with  fiirther  until  inquiry  was 
made  as  to  the  duties  which  belonged  to 
those  particular  offices.  K  it  were  found 
— as  he  believed  it  would  be — that  those 
offices  were  sinecures,  then  their  holders 
ought  not,  ho  contended,  to  be  entitled 
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to  penfflona.  The  'whole  gnestioii  of  poli- 
tical pensions  required  care^  coneider- 
stioii;  but  the  present  Bill  would,  he 
maintained,  create  many  new  abuses, 
while  it  would  not  correct  a  single  old 
one.  Entertaining  those  views,  he  hoped 
the  Goremmont  would  withdraw  it  and 
introduce  another  measure  next  Session, 
based  on  the  principle  that  a  man  should 
be  entitled  to  a  pension  only  when,  in 
accepting  Office,  he  relinquiahed  fais 
source  of  Income,  and,  as  a  consequence, 
on  his  retirement  from  Office,  found  that 
he  stood  in  need  of  a  pension  for  Ma  due 
maintenance.  A  Pension  Bill  founded 
on  Buoh  a  principle  as  that  would,  he  felt 
Bsaored,  receive  the  cordial  support  of 
the  friends  of  economy,  both  wiuin  and 
without  the  walls  of  tne  House. 

Amendment  proposed, 

To  leaTB  out  from  ths  word  "  Thftt"  to  tho 
end  of  tbs  QuMtioo,  in  order  to  ftdd  the  worda 
"  in  the  opinion  oF  thU  Hoiue,  the  farther  oon- 
tidermtiOD  of  thi*  Bill  ought  to  be  deferred  ODtil 
an  inqairj  h»i  been  nude  ioto  the  duties  >ttuibed 
to  lOLDe  PolitioftI  OOoei  which  ars  dow  reguded 
a*  oompantirelj  lineanre,  and  which  offloe*  for 
the  flraC  tuns  will  be  entitled  to  Pen^oDi  nuder 
tliU  Bill,"— (Jfr,  Fmxett,) 
— instead  thereof. 

Question  proposed,  "That  the  words 

Sroposed  to  be  left  out  stand  part  of  the 
luestion." 

Me.  GLADSTONE :  Let  me,  in  the 
first  place,  say  that  I  do  not  in  the  slight- 
est degree  resent  any  attempt  which  my 
hon.  friend  may  tMnb  it  to  be  his  duty 
to  make  in  opposition  to  this  Bill ;  be- 
cause, althougn.  I  looh  on  its  provisione 
as  not  only  capable  of  being  defended, 
but  as  useful  in  themselves,  yet  I  feet  as 
strongly  as  my  hon.  Friend  that  any 
measure  relating  to  political  pensions 
ought  to  receive  the  close  attention  of 
this  House.  I  am  not  in  the  least  afraid 
of  an  unfavourable  impresaon  In  regard 
to  the  Bill  existing  out-of-doors,  and  it 
seems  to  me  that  my  hon.  Friend  must 
have  felt  that  he  supplied  kd.  antidote  in 
some  degree  to  any  such  apprehension 
when  he  said  that  he  waited  for  a  long 
time  in  the  hope  that  some  other  Mem- 
ber might  give  notice  of  his  intention  to 
oppose  the  measore,  but  that,  finding  no 
one  else  did  so,  he  had  resolved  to  oppose 
it  himself.  As  to  the  immediate  effect  of 
the  Motion,  it  really  affords  no  ground 
against  going  into  Committee  on  the 
Bill.  My  hon.  Friend  wishes  that  in- 
quiry diould  be  made  into  the  duties  at- 
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tached  to  some  political  offices  now  re- 
garded as  sinecures — ^those  of  Privy  Seal 
and  Chancellor  of  the  Dncfay  of  Lan- 
caster.   

Mr.  FAWGETT  said,  he  did  not  ad- 
mit that  these  were  the  only  two  sinecure 
offices.  On  the  contrary,  he  thought 
that  inquiry  would  show  that  others  were 

Me.  GLADSTONE :  And  I  venture  to 
thinlc  it  would  not.  But  these  are  really 
matters  on  which  the  public  is  pretty 
well  informed.  As  far  as  I  am  aware 
there  is  not  any  of&ce  comprised  within 
the  Bill  which  could  be  charged  as 
sinecures  except  these  two.  There  is  no 
necessity  for  inquiry  upon  that  subject. 
le  reason  for  the  existence  of  tJiese 
Bees  is  well  understood,  and  it  is  this 
■that  in  a  Cabinet  and  in  a  Government 
constituted  as  our  is,  with  two  Houses  of 
Parliament  and  with  the  immense  di- 
versi^  of  duties  that  attach  to  the  hold- 
_:g  of  administrative  Office,  it  is  for  the 
public  advantage  that  you  should  not 
nave  every  one  of  flie  holders  of  Office 
heavily  laden  with  the  immediate  duties 
apartment,  because  the  miscel- 
laneous duties  of  administration  under  a 
Government  like  ours  are  so  important, 
and  of  such  constant  recurrence,  that  it 
almost  a  matter  of  vital  necessity  to 
any  Government  that  does  its  duty  and 
grapples  with  public  questions  as  they 
arise  to  have  some  one  or  two  of  its 
s  free  in  a  great  degree  from 
merely  departmental  duties,  in  order  that 
it  may  be  able  to  dischaige  duties  on  the 
part  of  the  Government  at  large.  That 
la  the  whole  case,  and  upon  that  case  I 
fi«ely  invito  the  judgment  of  the  House. 
I  think  we  have  done  rightiy  to  bring 
these  two  offices  within  the  scope  of  the 
Pensions  Act.  At  the  same  time,  if  my 
hon.  Friend  thinks  otherwise,  that  is  a 
question  which  may  be  perfectly  well 
raised  in  Committee  upon  the  Bfll,  hut 
it  is  no  question  of  sufficient  magnitude 
to  form  a  basis  for  postponing  Lae  An- 
ther consideration  of  the  Bill.  The  ob- 
jections of  my  hon.  Friend  may  bo  di- 
vided into  those  which  are  too  small  and 
and  those  which  are  too  large  for  his 
Motion.  His  objection  to  those  offices 
which  may  be  dealt  with  in  Committee 
is  too  sm^.  But  he  gave  utterance  to 
opinions  in  the  course  of  his  speech 
which  I  think  were  too  large  for  his  Mo- 
tion, because  those  opinions  would,  in 
logical  oonsistency,  liave  led  him  not 
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merely  to  sngf^est  the  jwstoonement  of 
(Jie  oonaiderafion  of  this  Bill  until  we 
hfld  examuied  into  the  constitiitioii 
two  or  three  offices,  but  would  have  led 
him  to  move  for  leave  to  introduce  a  Bill 
to  repeal  the  Act  of  3  &  4  WtU.  IV. 
Mj  hon.  Frieud  propounded  a  principle 
totally  different  &oni  that  upon  which 
political  penaiona  are  now  founded.  I  do 
not  intend  to  throw  discredit  upon  his 
opinion.  I  only  want  to  remind  the 
House  that  that  opinion  points  to  a  mode 
of  regulating  those  pensions  wholly  dif- 
ferent &om  that  which  Farliament  has 
ever  reoognized.  We  have  not  ascended 
so  high  into  the  question.  We  have  ac- 
cepted the  principle  upon  which  Uie  pre- 
sent Act  stands,  and  have  simply  sought 
to  introduce  into  the  law  certain  amend- 
ments of  detalL  My  hon.  Friend  pro- 
pounds a  rival  principle.  He  thinVs  that 
political  pensions  ought  to  be  given  only 
m  instances  where  gentlemen  have  re- 
linquished a  lucrative  profession  or  busi- 
ness in  order  to  take  political  Office. 
Ifow,  I  believe  that  if  there  were  no 
political  pendons  at  all,  the  service  of 
the  country  would  be  carried  on  pretty 
well.  But  it  was  the  policy  of  the  Qo- 
vernment  of  this  country,  at  one  of  its 
veiT  best  and  most  reforming  periods, 
and  certainly  the  most  economicEd  period 
— namely,  the  year  immediately  foUow- 
ing  the  first  Beform  Bill,  to  establish 
poHtical  pensions,  and  this  was  done 


wealthy  men.  The  opinion  promulgated 
hy  my  hon.  Friend,  though  I  have  no 
doubt  he  puts  it  forward  sincerely  in  the 
name  of  economy,  has  a  directly  opposite 
tendency  to  the  principle  on  which  the 
Act  of  1834  was  based.  He  says — "  I 
will  give  you  nothing  unless  you  show 
me  that  you  have  relinqidahed  a  lucrative 
trade  or  profession."  He,  therefore, 
says  that  in  the  case  of  men  who  have 
nothing  but  their  aptitude  to  serve  the 

Eublic,  though  they  may  have  borne  the 
ighest  of&ces  under  the  Crown,  may 
have  been  obliged  to  represent  their 
country,  and  to  hve  up  to  a  certain  scale 
of  expenditure,  he  would  offer  to  them  no 
means  of  redeeming  them  perhaps  &om 
destitution.  I  do  not  want  to  argue  that 
matter  at  la^e.  I  think  it  is  enough  to 
say  that  in  1834,  which  I  look  upon  as 
nearly  a  model  period  in  the  history  of 
this  country — as  the  period  of  the  most 
honest,  upright,  thrifty  administration 
TOL.  OXOVI.    [-raasD  sbrbb.] 


ever  known  in  England — ^theview  taken 
by  Parliament  was  that,  in  cases  where 
gentlem^i  ^d  not  possess  a  competent 
fortune,  it  was  not  desirable  that  those 
who  had  served  Her  Majesty  in  great 
offices  of  State  should  be  consigned  to 

fiverfy  after  relinquishing  those  offices. 
much  doubt  whether  the  Farliament 
of  the  present  day  will  be  disposed  to 
differ  from  the  Parliament  of  1 834  upon 
that  question;  and,  *^"'i  I  feel  oon- 
vinced  that  if  we  do  difier  from  the  Par- 
liament of  1834,  the  proper  way  of  rais- 
ing the  issue  is  by  a  Motion  to  repeal  the 
Act  of  1834,  and  not  by  a  mere  post- 
ponement of  an  improving  Bill,  leaving 
the  Act  of  1834  in  full  vigour  upon  the 
statute  book.  My  hon.  Friend  says  that 
this  Bill  brings  in  new  offices  which  will 
qualify  the  holders  for  pensions.  That 
is  quite  true,  and  it  appears  to  me  that 
the  proposal  is  most  reasonable,  because, 
while  several  offices  have  been  abolished, 
a  lai^  number  have  been  created  since 
1834;  many  of  them  involve  hard  work ; 
none  of  them  involve  high  salaries;  and 
if  there  are  to  be  pensions  at  all,  it  is 
desirable  that  the  holders  of  those  offices 
should  run  their  chance  along  with  the 
rest.  Setting  aside  the  minor  question 
as  to  the  two  particular  offices  mentioned 
by  my  hon.  Friend,  I  do  not  think  that 
that  is  a  relaxation  of  the  law  to  which 
the  House  would  object.  Then  my  hon. 
Friend  savs  that  some  of  the  pensions 
under  the  Bill  will  be  attainable  after  a 
shorter  period  of  service  than  hitherto 
has  been  necessary.  That  is  true,  but 
the  question  is  one  to  be  decided  by  the 
Committee ;  and  if  my  hon.  Friend  is 
disposed  to  restore  the  longer  period  of 
service,  I  should  not  be  disposed  to  lend 
an  unfavourable  ear  to  such  a  proposal. 
But  I  must  say  that  my  hon.  Fnend  has 
not  given  a  perspicuous  account  of  the 
important  restrictions  which  this  Bill  in- 
troduces. In  the  first  place  it  restricts 
the  number  of  pensions  which  can  be 
given.  In  the  second  place  it  lengthens, 
and  not  shortens,  the  term  of  service  for 
the  most  important  officers  and  the  largest 
pensions.  In  the  third  place,  it  estab- 
Ushes  a  more  just  relation  between  salary 
and  pension.  My  hon.  Friend  himseu 
selected  as  an  example  of  the  defects  of 
the  present  system  that  a  gentleman  may 
take  under  the  present  law  a  Cabinet 
office  with  £2,000  a  year,  may  hold  it 
for  two  years,  and  may  then,  other  con- 
ditions applying,  obtain  a  pension  of 
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£2,000  B  year.  That  is  under  the  pre- 
sent law.  M7  hon.  Friend  ahonld  nave 
pointed  out  that  that  camiot  now  happen, 
becaUBe  an  official  with  a  salaiy  of 
£2,000  a  year  cannot  obtain  a  pension 
of  that  amotmt ;  and  then  we  propose  to 
introduce  a  provision  that  only  one  of 
these  peneiouB  can  be  granted  in  any  one 
year.  That  is  a  provision  which  I  am 
satisfied  is  not  excessive.  It  will  not 
impose  any  inconvenient  restraint  upon 
Uie  operation  of  the  law,  while  it  will 
certainly  act  as  an  important  restraint 
a^funst  possible  abuse.  The  real  object 
of  this  Bill  is  to  adapt  the  Act  of  1834 
to  the  altered  state  of  things  which  has 
arisen  in  the  course  of  thir^-five  years 
of  very  active  political  and  administra- 
tive ch^ge,  and  likewise  to  introduce  a 
variety  of  improvements  into  the  pro- 
vidons  of  the  Act,  Of  course  it  is  not 
necessary  nor  fair  to  take  any  credit  for 
striking  out  irom  the  Bill  certain  offices, 
because  those  offices — namely,  those  of 
permanent  Under  Secretary  of  State — 
would  still  be  chargeable  upon  the  public, 
though  in  a  much  better  and  more  equit-' 
able  form.  In  truth  the  administration 
of  the  present  law  has  been  found  very 
embarrassing,  so  fiir  as  those  offices  are 
concerned,  and  it  is  better  to  separate 
them  &om  offices  which  belong  to  the 
political  category  alone.  Then  we  are 
asked  why  we  submit  this  Bill  at  the 
present  moment.  Well,  I  think  the 
arg^ument  for  submitting  it  sooner  would 
be  even  stronger  than  the  at^ument 
against  submitting  it  now.  A  number 
of  working  offices  have  sprung  up  since 
1834  for  which  no  provision  in  the  way 
of  pension  has  been  made,  and  if  it  is 
right  that  the  holders  of  any  offices 
should  enjoy  pensions,  it  is  right  that 
the  holders  of  these  new  offices  should. 
The  hon.  O-entieman  express^  an  opinion 
that  there  will  be  under  the  Bill  an  in- 
creased burden  on  the  public;  but  I 
know  not  on  what  ground  he  founds  that 
opinion.  My  own  oelief  is  that  the  ten- 
dency of  the  provisions  of  the  Bill,  taken 
in  their  general  operation,  will  be  to- 
wards a  reduction  and  a  fairer  distribu- 
tion of  tho  public  charge.  Without  pre- 
tending to  enter  into  detailed  discussion 
on  the  question  whether  any  political 

Eusions  at  all  ought  to  be  provided  by 
iv  in  this  country,  I  am  content  to 
stand  on  the  authority  the  present  Act  of 
Parliament  rests  upon,  accordingtowhich 
it  has  been  deemed  that  on  the  whole  it 
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is  conducive  to  the  public  intersst  that 
such  penfflons  should  be  provided,  and 
on  the  iact  that,  if  they  are  to  he  main- 
tained, occasion  has  arisen  to  bring  new 
offices  within  the  scope  of  the  Act,  the 
opportunity  being  at  lie  same  time  taken 
to  give  greater  stringent^  in  various 
respects  to  its  provisions,  and  greater 
security  to  the  public. 

Colonel  8YKE8  said,  ho  had  no  ob- 
jection to  the  principle  of  the  Bill,  for 
he  believed  iasi  the  laborious  duties 
which  political  officers  performed  in  Par- 
liament entitled  them  to  a  pension  of 
reasonable  amonnt  on  quittmg  Office. 
The  pensions  under  the  Bill  were  di- 
vided into  three  classes,  and  a  high  po- 
litical officer  having  a  yearly  salary  of 
£5,000  would  be  entitled  to  a  pension 
of  £2,000  a  year  after  four  years'  ser- 
vice. That  was  an  exceedingly  liberal 
provision,  and  he  thought  that  uie  pub- 
lic had  a  right  to  expect  that  the  ser- 
vice qualifymg  for  such  a  pension 
should  be  longer  than  four  years,  espe- 
cially as  the  officer  was  to  be  entitled,  if 
he  had  served  two  years  in  the  second 
class,  to  count  those  two  years  as  ouo 
year  in  the  first  class.  The  service,  too, 
need  not  be  continuous,  but  might  be  a 
tenure  of  Office  for  two  years  at  one 
time  and  for  two  years  at  another  time. 
He  conceived  that  the  period  of  service 
qualifying  for  a  pension  ought  to  be 
seven  years  and  that  tiie  service  ought 
to  be  a  continuous  service  for  mat 
period.  He  wished  the  same  liberal 
spirit  had  been  manifested  to  the  Direc- 
tors of  the  East  India  Company  when 
they  were  deprived  of  their  political 
fimctions,  many  of  whom  had  exercised 
those  fimctions  for  twenty  years  and 
upwards,  and  were  deprived  of  Office 
without  a  pension  or  a  shilling  of  com- 
pensation.       

Mb.  FAWCETT  said,  he  would  with- 
draw his  Amendment. 

Amendment,  by  leave,  toithdrawn. 

Main  Question,  "That  Mr.  Speaker 
do  now  leave  Uie  Chair,"  put,  and 
agreed  to. 

Bill  considered  in  Committee. 
(In  the  Committee.) 

Olanse  1  (Application  of  Act). 

Mr.  FAWOETT  moved  that  the  Chair- 
man report  Progress.  He  said  that  he 
had  refrained  irom  dividing  on  his 
Amendment,  because  the  Prime  Minister 
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liftd  adranoed  reasons  Bhowing  that  it 
did  not  meet  the  intended  object.  The 
right  hon.  OenUeman  had  also  made 
Bome  important  Bu^eations,  with  refer- 
enoe  to  which  it  was  not  fait  to  aek  for 
the  deoiaion  of  the  Committee  -withont 
Boffloiest  time  being  allowed  for  theii 
consideration.  He  tmated,  therefore, 
that  the  Anther  pn^rees  of  the  BiU 
would  be  deferred  for  a  few  days,  bo 
that  he  might  be  able,  in  the  meantime, 
to  place  Mb  Amendments  on  the  Paper. 

Mb.  QIADSTONE  said,  he  hoped 
the  hon.  G«ntleman  would  allow  the 
Committee  to  dispoee  of  varioua  points 
with  respect  to  which  Notices  of  Motion 
had  been  given  for  some  time.  With 
respect  to  the  precise  duration  of  ser- 
vice which  should  qualiiy  for  a  pension, 
that  was  a  question  actually  raised  by 
an  Amendment  on  the  Notice  Paper. 
With  regard  to  the  omission  of  certain 
offices,  he  did  not  know  that  it  would 
not  be  competent  for  the  hon.  Gtentle- 
man  to  move  their  omission  in  Com- 
mittee, and  any  other  omission  he  might 
move  on  the  Beport.  With  regard  to 
the  declaration,  however,  he  never  sug- 
gested that  he  should  move  the  omission 
of  it.  That  would  be  introducing  a 
change  too  important  into  the  whole 
law,  and  he  hoped  the  hon.  Gentleman 
would  allow  them  to  go  through  the 
Bill  as  it  stood,  and  if  he  thought  fit  to 
move  Amendments  that  required  de- 
tailed discoBsion  they  might  be  taken  on 
theSeport. 

Motion  by  leave,  viithdrmen. 

Mb.  BOTJTERIE  observed  an  eipres- 
aion  in  the  clause  which  was  entirely 
new  in  Parliamentary  phraseology.  The 
clause  spoke  of  "  any  office  in  tiie  per- 
,  manent  Civil  Service  of  the  State  or  in 
Her  Majesty's  Household."  Was  not 
this  ignoringthe  service  of  the  Crown  ? 

Mb.  GLADSTONE  said,  he  believed 
that  the  words  "permanent  Civil  Ser- 
vice" though  recent,  were  now  statu- 
toiy  words.  Still  he  thought  the  criti- 
cism so  &r  just  that  he  woidd  move  to 
omit  the  word  "Stato,"  and  insert 
"  Crown." 

Amendment  agreed  to. 

Me.  EtrSSELL  GURNET  called  at- 
tention to  Qie  words  in  the  clause  "  or 
to  any  l^al  office,"  which,  taken  in 
oonjunction  with  the  Betum  which  had 
been  presented  to  the  Honee,  might  be 
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supposed  to  include  the  office  of  Judge- 
Advocate.  That  office  was  lar  more  a 
political  than  a  legal  office,  and  speci- 
ally called  for  the  providon  afforded 
by  the  BUI ;  because,  generaUy  speak- 
ing, the  gentleman  accepting  it  sacri- 
ficed a  considerable  piofessional  in- 
come. He  could  hard^  think  it  was 
intended  to  exclude  the  Judge  Advocate 
from  the  provisions  of  the  BiD. 

Ma.  OTADSTONE  rather  thought 
the  argument  was  against  including  the 
office  of  Judge  Advocate,  for  the  Judge 
Advocate  did  not  sever  himself  from  fis 
irofession  when  he  accepted  the  office, 
le  might  rise  to  a  Judgeship,  or  be- 
come Solicitor  General,  as  in  the  case 
of  Mr.  Stuart  Wortley  and  Sir  David 
Dundas.  There  was  nothing  to  prevent 
the  present  Judge  Advocate  from  return- 
ing to  the  Irish  Bar.  He  did  not  think 
that,  on  the  whole,  there  was  sufficient 
ground  to  ask  the  House  to  insert  the 
■fice. 

Mb.  ETTBSELL  GURWET  observed 
that,  being  a  Privy  Councillor,  the 
Judge  Advocate  could  not  practise  in 
the  same  way  as  before. 

Mr.  FAWCETT  said,  he  thought  the 
whole  of  this  discussion  was  a  remark- 
able illustration  of  what  he  had  ven- 
tured te  state — that  the  subject  required 
further  inquiry.  The  Prune  Minister 
said,  and  he  quite  agreed  with  him, 
that  the  Judge  Advocate  ought  not  to 
have  a  pension,  because  he  could  return 
to  his  profession;  but  was  it  not  most 
anomalous  that  Lord  Clarence  Paget, 
having  left  the  Navy  to  enter  that  House, 
and  having  been  in  Office  for  five  years, 
during  the  whole  of  which  period  he 
was  in  receipt  of  £2,000  a,  year,  he  then 
left  the  House — showing  that  all  this 
had  not  interfered  with  his  professional 
career — \ook.  the  command  of  the  Medi- 
terranean Fleet,  and  when  he  gave  it  up, 
because  he  had  been  five  years  in  Office, 
he  would  be  in  receipt  of  a  pendon  of 
£1,2007  This  was  an  anomaly  which 
demanded  rectification. 

Clause  agreed  to. 


Clar 


2    (Classification  of  political 


Mb.  SCLATEE-BOOTH  objected  to 
the  exduslon  of  offices  with  salaries  of 
£1,000  a  year,  such  as  the  offices  of 
Lords  of  the  Treasury,  Jimior  Lords  of 
the  Admiralty,  and  Secretary  to  the 
Poor  Law  Board.  The  exclusion  seemed 
2  F  2 
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rather  invidiooB,  and  lie  did  not  see  why 
such  a  line  of  disttnction  should  be 
drawn,  especially  as  the  tendency  was 
more  and  more  to  overload  those  offices 
with  irork. 

Mr.  GLiDSTONE  said,  the  tendency 
of  the  hon.  O-entleman's  argument  was 
to  introduce  within  the  scope  of  political 
pensions  a  class  of  officers  who  were 
a^itinctly  excluded  by  the  Act  of  1834, 
and  to  go  down  to  a  lower  class  of  offi- 
cers would  be  a  very  serious  change. 
It  was  a  mistake  to  suppose  that  politi- 
cal pensions  were  given  as  a  reward  of 
Berrices ;  service  was  a  necessary  qualifi- 
cation, but  did  not  entitle  to  a  political 
pension.  That  was  given  rather  on  the 
ground  to  which  he  before  referred — 
namely,  that  it  was  not  for  the  interest 
or  the  credit  of  the  country  that  those 
who  had  filled  high  pohtical  offices  in 
the  service  of  the  Stato  should  be  ex- 
posed to  the  evils  of  penury. 

Mb.  SCLATER-BOOTH  remarked 
that  many  of  those  who  had  attained 
high  political  office  commenced  their 
career  in  those  smalleT  offices  to  which 
he  had  alluded. 
Clause  agrted  to. 

Clause  3  (Limit  of  amount  of  pen- 
sions). 

Colonel  SYKES  said,  he  thought  a 
term  of  three  years'  service  of  a  pubUc 
servant  was  not  sufficient  to  entitle  him 
to  a  pension  of  £2,000  a  year,  particu- 
larly as  nine-tenths  of  these  public  ser- 
vants were  possessed  of  independent  for- 
tunes. The  general  tonn  for  Gtovemors 
and  Councillors  in  India  and  for  hold- 
ing army  staff  appointments  in  Eng- 
land and  India  was  five  years,  and 
in  a  Bill  sent  down  to  them  &om  the 
other  House,  Cooncillors  of  India  were 
required  to  serve  ton  years.  As  the 
Bill  stood,  terms  of  service  at  intervals 
would  be  coimted  accumulatively. 
held  that  a  continuous  service,  if  not  of 
seven  years,  at  all  events  of  five  years, 
should  be  required,  and  with  tliat  view 
he  begged  to  move  that  in  the  first  class 
Reword  "five"  should  be  substituted 
for  the  word  "  four." 

Me.  GLADSTONE  swd,  they  had 
already  gone  a  long  way  in  making  the 
Bill  more  stringent  tl^n  the  present 
law.  The  present  law  only  prescribed 
"two"  years.  They  now  proposed  to 
extend  the  period  to  "four  years,  and 
the  hon.   and  gallant  Gentleman  pro- 

Jfr.  Sclator-Swth 
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posed  that  they  should  go  further  still 
and  make  it  "five"  years.  The  for- 
tunes of  political  parties  were  unequal, 
and  it  frequently  happened  that,  owing 
to  the  relative  predominance  of  one 
party  or  another  at  different  periods, 
they  held  Office  sometimes  for  a  long  pe- 
riod, while  it  was  enjoyed  only  a  com- 
paratively short  period  by  their  oppo- 
nents. Considering  the  Liberal  ma- 
jority in  the  House,  he  did  not  think 
that  it  was  for  Liberal  Ministers  to  make 
veiT  stringent  rules  on  the  subject,  and 
if  tltey  did  it  might  be  constmedtomean 
pensions  for  themselves  and  none  fbr 
Gentlemen  on  the  Opposition.  But  the 
obligations  of  the  country  to  the  Oppo- 
ffition,  tiiough  sometimes  less,  were  oc- 
casionally greater  than  to  the  Govern- 
ment ;  audi  therefore,  they  ought  not 
to  introduce  into  the  Bill  anything  that 
would  operate  imequally  between  one 
party  and  another. 

Mb.  CANDIJSH  suggested  that  they 
should  report  Frogress,  on  the  ground 
that  the  matter  was  not  urgent,  and  that 
the  subject  of  political  pensions  required 
Airther  consideration.  An  hon.  Member 
who  had  some  Amendments  on  the  Paper 
was  not  then  present. 

Ma.AiJ)EBKANLUSKthou^titwould 
be  only  fair  to  postpone  the  discussion. 

Ma.  ETJSSELL  GUKNEY  said,  the 
BUI  had  been  many  times  on  the  Paper, 
and  honrMembers  had  come  down  night 
after  night  expecting  it  would  be  pro- 
ceeded with.  He  therelore  hoped  the 
measure  would  now  be  discussed. 

Mb.  GLADSTONE  said,  it  was  very 
difficult  in  a  Session  like  the  present  to 
find  time  for  discussing  measures  of  this 
description,  and  at  the  same  time  to 
allow  due  intervale  between  the  stages. 
Looking  to  the  present  state  of  Govern- 
ment Business,  he  really  did  not  know 
when  he  could  find  another  night  for  the 
purpose.  It  would  be  very  inexpedient 
to  have  to  discuss  this  measure  at  the  end 
of  July,  when  Members  were  exhausted 
with  other  business. 

Mr.  BROGDEN  said,  there  had  been 

I  discussion  on  the  second  reading.  He 
moved  that  the  Chairman  report  Pro- 

Motion  made,  and  Question  put,  "That 
the  Chairman  do  report  Progress,  and 
ask  leave  to  sit  again." — (Jfr.  Brogin.) 

The  Committee  diaidtd : -— Ajm  15; 
Noes  94 :  Majority  79. 
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ClauBe  4.  (Mode  of  calculating  time 
of  serrioe.) 

Ma.  EU^ELL  QTTRNEr  proposed 
seTeral  rerbal  Amendmente,  haTine  for 
tlieir  object  to  cany  out  ttte  princi^e  of 
the  Bill  more  effectually,  by  allowing 
time  posaed  in  a  lower  office  to  count  to- 
wards a  pension,  if  the  ofKce-tiolder 
vere  afterwards  promoted. 

Mb.  Aij)£ruam  LUSK  objected  to 
these  Amendments,  which  were  all,  he 
said,  in  one  direction.  Those  who,  like 
himself,  had  no  expectation  of  getting 
pensions  would  very  much  prefer  that 
the  Bill  should  remain  in  its  original 
shape. 

Me.  GLAI^TONE  Btud,  the  Amend- 
ments of  the  right  hon.  and  learned 
Gentleman  were  simply  calcnlatod  to 
adjust  the  proTisions  of  ikd  Bill,  so  as 
to  insure  Uieir  working  uniformly  and 
accurately  in  all  coses.  They  had  no- 
diing  whatever  to  do  with  the  number  of 
years  which  might  be  fixed  upon  as  the 
qualification  for  a  pension.  The  Com- 
mittee had  not  thought  proper  to  make 
any  alteration  in  the  Bill  in  tiiat  respect, 
but,  of  course,  it  was  open  to  any  hon. 
Member  to  re-open  the  question  on  a 
future  occasion. 

Amendments  a^eed  to. 

Me.  BU88ELL  GTJENEY  moved  in 
line  18,  after  "  second  class,"  to  insert — 

"  Anj  penon  *bo,  hftTiDgMrTBil  for  three  jeari 
In  ft  lower  olau,  hu  ftftarwardi  Mrrsd  in  ■  higher 
bUu  for  BDoh  lime  u  woold,  if  tba  wrrice  had 
been  in  the  lower  otan,  haro  eatillid  him  to  a 
penaiOD  In  the  lower  elasa,  iball  be  eotitled  to 
TschoD  the  whole  of  big  lerTiee  m  if  it  had  been 
paaaed  in  the  lower  olau." 

Amendment  agreed  to. 

T^CHANCELLOB  of  thb  EXCHE- 
QTJKR  moved  to  insert  at  the  end  of  the 
dause  the  following : — "  Nor  aboil  more 
tlian  one  penuon  under  this  Act  be 
grant«d  in  the  same  year." 
■  Me.  hunt  thought  the  Amendment 
required  some  explanation.  It  was  rather 
'  hard  when  two  persons  claimed  pensions 
in  the  same  year  that  one  only  should 
have  his  claim  satisfied  while  that  of  the 
other  was  passed  by. 

Thb  CHANCEIAoR  of  the  EXOHE- 
QUEG  said,  there  was  a  jealou^  against 
an  indiscriminate  granting  of  pensions. 
The  object  of  the  Bill  was  that,  if  per- 
sona who  had  been  in  Office  should  moke 
a  declaration  that  they  could  not  main- 
tain their  positioa  without  a  pension 


they  should  be  enabled  to  obtain  that 
pension  if  otherwise  qualified.  He 
thought  it  was  well  to  keep  up  this 
safeguard  of  a  declaration,  which  was 
already  adopted  in  respect  to  certain 
Members  of  the  Government. 

Me.  hunt  agreed  that  the  number 
of  pensions  should  be  limited,  but  could 
not  see  why  the  number  to  be  granted  in 
each  year  should  be  restricted  to  one. 
Who  was  to  have  the  power  of  granting 


The  chancellor  of  the  EXCHE- 
QUER said,  Uiat  that  power  would  lie 

the  hands  of  the  Prmie  Minister  for 
tbe  time  being. 

Mb.  GLADSTONE  said,  that  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  opposite  (Mr.  Hunt) 
appeared  to  ima^iine  that  this  Bill  would 
g^ve  a  right  to  certain  persons  to  these 
pensions ;  but  the  f^  was  that  the  Bill 
only  empowered  the  Prime  Minister  for 
Uie  time  being  to  grant  one  pension  a 
year  to  such  persons  who,  havmg  made 
the  necessary  declaration,  he  should 
think  under  all  the  circumstances  were 
deserving  of  them.  It  was  most  im- 
portant mat  it  should  be  clearly  under- 
stood that  no  person  whatever  would 
have  any  right  or  title  to  a  pension  con- 
ferred upon  him  by  t.Tiiw  Bill.  Hie  pen- 
sions would  be  granted  by  the  Prime 
Minister  entirely  on  his  own  responsi- 
bility. _^^ 

Colonel  fiVkkS  remarked  that  the 
statement  just  made  by  the  Prime  Mi- 
nister was  very  satisfactory,  and  would 
remove  serious  apprehensions. 

Me.  FAWCETT  said,  he  did  not  think 
there  was  much  force  in  the  distinction 
which  had  been  drawn  bythe  right  hon. 
Qeatleman  between  title  to  antf  qualifi- 
cation for  the  pensionB.  If  a  man  were 
to  make  the  necessary  declaration,  and 
there  were  a  vacancy,  uie  Prime  Minister 
could  hardly  refuse  to  grant  a  pension  to 
the  person  asking  for  it.  He  was  glad 
to  hear  tliat  in  future  the  Prime  Minister 
would  be  responsible  for  the  granting  of 
these  pensions. 

Me.  GLADSTONE  repeated  his  de- 
claration that  the  Bill  would  give  no 
person  a  title  to  a  pennon.  The  Minister 
would  have  to  inquire  into  all  the  cir- 
cumstances of  the  case,  and  grant  or 
withhold  the  pension  at  bis  discretion, 
for  the  excerase  of  which  he  would  be 
re^nsible. 

Me.  FAWCBTT  said,  that  judging 
from  past  practice,  he  had  imagined  tiiat, 
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vheQ  the  neoesaaiy  fomuilities  hod  been, 
complied  with,  the  Prime  Minieter  liad 
bad  no  power  to  withhold  the  pensions ; 
and  on  any  odier  aeeumption  he  could 
not  understand  upon  what  grounds  mam' 
of  these  pensions  had  been  conferred. 
The  right  lion.  Gentleman  had  said  that 
the  country  did  not  wish  to  see  those 
who  had  rendered  valuable  services  to 
their  country  niiiTf  into  pover^  ;  but,  if 
that  were  the  case,  why  should  the 
exercise  of  the  national  benerolence  be 
restricted  to  relieving  one  person  per 
annum? . 
Amendment  agreed  to. 

Me.  hunt  proposed  the  following 
proviso: — 

"  Provided  tbat  no  ofBoe  heresfl«r  oreaUd  sbBll 
be  entitled  lo  rank  b>  one  ol'  the  political  officea 
nilhin  Iha  meaning  of  tbia  Aot,  unleaa  anch  office 
ahall  hava  been  created  by  Aot  of  Parliament,  nor 
(ball  anj  exliling  office  be  hereafter  entitied  to 
rank  in  anj  one  of  the  tbroe  clueea  deuribed  bf 
thia  Aot  in  which  it  ia  not,  at  tbe  time  of  tbe 
paising  of  this  Act,  entitled  to  rank  bj  reason 
of  anj  addition  to  the  present  salar;  of  aucb 
office,  unleai  inch  addition  shall  have  been  made 
under  the  auLboritjr  of  an  Aot  of  Parliament." 

The  right  hen.  Gentleman  said  under 
previous  Acta  the  ofBcere  qualified  for 
pensions  were  mentioned  by  name  ;  but 
in  this  Bill  they  were  merely  described 
by  the  amount  of  the  salaries  they  re- 
ceived. Now,  a  new  office  mi^t  be 
created  by  Government  without  Parlia- 
ment being  consulted,  or  the  salaries  of 
officers  mi^ht  be  increased  without  Par- 
lamentbemg  cofisulted.  The  object  of 
his  Amendment  was  to  provide  against 
anj^hing  being  done  in  these  respects 
without  the  consent  of  Parliament. 

Mn.  GLADSTONE  said,  he  quite 
approved  of  the  Amendment. 

Amendment  agreed  to. 

Clause,  as  amended,  agreed  to. 

Clause  5  (Pendons  payable  out  of 
Indian  revenue). 

Mb.  hunt  said,  the  principle  of  the 
clause  was  thdt  any  pension  granted 
should  be  charged  upon  the  same  reve- 
nue as  the  salary,  but  that  applied  only 
to  India.  Now,  the  Duchy  of  Lancaster 
was  named  in  the  Bill,  and  as  the  salary 
of  the  Chancellor  of  the  Duchy  was 
charged  upon  the  revenues  of  tiiat 
Duchy,  he  moved  an  Amendment  that 
any  pension  which  might  be  granted  to 
any  such  Chanoedlor  should  be  paid  out 
of  such  revenue. 
Mr.  Faaeett 
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Ms.  GLADSTONE:  said,  this  was  an 
Amendment  with  regard  to  which  the 
Government  would  have  a  special  re- 
sponsibility. It  could  not  be  adopted 
without  the  consent  of  the  Crown,  and 
he  was  bound  to  say  at  once  that  the 
Government  could  not  give  tliat  consent, 
because  it  would  not  be  just  to  Her 
Majesty,  who  was  in  the  enJOTment  of 
the  revenues  of  the  Duchy  of  Lancaster 
on  certain  terms.  The  state  of  those  re- 
venues  would,  no  doubt,  be  taken  into 
consideration  when  the  arrangement 
of  the  Civil  list  was  made  at  the  com- 
mencement of  a  reign,  and  if  it  waa 
thought  on  general  policy  they  ought 
to  be  changed,  it  could  only  be  given 
effect  to  when  the  Civil  List  waa  re- 
airanged.  It  was  not  considered  when 
the  compact  was  made  with  the  Crown, 
and,  therefore,  the  Amendment,  how- 
ever plausible,  was  not  reasonable.  The 
duties  of  the  Duijhy  could,  no  doubt,  be 
discharged  more  economically  and  in 
a  different  manner  if  there  was  nothing 
to  contemrfate  except  the  purpose  of  the 
Duchy,  The  State  was  favoured  by  the 
Duct^  by  the  arrangement  tihat  the 
maintenance  for  general  Btato  purposes 
of  an  office  more  highly  paid  and  of 
greater  consequence  thaj)  the  mere  man- 
agement of  the  Duchy  itself  required. 

Mb.  hunt  observed,  that  tie  latter 
pajioftheai^umentofthe  First  Minister 
went  to  show  that  the  entire  salary  of 
the  Chancellor  ought  not  to  be  charged 
on  the  Duchv.  The  principle  for  which 
he  contended  was  that  the  pension  ought 
to  come  from  the  same  source  as  the 
salary;  but,  as  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man said  that  the  Govomment  would 
not  give  the  consent  of  the  Crown  to  the 
Amendment,  there  wotdd  be  no  use  in 
pressing  it. 

Amendment,  by  leave,  mthdravm. 

Clause  agreed  to. 

Clause  6  (Pensioner  not  'to  hold  pen- 
sion under  another  Act). 
'  Mk.  FAWCETT  asked  whethn  t 
peroon  who  had  held  Office  in  the  Co 
lonies,  and  also  in  England,  could  draw 
one  pension  from  the  Colonies  and  an- 
other from  the  Imperial  Exchequer  f 

Mb.  GLADSTONE  said,  he  would 
rather  have  the  question  in  writing  be- 
fore he  gave  an  answer.  His  beliM  was 
that  saoa.  a  person  would  not  be  compe- 
tent to  hold  the  two  penmona  at  the 
same  time.    He,  however,  should  not 
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like  to  give  a  decided  answer  to  a  hy- 
pothetical queatioii  before  aBcertaining 
That  would  be  the  real  law  of  the  ca«e. 

Glaiuie  agrted  to. 

Olause  7  agretd  to. 

Ma.  FAWCETT  asked  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  to  postoone  Clause  8. 

Me.  GLADSTONE  declined  to  do  eo, 
but  eaid  that  hie  hon.  Friend  woulii 
hare  ample  opportunity  of  moTing  an 
Amendment  in  a  future  stage  if  he 
should  be  disposed  to  do  so. 

Bemaining  clauses,  together  with  the 
Schedules  and  the  Preamble  agreed  to, 
with  verbal  Amendmenta. 

House  rmHm«rf. 

Bill  roporUd;  aa  amended,  to  be  oon- 
mdered  upon  Thta-tday  next,  and  to  be 
frinttd.    [BiU  133.] 

Souw  aiyonnwd  U  Oat  o'clock. 


HOUSE    OF    COMMONS, 

Friday,  i%th  May,  1869. 

UlNTTTES.]  —  FuBuo  "Rom  — Oriertd^Firit 
Rtadiug—OxhrA  UniTsnitr  Sututei*  [IM]  ; 
CompuiiM  OUuwi  Aot  (1863)  AmsadnWDl* 

S1381 ;  Piw  and  Hutxiar  Ordon  ConAniutioD 
No.  a)»  [1311. 
Fint  Beadtnff  —  losolTent  Dsbton  and  Buik- 

ropI«7  Repul  *  [13t]. 
Stcond  RiatUng—MMnipoWlta  Foot  Act  (186T) 

AmoodDUDt  [fit],  dtbaU  aiJQianied. 
CettmiltM — ElMtioo  Commluionen(Eip«)UM)* 

[109}— I.P. 
Ci/mmilUe — Report  —  Iriali   Chnroli    {rt-comia.) 

[123];  Countjr  Corooeri*  [TS-IW]. 
CentidertdaiaBitnded  —  Iriih  Chorcb  {re-eomm.) 

[138]. 
Tnird  Beading —  ETidauoa  AuuadniMit*  [35] 

madpoMAJ. 

CAMADA-INTEBOOLOHUL  RAILWAY. 

QtTESTtON. 

Mb.  SINCLALR  AYTOUN  swd,  he 
wished  to  ask  the  Under  Secretary  of 
State  for  the  Colonies,  Whether  the  Go- 
vernor General  of  Canada  has  approved 
the  Beport  of  a  Committee  of  the  Privy 
Council  of  Canada,  advising  the  adop- 
tion of  the  recommendation  of  the  Fi- 
nance Minister  of  the  Canadian  Phtminion 
that  money  raised  under  the  Imperial 
Guarantee  for  the  construction  of  the  In- 
teroolonial  BaUway  should  be  applied  to 
the  payment  of  the  general  debts  of  the 
Caimdian  Dominion ;  whether  sooh  ap- 


plication of  the  money  raised  under 
such  Guarantee  is  not  in  contravention 
of  the  Canada  Eoilway  Loan  Act,  1867  [ 
whether  any  Correspondonoe  has  taken 
place  between  the  Colonial  Office  and  the 
Governor  General  on  this  subject;  and, 
if  so,  whether  ho  has  any  objection  to 
lay  Copies  of  such  Correspondence  upon 
the  Table  of  the  House ;  and,  why  no 
Statement  and  Account  has  been  laid  be- 
fore  this  House,  in  accordance  with  the 
fourth  Section  of  the  Canada  Bailway 
Loan  Act,  1867? 

Me.  MONSELL  said,  in  reply,  that 
there  had  been  no  corre^ondence  such 
as  that  alluded  to  by  his  hon.  Friend 
between  the  Colonial  Office  and  the  Go- 
vernor General  of  Canada;  but  some- 
where about  three  weeks  ago  several 
Parliamentaty  Papers  had  been  brought 
over  from  Canada  by  Mr.  £ose,  one  of 
the  Ministers  of  Canada,  to  the  Colonial 
Office.  Among  those  papers  was  one 
entitled  "  Correspondence  respecting  the 
Intercolonial  Bailway."  It  appeared 
that  the  Governor  General  of  Canada, 
on  the  27th  of  August  last,  approved  a 
Beport  which  recommended  tlmt  certain 
floating  debts  bearing  a  high  rate  of  in- 
terest diould  be  paid  off  by  the  issue  of 
interest  bearing  securities,  in  which  a 
part  of  the  colonial  loan  was  to  be  in- 
vested. In  order  to  secure  that  the  pro- 
ceeds of  the  loan  should  be  available 
when  waiting  for  the  Bailway,  it  was 
arranged  that  two  credits,  one  with  the 
Messrs.  Baring  and  Glyn  for  £350,000, 
and  the  other  with  the  Bank  of  Montreal 
for  £300,000,  should  be  apprOTiriated  to 
that  special  pur{iose,  and  that  Exchequer 
Billsof  the  Dominion,  receivable  in  pay- 
ment of  taxes,  should  be  placed  in  the 
hands  of  the  Beceiver  General  as  true- 
tee  for  the  Intercolonial  Fund,  which 
Exchequer  Bills  were  not  to  be  used  by 
him  till  required  for  that  object.  The 
hon.  Gentleman  next  asked  whether  such 
application  of  money  so  raised  was  not 
in  contravention  of  the  Canada  Bailway 
Loan  Act.  Now,  that  Act  sanctioned  the 
raising  of  £3,000,000  for  the  purpose  of 
constructing  the  railway,  but  said  no- 
thing about  the  employment  of  the  money 
in  the  interval  between  the  receipt  and 
its  application,  and,  as  far  as  he  could 
form  an  opinion,  there  was  nothing  ab- 
solutely illegal  in  what  had  been  done  by 
the  CanatUan  Government.  But  wheUier 
the  course  they  pursued  was  in  accord- 
ance with  the  spirit  of  the  transaction  in 
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wiucb  they  were  engag^ed  vaa  another 
matter  altogether,  and  one  which  was  at 
present  occupying  the  aerioua  attention 
of  Her  Majes^B&OTemment.  In  reply 
to  the  laet  question  o£  the  hon.  Geutle- 
man  he  had  to  state  that,  although  vari- 
OOB  steps  had  been  taken  in  respect  of 
the  loan  with  Lhe  approhation  of  the 
Treasury  in  the  months  of  Jtme  and 
July  last,  still  the  absolute  sanction  of 
the  Imperial  Gorermnent  had  not  been 
formaUy  giTen  till  the  begiunine  of  the 
present  year,  the  Session  of  Parliament 
having  previously  commenced.  The  con- 
sequence was  that  it  was  not  considered 
that  any  statement  of  accounts  in  accord- 
ance with  the  4th  section  of  the  Act , 
should  be  laid  before  Parliament ;  but  if 
the  hon.  Gentlenian  should  think  fit  to 
move  for  a  statement  regarding  the  whole 
of  the  proceedings  there  could  be  no  ob- 
^ectioa  on  the  'ptat  of  the  Government  to 
itfl  production. 

NAVT— COAL  FOR  THE  NAVY, 


Mb.  8IKCLAIE  ATTOTW  said,  he 
wished  to  ask  the  Secretary  to  the  Ad- 
miralty, Whether  the  Lbt  of  Collieries 
from  which  alone  Goal  was  supplied  for 
the  use  of  the  Navy  has  been  discon- 
tinued; and,  if  so,  whether  Collieries 
already  on  this  list  are  now  placed 
footmg  of  perfect  equalily  with  all  other 
CoUieries  m  competing  for  Tenders  for 
supplying  Coal  for  the  use  of  the  Navy  P 

Mb.  BAXTER :  Sir,  there  is  now  no 
official  list  of  collieries  &om  which  ex- 
clusively the  Admiralty  make  purchases. 
They  are  buying  the  description  of  coal 
most  suitable  for  their  purpose  both  in 
South  Wales  and  the  North  of  England, 
and  they  mean  to  send  their  inspecting 
officer  to  North  Wales,  the  midland 
counties  of  England,  and  the  South 
Scotland  with  the  view  of  ascertaining 
what  coals  in  these  districts  may  also  be 
available  for  the  naval  service.  With 
reference  to  the  second  Question,  my  hon. 
Friend  will  see  that  the  former  distinc- 
tion is  at  an  end. 

COONTT  FINANCUL  ARRANGEMENTS. 

QDEBTIOH. 

Mb.  bead  sud,  he  wished  to  ask  the 

TTnder  Secret^  of  State  Ictr  the  Home 

Department^  TTpon  what  calculation  he 

founded  the  statement  he  made  on  imtro- 

Jfr.  Momell 


I  dadng  his  Bill  on  Gonnty  Financial 
Arrangemento,  that  nnder  the  prmosed 
Bill  the  number  of  Bepresentative  Sate- 
payers  in  Quarter  Sessions  would  be 
only  "  one  to  five  "  of  the  Coun^  Ma- 
gistrates? 

Mb.  KNATCHBULL-HtTGESSEN 
said,  in  reply,  that  on  the  2nd  of  March 
he  moved  for  a  Beturn  of  the  number  of 
f^rishes  in  each  Poor  Law  union  in 
England  and  Wales.  Applying  the 
Schedule  of  the  Bill  to  that  Itetum,  he 
was  enabled  to  state  with  tolerable  ac- 
curacy the  number  of  elective  members 
which  would  be  sent  to  the  Financial 
Board  in  each  county.  He  had  next 
ascertained  from  the  clerks  of  the  peace 
of  each  county  the  number  of  magis- 
trates on  the  roll.  The  result  appet^ed 
to  be  that  there  would  be  one  elected 
member  to  every  five  magistrates  on  the 
roll ;  but  he  had  not  meant  to  convey  to 
the  House  that  such  would  be  the  pro- 
portion actually  on  the  Board.  If,  for 
instance,  there  were  250  magistrates  on 
the  roll,  it  would  not  at  all  follow  that 
anything  like  that  number  would  attend 
at  the  Sessions.  There  were  deductions 
to  be  made  for  absence  on  account  of  non- 
residence,  age,  and  such  other  causes, 
and  he  was  afraid  he  must  add  on  ao- 
count  of  want  of  inclination ;  and,  sSter 
those  deductions,  it  would  probably  be 
found  that  the  average  attendance  at 
sessions  was  not  more  than  fifty  at 
the  outside.  If  there  were  250  magis- 
trates on  the  roll,  and  only  fifty  elected 
guardians,  the  prroortion  of  course  would 
be  one  in  five.  But  whilst  the  usual 
attendance  of  magistrates  was  not  more 
than  &om  forty  to  sixty ;  of  the  fifty 
elected  rate-pavers  the  great  majority 
might  fairly  be  expected  to  attend. 
The  roBult  would  be  that  either  ^e 
elected  members  could  exercise  a  veiy 
considerable  power  in  the  County  Fi- 
nancial Boaras,  or  else  the  magis- 
trates, to  prevent  a  dominant  power, 
would  be  stimulated  to  attend  in  &r 
greater  nimibeTS.  In  either  case,  he  did 
not  think  the  result  would  be  objeofion- 
able. 

SUPPLY. 

Order  for  Committee  read. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
"That  Mr.  Speaker  do  now  leave  the 
Chair." 
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CASE  OP  "LATEtlE   V.   PROITDFOOT.' 


Mb.  CQABLET  eaid,  lie  rose  to  call 
the  attention  of  the  House  t«  the  caae, 
of  LaTsUe  v.  Proudfoot,  tried  before 
Mr.  Justice  Fitz^rald  at  the  late  Qal- 
waj  Spring  Aaaizes,  and  to  ask  Quee- 
tjons  of  the  First  Lord  of  the  TreaBury 
in  relation  thereto.  He  had  taken  up 
the  subject,  not  in  a  spirit  of  bigotry, 
but  solely  through  a  painful  sense  of 
duty.  If  the  Irish  Ohnrch  Bill  became 
law  the  Protestant  clergy  would  be 
withdrawn  from  the  remote  districts  of 
Ireland,  and  with  them  would  be  with- 
drawn that  public  opinion  which  their 
presence  helped  to  maintain  at  the  pre- 
sent, while  the  Boman  Catholic  priests 
would  be  left  altogether  uncontrolled. 
It  was  in  the  interest  of  the  Roman 
Catholic  portion  of  the  population  he 
ventured  to  bring  this  matter  forward. 
All  the  parties  who  had  suffered  from 
the  acta  of  violence  to  which  he  would 
have  to  refer  were  Boman  Catholics.  It 
was  also  remarkable  that  the  Judge  who 
tried  the  case — ^Mr,  Justice  Fitzgerald — 
was  an  eminent  Boman  Cathohc,  while 
most  of  the  counsel  engaged  on  both 
sides  were  also  Boman  Cattiolica.  The 
action  was  one  for  libel  brought  by  the 
celebrated  Father  Lavolle  against  Mr. 
Proudfoot,  the  agent  of  the  Building 
and  Land  Investaient  Company.  As 
agent  of  that  company,  Mr  Proudfoot 
had  been  engaged  in  what  was  called 
"striping"  iaoA  on  the  Port  Boyal 
estate  in  the  parish  of  Partly,  of  which 
FaUier  Lavelle  was  parish  priest.  It 
was  veiT  customaiT  in  Ireland  for  pw- 
sons  to  have  a  right  to  a  cow's  grass  in 
one  place  and  a  right  to  a-half  or  o- 
quarter  cow's  grass  in  another  place. 
This  was  what  was  called  holding  in 
"rundale,"  and  he  believed  it  led  to 
much  inconvenience,  In  order  to  do 
away  with  that  system  it  waa  necessary 
for  owners  of  estates  to  "stripe"  the 
land — that  was,  to  get  the  tenants  to 
give  up  that  ri^ht  wiSi  the  view  of  hav- 
ing the  land  divided  into  square  farms. 
The  tenants  in  Ireland  generollv  ob- 
jected to  the  process  of  "  striping^'  the 
land,  and  in  this  particular  case  Father 
LaveUe  took  up  the  cudgds  for  the 
tonantry.  Ke  addressed  several  letters 
to  the  local  papers  reflecting  on  Mr. 
Proudfoot,   who  replied  in   a  letter  to 
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the  Mayo  Conttitution.  In  that  letter 
were  two  allegations,  to  which  he  would 
call  the  attention  of  the  House.  First, 
the  letter  stated  that  a  poor  woman, 
named  Catherine  Henahan,  had  been 
severely  beaten  by  the  collector  of  dues 
for  Fadier  Lavelle.  Next  it  stated  that 
a  number  of  the  parishionera  of  Father 
Lavelle  hod  been  expelled  from  the 
chapel  of  Paxtry  because  they  had  given 
up  their  land.  These  were  the  mounds 
of  libel  in  the  action  tried  at  the  Oalway 
Assizes.  The  iuryfoundforthe  plaintift, 
and  assessed  vie  damages  at  one  farthing. 
With  reference  to  the  first  allegation  that 
failed,  because  it  appeared  on  the  trial 
that  the  person  who  committed  the  as- 
sault was  agent,  not  for  Father  Lavelle, 
but  for  his  curate.  Father  Mnllarfeey. 
There  oonld  be  no  doubt,  however,  that 
there  had  been  committed  on  the  poor 
woman  wlwt  Mr.  Justice  Fitzgerald  nad 
teimed  an  ' '  outrageous ' '  assault.  It 
appeared  that  she  was  reaping  her  oats, 
in  a  field,  when  the  collector  of  duos  for 
the  Boman  Catholic  curato  commenced 
carrying  off  a  portion  of  the  crop.  The 
poor  woman  endeavoured  to  prevent 
him  from  doing  so,  whereupon  he 
turned  on  her,  knocked  her  down, 
knelt  upon  her,  'and  severely  cut  and 
bruised  her  iace.  She  afl^rwords  ob- 
tained a  summons  a^inst  the  rufBan, 
but,  at  the  instance  of  Father  Mnllarkey, 
she  consented  to  withdraw  it.  It  ap- 
peared that  the  custom  of  levying  these 
dues  had  existed  in  this  diocese — that  bl 
Archbishop  M'Hale  —  during  the  post 
half  century,  and  evidence  was  adduced 
to  show  that  these  oats  formed  part  of 
the  perquisites  of  the  Boman  Catholic 
curato.  Now,  in  the  course  of  the  de- 
bates on  the  Irish  Church,  the  House 
had  frequently  been  told  that  the  Bo- 
man Catnolic  Church  in  Ireland  existed 
entirely  upon  the  voluntary  system,  and 
he  should  be  glad  to  leam  from  the  right 
hon.  Qentleman  at  the  head  of  the  Go- 
vernment whether  he  considered  this  cus- 
tom to  be  a  part  of  the  voluntary  system. 
It  would  certainly  seem  strange  if  an^ 
Baptist  minister  hod  a  cnstomajT  privi- 
lege of  seizing  his  pewholder  s  oats. 
The  second  aUegation  was  that  people 
had  been  turned  out  of  the  chapel  for 
the  offence  of  giving  up  their  farms  for 
the  purpose  of  being  "  striped."  But 
it  woa  sworn  that  this  was  not  the  rea- 
son, and  that  the  real  cause  was  that  the 
people  so   turned  out  had   sent  their 
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cliildrea  to  the  Natioual  School,  die 
teachers  at  which  had  been  tramed  at 
the  Model  Schools  in  Dublin  subse- 
quent  to  1862.  About  twenty  persona 
were  eo  expelled,  and  of  these  one  was 
Sergeant  Coneys  of  the  police.  At  the 
time  of  his  expulsion  he  was  kneeling  in 
&ont  of  the  altar,  when  Father  Lavelle 
took  out  his  wat«h  and  told  him  he 
would  give  him  five  minutes,  without 
Baying  what  for.  Sergeant  Coneys'  wife 
came  and  told  tiim  not  to  enrage  the 
priest,  end  that  he  had  better  go  out 
quietly.  This  he  accordingly  did  with 
his  wife  and  family,  and  Father  Lavelle 
followed  them  into  the  chapel-yard,  and 
insisted  upon  their  going  into  Uie  public 
road,  and  on  their  going  out  of  the 
chapel-yard  the  ffate  was  Cammed  after 
them.  Father  Uullarkey  swore  in  hie 
evidence  that  the  last  sacrament  of  the 
Church — extreme  unction — was  reAised 
to  one  man,  John  Henehan,  because  he 
permitted  his  grandchildren  to  go  to  the 
National  School,  and  in  excuse  lor  this  it 
was  urged  that  the  man  was  violating 
the  laws  of  the  Church,  inasmuch  as  in 
1862  resolutions  were  passed  in  Dublin 
condemning  the  Mod^  Schools.  Mr. 
Justice  Fitzgerald  expressed  himself 
veiy  strongly  upon  the  conduct  of  Father 
I^velle  and  Father  Mollorkey,  and  after 
referring  to  what  had  occurred  in  the 
case  ot  Soigeant  Coneys,  said  that 
he  hod  never  heard  of  each,  a  transac- 
tion, and  trusted  that  he  never  might 
again.  The  learned  Judge,  too,  stated, 
that  though  he  knew  nothing  about  the 
canonical  law,  the  course  pursued  in  the 
expulsion  of  the  seigeont  was  contrary 
to  common  law.  Considering  that  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  at  the  head  of  the 
Government  was  desirous  of  oondhating 
the  Church  of  Bome,  lliat  he  looked 
upon  education  as  one  of  the  three 
heads  of  the  Upas  tree  of  Protestant  as- 
cendancy in  Ireland,  and  considering 
the  animosity  exhibited  towards  the  Na- 
tional School  ^stem  by  the  leading  digni- 
taries of  the  Bomon  Catholic  Church  in 
Ireland,  and  more  especially  by  Dr. 
K'Hale,  he  would  ask  whether  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  was  prepared  to  do  away 
with  that  ^stem,  and  hand  over  the 
education  of  the  people  to  iJie  priests, 
substituting  a  denominational  system; 
and  whether  he  was  prepared,  in  case  the 
Irish  Church  Bill  became  law,  which  it 
probably  would  do  so  for  as  that  House 
was  concerned  on  Monday  next,  to  take 
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measures  to  protect  peocefiil  Boman  Ca- 
tholic subjects  of  Her  Majesty  in  Lreland 
from  the  possible  recurrence  o£  suoh  acts 
of  violence  as  those  which  occurred  in 
the  case  of  "  Lavelle  p.  Proudfoot  ?  " 

Mb.  G.  H.  MOORE  said,  it  was  evi- 
dent, when  the  hon.  Gentkman  ^aced 
his  Motion  upon  the  Paper,  that  it  was 
merely  the  pretext  for  such  a  statement 
as  the  one  to  which  the  House  had  just 
listened ;  and  it  was  also  manifest  that 
the  plea  of  defending  the  hberties  of  the 
Irish  people  was  merely  a  pretenoe 
equally  shallow  and  sinister  for  making 
an  attack  upon  a  body  of  men,  who, 
above  all  others,  had  done  their  best  to 
protect  those  liberties  from  Uie  assaults 
of  sectarian  onimosily,  and  from  at- 
tempts which  had  been  made  to  Inunplo 
them  under  foot.  What  were  the  i«al 
tacts  7  A  trial  had  been  held  in  Ireland 
before  the  legitimate  tribunal  of  the 
country ;  and  a  verdict  in  due  form  and 
in  accordance  with  the  evidence  had 
been  returned,  and  yet  an  hon.  Member 
thought  it  necessary  to  call  upon  the 
House  to  review  the  case,  and  upon  his 
own  ex  parti  statement  to  call  upon  the 
First  Minister  of  the  Crown  to  interfere 
in  the  matter.  The  charges  were,  in  the 
first  place,  directed  against  Mr.  Lavelle, 
the  parish  priest  of  Partly,  in  Mayo; 
i^^ainst  Mr.  Mulloxkey,  the  curate ;  and 
against  a  country  boy,  whom  the  hon. 
Member  had  somewhat  fantastically  de- 
scribed as  a  collector  of  dues.  He  (Mr. 
G.  H,  Moore)  believed  that  Uiere  did  not 
exist  a  man  more  conscientious,  eamest, 
or  high-minded,  than  Mr.  Lavelle,  who 
was  one  of  his  constituents,  and  whose 
fnendsh^  he  was  proud  to  acknow- 
ledge. The  chafes  made  against  the 
rev.  gentleman  were  that,  in  the  dis- 
charge of  his  duties  aa  parish  priest,  he 
had  expelled  from  the  chapel  and  de- 
prived of  their  religious  rites  a  number 
of  persons  who  had  persisted  in  sending 
their  children  to  a  school  where  he  be- 
lieved their  faith  was  in  danger  of  being 
undermined.  Now,  he  (Mr.  G.  H.  Mo(»e) 
was  willing  to  acknowledge  that  Sir 
Bobert  Blosse,  who  had  set  up  this 
school  in  Parby,  had  no  desire  to  tam- 
per with  the  religion  of  the  children  who 
come  there  for  instruction ;  but,  in  ex- 
cuse for  the  conduct  of  Mr.  Lavelle,  it 
should  be  remembered  that  that  rev.  gen- 
tleman had  had  before  this  to  combat  a 
system  of  proselytism,  the  most  remorse- 
less and  unscrupulous  that  had  Sot  ceu- 
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timea  been  known  in  any  conntry,  and 
which  had  been  cexried  out  by  the  late 
Lord  Flimket,  the  uncle  of  Sir  Bobert 
BloBfie,  and  by  the  Frot«staut  Bishop  of 
Tuam.  Against  that  system  of  proee- 
lytism,  Father  Lavelle  waged  an  ho- 
nonxable  orusade  for  many  years,  and 
he  gradually  won  back  the  souls  of  his 
panshionere  from  the  power  of  the 
tempter  and  the  tyrant.  It  was  not  to 
be  wondered  at  that  the  rev.  gentleman, 
seeing  the  same  powers  assumed  that 
were  exercised  before,  should  meet  the 
enemy  on  the  threshold  and  attempt  to 
grapple  with  him  before  he  had  power 
to  do  any  harm.  Yeiv  likely  it  might 
be  that  Father  LareUe  had  not  the 
power  to  exclude  these  people  from  his 
chapel ;  If,  nevertheless,  a  certain  num- 
ber of  Ms  parishioners  chose  to  obey  his 
orders  and  leave  it,  neither  Mr.  Justice 
Fitzgerald  nor  the  hon.  Gentleman 
would  hold  that  there  was  any  power  in 
law  to  compel  them  to  remain.  As  their 
representatjTe  and  neighbour,  aJid  know- 
ing every  one  of  them,  he  could  assure 
the  hon.  and  learned  Oentleman  that 
Father  LaveUe  and  his  parishioners  un- 
derstood each  other  perfectly  well,  and 
did  not  require  Ms  interference;  and 
tbeso  men,  ^>out  whose  liberties  he  was 
BO  solicitous,  would  be  minded  to  take 
considerable  liberties  with  him  if  they 
heard  him  say  a  single  word  against 
Father  Lavelle  within  any  reasonable 
distance  of  Partry. 

Me.  GLADSTONE :  Sir,  I  do  not 
know  how  far  it  is  htting  for  me  to  in- 
terfere in  this  (question.  I  must  frankly 
own  I  do  not  quite  understand  the  force 
and  cogency  of  the  reasons  which  in- 
duced uie  hon.  and  learned  Gentlemen 
opposite  (Mr.  Charley)  to  bringamatter 
ca  this  nature  under  the  notice  of  the 
House.  Had  there  been  any  ease  in 
Ireland  in  which  there  had  been  a  no- 
table failure  of  justice,  or  in  which  the 
law  had  proved  insufficient  for  its  pur- 
pose, it  might  have  been  Kxpedient  to 
call  attention  to  it ;  but  here  there  is 
nothing  of  the  kinJd.  The  hon.  and 
learned  Gentleman  does  not  complain  of 
the  manner  in  which  the  law  has  been 
administered,  and  he  has  not  shown 
that  it  is  inadequate  for  its  purpose.  I 
am  very  sorry  that  the  hon.  and  learned 
Gentleman  tbinlf"  fit  to  c(nmeot  a  disous- 
Bion  of  this  kind  with  the  Bill  for  the 
dieeetabliBhment  of  the  Luh  Chnrch, 
because  the  introduction  of  a  topic  <^ 


this  sort  does  nothing  but  darken  the 
case  with  prejudice  and  feebng,  and 
tends  to  disturb  that  perfectly  dispas- 
sionate frame  of  mind  in  which  we  ough$ 
to  accustom,  and,  if  neceaeai?,  compel 
ourselTes  to  look  at  any  question  which 
purports  to  be  a  question  regarding  the 
administration  of  the  law,  or  respecting 
acts  said  to  be  done  aeainst  the  law  by  a 
particular  person.  The  Questions  of  me 
hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  are  Ques- 
tions  he  is  entitled  to  put  to  me,  and  I 
will  not  at  all  decline  to  answer  them  on 
account  of  the  circumstance  that  he  haa 
chosen  to  hang  them  upon  a  pe^  which 
appears  to  me  not  very  appropriate  for 
the  purpose.  He  wishes  to  Imow  whe- 
ther it  18  the  intention  of  the  Govern- 
ment to  do  away  with  the  National 
School  system  in  Ireland,  and  he  founds 
tl^  Question  upon  the  assumption  that 
the  desire  of  the  Government  IS  te  con- 
ciliate the  Church  of  £ome.  Sir,  I 
most  beg  to  say  the  Government  have 
no  desire  whatever  to  conciliate  the 
Church  of  Eome.  What  the  Govern- 
ment desire  is  that  the  Church  of  Some, 
and  every  other  Church  in  Ireland, 
should  have  justice,  and  neither  more 
nor  less  than  justice.  Our  desire  for 
conciliation  with  the  Chnrdi  of  Borne 
goes  precisely  to  the  same  point  aa  our 
desire  for  conciliation  with  everybody 
else :  we  desire  to  do  all  that  is  in  our 
power  to  secure  their  rights,  and  prevent 
them  so  exercising  or  abusing  their 
rights  as  to  interfere  with  the  rights  of 
other  people.  But  it  is  not  the  inten- 
tion of  the  Government  to  do  away  with 
the  National  School  system.  I  do  not 
know  why  tbe  hon.  Gentleman  ahonld 
suppose  there  could  be  any  such  inten- 
tion on  the  part  of  a  Government  which 
consists  almost  entirely  of  Gentlemen 
who,  if  they  have  been  distinguished  in 
anything  with  respect  to  education  in 
Ireland,  have  been  distinguiBhed  rather 
for  the  favour  with  which  they  have  re- 
garded the  National  School  ^stem  and 
Uieir  desire  to  defend  it  against  attack 
in  the  days  of  ite  in&ncy  and  debility 
than  for  any  hostility  to  it,  either  open 
or  concealed.  The  Government,  then, 
have  no  desire  to  do  away,  or  intention 
to  do  away,  with  the  National  School 
system  in  Ireland.  Of  course,  it  is  th^ 
duty  to  conaidw  from  time  to  time  the 
details  of  that  system,  with  a  view  to  re- 
medy defects  whidi  may  be  discovered 
or  may  have  crept  into  it  in  the  lapse  of 
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time ;  that  liberty  they  claim  and  exer- 
ciee  in  their  diecretion,  but  vith  reE^>ect 
to  the  ff^Htem  itself  they  have  no  inten- 
tion to  do  away  with  it,  and  I  may  aay 
that  they  are  generally  of  opinion,  on  a 
roriew  of  the  udrty-seven  or  thirty-eight 
years  that  that  system  has  been  in  ope- 
ration, that  it  has  been  the  means  of 
conferring  great  blessings  and  benefits 
iipon  Ireland.  With  respect  to  the  se- 
cond Question  of  the  hon.  and  learned 
Member,  whether  the  Qovemment  in- 
tend ia  adopt  measures  for  protecting 
the  subjects  of  the  Crown  from  acts  of 
^olence,  I  am  bound  to  say  I  am  not 
aware  that  there  arises  out  of  this  case 
any  necessity  ^>ecial  in  its  nature  for 
the  adoption  of  any  nev  measures  foi 
the  protection  of  the  subject.  Itwas  de- 
clared by  Mr.  Justice  Fitzgerald  that 
the  tummg  out  of  the  police  officer  and 
his  family  from  the  chapel  was  contraiy 
to  the  lav  of  the  land,  and  the  hon. 
Gentleman  asks  me  whether  I  consider 
it  is  a  voluntary  system  under  which 
acts  of  this  kind  are  done.  If  the  act  of 
Father  Lavelle  was  contrary  to  tiie  law 
of  the  land — which  no  doubt  I  must  take 
it  to  be,  inasmuch  as  it  has  been  so 
dared  by  a  learned  and  distingaished 
and  most  excellent  Judge — it  was  in  the 
power  of  the  party  a^rieved  to  appeal 
to  the  law  of  tiie  land.  The  time  for  the 
hon.  Gentlemau  to  have  asked  the  Go- 
vernment whether  they  intended  to 
'bring  in  any  new  measures  for  the  pro- 
tection of  the  subject  would  be,  not  wher 
this  party  had  chosen  to  forego  his  right 
of  appeal  to  the  law  of  the  land,  but 
when  he  had  made  an  appeal,  and  bad 
either  failed  through  the  weakness  of 
the  law,  or  had  been  subject  to  detri- 
ment in  his  person  or  property  in  conse- 
?uence  of  hie  having  made  that  appeal. 
think,  therefore,  ^t  the  Question  of 
the  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman, 
fectly  proper  as  it  may  be  in  itself, 
not  grow  by  any  natural  process  out  of 
the  circumstances  with  which  we  are 
concerned.  With  regard  to  the  volun- 
tary system,  I  would  only  make  this  ob- 
servation :  if  we  view  tiie  matter  with 
the  strict  ^e  of  philosophy  we  may  un- 
doubtedly say  that  aU  undue  influence 
whatever  is  pro  tanto  a  deviation  from 
the  voluntary  ^«tem.  There  are  many 
forms  in  which  undue  influence  is  exer- 
cised in  all  spheres  and  circumstances  of 
life.  There  are  many  forms  in  which 
external  influence  is  brought  to  bear 
Mr.  GladttoM 
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upon  the  conduct  and  addon  of  a  man 
to  induce  him  to  deviate,  without  any 
obligation  so  to  do,  through  ffear  or 
favour,  from  what  he  may  think  the 
strict  line  of  duty  or  of  right.  But,  still, 
these  are  matters  into  which  we  cannot 
inquire.  When  we  speak  of  the  volun- 
tary system  in  mattwa  of  religion  we 
mean  a  system  which  does  not  appeal  to 
the  law  for  ite  support,  but  which,  whe- 
ther it  depend  upon  due  or  undue  influ- 
ence, depends  upon  an  influence  to 
which  the  parties  who  are  the  objects  of 
it  submit  voluntarily,  and  not  undOT 
coeraion.  That  is  tbe  meaning  of  ^e 
voluntary  system  ;  and  if  we  apply  the 
term  to  those  systems  in  which  nothiag 
is  done  but  precisely  what  is  right,  and 
just,  and  wise,  that  certainly  wiU  be  bo 
narrow  a  constmction  of  it  that  I  very 
much  doubt  whether,  according  to  it, 
there  is  a  voluntary  system  upon  eartli. 
I  am  much  obliged  to  the  hon.  and 
learned  Member  for  furnishing  me  with 
the  materials  of  the  statement  he  made, 
and  1  should  be  glad  if  I  could  return 
him  the  compliment — which  I  cannot — 
of  saying  that  there  was  in  the  circum- 
stances of  this  case  any  necesei^  for  il« 
being  brought  before  the  House  of 
Commons.  Of  course,  we  know  that  in 
the  condition  of  Ireland,  where  great 
heat  and  animosity  prevail,  many  words 
will  be  spoken  and  many  acts  will  be 
done,  perhaps,  by  men  of  warm  and 
zealous  temperaments  which  even  they 
themselves,  in  their  cooler  momenta, 
and  which,  at  any  rate.  Hie  dispasdon- 
at«  judgment  of  society  will  regret. 
These  are  not  to  be  viewed  in  this  House 
without  some  oondSeration  of  what  may 
be  caUed  extenuating  dicumstances, 
growing  out  of  a  morbid  state  of  feeling 
m  society,  the  result  of  evil  traditions 
inherited  from  the  past.  Wliat  we  have 
to  ask  is  whether  the  law  works,  whether 
the  officers  of  the  law  do  their  duty,  and 
whether  the  ends  of  the  law  are  attained ; 
and  it  does  not  appear  to  me  that  in  this 
case  the  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman 
has  affirmed  the  negative  of  any  one  of 
these  propositions. 

PATENTS  FOR  INVENTIONS. 

HBSOLTrnOK. 

Ms.  MACFIE  said,  he  believed  the 
subject  of  the  abolition  of  Patent  Law 
had  never  been  discussed  in  Parliament; 
it  would,  therefore,  not  be  improper  to 
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jorionBlywith  trade,  whereas,  tme  of  tli« 
conditions  o&  wMch  a  patent  was  origi- 
nall;  gnwted  was  that  it  should  have  no 
Buch  effect.  If  manufacturerB  made  the 
most  trivial  improvement  m  their  manu- 
factures, they  were  threatened  by  the 
owner  of  this  patent  and  that  patent  that 
they  were  ininnging  their  patent  rights ; 
BO  that  the  result  of  the  Patent  Law  was 
to  cripple  manufactores.  He  would  refer 
hon.  Members  to  the  evidence  taken  be- 
fore a  Committee  of  the  House  that 
inquired  into  the  subject  of  the  Patent 
Laws,  to  the  evidence  taken  before  a 
Committee  of  the  House  of  Lords,  and 
ia  the  evidence  taken  before  the  Boyal 
Commission.  In  the  days  of  Sir  Bobert 
Feel,  in  1 829,^16  multiplication  of  pa- 
tents was  foreseen  to  be  a  great  evlL 
In  185-1,  the  Manchester  Chamber  of 
Commerce  lodked  forward  with  feat  to 
the  multiplicatiou  of  patents.  He  held 
in  his  hand  a  paper  which  showed  how 
many  wrongs  were  inflicted  by  the  pre- 
sent system  on  manufacturers,  patentees, 
and  inventors  who  were  not  patentees. 
One  particular  law  plea  in  connection 
with  the  defence  of  a  patent  cost  the 
parties  £100,000.  The  Soyal  Commis- 
sion on  the  subject  was  appointed  in 

1863,  and  their  Beport  was  issued  in 

1864.  Many  eminent  men  were  exa- 
mined, and  the  result  was  that,  though, 
as  he  believed,  the  hulk  of  the  Gommis- 
sionere  entered  on  the  inquiry  in  the 
belief  that  the  system  cotdd  be  remo- 
delled so  as  to  be  made  defensible,  they 
ended  by  arriving  at  a  veiy  different 
conclusion.  The  Beport  stated  that  the 
majority  of  the  witnesses  had  decidedly  '< 
afGimed  the  existence  of  practical  incon- 
venience &om  the  multiplicity  of  patents ; 
and  the  Commissioners  called  special 
attention  to  the  testimony  given  by  the 
First  Lord  of  the  Admiralty  and  the 
various  witnesses  on  behalf  of  the  War 
Department,  showing  the  embarrassment 
caused  to  the  uaval  and  diilitary  services 
by  the  multitude  of  patents  taken  out  for 
inventions  in  use  in  those  Departments. 
He  believed  the  noble  Chairman  of  that 
Commission  (Lord  Stanley)  had  said 
that,  before  legislating  on  the  subject 
the  first  duty  of  the  House  was  to  in- 
quire into  the  policy  of  patents.  But 
Uioogh  five  or  six  years  had  elapsed 
since  that  time  nothing  had  been  done, 
and  he  believed  the  best  course  for  the 
House  to  take  was  either  to  adopt  his 
Motion  tmpUeiUr,  or  to  call  upon  the 


devote  some  considerable  portion  of  time 
to  its  introduction,  but  he  proposed  only 
to  lay  a  general  view  of  the  subject  be- 
fore the  House.  In  the  first  place,  hi 
asserted  that  legislation  upon  this  sub- 
ject should  be  based  upon  two]^rinciplet 
— ^fipst,  that  the  intereste  of  mventors 
should  not  be  considered  before  the  in- 
terests of  the  nation  at  large;  and,  second, 
that  there  could  be  no  property  in  ideas. 
The  grant  of  a  patent  nad  always  been 
a  B^al  favour,  and  no  inventor  could 
claim  OS  a  right  the  excIusiTe  privU^e 
of  manu£acturing  or  selling  any  novel 
production  he  might  have  invented.  An 
invention  differed  altogether  from  the 
Hterary  work  of  an  author,  which  he 
(IkEr.  Macfie)  would  continue  to  protect. 
The  manufacturers  of  this  country  were 
generally  opposed  to  patents  which  en- 
abled a  man  for  fourteen  years  to  pre- 
vent the  whole  countiy  from  using  any 
improvements  which  he  had  found  out. 
The  days  of  protection  had  passed.  The 
protection  which  manufacturers  now 
claimed  was  protection  from  evil  laws, 
in  particular  from  the  grevious  injustices 
which  the  Law  of  Patent-right  inflicted 
npon  them.  When  the  patent  system 
was  introdooed,  250  years  ago,  trade  in 
England  was  in  a  very  much  less  de- 
veloped state  than  that  in  which  we  now 
found  it.  The  statute  then  passed  de- 
dared  that  no  patent  should  be  granted 
80  as  to  cause  general  inconvenience. 
The  House  of  Commons  that  passed 
that  statute  was  strongly  opposed  to 
monopolies.  There  is  proof  that  they 
regarded  as  causing  inconvenience  any 
invention  that  would  diminish  man- 
ual work.  It  was  said  that  if  this 
idea  had  been  acted  on  in  ooustroing  tiie 
statute,  every  patent  for  on  invention 
would  have  been  set  aside.  It  was 
much  to  be  r^retted  that  l^eir  idea  had 
not  been  acted  on.  The  courts  had 
shown  a  great  disposition  to  make  the 
words  of  the  statute  elastic,  and  the 
result  was  that  there  was  a  deluge  of 
patents.  Innumerable  evils  had  arisen 
from  the  oojirts  giving  other  than  a 
literal  inteniretation  to  the  terms  of  the 
statute.  If  the  letter  of  the  Act  had 
been  adhered  to,  he  should  not  have  any 
objection  to  a  patent  system;  but  the 
present  system  differed  toto  ealo  from 
tiiat  which  our  forefathers  introduced 
and  tiionght  tolerable.  He  conld  ad- 
duce abimdant  evidence  to  prove  that 
patents  interfered  very  seriously  and  in- 
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Goremment  to  issue  a  Boyal  CommiB- 
don,  so  that  the  wishes  of  the  country 
might  receiye  attention.  There  would 
flieu  be  an  opportanify  of  examining 
some  of  the  vorkin^  men  of  the  countiy, 
■wba  had  complained  that  none  of  their 
dasB  had  been  called  aa  witnesees  before 
the  Oonumttees,  or  the  Boval  Commis- 
sion. From  a  Betum  lately  published 
<m  his  Motion,  he  would  take  a  few 
widely  separated  years  to  show  the 
increased  number  granted  annually. 
"While  in  1650,  the  number  of  patents 
eranted  was  0,  fifly  years  later  it  was  2 ; 
fifty  years  afterwards,  7  ;  in  another  fifty 
years,  96  ;  and  it  vent  on  until,  in  1825, 
it  was  2S0,  and  in  18^,  2,292.  Ire- 
land, too,  was  a  great  sufferer  by  the 
present  system,  for  whereas  in  1800 
there  were  onhr  two  patents  in  that 
oountty,  now  there  wero  2,292.  That 
was  one  of  the  erils  of  the  Union  which 

he  trusted  that  House  would  spL ^ 

redress.  He  hoped  that  the  B^ormed 
Parliament  would  speedily  remedy  that 
state  of  tilings.     Almost  the  entire  body 

'  of  opinion  fbnned  on  the  consideration 
of  tno  question  was  adverse  to  ' 
tinuance  of  these  laws.  This  included 
the  Ohairman  of  the  Lords'  Ooi 
tee  of  1851,  Earl  OrauTille,  and  Lord 
OampbeU ;  also  Members  of  their  own 
House,  including  Sir  James  Cbaham  and 
the  late  Mr.  Cobden ;  in  France,  Mon- 
slenx  Michel  Chevalier;  and  he  (Mr. 
Macfie)  was  present  at  the  meeting  of 
German  economists  at  Dresden  in  1862, 
which  almost  unanimously  came  to  the 
conclusian  that  Patent  Laws  ought  to  be 

'  abolished.  The  most  eminent  engineers 
and  manufacturers  had  arrived  at  the 
same  conclusion.  Then  came  the  ques- 
tion were  they  simply  to  abolish  patents, 
or  to  adopt  the  idea  of  Mr.  John  Stuart 
Mil),  that,  if  abolished,  rewards  should 
be  given  to  inventors.  .M.  Chevalierhad 
given  his  verdij^  in  &vour  of  pecuniary 
rewards.  Tho  sugar  refiners  many  years 
affo  petitioned  Parliament  for  the  abolition 
of  patents,  and  that  inventions  of  merit 
should  be  rewarded  by  the  State.  There 
was  this  in  favour  of  that  view,  that  it 
was  the  State  not  the  manufacturer  who 
calls  for  patents  and  gains  by  inven- 
tions. Patents  interfere  with  export 
trade.  The  improvements  in  iron  of  Mi 
Bessemer,  for  example,  though  doubt- 
less of  importance,  nad  had  the  effect 
of  imposing  a  royalty  of  &om  £l  to 
" .  (Mr.  Macfie)  had  him- 
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self  prepared  a  scheme  for  rewarding 
inventors  of  merit,  but  he  would  not  now  ^ 
trouble  the  House  with  it.  He  should 
only  ask  the  House,  and  he  did  so  in  the 
interests  of  the  working  classes,  as  well 
as  of  manufacturers,  to  detennine  that 
what  had  been  created  by  the  statute 
law  and  by  the  erroneous  administra- 
tion of  that  law  should  be  cleared  away, 
and  &ee  scope  given  to  manufactures 
and  trade.  In  conclusion,  he  begged 
the  Besolution  of  which  he  had 
given  notice. 

8m  EOUNDELL  PALMEE,  in 
seconding  the  Motion,  said,  he  had  long 
felt  convinced  that  this  subject  was  one 
of  great  and  growing  importance,  which 
it  would  be  necessary  at  an  early  period 
to  bring  under  the  attention  of  the  House. 
He  rejoiced  that  tho  work  had  been 
underi^aken  by  a  practical  man  like  the 
hon.  Member  for  Leitb  (Mr.  Macfie), 
who  could  speak  upon  it,  not  under  the 
influence  of  any  of  the  partial  views 
which  possibly  those  who  looked  at  it 
&om  a  lawyers  point  of  view  might  be 
thought  by  some  to  entertain,  Aether 
they  were  in  favour  of  or  against  pa- 
tents. He  was  glad  to  find  that  practi- 
cal men  like  his  hon.  Friend  had  arrived 
at  conclusions  which,  in  their  broad  prin- 
ciples, were  substantially  the  same  as 
those  to  which  many  Members  of  the 
legal  profession  who  had  haii  a  good 
dMl  of  opportuni^  of  observing  that 
matter  had,  in  common  with  himself 
{Sir  Eoundell  Palmer),  come.  He.waa 
bound  to  state  that  he  thought  the  time 
had  arrived  rather  for  opening  than  for 
concluding  the  discussion  of  that  sub- 
ject. And,  therefore,  be  hoped  he  should 
not  be  thought  to  do  anything  inconEis< 
tent  with  the  duty  he  had  undertaken 
in  seconding  hie  hon.  Friend's  Motion, 
when  he  said  at  once  that,  for  his  own 
part,  he  was  inclined  to  go  to  the  root 
of  the  matter  and  aboli^  patents  al- 
together, and  not  attempt  to  substitute 
even  such  a  system — although  it  might 
probably  be  preferable  in  many  respocts 
to  the  present  system  —  of  rewaros  aa 
hishon.Friendhadmentioned.  Of  course 
those  who  derived  benefit — whetherthey 
were  the  public  or  were  private  indivi- 
doals — frcun  the  discoveries  which  might 
be  made  if  patents  ceased  to  exist,  might 
always  take  into  consideration  the  value 
th^  received,  and  pay  for  that  benefit, 
as  he  believed  the  Government  now  did, 
although  it  was  not  bound  by  patents, 
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with  respect  to  impiovemeiitSTrhicliwere 
useful  to  the  public  service.  But  that, 
he  oonoeived,  voold  be  a  very  different 
thine  from  an  oraanized  syHtem  of  re- 
wards at  all  analogouB  to  the  present 
system  of  patents.  Ha  might  mention, 
in  pasaiiig;,  a  third  plan,  which  had  found 
veiT  able  and  authoritative  advocates, 
and  which  he  should  also  greatly  prefer 
to  the  present  system,  although  he 
thought  total  abolition  would  be  better 
tiian  that  likewise.  He  referred  to  the 
plan  of  patting  an  end  to  the  notion  that 
ereiy  person  who  invented  anything  had 
a  right  to  a  patent,  and  recnrring  to 
what,  he  imagined,  was  originally  the 
principle  intended — namely,  the  giving 
of  patents  as  a  matter  of  grace  and  fa- 
vour in  well-selected  and  discriminated 
oases,  in  the  exercise  of  a  discretion  by 
an  authority  entrusted  with  that  discre- 
tion. But,  as  he  had  already  said,  he 
confessed  that  he  himself  was  not  for 
half-measureB  in  that  matter.  He 
thought  they  had  a  right,  as  the  Mo- 
tion proposed,  to  say  that  at  the  period 
of  progress  in  the  hietory  of  the  arts 
and  of  trade  in  this  county  at  which 
they  had  arrived,  they  could  do  much 
better  without  these  props.  He  called 
them  props  because  he  thought  they 
were  meant  to  be  bo  ;  but  he  bdieved 
that,  at  present,  they  were  noUiing  but 
obstructione  and  hindrances  to  trade  and 
the  arta.  Let  him,  in  the  first  place, 
notice  the  principle  on  which  the  Patent 
Law  was  generally  supported.  Some  per- 
sons imagined  that  there  was  a  sort  of 
either  moral  or  natural  right  in  inven- 
tors to  some  such  protection  as  was  given 
by  patents,  and  the  principle  was  some- 
times expressed  is  tMs  way — ^thataman 
had  a  right  to  the  fruit  of  his  brain. 
Now,  he  held  that  invention  and  die- 
coreiywere  essentially  unlike  copyright. 
Ckipyright  applied  to  a  creation.  A  man 
wrote  a  boos ;  he  thus  brought  into  ex- 
istence something  which  had  no  exist- 
ence in  the  nature  of  things  before.  The 
rest  of  the  world  were  not  in  the  race 
with  him  to  write  that  particular  book. 
When  written,  there  was  no  difficulty  in 
identi^dng  it,  and  distinguishing  it  &om 
all  other  books  which  had  preceded,  or 
which  might  come  alter  it :  it  stood  in 
no  other  author's  way.  But  in  the  case 
of  inventions  and  ducoveries,  the  &cts 
with  which  they  were  oonoemed  lay  in 
nature  itself,  and  all  mankind  who  were 
engaged  in  puisoita  which  gave  tiiem 


an  interest  in  the  investigation  for  prac- 
tical puiTiosee  of  the  laws  of  nature  had 
an  equal  right  of  access  to  the  know- 
ledge and  tile  practical  application  of 
those  laws,  and  might  be  equally  in  the 
track  for  obtaining  it.  Ail  who  woto  en- 
gaged in  particular  arts  and  mannfac- 
tureswere  actually  upon  the  track  which 
led  to  the  discovery  of  those  results  of 
natural  laws,  which  were  adapted  to 
anpplyihe  wants  and  exigencies  of  those 
arts  and  manufactores ;  and  the  means 
of  arriving  at  the  knowledge  of  them 
was  the  common  stock  and  property  of 
all  mankind  who  were  equally  in  pur- 
suit of  it.  He  could  not  allow  that  the 
man  who  was  first  in  the  race  of  dis- 
covery could  of  right  claim  for  fourteen 
years  or  any  other  term  an  exclusive  pro- 
perty in  a  portion  of  the  common  stock 
of  knowle&e  which  was  accessible  to  all 
who  used  l£e  proper  means  of  discover- 
ing it.  It  was  a  thing  not  reasonable 
in  the  abstract,  and  if  justifiable  at  all 
it  must  be  on  considerations  of  public 
advantt^e  and  expediency,  that  the 
man  who  made  the  first  discoveiy  of 
a  law  of  nature,  or  of  the  right  mode  of 
applying  it,  should  have  an  exclusive 
right  to  apply  that  discovery  for  a  cer- 
tain period.  It  was  said  tiiat  patents 
were  useful  to  the  public  either  as  stimu- 
lating invention  or  as  insuring  the  pub- 
lication of  use&l  discoveries ;  and  he  did 
not  venture  to  say  that  the  time  might 
not  have  been  when  they  answeJed 
both  those  purposes.  Bounties  and  pre- 
miums might  be  adapted  to  a  rude  stato 
of  the  arts  and  an  early  stage  in  the 

En^ess  of  commerce ;  but,  when  anation 
ad  reached  so  hi^h  a  degree  of  pro- 
gress in  all  ingemous  arts  and  disco- 
veries and  in  trade  and  commerce  as  we 
had,  he  thought  that  in  this  department 
as  well  as  in  others,  the  system  of  bonu- 
tiee  and  premiums  was  much  more  likely 
to  be  mischievous  than  usefiil.  But  of 
course  one  could  not  demonstrate  that 
point  by  resting  merely  on  an  abstract 
proposition,  and  therefore  he  would  ask 
the  House  to  look  at  two  or  three  things 
which  it  seemed  to  him  would  put  the 
matter  in  a  strong  practical  light.  Paj 
tents  might  be  divided  into  those  which 
might  be  pt^nlarly  called  meritorious, 
and  those  which  were  not  meritorious. 
The  former  class  were  certainly  not  one 
in  a  hundred  of  the  total  number  of  pa- 
tents, and  the  latter  class  were  very 
numerous  in  every  year.     How,  then, 
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did  tlie  BTstran  vork  as  regfarded  meri- 
torious patents  ?  He  supposed  it  wonld 
be  admitted  that  among  the  most  meri- 
torious discoveries  of  recent  times  vere 
the  steam  engine,  the  electric  telegraph, 
and  the  screir  propeller  for  ships.  These 
cases  fiiniiahed  excellent  illustrationB  of 
the  way  in  which  the  patent  OTstem 
worked.  There  were  whole  bmilieeof 
patents  connected  with  all  three.  Take 
the  electric  telegraph.  According  t«  the 
evidence  of  a  scienti&c  witness,  it  was 
not  possible,  even  for  those  who  best 
understood  ^e  matter,  to  say  who  was 
entitled  to  the  merit  of  that  invention,  so 
gradual  and  imperceptible  was  the  natu- 
ral growth  and  progress  of  knowledge 
and  discovery  wittt  reference  to  it.  But 
about  400  or  SOO  patents  had  been  taken 
out  as  marking  different  steps  in  the  in- 
vestigation of  that  subject.  As  to  the 
screw  propeller,  he  had  seen  a  book 
which  represented  the  collected  patents 
of  one  company  as  being  ninety  or  100 ; 
and  he  understood  that  the  case  was 
very  much  the  same  in  regard  to  the 
steam  engine.  They  were  not  dealing, 
in  the  case  of  the  most  meritorious  in- 
ventione,  with  a  true  discovery  by  a 
single  inventor,  but  with  an  important 
branch  of  practical  knowledge  at  which 
many  men  were  working  at  the  same 
time,  and  in  regard  to  imich  each  step 
attained  indicated  the  next  step  that  was 
to  follow,  and  many  persons  t<^;ether 
were  on  the  road.  Well,  but  if  they 
were  on  the  road  the  public  would  get 
the  benefit  of  the  discovery,  and  the 
question  was  whether,  by  enabling  ea^h 
person  on  the  road  to  stop  up  the  road 
at  his  particular  point,  they  were  not 
really  retarding  the  progxeBs  of  dis- 
covery, and  throwing  difficulties  in  the 
way  of  even  the  most  valuable  inven- 
tions. There  was  no  one  better  ac- 
quainted with  that  subject  than  a  friend 
of  his — a  gentleman  very  eminent  both 
in  science  and  in  the  law.  He  meant 
Mr.  Qrove ;  and  those  members  of  the 
l^alpi^fOBaion  who  had  to  encounter 
Mr  drove  in  a  patent  case  iknew  they 
had  a  veiy  difficult  task  indeed  before 
them.  Now,  here  were  the  words  of 
Mr.  Grove  in  reference  to  that  subject — 
"Alwari  wbmi  a  difMTarj  hu  ba«n  nuda, 
whiD  tb*  pabUo  bu  n»,ytA  tba  (niiu  of  it,  than 
[■  no  cue,  and  neroT  «■■  a  cue,  either  in  tba  hi>- 
toT7  of  pur*  nidnee  or  in  tha  hiilorj  of  pnetiaal 
diwoTSTj,  wbera  il  ii  not  allaged— •  If  jon  look  *t 
■ach  m  book  and  luob  aaotber  book,  yon  vill  Bad 
Uiat  K>-and-H  hM  bean  dono,  and  jon  wiU  Bnd 
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tbat  It  hM  been  antiaipatad.'  That  it  parti;  tnw 
>nd  partly  fiilifl.  Tbera  ara  in  all  inab  eaui  ap- 
proximate aotioipatioDe.  The  diflbranca  i>,  tbat 
one  man  get*  at  the  pointa,  bit*  the  raal  thing 
ubiob  will  do  it,  and  tha  reaaon  wbj  it  will; 
vheraaa,  other  people,  althongh  the;  ma;  baTe 
got  the  thing,  ha*e  not  acqaircd  an  aooarate 
knowledge  wUob  will  enable  Uwm  with  oartaiatj 
"■  prodoeoit." 

That  shoved  tiie  House  that  the  race 
was  so  dose  that  even  the  man  who 
had  practically  got  the  thing  might  be 
shut  out  by  somebody  else  who  did  it 
a  trifle  better.  Nothing  could  be  more 
true  than  that.  Would  the  House 
allow  him  to  quote  the  example  of  a 
very  important  patent,  which  he  thought 
would  make  the  matter  clear,  and  m- 
dicate  how  much  they  might  lose  by  a 
system  of  that  description.  For  a  very 
long  time  the  distillation  of  oils  &om 
and  coal  had  been  a  matter  of 
mmon  knowledge— ay,  and  of  the 
common  practice,  of  mankind.  Early  in 
the  present,  or  towards  the  end  of  the 
last  centu^,  it  was  practised  by  means 
precisely  similar  in  all  material  points  to 
those  which  the  ^sent  patentees  used 
in  this  country.  But  it  was  not  known 
commerciallj  that  there  was  such  a  thing 
as  paraffin,  nor  was  it  known  commer- 
cially how  to  distil  it.  ThB  oil  was,  in- 
deed, obtained  in  a  rough  way,  without 
that  nicety  of  discrimination  which  af- 
terwards resulted  from  scientific  know- 
ledge of  the  article  itself.  All  chemista 
knew  that  in  order  to  get  these  oils  in- 
stead of  B.  gaseous  product  it  was  ne- 
cessary to  keep  the  temperature  as  low 
as  possible.  Inie  was  tbe  state  of  know- 
ledge when  a  great  German  chemist 
discovered  that  by  operating  on  wood, 
tar,  and  other  substances,  he  could  pro- 
duce paraffin  in  small  quantitieB.  He 
also  said  it  could  be  got  from  coals,  in 
precisely  the  same  way,  as  was  subse- 
quently done  by  patentees  in  this  coun- 
try. But  still  the  Qerman  chemist's 
experiments  were  of  a  scientific  and  not 
of  a  commercial  character.  He  neither 
produced  it  commercially,  nor  did  he  hit 
upon  the  material  from  which  it  could 
be  commercially  produced.  The  same 
oil  oould  be  and  was  produced  from 
shale.  Only  the  other  day  there  was 
discovered  in  Scotland  a  new  kind  of 
mineral,  as  to  which  the  scientific  world 
were  at  variance  whether  it  was  coal 
or  shale.  Fatents  bad  been  already 
taken  out  for  distilling  oil  from  shale, 
aid,  therefore,  if  the  newly-discovered 
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substance  Tpere  aliale,  the  oU  could  not 
be  obtamed  from  it  vithout  tlie  in- 
fringement of  those  patents.  But  a  pa- 
tent vas  taken  out  by  a  gentleman,  who 
stated  that  his  object  vas  to  distil  bitu- 
minous coals  at  a  low  red  heat  for  the 
purpose  of  distiUing  paraffin.  In  point 
of  fact,  he  hit  upon  a  mineral  whidL  was 
t»  amUguo  whemer  it  was  coal  or  shale, 
but  which  the  authorities  ultimately  pro- 
nounced to  be  coal.  From  this  sub- 
stance the  oil  could  be  produced  in  larger 
quantities  than  from  any  o^er  known 
mineral.  This  gentleman  (Mr.  Young) 
took  out  hia  patent,  notwithstanding;  hA 
the  previous  knowledge  on  the  subject, 
and  it  was  held  to  be  good,  notwith- 
standing the  foct  to  which  t^e  learned 
Judge  who  decided  the  case  in  one  of 
its  branches  referred  in  the  following 
terms: — 

"  Tber*  ii  &mpl«  aTidenoa  that  the  ittention  of 
practioal  obemuti  wu  preriouiljr  to  the  date  of 
Tonng'a  patent  UborJoaal;  direoUd  to  diuoTer 
the  proper  maUrial  aad  the  proper  msani  of  pro- 
dDaing  tbew  artiolas  in  mfBoioDtl;  Urge  quantities 
for  oommon  purpoiei." 

The  pubUc  literally  had  in  their  hands 
all  the  necessary  elements  of  knowledge 
belonging  to  the  subject,  and  yet  the 
first  person  who  found  that  this  parti- 
cular coal  would  distil  better  than  others 
excluded  the  rest  of  the  world  from  that 
manufacture  for  fourteen  years,  and  of 
course  amassed  a  la^e  fortune.  Sub- 
stantially, the  test  in  the  courts  of  law 
was  not  priority,  but  commercial  success 
— whether  a  man  had  made  money  and 
brought  the  manufacture  into  use.  If 
so,  the  courts  assumed  that  all  previous 
knowledge  was  inadequate  and  useless, 
and  the  man  who  was  successful  in  the 
manufacture  was  regarded  as  the  dis- 
coverer. Was  it  not  quite  clear,  how- 
ever, that  the  public  were  so  far  on  the 
road  to  this  lUscovery  that  it  would  have 
assuredly  been  found  out  and  enjoyed 
by  the  public  at  large  if  the  path  had 
not  been  obstructed  by  the  patent  ?  He 
would  now  mention  another  case.  In 
the  days  of  their  youth  mills  were  much 
infested  with  flour  flying  about  in  thorn. 
All  the  millers,  both  in  this  country  and 
abroad,  wanted  to  get  rid  of  this  nui- 
sance, and  they  were  possessed  of  the 
■cientifio  principle  and  the  mechanical 
means  by  which  this  desirable  object 
could  be  accomplished.  They  tried  ex- 
periments with  fans,  which  created  a 
draught  to  draw  the  air  from  the  mill- 
TOL.  OXOVI.    [thuid  brbizs.] 
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stone  cases ;  but  everything  depended  on 
the  adjustment  of  a  plan  to  draw  just 
sufficient  air  and  no  more.  People  were 
actually  on  the  road,  and  were  doing  the 
thine  in  an  imperfect  way — in  a  way 
which  if  they  had  continued  after  the 
granting  of  the  patent  would  probably 
have  m»le  them  infringers  of  it.  But  the 
man  who  proposed  to  do  just  enoi^h,  and 
no  more,  was  held  to  be  entitled  to  a 
patent,  whereupon  aU  the  millers  in 
England  combined  to  go  into  litigation 
in  order  to  defend  themselves.  Lawsuits 
of  the  most  enormous  and  oppressive 
magnitude  resulted  simply  from  the  cir- 
cumstance  that  a  man  had  been  allowed 
to  step  in  and  prevent  the  millers  from 
carrymg  on  their  business  in  the  best 
way.  That  they  would  have  found  it 
out  was  certain.  [An  Hon.  Meubek: 
Oh,  oh  !J  Well,  that  was  certainly  the 
impression  on  Ms  mind.  He  thought 
it  was  almost  certain  that  the  disco- 
very  being  in  the  direction  of  their  ne- 
cessity and  depending  on  the  applict^ 
tion  of  a  known  principle,  and  of  kziown 
mechanical  means,  wasadiacoverywhich 
could  not,  in  the  course  of  nature,  have 
been  long  delayed.  Having  said  thus 
much  about  those  patents  which  were 
meritorious,  he  would  make  a  few  re- 
)n  those  which  were  not.  A 
great  number  of  patents  were  simply 
frivolous,  and  related  to  practical  no- 
things ;  but  still  noddngs  afiFecting  trades, 
and  standing  like  lions  in  the  path  to 
frighten  tradespeople,  and  to  expose 
them  to  risk,  litigation,  and  annoyance, 
if  they  manufactured  those  articles  which 
they  oiight  to  be  at  hberty  to  manufac- 
ture. Then  there  were  other  patents  of 
a  less  frivolous  nature.  They  related  to 
some  slight  improvements  or  combina- 
tions of  a  kind  which  really  was  so 
plainly  in  the  open  path,  that  everybody 
ought  to  be  at  liberty  to  use  it.  Most 
of  these  were  themselves  so  limited  and 
imperfect,  as,  without  further  imMove- 
mejits,  to  be  of  little  or  no  use.  These, 
however,  furnished  the  staple  of  the 
great  majority  of  patents,  which,  though 
they  did  no  practical  good,  operated  to 
great  extent  in  hindering  subsequent 
inventors  in  eflecting  farther  improve- 
ments, because  these  patents  covered  and 
incumbered  almost  the  whole  ground 
of  everything  tiiat  could  be  possibly 
done.  An  inventor,  unless  he  paid  a 
tax  to  the  owners  of  prior  useless  patents, 
was  exposed  to  litigation,  and  even  if  ho 
2  G 
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woTB  trilling;  to  pay  the  tax,  the  owners 
of  the  prior  ueeless  patent  might  refuse 
to  grant  h'Tn  a  license.  Thus,  for  the 
Bpac«  of  fourteen  years,  these  useless 
patents  might  not  only  do  no  good  to 
the  public,  but  might  actually  stop  the 
road  to  aU  further  improvement  during 
that  long  period.  On  this  subject  evi- 
dence had  been  given  before  the  Hoyal 
Oommission  in  1864,  by  three  persons  of 
eminence — Mr.  Scott  Eussell,  Sir  Wil- 
^am  Armstrong,  and  Mr.  Piatt.  These 
sentlemBn  agreed  in  saying  that  the  use- 
fesa  patents  to  which  he  had  just  referred 
vere  a  practical  nuisance ;  and,  if  so,  it 
was  obvious  from  their  number  that  they 
must  be  a  very  great  nuisance.  Mr. 
Scott  Buseell  said — 


asm*  mMhtDB,  with  th»  addition,  pcrliBiN,  of  a 
chain  or  a  ooopla  of  bolti,  or  ths  form  of  tbo  lavar 
Dhanj^,  a  itraiglit  levar  mado  ioto  a  eompoand 


■■  Thers  are  a  great  many  pateoti  of  Uii«  kind 
(prMlioallr  ntelew,  bat  not  appearing  bo  od  tho 
fice  of  them)  taken  out  for  boilrra  of  tteam' 
•nginei;  and  boilera  of  t(ean].«ngmei  admit  of 
Ttrj  anomoai  *ariet]r  of  ihape  and  proportions, 
without  damaging  thsir  efflcieacr-  The  corns- 
qa«noe  it,  that  it  ia  hardly  pouible  at  thii  momeat 
nir  a  man  having  to  nheme  a  boiler  for  a  new 
■ituation  or  new  circamitaneei  to  aroid  putting 
his  foot  in  90  doing  into  a  trap  «hioh  lomabody 
hai  preiioDilj  set  for  boilen.  .  .  .  Nearly 
tbe  vbole  of  tbe  patantt  far  tba  boilen  of  steam- 
•n^nea  at  tbia  moment  are  of  no  praatical  Talua 
to  in'entora  or  to  the  public  ;  hut  they  are  con- 
tinually getting  eTary  nian  who  roakea  a  boiler 
into  a  acrape  with  aome  patentee,  beeauie  aimoit 
•very  eoneeivabls  form  of  boiler  haTing  been 
prerioualy  p*leDt«d,  and  bit  of  a  boiler,  one  can- 
not make  any  sort  of  boiler   without  infringing 

He  said  predsely  the  same  thing  of 
aorewB.  Tlien  Mr.  Piatt,  a  well-known 
machine  maker^  said — 

"I think   that  there  is  aoaroely  a  week,  oer- 
talnly  not  a  month,  that  pawea,  but  what 
a  notice  of  tome  kind  or  other  of  thinga  that  we 
hare  never  heard  of  iu  any  vay,  and  do  not  kno* 
of  In  the  leatt,  that  we  ire  inlringing  upon  Ibem 
and  the  diflbulty  is  to  get  at  any  know  led  no.     V< 
may  be  no*  inrringing.  and  may  hare  been  iu 
(ringing  for  yeara,  and  a  perton  may  bare  beei 
watohing  u>  all  the  tiine,>nd  when  he  thinks  (hat 
we  have  made  a  suSoient  number,  ha 
down  upon  ua,  and  there  is  no  record.    Ifa  thing 
it  entirely  new,  there  it  a  record   by  getting 
deteription ;  but  what  I  mean  by  a  datoription  : 
thit — a  Tory   large  number  of  paCentt  are  no 
taken   out  for  what  it  termed  a  combination  of 
known  thing!  for  tbe  tame  purpoie.  and    the  de- 
soriptiona  of  those  patents  are  generally  ao  bad.  ! 
that  it  it  impotiibte  to  tall  the  partt  that  a 
ally  patented.     It  it  only  wben  you  come  into 
oonrt,  or  after  making  aome  oompromiie  rather 
than  go  to  that  eipenta,  that  you  stoertain  that 
fact,  and  rery  likely  they   themselves  in  many 
oases  do  not  know  the  parts  that  they  haia  aotu- 
ally  oliimed.    It  appean  to  me  that,  at  to  that 
question  of  combination,  the  granting  of  patestt 
for  thing*  to  do  preoiiely  the  itma  work  in  the 
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These  were  examples  which  it  would  be 
very  easy  indeed  to  multiply,  and  if  the 
objections  he  had  urged  against  the 
meritorious  patents  were  well  founded, 
what  could  be  said  in  favour  of  this 
large  proportion  of  patents  which  were 
simply  obstructing  the  trade  and  com- 
merce of  the  country  ?  Could  anyone 
doubt  that  in  the  present  advanced  era 
of  knowledge  the  public  would  gain,  on 
the  whole,  by  the  abolition  of  the  Patent 
Laws  ?  Before  be  left  that  part  of  the 
subject  he  wished  to  mention  one  very 
pregnant  fact.  There  was  in  this  coun- 
try a  powerful  consumer — he  meant  the 
Government — which,  with  respect  to  fire- 
arms, cannon,  ships,  and  things  of  that 
sort,  would  be  placed  in  a  very  singular 
position  indeed  if  it  were  subject  to  the 
Patent  Laws.  During  the  time  he  had 
the  honour  of  being  a  Law  Officer  of  the 
Grown  an  extensive  war  was,  as  the 
House  was  aware,  unfortunately  raging, 
and  a  large  number  of  patents  had  come 
under  his  consideration  in  connection 
with  so-called  improvements  in  fire-arms, 
ordnance,  and  ships.  It  would  be  seen 
from  the  evidence  to  which  hishon.  Friend 
(Mr.  Macfie)  had  referred  that  the  autho- 
rities at  the  War  Office  and  the  Admi- 
ralty had  patentees  swarming  like  hor- 
nets about  their  ears,  and  that  the  public 
service  seemed  in  consequence  likely  to 
to  be  obstructed  to  a  very  inconvenient 
extent.  The  question  was  then  tried 
whether  the  Crown  was  bound  by 
patents  at  all,  and  a  decision  was  ob- 
tained to  the  efi'ect  that  it  was  not.  But 
while  the  Crown  was  free  it  should  be 
remembered  that  the  people  at  large 
were  subject  to  the  law  as  it  stood ;  and, 
if  in  the  case  of  the  Government  the 
claims  of  patentees  were  found  to  be 
monstrously  inconvenient,  it  might  not 
be  diificult  to  believe  that  they  operated 
in  the  same  way  in  the  case  of  the 
rest  of  the  world  also.  He  should 
bad.  ]i„t  enter  into  the  minor  details  of  the 
improvements  which  had  been  recom- 
mended by  the  Commission  of  1864,  but 
there  was  another  point  to  which  he 
wished  briefly  to  advert  before  he  sat 
down;  he  alluded  to  the  question  of  the 
protection  of  the  public  against  invalid 
and  bad  patents.   The  whole  argument  in 
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&TCnir  of  patents  proceeded  on  the  sup- 
position that  the  public  were  likely  to  De 
really  benefited  by  some  discoreiy  whidi 
vas  worth  the  price  of  all  the  inconve- 
nienoe  and  obatruotion  to  which  they 
were  exposed  under  the  present  aystem. 
But  suppose  that  in  a  doubtful  case  it 
was  said  that  the  information  was  pos- 
sessed before,  and  that  nothing  nad 
been  gained.  What  was  the  position  in 
which  they  stood  ?  Was  there  really 
any  protection  in  that  respect  in  the  du- 
ties which  were  dischai^d  by  the  Law 
Officers  of  the  Crown  ?  Those  duties, 
though  he  trusted  they  had  always  been 
care&lly  and  intelligently  discharged, 
had  no  such  ol>ject  in  Tiew,  and  could 
not  be  made  to  accomplish  it.  It  was 
impossible  for  the  Law  Officers  of  the 
Crown,  acting  on  the  mere  statement  of 
the  patentee,  to  know  whether  a  so-called 
diecovery  was  new  or  not.  They  could 
only  examine  into  the  question  whether 
an  alleged  inrention,  as  deecribed,  was 
or  was  not  such  as  to  satisfy  certain 
general  rules ;  but  they  could  in  no  way 
protect  the  public  against  having  an  old 
uiing  put  forward  as  a  new,  or  a  useless 
as  a  usefiil  invention.  They  had  no 
choice  but  to  pass  everything  that  was 
not  on  the  face  of  it  bad ;  and  he  agreed 
with  the  Commissioners  liiat  any  attempt 
to  OfltabUsh  a  preliminary  examination 
into  the  novel^  or  utility  of  patents  must 
necessarily  fail,  so  long  as  the  granting 
of  patents  was  a  matter  of  right  and  not 
of  discretion.  And  what  was  the  result 
when  a  patent  came  to  be  disputed  in  a 
court  of  law?  Everybody  was  aware 
ih&t  such  litigation  had  acquired  a  re- 

gtation  infamous  beyond  every  other, 
the  FarafBn  Oil  Company's  case, 
which  had  been  referred  to,  the  time 
occupied  before  Vice  Chancellor  Stuart 
was  not  leas  than  thirty  whole  daj^. 
Why  was  bo  large  an  amount  of  time 
conenmed  in  those  cases  ?  Because  it  was 
necessary  to  ent«r  into  the  whole  history 
of  the  d&covery,  and  of  the  arts  and  sci- 
ences connected  with  it,  in  all  its  nume- 
rous stages  i  and  to  beat  up  witnesses  all 
over  the  country,  who  were  able  to  say 
whether  they  had  ever  seen  the  same 
thing  before,  or  anything  like  it ;  so  that 
a  TcJumin9us  mass  of  scientiGc  and  com- 
mercial evidence  had  to  be  produced. 
That  was  the  reason  why  the  expense  in 
those  eases  was  so  enormous,  while  the 
public  were  in  every  point  of  view  placed 
at  an  immense  disadvantage ;  for  the  pre- 


sumption was  in  'favour  of  the  patentee, 
who,  if  he  happened  to  have  succeeded 
in  an  action  agamst  another  person,  was 
entitled  to  have  the  ttvA  put  m  evidence 
in  the  case,  and  might  subject  his  op- 
ponent to  extra  costs.  But  that  was  not 
all.  The  defendant  in  such  an  action 
might  fail,  even  though  he  proved,  to 
the  satisfaction  of  the  common  intelli- 
gence of  mankind,  that  the  alleged  in- 
vention waa  not  new,  and  that  it  had 
even  been  described  in  some  other  pa- 
tent. In  a  case,  he  believed,  of  a  patent 
for  the  purifying  of  gas  by  the  use  of 
oxide  of  iron,  it  appeared  that  there 
were  two  kinds  of  oxide,  the  hydrous 
and  the  anhydrous,  and  Uiat  the  one 
would  effect  the  object  while  the  other 
would  not ;  but  because  the  terms  were 
general,  although  everybody  who  tried 
the  experiment  might  arrive  at  the  re- 
sult desired,  the  patent  was  held  to  be 
bad,  and  another  person  who  took  out 
another  patent  for  the  hydrate  had  his 
patent  made  good.  Lord  Westbuiy,  who 
was  as  well  acquainted  with  the  subject 
as  anybody  who  had  in  recent  times  oc- 
cupied  the  Woolsack,  said,  in  1862,  in 
speaking  on  that  point — 

"  To  TJtiits  m  p&tent  b;  prior  pablicHtioD,  whe- 
ther in  a  prior  ipeciflcation  or  in  >  publiihed  book, 
4o.,  tfas  nntecedent  gtalement  inuit  b>  luch  that  tt 
peraoD  orordinarjknovledgs  ortbe  aubject  would 
nt  ADoe  perceive,  onderttand,  nnd  be  able  praeli- 
oallj  to  nppl/  the  diiBovory  without  tbe  neoeMJty 
of  makinf  further  eiperimenti.  If  anjFlhinj  ro- 
maina  to  be  uilertained  which  ii  neoesiBrj  for 
the  usefnl  applioation  of  the  diaaoTarr,  that  afforda 
■ufBcleDt  room  for  another  Tulid  patent." 
The  case  of  Betta'  capsule  patent,  which 
involved  costs  to  an  enormous  amount, 
was  somewhat  similar.  There,  this  waa 
the  state  of  things — A  gentleman  had 
taken  out  a  patent  in  1804,  and  in  his 
specification  stated  that  if  you  put  to- 
gether plates  of  tin  and  lead,  of  equal 
or  unequal  thicknesses,  and  carried  them 
at  a  hard  pinch  through  rollers,  they 
would  adhere,  and  you  would  be  able  to 
get  a  good  material.  It  turned  out  that 
tie  thing  would  answer  well  if  you 
adopted  proper  proportions  of  tiiickness 
but  not  otherwise  ;  and  the  person  who 
indicated  these  proportions  got  a  good 
and  valuable  patent  in  1850.  In  that 
case  Lord  Westbury  laid  down  the  doc- 
trine that  if  the  two  specifications,  one 
dated  1804,  and  the  other  1850,  had  been 
in  the  very  same  words,  it  would  not 
follow  that  they  described  the  same 
thing,  and  that  it  would  be  still  necea- 
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eary  to  prove  what  vaa  meaat  by  the 
Bpedfication  of  1804,  and  t}iat  practical 
men  could  then  have  worked  from  that 
deecmition,  to  show  their  identity-  It 
would  be  Been,  he  thought,  from  what 
ho  had  stated,  that  the  public  were 
placed  at  a  great  disadvantage  in  the 
contest.  In  dealing  with  patent  cases 
in  a  court  of  law  there  was  generally  a 
vast  array  of  witnesses  to  be  examined, 
consisting  of  mechanics,  chemists,  and 
scientific  men  of  all  eorta  on  one  side  and 
the  other.  It  was  said  that  the  construc- 
tion rested  with  the  court ;  but  the  effect 
of  aU  this  evidence,  after  all,  was  for  the 
jury,  who  knew  nolluDg  of  the  subject; 
and  the  Judge  might  be  placed  in  a  still 
worse  position,  because  he  might  imagine 
he  understood  all  about  it  when  he  did 
not.  He  did  not,  of  course,  mean  to  say 
that  the  Judge  did  not  sometimes  very  well 
understand  it ;  but  it  might  very  easily 
happen  that  an  ingenious  professional 
witness  might  so  argue  the  ease,  under 
the  form  of  giving  evidence,  as  to  lead  a 
Judge  to  tlmik  ^at  he  really  knew  all 
about  it  when  such  was  not  in  reality  the 
fact.  Then thebiasbeinginfavourof the 
patentee,  the  result  of  such  trials  almost 
mvariably  was,  that  if  the  matter  hap- 
pened to  be  of  any  practical  importance, 
the  public  were  defeated,  after  having 
endeavoured  to  protect  themselves  at  an 
enormous  expense.  He  would  not  enter 
into  minute  details,  but  probably  he  had 
sud  enongh  to  show  that  a  great  prac- 
tical evil  arose  out  of  Patent  Laws,  and 
that  for  this  evil  there  was  little  or  no 
corresponding  benefit.  He  did  not  thinV 
that  we  should  lose  really  valuable  dis- 
coveries if  the  Patent  Laws  were  abo' 
lished.  There  might  bo  some  rare  in 
stances  in  which  particular  circumstances 
might  oive  to  particular  trades  motives 
and  facilitieB  for  suppressing  by  combi- 
nation discoveTres  which  were  not  pa- 
tented. But,  assuming  that  to  be  possible 
in  some  cases,  the  same  causes  operated 
even  now,  for  it  was  well  known  that 
patents  were  often  bought  up  for  the 


quently  the  persons  who  derived  the  least 
advantage  mtm  their  invention!'. 
conclusion,  therefore,  upon  the  whole 
matter  was  that  the  time  had  at  last 
arrived — even  if  it  had  not  arrived 
time  ago — at  which  the  public  interest 
would  DO  promoted  by  the  entire  aboli- 
tion of  the  present  system  of  monopoly. 
8ir  RomdtU  Palmer 
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Amendment  proposed, 

To  ImTB  oat  rrom  tlie  word  "  That "  to  thtt 

id  of  tha  Queation.  ia  order  to  add  tha  words 

[q  the  opinion  of  this  Boaas,  the  time  baa 

riTad  when  the  intaraiti  of  trade  and  eommeroe, 

and  the  pTograu  of  the  arti  and  aoienoei  in  this 

CoBntrr,  would  be  promotod  bf  the  abolition  of 

Fktenta  fiir  InTentioni,"— (ifr.  Macfie,) 

-instead  thereof. 

Question  proposed,  "  That  the  words 
proposed  to  oe  left  out  stand  part  of  the 
Question." 

Loud  STANLEY  said,  that  agreeing 
substantially  in  the  atvumenta  of  the 
hon.  and  learned  Genlleman  who  had 
just  sat  down,  he  should  not  have 
troubled  the  House  if  it  had  not  been 
for  the  circumstance  that  he  was  Chair- 
man of  the  Boyal  Commisson  which  sat 
upon  the  question  of  the  administration 
of  the  Patent  Law  some  years  ago ;  and 
he  thought,  therefore,  that  it  might  be 
expected  from  him  that  he  should  state 
what  was  the  result  which  that  inquiry 
had  produced  upon  his  mind.  There  was 
no  doubt  that,  quite  apart  from  the  prin- 
ciple of  the  law,  the  details  of  the  law, 
as  at  present  administered,  were  not  sa~ 
tisfactory;  and,  if  a  Patent  Law  were 
to  continue  in  any  form,  he  behoved 
that  in  the  Seport  of  that  Commissioii 
v^ous  si^^stions  would  be  found  by 
which  the  moat  prominent  objections 
to  its  present  working  might  be  re- 
moved, and  fair  trial  might  be  given 
to  the  principle  itself.  But  it  was  im- 
possible to  carry  on  an  inquiry  of  that 
land,  even  limited  as  it  was — it  was  im- 
possible, at  least  for  him,  and  he  be- 
beved  he  was  not  the  only  one  in  that 
position  —  without  a  doubt  being  forced 
on  one's  mind  whether  any  Patent  Law 
could  be  framed  in  such  a  manner  as 
not  upon  the  whole,  upon  the  balance  of 
good  and  evil,  to  do  more  harm  than 
good.  That  conclusion,  he  was  bound  to 
say,  was  totally  opposed  to  his  earhest 
impressions  upon  the  subject.  He  re- 
sisted it  for  some  time ;  but  the  more  he 
had  to  look  into  this  matter — the  more 
he  had  to  consider  how  great  were  the 
practical  abuses  and  inconveniences  of 
the  existing  system,  and  how  dif&cult  it 
would  be  to  remedy  them  —  the  more 
clearly  it  appeared  to  him  that  the  evil 
was  really  irremediable,  bein^  inherent 
in  the  principle  itself.  On  uiis  subject 
of  patents  mere  had  been  a  certain 
amount  of  prejudice,  particnlarly  in  the 
minds  of  hterary  men,  who  appeared  to 
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thiol:  that  copyright  vr&s  oaly  a  modlB- 
cation  of  the  same  principle,  aadthat,  if 
patent-right  were  abolished,  eopjrright 
would  Boon  foUow.  The  analogy  seemed 
a,  plauBihle  one,  but  he  thought  that,  on 
being  looked  into,  it  would  not  hold 
water.  The  difference  was  simply  this 
— he  did  not  rest  it  on  any  abstract 
ground,  ^a  to  the  distinction  between  in- 
vention and  discovery,  but  on  the  ob- 
vious fact  that  no  two  men  ever  did  or 
ever  would  write,  independently  of  one 
another,  exactly  the  same  book ;  each 
book,  be  it  good  or  bad,  would  stand 
alone ;  whereas,  it  might  happen,  and 
often  did  happen,  that  two  or  three,  or 
©ven  half-a-dozen  men,  quite  independ- 
ently of  one  another,  womd  hit  upon  the 
same  invention.  That  fact  alone  estab- 
lished a  distinction  between  the  two  cases. 
He  was  not  disposed  to  place  the  objec- 
tion which  he  entertained  to  the  system  of 
patents  upon  the  ground  of  any  abstract 
impropriety  in  giving  a  man  a  property 
in  ideas.  To  a  certain  extent  you  did,  in 
the  case  of  copyright,  recognize  a  certain 

SiaMed  and  temporary  property  in 
eas ;  and,  if  it  could  be  shown  that  a 
man's  ideas  had  been  of  a  nature  to  add 
greatly  to  the  wealth  of  the  countr 
did  not  think  that  any  abstract  o'bjeC' 
tions  of  the  kind  mentioned  by  the  hon. 
Member  (Mr.  Macfie)  would  induce  any- 
body to  grudge  to  such  a  man  any  re- 
ward to  whim  he  might  fairly  be  en- 
titled, provided  that  that  rewfu^  could 
be  given  in  a  manner  free  from  objec- 
tion on  other  grounds.  The  objections 
which  he  felt  to  the  principle  of  patents 
were  three-fold-  In  the  first  place,  you 
could  hardly  ever  secure  the  reward 
going  to  the  right  man.  In  the  next 
place,  you  could  not  establish  any  pro- 
portion between  the  public  service  ren- 
dered and  the  value  of  the  reward  re- 
ceived nominally  for  that  service.  And, 
thirdly,  you  could  not,  by  any  arrange- 
ment that  he  had  been  able  to  discover, 
prevent  very  great  inconvenience  and 
injury  being  mflicted  upon  third  par- 
ties. With  regard  to  the  first  point — 
the  difficultf  of  securing  that  the 
ward  should  go  to  the  right  man- 
must  be  remembered  that  a  patent  did 
not,  as  some  people  supposed,  bring  to 
the  holder  of  it  an  immediate  pecuniary 
recompense.  All  that  it  did  was  to  gi' 
1dm  a  right  to  prevent  anyone  else  fro 
Using  his  invention  without  paying  for 
it ;  in  other  words,  if  his  patent  were  in- 
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fringed,  he  was  entitled  to  take  legal  pro- 
cee<Engs.  But  everybody  knew  tiiat  the 
law  was  costly,  and  that  patent  suite  were 
the  most  cosUy  of  all.  It  was  notorious 
that  patents  were  continually  infringed 
by  persona  who  well  knew  they  were  in- 
fringing them,  but  relied  upon  the  ina- 
bility of  the  inventor  to  incur  the  ex- 
pense of  defending  his  property.  If  a 
poor  inventor  took  out  a  patent,  and  the 
patent  promised  to  be  productive,  in 
nine  cases  out  of  ten,  the  only  thing  he 
could  do  with  it,  to  bring  lumself  any 
profit,  was  to  sell  it  to  some  one  who 
could  command  capital  enough  to  de- 
fend it  in  a  court  of  law.  H  the  p^ 
tent  remained  in  his  own  hands,  it  was 
quite  sure  to  be  infringed,  and  then  he 
would  probably  be  crushed  by  l^al 
expenses.  He  aid  not  know  whether  it 
would  be  possible  to  obtain  accurate  in- 
formation upon  this  point;  but  he  really 
did  not  think  he  should  be  exaggerating 
if  he  said  that  in  nine  cases  out  of  ten — 
probably  in  ninety-nine  out  of  100— the 
reward  waa  obtained,  not  by  inventors 
or  their  representative  a,  but  by  persons 
who  had  bought  the  patent  on  specula- 
tion, and  at  a  very  low  rate.  He  said 
at  a  low  rate,  because  there  was  a  great 
deal  of  uncertainty  about  such  proper^ ; 
until  a  patent  was  tested  by  actual  work- 
ing you  could  hardly  say  whether  it  was 
valuable  or  not,  and  the  doubt  neces- 
sarily kept  down  the  price.  What  was  the 
practical  effect  of  this?  Why,  that  a 
few  great  firms  in  any  branch  of  bu^- 
ness,  buying  up,  at  a  low  rate,  any  new 
patent  apphcable  to  their  business,  and 
prepared  to  fight  for  it,  could  so  hamper 
other  competitors  as  to  secure  a  practical 
monopoly.  The  reward,  therefore,  did 
not,  as  a  rule,  go  to  the  men  who,  on 
the  ground  of  the  public  service  ren- 
dered by  thran,  were  intended  to  receive 
it.  As  to  the  second  point — that  the  re- 
ward might  be  great  and  the  public  ser- 
vice very  smalt— that  had  been  dwelt 
upon  by  the  hon.  and  learned  Gentle- 
man opposite  (Sir  Eoundell  Palmer), 
and  liUle  need  be  added  to  what  had 
been  said  by  him.  The  merit  and  no- 
velty of  the  invention  might  in  many 
cases  be  almost  nothing,  and  yet,  how- 
ever obvious  it  might  be,  however  much 
it  might  lie,  so  to  speak,  in  the  high 
road  of  discovery,  if  it  appKed  to  any 
article  of  general  use,  the  pecuniary 
reward  derived  from  it  might  be  abso- 
lutely out  of  proportion  to  either  ita 
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It  would  be 
easy  to  give  iustancea,  but  be  appre- 
hended ttiat  tbe  fact  was  familiar  to 
everyone  who  bad  studied  this  queBtion. 
Tben,  witb  regard  to  tbe  injury  to  third 
partlee,  it  commonly  happened  that  half- 
a-dozen  men,  who  were  competing  in  the 
same  line  of  businesB,  were  upon  the 
track  of  the  same  discovery.  Each  of 
these  half-a-dozen  men  would  probably 
have  bit  upon  tbe  invention  which  was 
wanted,  independently  and  without  com- 
munication with  tbe  other.  But  the 
first  who  hit  upon  it  and  who  took  out  e 
patent  for  it  was  thereby  entitled  to  ex- 
clude the  general  pubUc  aud  bis  competi- 
tors from  the  use  of  that  which,  if  bt 
bad  never  existed,  they  would  probably 
have  bit  upon  within  a  few  weeks.  A 
and  B  reached  the  same  point,  one 
a  week  or  a  fortnight  before  the  other, 
and  A  became  entitled,  by  the  mere  ac- 
cident of  tiiat  priority,  to  exclude  B 
from  a  process  which,  a  httle  later  on, 
B  would  have  hit  upon  for  himself. 
Another  case  vae  that  where  the  sue- 
cessfiil  working  of  a  process  depended 
not  upon  one  but  upon  sereru  suc- 
cessive inventions.  The  first  two  or 
three,  not  leading  to  any  immediate 
practical  result,  might  not  have  been 
thought  worth  patenting.  The  last  linlr 
in  the  chain  gave  to  tbe  whole  their 
oommeroial  value,  and  it  was  tbe  person 
who  took  out  tbe  patent  for  the  last  in- 
ventbn  who  got  the  benefit  of  the  whole, 
although  it  might  be  by  no  means  tbe 
most  important  invention  in  tbe  series. 
He  would  say  nothing  of  the  inoonve- 
nience  caused  to  manufacturera  in  gene- 
ral. That  was  obvious  enough,  and 
the  question  was  whether  there  was 
any  counterbalancing  advantage.  These 
wore  the  main  oonsideratioufi  which  led 
him  to  tbe  conclusion  that  it  was  impoe- 
dble  to  defend  our  system  of  Patent 
Xiaw  as  it  stood.  At  the  same  time,  be 
did  not  at  all  disguise  frt>m  tbe  House 
that  there  were  certain  inoouvenienoes 
and  difficulties  in  tbe  way  of  abolisbinfi; 
|>atente  altogether.  You  bad  to  guard, 
m  the  first  i^ace,  against  tbe  danger  of 
encouraging  inventors  to  keep  their  dis- 
coveries entirely  to  themselves.  In  some 
branches  of  business,  no  doubt,  that 
wonld  be  possible,  and  tbe  obvious  effect 
might  be  to  shut  out  tbe  pubhc,  for  a 
much  longer  period  than  would  bo  tbe 
case  if  patents  were  allowed,  from  the 
use  of  some  valuable  invention.  Then 
Lord  SimUy 


it  had  been  suggested  by  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber who  raised  this  debate  (Mr.  Macfie) 
that  there  might  be  a  system  of  State 
rewards  for  tbe  enoouragement  of  really 
meritorious  inventiona.  Without  put- 
ting an  absolute  negative  on  that  jdan, 
be  thought  it  was  one  that  ongbt  to  be 
entered  upon  with  great  caunon.  In- 
ventors were  a  jealous  race ;  and  it 
would  be  a  very  difficult  thing  to  ap- 
portion among  them  the  rewards  to 
which  they  might  think  themselves  en- 
titled. The  distribution  of  the  rewards 
could  be  governed  by  no  clear  and 
simple  rule  ;  it  would  give  rise  to  end- 
less complaints,  and  would  occasion, 
however  unjustly,  suspicions  of  jobbing 
and  partiahty.  With  regard  to  tbe 
su^estion  thrown  out  by  the  hon. 
and  learned  Gentleman  (Sir  Boundell 
Palmer)  of  tbe  possibiUty  of  reverting 
to  the  older  adnunistration  of  tbe  law, 
and  granting  patents  not  as  a  right  but 
as  a  matter  of  discretion  only  in  certain 
limited  and  important  cases,  the  Com- 
misdon  considered  that  point  veiv  care- 
flilly ;  and  he  was  bound  to  say  that  Uie 
difficulty  of  carrying  it  out  appeared  to 
his  mind  almost  iueuperable.  There 
would  be  found  ^at  difficulty  in  draw- 
ing tbe  line,  and  it  would  not  be  an  easy 
matter  for  anyone  to  exerdae  so  large  a 
discretionsry  power  as  to  decide  what 
inventions  were  really  valuable  and  im- 
portant  and  what  were  not  worthy  of 
patenting.  He  did  not  know  what  tri- 
bunal would  be  fit  to  exercise  so  great 
an  authority,  and  he  was  sure  that  none 
would  be  able  to  exercise  it  in  a  manner 
to  give  satia&ction  to  tbe  public.  Tbe 
most  fit  persons  to  decide  in  such  a  case 
would,  seeing  tbe  difficulty  of  tbe  task, 
be  sure  to  decline  to  undertake  the 
duty.  Under  these  circumstances  it 
appeared  that  they  were  landed  in  a 
position  of  great  embarrassment.  He 
was  convinced  that  tbe  Patent  Laws 
did  more  harm  than  good ;  but,  at 
the  same  time,  he  saw  certain  hard 
cases  that  would  arise  from  Uieir  en- 
tire abolition  without  any  means  being 
provided  for  tbe  rewarding  of  inventors 
who  might  really  be  deserving  of  it.  If 
called  on  to  say  "Aye"  or  "No"  to  the 
Motion,  be  should  certainly  give  his  vote 
in  favour  of  it ;  but,  as  this  was  a  matter 
of  great  delicacy,  ^ad  which  required 
very  careful  handling,  he  should  be  con- 
tent to  leave  the  question  in  the  haada 
of  &e  Oovanunent,  and  he  thon^t  it 
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was  well  worth  consideratiOTi  whether 
ihey  could  not  inatitiite  Home  inquiry, 
■tartin^,  sot  on  the  same  ground  ae  the 
CommiBsioii  did  some  years  ago,  but  on 
che  ground  that  the  abolition  of  the 
Patent  Laws,  wholly  or  partially,  was 
desirable,  with  the  view  of  discovering, 
if  possible,  the  best  mode  in  which  that 
abolition  could  take  place,  and  the  best 
substitute  fbr  them  in  certain  cases. 

Us.  J.  HOWABD  said,  he  thought 
the  hou.  Member  who  had  introduced 
the  subject  had  been  singularly  for- 
tunate in  finrliTig  so  able  a  seconder  as 
the  hon.  and  learned  Member  for  Eich- 
mond  (Sir  Boundell  Palmer).  He  had 
listened  with  much  attention  and  no 
littie  interest  to  the  objections  and  views, 
not  only  of  the  hon.  Member  who  had 
brought  forward  the  Motion  {Mr.  Uacfie), 
but  also  of  the  noble  Lord  opposite  (Lord 
Stanley),  and  of  the  hon.  and  learned 
Oentieman  who  seconded  it.  It  appeared 
to  him  that  most  of  the  arguments  that 
had  been  ui^ed  did  not  touch  the  prin- 
ciple of  a  Patent  Law,  but  went  rather  to 
the  defects  of  the  existing  law  and  ite 
administration.  In  dealing  with  the  ob- 
jections raised  by  the  hon.  and  learned 
Member  to  the  principle  of  a  Patent  Law, 
he  felt  at  how  great  a  disadvantage  he 
stood  in  having  to  combat  the  views  of 
ao  able  and  distinguished  a  man ;  but  it 
appeared  to  him  as  aplain  practicalmau 
that  the  arguments  used  were  more 
subtle  and  meoretical  than  sound.  He 
maintuned  that  the  greater  portion  of 
the  ai^;uments  of  the  hon.  and  learned 
Member  did  not  apply  to  the  prin- 
d^e  of  a  Patent  Law  which  he  had  as- 
sailed, but  to  the  defects  of  our  present 
t^Btem.  If  we  would  condescend  to 
borrow  some  ideas  &om  America,  many 
of  the  objections  which  have  been  urged 
to-night  would  fall  to  the  ground.  A 
greater  part  of  the  evil  complained  of 
resulted  from  the  "hani  exanii:aations 
which  now  took  place  on  the  application 
for  patents.  The  hon.  and  learned  Gen- 
tleman said  it  was  imposeible  for  the 
Law  Offices  of  the  Crows  to  institute  a 
proper  inquiry ;  but,  seisg  that  they  re- 
ceived about  £  1 6,000  a  year  for  that  duty, 
it  was  desirable  to  know  why  it  oould  not 
be  performed.  Again,  the  Act  of  1 862 
made  provision  for  the  appointment  of 
additional  Commissioners ;  but  this  had 
not  been  carried  into  effect,  consequently 
patentees  had  great  cause  to  complain  of 
the  administration  of  the  law.  The  diffl- 
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:ulty  in  trying  patent  cases  mainly  arose 
from  the  loose  and  imperfect  way  in 
which  the  specifications  bad  been  per- 
mitted to  be  drawn  up,  so  that  it  was 
imposeible  to  say  what  was  new  and 
wbat  was  old  in  tiiem.  He  was  prepared 
to  show  the  House  how  th^e  evils  might 
remedied,  and  these  difi&culties  over- 
ne,  but  this  was  neither  the  tune  nor 
)  occasion  to  do  BO.  Thehon.andlearned 
Gentleman  had  alluded  to  the  three  great 
inventions  of  the  age — the  steam  en- 
gine, the  electric  telegraph,  and  the  screw 
propeller — but  was  he  prepared  to  main- 
tain that  these  inventions  would  have 
reached  their  present  state  of  perfection 
without  the  stimulus  of  the  Patent  Law  ? 
One  objectios  urged  against  the  Patent 
Laws  was,  that  patents  gave  a  monopoly, 
and  acted  as  a  restraint  upon  trade.  He 
admitted  that,  as  at  present  administered, 
tiiey  did  so ;  but  if  the  State  in  granting 
a  patent  gave  no  exclusive  right,  and 
patostees  were  obliged  to  grant  licenses 
on  reasonable  terms,  to  be  settled  by  an 
independent  body,  t^s  objection  would 
be  removed.  There  existed  under  the 
present  system  what  is  termed  "  dog-in- 
the-manger"  patents,  which  are  an  un- 
mitigated evil,  and  should  be  swept 
away.  The  hos.  and  learned  Member 
had  also  alluded  to  an  important  and 
well-known  invention  in  the  grinding  of 
com,  and  had,  he  would  say,  jumped  to 
the  conclusion  that  it  could  not  long 
have  remained  undiscovered,  but  he 
would  ask  what  grounds  had  he  for  this 
assertion  1  The  tact  was  that  tiie  world 
had  gone  on  for  3,000  years  grinding; 
com,  without  any  material  improvement 
in  the  method,  until  a  mas  of  genius 
like  Bovill  arose  to  make  the  discovery, 
but  who,  owing  to  the  disgraced  state 
of  our  laws,  was  afterward  worried  to 
death  by  litigatios.  Although  he  did 
not  agree  witn  the  condueiona  arrived 
at  by  the  hon.  Member  for  Leith  (Mr. 
Macfie),  he  felt  indebted  to  him  for 
having  brought  the  subject  before  the 
House.  Much  misapprehension  undoubt- 
edly existed  in  the  public  mind  on  the 
question  of  the  Patent  Laws  and  their 
administration.  This  discussion  would 
enable  hon.  Members  to  clear  away  some 
of  the  mist  and  doubt  that  prevailed.  It 
appeared  to  him  that  the  main  argu- 
ments had  tended  to  show  the  necessity 
for  as  amendment  rather  than  an  abo- 
lition of  the  existing  laws.  That  the 
Patent  Laws  as  they  now  exist,  and  as 
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they  are  at  present  administeTed,  are 
open  to  grave  and  Berious  objections  lie 
readily  granted ;  but  that  their  abolition 
would  result  in  advantage  to  the  coun- 
try, or  to  the  welfare  and  interest  of 
any  particular  portion  of  the  commu- 
nis he  altogether  disbelieved.  It  must 
be  remembered  that  England  has  at 
the  present  day  most  formidable  rivals 
in  France,  Germany,  America,  and 
Belgium ;  and  that  her  manufacturers 
and  workmen  have  to  compete  with 
the  manufacturers  and  workmen  of  these 
countries,  who  have  availed  themselves, 
not  only  of  the  best  English  models,  but 
have  adopted  those  facilities  of  rapid 
production  originated  in  our  English 
workshops,  and  hitherto  peculiar  to 
them.  The  only  chance  the  English 
manufacturer  bae  of  maintaining  his 
place  in  the  race  is  by  adopting  im- 
proved designs — finding  out  means  to 
reduce  the  cost  of  hia  productions,  and 
introducing  improved  plana  for  securing 
perfect  workmanship.  These  objects  can 
only  be  obtained  by  much  thought  and 
great  effort  of  the  brain ;  and,  as  the 
race  is  a  close  one,  and  every  year  is 
becoming  closer,  it  appeared  to  him  that, 
instead  of  the  Stat«  t^ing  away  a  stimu- 
lus to  invention,  the  nation  is  deeply 
interested  in  finding  out  in  what  way 
inventions  and  discoveries  can  be  further 
stimulated ;  how  research  and  means  of 
improvement  can  be  extended  not  only 
to  the  higher  class  of  inventors,  but  to 
our  working  population,  among  whom 
thousands  ore  to  be  found  of  a  mechani- 
cal or  scientific  turn.  This  was  abun- 
dantly evident  to  all  who  had  visited  the 
industrial  exhibitions  of  working  men's 
productions  in  London  and  elsewhere. 
"When  in  Washington  some  two  years 
^;o,  no  building  he  had  seen  in  the 
States  made  such  an  impression  on  his 
mind  as  the  Patent  Museum  in  that  city. 
It  was  so  superior  to  anything  of  the 
kind  is  England  that  he  felt  almost 
ashamed  that  our  oH  country  was  so 
much  behind  the  new.  This  museum 
was  in  fact  a  great  educational  establish- 
ment, to  whidi  not  only  the  inventors, 
but  the  public  resorted  for  information. 
Every  patent  for  which  the  United  States 
had  granted  letters  was  not  only  classi- 
fied mere,  but  models  of  the  inventions 
were  Brranged  chronologically ;  while  in 
another  spacious  and  beautiM  apart^ 
ment  were  models  of  all  the  rejected 
patents,  bo  that  anyone  oould  go  into 
Mr.  J.  Boicard 


that  mnsemn  and  trace  the  progress  of 
the  various  inventions  step  by  step.  He 
could  not  help  thinking  that  a  HinnilA.T 
establishment  in  En^and  could  not 
bnt  have  considerable  effect  on  the 
national  weaL  The  noble  Lord  op- 
isite,  and  the  hon.  and  learned  Member 
r  Eichmond,  had  drawn  a  somewhat 
subtie  distinction  between  the  produc- 
tion of  a  book  and  a  machine,  or  other 
invention;  it  appeared  to  him  that  a 
book,  a  piece  of  music,  a  painting,  and 
an  invention,  are  aU  alike  products  of 
the  brain ;  and  the  natural  right  of  the 
author  of  a  mechanical  invention  should 
be  recognized  by  the  8tate  as  fully  as 
that  of  me  author  of  a  book.  The  noble 
Lord  had  said  no  two  men  ever  wrote 
the  same  book  at  the  same  time,  which 
is  undoubtedly  true;  but  he  had  fre- 
quently found  that  two  authors  writing 
almost  simultaneously  conveyed  precisely 
the  same  ideas,  though  not  in  the  same 
language.  Exactiy  so,  if  two  men  in- 
vented similar  marlines  simultaneously, 
it  was  never  found  they  carried  out  their 
ideas  precisely  in  the  same  mechanical 
way.  With  respect  to  the  statement  of 
the  hon.  and  learned  Member  for  Bich- 
mond,  that  the  laws  of  nature  were  the 
common  right  of  mankind,  which  must 
he  &eely  admitted,  he  held  that  the  ar- 

Cent  based  upon  it  was  untenable, 
inventor  made  use  of  the  laws  of 
nature  just  as  the  author  of  a  book  used 
the  common  language  of  mankind.  Ho 
might  be  obtuse,  but  for  the  life  of  him 
he  could  not  see  that  the  cases  were  not 
strictly  analogous.  He  would  ask  hon. 
Members,  who  were  unacquainted  with 
mechanical  subjects,  what  would  be  the 
effectof  abolishing  the  Law  of  Copyright? 
Would  the  literature  of  the  people  be 
thereby  enriched — would  the  taste  of  the 
country  be  improved  ?  He  believed  the 
abolition  of  the  Patent  Laws  would  have 
on  mechanical,  chemical,  and  other  in- 
dustrial pursuits,  precisely  the  same  ef- 
fect as  the  abolition  of  the  Law  of  Copy- 
right upon  literature  and  the  fine  arts. 
The  hon.  Member  who  intiroduced  this 
subject  said  he  would  not  withhold  com- 
pensation from  a  meritorious  inventor, 
but  he  would  ask  who  was  to  decide  the 
knotty  point  of  merit,  and  its  money 
value  ?  At  present  the  State  very  wisely 
left  this  to  be  decided  by  a  discerning 
and  purchasing  public,  and  he  believed 
it  would  continue  to  do  so.  To  his  mind 
it  would  be  altogether  iitfra  iig.:   to 
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him,  personally,  it  woiild  be  reroltiim:  to 
ha.re  to  g:o,  cap  in  hand,  to  the  Chan- 
cellor of  the  I^chequer,  or  Bome  other 
State  official,  to  press  his  claim  for 
compensation,  or  get  some  powerM 
political  friend  to  do  so  for  him.  No — 
aom  past  experience  of  Government 
treatment,  inventors  would  never  consent 
to  be  left  to  the  tender  merdee  of  a  State 
Department,  but  vould  prefer  to  con- 
fide their  claims  for  reward  to  a  dis- 
oriminating  public.  That  the  Patent 
Laws  and  their  adminietration  should 
have  been  left  bo  long  unreformed  is 
a  scandal  to  former  Parliaments.  The 
machinery  is  costly,  cumbrous,  and 
withal  uncertain  and  inefficient.  In- 
quiries have  been  made,  and  a  fioyal 
CommiBsion  years  ago  passed  condemna- 
tion, and  suggested  reform ;  but  nothing, 
or  next  to  nothing,  has  been  done.  We 
have  the  finest  bbrary  of  patented  in- 
ventions in  the  world,  yet  tie  bulk  of  it 
VOB  stowed  away  in  a  passage  six  feet 
wide.  He  knew  it  weQ,  having  often 
been  there.  It  was  really  a  passage  just 
6  feet  3  inches  wide,  and  formerly  led  to 
the  offices  of  the  Kaster  in  Chancery. 
Could  it  be  believed  that  such  a  state  of 
things  had  been  allowed  to  exist  when, 
since  the  passing  of  the  Patent  Law  Act 
of  1852,  the  sm^us  revenues  of  the 
office  had  been  over  £650,000,  but  a 
fraction  of  which  had  been  expended 
for  the  benefit  of  inventors  who  had 
contributed  the  money?  He  held  that 
the  surplus  should  be  devoted  not  to 
increasing  the  general  revenue,  but 
to  promoting  patent  ohjectA  and  the 
general  advancement  of  science.  He 
Qiought,  as  he  had  previously  stated, 
this  was  scarcely  the  occasion  for  en- 
tering into  deteils  concerning  the  im- 
provements necessary  in  our  Patent 
Laws,  but  expressed  a  hope  that,  when 
the  subject  was  taken  in  hand  by  the 
Jjaw  Officers  of  the  Grown — and  he  had 
reason  to  believe  they  would  take  it  in 
hand  next  Session — they  would  provide 
the  means  of  a  tond  jide  examination 
of  all  inventions  before  patents  were 
granted,  and  also  provide  that  the  speci- 
fication should  be  so  clear  that  the  pub- 
lic may  know  what  really  the  patent  was 
granted  for,  and  thus  save  the  ruinons 
cost  of  legal  proceedings.  He  would 
conclude  by  deolariag  his  deliberate 
conviction  that,  if  they  wished  to  under- 
mine the  manufacturing  and  commercial 
greataess,  of  £Dg^d,  they  eould  not 


take  tmy  more  effectual  mode  of  doing 
BO  than  by  abolishing  the  Patent  Laws. 

Me.  MUNDELLA  said,  he  wished 
the  House  to  consider  what  would  happen 
if  the  Patent  Laws  were  abolished.  He 
had  been  for  twenty-five  years  connected 
with  manufactures  as  an  employer,  and 
during  that  time  he  might  say  he  had 
more  than  twenty  patents,  in  every  one 
of  which  he  had  a  working  man  in  part- 
nership with  him.  He  had  never  made 
an  invention  in  his  life ;  he  did  not 
know  in  his  neighbourhood  of  one  in- 
vention made  by  an  employer.  In- 
ventions were  generally  made  by  work- 
ing men ;  and  a  working  man  now  re- 
ceived firom  his  hon.  Friend  the  Afember 
for  Bristol  (Ur.  Morley)  and  himself  a 
third  share  of  the  profits  of  a  patent  in- 
vention which  had  already  produced  to 
faim  £2,000.  About  fourteen  years  ago 
he  w^it  into  a  garret  where  he  found  a 
poor  man  working  on  a  circular  revolv- 
ing machine  which  he  had  fixed  on  the 
hottem  of  a  wooden  chair — the  only 
chair  in  the  room.  For  seven  years  be 
had  been  patiently  working  at  it.  It 
was  completed.  It  was  patented.  He 
purchased  it.  The  poor  man  had  his 
share  and  was  now  in  comfort  and  inde- 
pendence. No  parties  had  a  greater  in- 
terest in  the  maintenance  of  the  Patent 
Laws  than  working  men ;  and,  if  they  re- 
ceived no  protection  here  for  their  in- 
ventions, they  would  soon  carry  them 
off  to  France  or  America.  He  did  not 
say  whether  Patent  Laws  were  right  or 
wrong ;  but  he  could  not  discover  the 
distinction  which  had  been  drawn  by 
the  hon.  and  learned  Member  for  Bioh- 
mond  (Sir  Eonndell  Palmer)  between  a 
book  and  an  invention,  both  being  the 
production  of  the  author's  brain  just  as 
much  as  the  speeches  of  learned  counsel, 
for  which  they  were  paid  before  th^ 
were  given  to  the  pubhc,  otherwise  they 
would  be  wanting  a  Patent  Lawfortbeir 
speeches.  Every  civilized  naticm  in  the 
world  except  one  had  a  Patent  Law. 
That  the  present  law  stimulated  useful 
inventions  was  abundantly  proved  by  the 
lace  and  hoeieiy  machinery  m  the  town  of 
Nottingham,  which  was  unparalleled  in 
the  world,  and  which  had  been  perfected 
by  the  working  men  of  that  town.  It 
was  a  great  mistake  to  say  that  patents 
inflicted  a  hardship  on  the  public.  Pa- 
tentees had  found  out  that  to  attempt  to 
keep  a  patent  to  themselves  was  a  mis- 
take, and  tiiot  it  was  muoh  better  to 
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groat  licensee  witli  as  email  a  royaity 
as  poeeiUe,  in  order  to  get  a  large  aum- 
ber  of  them  in  UBe  and  to  enhaiice  the 
eonsumptiou  of  the  article  as  much  ai 
pcttsible.  He  was  himaelf  the  part  pro- 
prietor of  a  pateat  vMch  reduced  by 
about  cme-half  the  price  of  an  important 
article  of  elothing.  Who  had  the  bene- 
fit of  thie  ?  The  public  got  more  than 
iun»-tenthB  of  the  reduction,  and  the 
other  tenth  vas  divided  into  three  parts 
between  the  inventor  and  the  two  pro- 
{oieton.  There  was  the  greatest  diffi- 
cnltyin  establishing  the  right  to  patents, 
and  constant  litigation  and  anxiety  in 
maintaining  them.  All  this  pointed  to  a 
reform  of  the  Patent  Laws ;  for  they  were 
so  vague,  uncertain,  and  ambiguous  that 
it  was  never  known  whether  a  patent 
was  seoure.  Sometimes,  when  it  was 
known  an  invention  was  coming  out,  a 
man  who  had  heard  the  nature  of  it 
described  went  off  and  patent«d  the 
idea.  He  could  not  do  that  in  America. 
There  he  must  deposit  a  working  model, 
and  a  committee  of  scientific  men  sat 
and  declared  whether  it  was  a  good  and 
valid  invention  or  not.  The  result  was 
that  there  were  1 1 ,000  patents  per  annum 
taken  out  America,  against  about  2,000  in 
this  country.  Nowhere  had  so  mu(^  been 
done  to  develop  industrial  inventions  as 
in  America,  and  this  was  mainly  owing 
to  the  excellence  of  the  Patent  Law  in 
Uiat  country.  He  trusted  that  the  House 
would  considet  the  interests  of  the  work- 
ing m«i,  and  revise  the  Patent  Law  so 
M  to  give  them  a  fair  share  in  the  pro- 
ducts of  their  discoveries.  The  patents 
called  "dog-in-the-manger  patents" 
ought  to  be  prohibited,  and  some  Board 
^pointed  which  should  grant  licenses 
to  work  patents  at  a  reasonable  rate. 

Ub.  8TAPLET0N  said,  he  was  much 
pleased  to  hear  the  able  remarks  of  the 
Lob.  Members  for  Bedford  (Mr.  J. 
Howard)  and  Sheffield  (Mr.  Uundella) 
in  favour  of  Potent  Laws.  The  Motion 
of  the  hon.  Member  for  Leith  (Mr. 
Uaofie)  seemed  to  have  the  object  of 
killing  the  goose  that  laid  the  country 
so  many  golden  eggs.  He  appeared 
anxious  to  get  rid  of  patents,  but  with- 
out giving  inventors  any  encoun^ement. 
He  (Mr.  Btapleton)  had  no  wish  to  put 
inventions  and  discoveries  higher  than 
they  had  been  put  by  the  non.  and 
learned  Member  for  Bichmond  (iSir 
Boundell  Palmer) — namely,  that  no 
man  could  have  an  absolute  right  in 
Mr.  Mundellc 
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his  ideas  and  inventions  Itaiger  than  he 
kept  them  secret ;  but  be  met  that  by 
saying  that  every  labourer  was  worthy 
of  his  hire,  and  if  that  was  not  given  to 
a  man  they  must  not  expect  to  get  his 
work.  There  were  three  claaees  of  in- 
ventors— the  master  manufacturer,  the 
labourer,  and  the  man  of  science  who 
made  invention  a  pursuit.  The  master 
manufacturer  could  repay  himself  at  the 
expense  of  the  community  by  keeping 
his  invention  a  secret,  and  preventing 
others  from  using  it ;  but  the  labourer, 
luUese  he  had  a  Patent  Law  for  his 
protection,  would  go  imrewarded  for 
his  time  and  troub^.  As  to  the  third 
class  they  mig^t  turn  their  attention 
to  something  else ;  but  it  was  desir- 
able that  every  man  should  pursue 
the  course  of  life  which  would  do  the 
greatest  good  to  mankind,  and  if  a 
man  were  likely  to  make  discoveries  it 
was  to  the  interest  of  society  to  en- 
courage him  in  that  career.  He  could 
not,  l£erefore,  agree  to  any  proposal  to 
do  away  with  the  Patent  lAws.  It  was  a 
weak  proposal ;  it  appeared  to  him  what 
tiiey  uiotud  do  would  be  to  amend  them. 
No  doubt,  as  the  noble  Lord  the  Mem- 
ber for  King's  Lynn  (Lord  Stanley)  hod 
said,  the  question  was  surrounded  with 
difficulties,  but  the  noble  Lord  had  not 
shown  that  they  were  insurmountable. 
Some  moro  definite  description  ought  to 
be  insisted  on  before  a  patent  was 
granted,  and  he  (Mr.  Btapleton)  thought 
the  American  plan,  that  of  requiring  mo- 
dels to  be  deposited,  was  one  deserving 
of  consideration.  He  was  also  of  opinion 
that  the  time  tor  disputing  the  patent 
should  be  limited,  and  that  the  time  al- 
lowed for  the  use  of  the  patent  might  in 
some  coses  be  reduced.  A  potent  ^ould 
be  redeemed  when  it  was  found  tiiot  it 
would  be  conducive  to  the  public  interest 
that  it  should  be  redeemed,  and  that 
should  be  left  to  Chambers  of  Commerce 
to  decide,  the  potentee  of  course  being 
paid  the  fiair  value  of  his  patent — the 
amount  to  be  raised  by  subscription 
from  those  who  wero  interested  in  the 
invention.  Patentees  should  also  be 
compelled  to  grant  licenses  at  a  reason- 
able rate.  A  great  improvement  had 
been  affected  by  the  practice  now  most 
common  of  investigating  disputes  as  to 
patents  in  the  Court  of  Chancery.  A 
claimant  must  set  forth  in  a  bill  tAot  he 
hod  a  good  patent,  and  show  that  there 
had  Moa  a  distinct  breadi  of  it,  or  it 
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would  be  open  to  demurrer.  Then  the 
defendant  must  deny  the  breach  in  his 
auflwer  on  oath  before  there  was  any 
issue  which  could  be  tried  before  a  juiy. 
This  was  less  expensive  than  trying  pa- 
tent cases  at  Common  Law.  If  the;  did 
away  with  Patent  Laws  altogether  in- 
vention would  be  damped  and  discour- 
aged. 

LoBD  ELGHO  said,  that  anyone  who 
had  attended  to  the  diecusBion  must 
have  seen  that  the  question  was  sur- 
rounded with  great  difficulties,  and  it  re- 
quired a  man  who  had  studied  the  sub- 
ject deeply,  and  had  maturely  formed  hia 
opinions,  to  be  able  to  give  a  distinct  opi- 
nion upon  it.  But  having  heard  the  opi- 
nion of  the  hon.  Member  for  Leith  (Kr. 
Macfie),  the  philosophy  of  patents  so 
ably  iliustr&ted  bv  the  hon.  and  learned 
Member  for  Bicluuond  (Sir  Boundell 
Palmer],  and  having  likewise  listened  to 
the  philosophical  view  of  the  question 
which  had  been  taken  by  the  noble 
Lord  the  Member  for  Eing's  Lynn  (Lord 
Stanley),  he  was  bound  to  say  that  to 
his  mind  the  practical  speeches  of  the 
b(ML.  Members  for  Bedford  (Mr.  J. 
Howard)  and  ShefSeld  (Mr.  Mundella) 
were  quite  re&eahing.  They  hadtaken 
a  rational  and  sensiUe  view  of  the  ques- 
tion. He  thought  it  would  be  unwise  to 
hastily  adopt  the  Sesolution,  and  that  it 
would  be  wiser  on  the  part  of  the  Go- 
vernment and  the  House  to  see  if  the 
Patent  Laws  could  not  be  practically  and 
benehcially  amended,  after  the  example 
of  the  United  States.  The  opinions  of 
the  philosophers  and  the  practical  men 
were  at  variance  upon  the  question;  but 
the  hon.  Member  for  ^effield  hod 
shown  the  greatvalueofthe  Patent  Laws 
in  stimulating  invention  in  working 
men,  and  putting  them  in  a  state  of 
comparative  wealth.  A  lettw  had  been 
addressed  to  him  (Lord  Slcho)  by  the 
honorai?  secretary  of  the  Working 
Men's  Intematioiial  Exhibition  to  be 
held  next  year,  of  which  the  First  Minis- 
ter of  the  Crown  was  president  and  the 
Lord  Lieutenant  of  Ireland  vice  presi- 
dent, requesting  his  attention  to  a  No- 
tice of  Motion  on  the  Patent  Laws  for  the 
1st  of  June,  and  desiring  him  to  use  his 
influence  to  resist  any  efforts  which 
might  be  made  in  the  interests  of  capital 
to  abolish  those  rights  of  inventors 
which,  notwithstanding  all  the  defects  of 
the  process  by  which  uey  were  secured, 
were  felt  to  be  the  only  pmddoable  and 


available  meane  of  rowarding  inventora. 
The  reason  of  the  letter  being  addressed 
to  him  was  simply  this — Some  two  or 
three  months  ago  he  was  waited  upon 
by  a  deputation  of  working  men  con- 
nected with  the  International  Exhibititm 
of  1B7D,  who  asked  him  to  take  charge, 
this  Session,  of  a  Bill  toprotect  their  m- 
ventions  at  the  coming  Ekhibitions.  He 
promised  to  do  so;  and  a  Bill  was  in 
preparation  which  would  be  &amed  on 
the  precedent  of  the  Exhibition  of  1851, 
supported  as  it  was  by  a  similar  measure 
in  1 B62.  He  confessed  that  he  deemed 
it  desirable,  in  the  interest  of  inventors, 
that  the  Oovemment,  instead  of  hastily 
adopting  the  measure  of  the  hon.  Qea- 
tleman,  would  favourably  consider  the 
letter  to  which  he  had  alluded.  He  felt 
great  difficulty  in  the  distinction  which 
had  been  attempted  to  be  drawn  between 
a  book  and  an  invention. 

Mr.  SAMUDA  said,  there  was  one 
point  of  view  of  the  subject  before  the 
House  which  had  hardly  been  touched 
on  in  the  course  of  the  debate.  He  had 
not  heard  it  stated  whether  the  pa- 
tentees themselves  were  really  gainers 
or  not  by  the  Patent  Laws;  and  this 
alone  should  cause  Uie  House  to  hesitate 
till  they  had  ascertained  the  effect  of 
those  laws  on  the  prosperity  and  pro- 
spects of  inventors.  He  nad  often  heard 
it  argued  that  patentees  were  by  no 
,  means  as  a  whole  gainers  by  their  in- 
ventions, owing  to  the  cost  and  trouble 
they  were  at  to  secure  protection  and 
develop  their  plans.  This  should  not  be 
lost  sight  of  in  considering  the  question, 
because,  if  the  patentees  were  found  to 
be  losers  and  the  public  not  gainers  by 
the  present  system,  the  House  would  it- 
self be  carried  very  far  towards  the  conclu- 
sion expressed  by  the  Motion  of  the  hon. 
Member  forLeitii  (Mr,  Macfie).  Another 
point  appeared  to  him  to  be  of  very 
great  importance ;  and  that  was  this— 
Supposing  it  should  turn  out,  as  he  be- 
lieved it  would,  that  the  inventors  had 
not  been  prosperous  under  the  Patent 
Laws,  and  that  the  country  had  bemi 
danu^ed  by  patents,  it  became  a  veiy 
serious  question  whether  Uiis  failure 
ought  not  to  be  attributed,  in  a  great 
measure,  to  circumstances  surrounding 
the  administration  of  the  Patent  Laws, 
which  he  fancied  were  at  the  root  of 
the  mischief,  and  the  removal  of  which 
might  ohan^e  the  complexion  of  the 
whole  qneshon.    For  instanoe,  it  was 
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■well  known   timt   many  patents  were 
taken  out,  not  eo  much  witli  a  view  to 

Cfit  or  eveti  with  a  view  to  working, 
simply  in  order  to  obatmct  the 
action  of  a  bond  fide  inventor  and  pre- 
vent him  getting  the  benefit  of  his  in- 
vention. When  any  subject  was  fixing 
public  attention  —  such  as  the  introduc- 
tion of  the  screw  propeller,  improve- 
ment in  nflea  and  the  like — ijie  ree;ular 
patent-monger  was  always  to  be  found 
applying  for  patents  on  these  subjects, 
and  wording  his  title  bo  as  to  cover  aU 
or  most  of  tiie  improvements  that  were 
likely  to  be  worked  out  between  the  date 
of  his  patent  and  the  time  allowed  to 
specif ;  and  if  he  could  succeed  in  as- 
certaining particulars  of  any  improve- 
ments whatever  matured  by  others  in 
this  interval,  he  was  in  the  position  to 
insert  them  in  h'a  specification,  which 
the  wording  of  his  title  enabled  him  to 
do,  and  the  priori^  of  his  date  gave  him 
the  advantage  of  doing.  No  greater 
nuisance  was  known  to  manufacturers 
than  these  "fishing  patents,"  as  they 
were  called.  The  genuine  inventor  was 
met  at  every  turn  by  them — harrassed 
— interfered  with  and  generally  com- 
pelled to  buy  the  holders  of  ttiem  off  to 
avoid  serious  litigation  and  certain  loss, 
if  by  not  doing  so  he  were  driven  to 
contest  the  validity  of  the  abstracted  in- 
vention. In  his  own  view  the  inven- 
tion of  a  machine  and  the  invention  of  a 
book  were  similar;  and  if  no  public 
mischief  resulted  from  it  the  inventor  of 
a  useful  machine  had  as  perfect  a  title 
to  be  protected  in  the  result  of  his 
brains  as  had  the  author  of  a  book  ;  but 
he  would  not  have  the  road  constantly 
stopped  by  these  purloined  and  sham  in- 
ventions. He  asked  that  an  accurate  in- 
vestigation of  the  whole  subject  micht 
precede  any  action  by  Parliament;  be- 
»  even  if  the  only  result  desirable 
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were  an  amendment  of  the  law,  inquiiy 
was  necesaaiy  to  show  in  what  reqjeets 
the  law  required  amendment.  If  the 
extent  of  the  obstruction  caused  by  the 
patents  to  which  he  had  aUuded,  and 
the  extraordinary  lengths  to  which  the 
law  was  stretched  by  the  Judges  could 
not  be  remedied  and  were  found  to 
be  sufficient  to  justify  the  abolition 
of  the  Patent  Law,  he  would  let  it 
go.  The  hon.  Member  for  Sheffield 
(Mr.  Mundella)  and  those  who  sided 
with  him  must  not,  however,  think  that 
the  country  would  suffer  by  inventors 
3fr.  Samuda 


taking  their  inventions  across  the  water 
to  other  countries,  as  a  consequence  <^ 
the  abolition  of  the  Patent  Law,  bocanse 
in  those  foreign  countries  where  the  in- 
vention was  taken  to  it  would  be  pro- 
tected, while  here  it  would  be  at  the 
service    of  every  manufacturer  in  the 

kingdom.  

The  attorney  GENERAL  said, 
the  House  must  assuredly  feel  indebted 
to  his  hon.  Friend  (Mr.  Macfie)  for  bring- 
ing forward  this  subject.  They  had 
heard  able  speeches  on  both  sides ;  but 
when  he  renunded  hon.  Members  that 
this  was  the  first  debate,  so  iax  as  he 
was  aware,  in  which  the  general  prin- 
ciple of  the  law  had  been  discusaea,  he 
thought  he  had  said  enough  to  show 
that  it  would  bo  somewhat  premature  to 
come  to  a  conclusion  upon  this  import- 
ant question.  In  tact,  ne  doubted  whe- 
ther even  the  hon.  and  learned  Member 
for  Richmond  (Sir  Roundell  Palmer) 
was  prepared  to  say  we  were  in  a  posi- 
tion to  abolish  the  Patent  Law  ;  and  the 
hon.  Member  for  Leith  (Mr.  Macfie) 
seemed  not  to  go  the  length  of  his  own 
Motion,  because  he  had  talked  of  State 
remuneration  to  meritorious  inventors, 
instead  of  allowing  them,  as  at  present, 
a  monopoly  under  the  Patent  Laws ;  but, 
with  respect  to  this,  he  submitted  tiiat 
it  was  impossible  for  the  State  to  value 
an  invention  at  its  first  exhibition  ;  the 
value  could  only  be  ascertained  by  ex- 
perience. The  Report  of  the  Patent 
Law  Commission  said  that  no  rule  could 
be  laid  down  for  estimating  the  value  of 
a  patent.  Thatpartofthe  scbemeof  his 
hon.  Friend  was,  therefore,  he  thought, 
altogether  inadmissible.  He  concuired 
with  the  noble  Lord,  who  bad  spoken 
some  little  time  previously  (Lord  Staailey), 
that  it  would  be  extremely  difficult — -he 
thought  it  would  be  very  invidious — for 
the  State  or  any  public  functionary  to 
make  a  selection  of  patents  and  say — 
"  These  are  approved  and  these  are  re- 
jected." If  such  an  attempt  were  made, 
the  certain  result  would  be  that,  while 
many  bad  inventions  were  subsidized, 
many  of  the  most  valuable  would  re- 
ceive nothing.  Without  discussing  the 
somewhat  subtle  metaphysical  distinc- 
tions which  had  been  drawn  between 
the  principle  of  the  Law  of  GoOTnght 
and  the  I^w  of  Patents,  he  would  ob- 
serve in  passing  that  it  seemed  to  him 
that  there  was  a  strong  analogy  between 
the  effort   of  mind,   by   whidt   Adam 
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Snutb  diBCorered  the  laws  which  regu- 
late the  wealth  of  nations,  and  that  by 
-which  FrofeBBOT  Wheatetono  discovered 
the  laws  which  regulate  electric  tele- 
graphy. Again,  was  there  no  euch 
tiling  as  literary  invention  P  Was  not 
the  Goustniotion  of  the  plot  of  a  play 
as  much  an  invention  as  &e  construction 
of  a  machine?  Was  there  not  some- 
times as  sharp  a  competition  for  the  ap- 
propriation and  adaptation  of  a  French 
"^ot,  as  for  tlie  appropriation  and  adap- 
tation of  &  mediaiucal  contrivance  ? 
Putting    the   question   on    the   broad 

Eiund  that  tne  object  of  the  Patent 
ws  was  to  encourage  by,  perhaps, 
a  high,  although  very  uncertain,  re- 
ward, the  production  of  inventions,  be 
would  ask — had  the  law  bad  tbis  effect  P 
He  could  not  help  thinking  that  the 
effect  had  been  too  great — that  they  bad 
been  too  successM  in  encouraging  in- 
ventors, so  much  so  that  they  hod  pro- 
duced a  large  number  of  inventions  run- 
ning the  same  route,  and  treading  on 
each  other's  heels.  The  nation  bad  held 
before  workmen  a  reward  for  their  in- 
ventions, and  he  thought  they  ought 
seriously  to  consider  what  would  be  tbe 
result  if  they  entirely  took  away  the 
stimulus  to  invention.  He  thought  it 
wonld  be  a  dangerous  experiment,  and 
one  that  should  not  be  attempted,  with- 
out further  and  fuller  inquiry.  He  ad- 
mitted that  there  were  great  evils  in  the 
working  of  the  present  system,  but  the 
conclusion  at  which  he  had  arrived  was 
in  opposition  to  that  of  the  noble  Lord 
(Lord  Stanley),  and  tbe  hon.  and  learned 
Uember  for  Richmond.  On  the  whole 
he  thought  the  Patent  Laws  did  more 
good  than  harm.  It  bad  been  asked 
whether  they  could  not  be  amended? 
He  did  not  see  why  they  could  not. 


had  tbe  patent  should  be  refiised.  He 
was  far  from  saying  that  the  inquiry 
should  stop  there,  but  still  he  beheved 
that  such  an  investigation  would  result 
in  great  public  advantage.  It  had  been 
further  su^eetod  that  a  patentee  should 
be  required  to  deposit  a  model,  as  well 
as  a  specification  of  his  invention.  Be- 
lieving, as  he  did,  that  tbe  multiplication 
of  patents  was  a  very  serious  evil,  he,  in 
conjunction  with  hie  learned  Colleague, 
had  taken  upon  himBelf,  since  he  nad 
been  in  Office,  the  responsibility  of  stop- 
ping many  patents  of  a  frivolous  cha- 
racter, and  he  should  be  glad  if  their 
powers  of  rejection  were  increased. 
Serious,  and  he  believed,  well-founded 
complaints  had  been  made  with  re- 
spect to  the  enormous  expenses  attend- 
ant upon  patent  litigation,  and  upon 
this  point  the  Commissioners  had  sug- 
gested that  patent  cases  should  be 
tried,  not  before  a  jury,  but  before 
a  Judge  to  be  appointed  for  that  espe- 
cial purpose,  assisted  by  one  or  two 
scienti&c  men  as  assessors.  The  whole 
subject  was  one  which  deserved  the  best 
consideration  of  tbe  Government,  and  of 
the  House ;  and  he  paw  no  reason  why 
some  hon.  Member  who  was  interested 
in  the  subject  should  not,  in  the  course 
of  the  present  or  of  the  next  Session, 
move  for  a  Committee  of  that  House  to 
inquire  into  it,  and  to  ascertain  how  the 
Patent  Laws  might  be  amended.  In 
conclusion,  he  would  remark  that  the 
working  classes,  who  had  been  truly  de- 
scribed as  having  the  deepest  interest 
in  this  subject,  were  opposed  to  the  abo- 
lition of  the  Patent  Laws.  He  had  re- 
ceived a  deputetion  the  other  day  which 
he  believed    represented    the  working 


all  events,  he  thought  an  effort  should  j  classes  in  the  different  parts  of  the 
be  made  in  the  way  of  amendment,  *■"  """^  *'""*  '* — '-j;"-.  -"-"  ■■- — ■ 
before  they  listened  to  a  proposition 
to  abolish  them.  The  Commissioners, 
amongst  whom  were  Lord  Stanley,  Iiord 
Overstone,  Sir  William  Page  Wood, 
Sir  William  Erie,  Lord  Cairns,  Mr. 
Fairbaim,  and  other  eminent  men,  in 
their  Report,  had  made  various  recom- 
mendations with  respect  to  the  improve- 
ment of  the  Patent  Laws,  and  in  those 
recommendations  he  entirely  concurred. 
One  of  the  recommendations  was  that 
a  careinl  inqoiir  should  be  made,  under 
the  direction  of  the  Law  Officers  of  the 
Crown,  «8  to  whether  there  had  been 


try,  and  that  deputation  was  u 
in  deprecating  the  Motion  which  was 
now  before  the  House.  Although  they 
admitted  that  the  Patent  Laws  required 
modification,  so  far  from  desiring  those 
laws  to  be  abolished,  they  appeared  to 
think  that  facilities  for  obtaining  patente 
should  be  increased.  He  trusted  that, 
under  all  the  circumstances,  the  House 
would  be  of  opinion  that  the  Motion  of 
his  hon.  Friend  was  premature,  and 
that  his  hon.  Friend  would  withdraw  it, 
Mb.  D£NMAN  said,  that  while  agree- 
ing with  the  Attorney  General  that  the 
Motion   was   premature, 
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lie  vaa  a  litUe  dieappointed  in  not  hear- 
ing what  were  the  intentions  of  the  Go- 
Ternment  in  respect  of  the  qneetion.  It 
irae  clear  that  the  Patent  Laws  required 
very  considerable  alteration  and  amend- 
ment, and  be  wished  the  Glovemment 
had  at  least  promised  that  they  shoidd  be 
considered  by  a  Committee  of  the  House 
irith  a  view  to  leffislation.  The  subject 
had  been  inquired  into  b^  the  Commis  ' 
only,  and  that  Oommiasion  had  not 
tered    into    the    whole   question.     Still 


POST  OFFICE— LANDIKQ  HAILS  A.T  A 
WE8TEEN  PORT.— OBSERVATIONS. 
Mb.  E.  N.  fowler  said,  he  rose  to 
call  attention  to  the  advantages  to  the 
public  service  of  embarking  and  land- 
ing the  Mails  at  a  Western  Port.  It 
must  be  admitted  on  all  hands  that 
caterit  paribus,  mails  were  carried  more 
quickly  and  more  certainly  by  land  than 
by  sea.  This  was  the  case  In  the  days  of 
the  mail  coaches  and  the  suling  vessels, 


fhey  came  deliberately  to  the  conclusion  j  and  it  continued  to  be  so  in  these  days 
that  they  could  only  report  on  the  basis  :  of  railway  trains  and  steamboats.  It 
of  a  Patent  Law  substantially  the  same  !  seemed  obvious,  therefore,  that  on  ge- 
os  that  now  existing,  and  they  only  re- !  neral  grounds,  the  most  westerly  Eng- 
ported  in  fevonr  of  certain  alterations.  [  lish  port  should  be  selected  for  the 
Snt  the  principal  witnesses  examined  by  i  arrival  and  dispatch  of  the  mails.  From 
ike  Commissioners  consiBted  of  patent  i  1688  to  1834  those  mails  for  distant 
agents,  ofGdals,  persona  thorougmj  ac- '  places  across  the  sea  which  were  now 

{[uainted  with  the  administration  of  the  embarked  and  landed  at  Southampton 
aw,  and  great  patentees,  almost,  if  not '  had  been  embarked  and  landed  at  Fal- 
"       "  .....         ,     , .  1     mouth.    When  the  change  was  made, 

in  1834,  Bteam  had  been  adopted  for 
mail  boats,  but  the  railway  system  had 
not  been  generally  adopted  in  this  couU' 
try ;  and  as  steam  vessels  had  the  ad- 
vantage over  coaches,  Southampton  at 
that  time  had  an  advantage  over  Fal- 
mouth which  it  did  not  at  present  as- 
sess. Falmouth  was  now  in  a  position 
to  receive  the  full  advantages  of  her 
superior  natural  position.  The  feeling 
in  her  favour  was  widely  spread  amoi^ 
merchants  and  nautical  men.  In  1865 
there  was  presented  a  memorial  from  a 
large  number  of  merchants  of  London 
to  Lord  Stanley  of  Alderley,  who  was 
at  that  time  Postmaster  General.  That 
memorial  was  signed  by  sixty  leading 
houses,  including  the  finns  of  Friihlinsr 
and  Goschen,  and  of  T.  Daniel  ana 
Company  ;  the  former  being  the  firm  of 
which  the  present  President  of  the  Poor 
Law  Board  (Mr.  Goschen)  was  the  head, 
and  the  latter  that  of  which  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  the  Member  for  Shore- 
ham  the  late  Vice  President  of  the  Board 
of  Trade  (Mr.  3.  Cave)  was  then  tho 
principal.  The  memorialists  ui^d  that 
m  order  to  substitute  a  fixed  day  of 
the  week  and  to  obtain  greater  dis- 
patch these  mails  should  be  made  up 
on  the  evening  of  the  first  and  third 
Thursdays  of  every  month;  that  they 
should  he  embarked  at  Falmouth ;  that 
the  homeward  mails  should  be  landed 
as  that  port ;  and  that  the  letters  should 
be  sorted  on  board  the  packets  during 
the  voyage.     It  was  confidently  esti- 


altogether,  excluding  the  element  which 
had  played  a  considerable  part  in  this 
nighre  discussion — he  meant  the  interests 
of  the  working  men,  the  inventors.  All 
lawyers  who  had  anything  to  do  with 
patent  trials  knew  that  veiy  often  the 
gentlemen  who  obtained  tho  benefit  of 
the  Patent  Law  was  the  mere  capitalist. 
His  hon.  and  learned  Friend  the  Member 
for  Bichmond  (Sir  Eoundell  Palmer) 
cited  one  or  two  cases  of  which  he  (Mr. 
Denman)  had  some  knowledge,  from  being 
concerned  as  coimsel  in  the  cases.  The 
hon.  Member  for  Bedford  f  Mr.  J.  Howard) 
took  a  different  view  of  these  cases,  and 
quoted  some  of  them  as  if  they  nega- 
tived the  argument  of  the  hon.  and 
learned  Member  for  Bichmond.  He 
quoted  especially  one,  the  corn-grinding 
case,  which  cost  some  £100,000;  and 
seemed  to  think  that  the  hon.  and  learned 
Member  for  Bichmond  had  made  a  mis- 
take in  citing  that  case,  for  he  said  that 
Mr.  Bovill  had  made  a  discoveiy  which 
would  not  possibly  have  been  made  for 
centuries  but  for  the  Patent  Laws.  Mr. 
Bovill,  in  fact,  had  the  wit  to  see  tho 
value  of  the  invention,  but  he  admitted 
twenty  years  ago  that  the  idea  was  not 
his  own ;  but  that  he  adopted  it,  after 
having  seen  its  operation  abroad.  He 
thought  that  the  House  ought  to  receive 
from  the  Government  a  more  explicit 
deolaration  of  what  in  their  opinion 
ought  to  be  done,  and  of  the  manner 
and  time  when  it  should  be  carried  out. 

Amendment,  by  leave,  withdrawn. 
Mr.  Dfrman 
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mated  that  by  the  adoption  of  this  route 
at  least  one  day  would  be  gained  by 
London  in  the  courao  of  post,  whiie 
to  Bnstol,  Birmingham,  Hanohester, 
Leede,  LiTerpool,  Qlas^ir,  and  the 
other  northern  towns,  wiOi  the  whole  of 
Ireland,  the  Baving  of  time  would  be 
still  greater.  In  regard  to  persons  liv- 
ing in  the  North,  the  inconveniences  they 
endured  from  the  mails  being  landed 
at  Southampton,  and  having  to  pasa 
through  London  were  extremely  seri- 
ous. The  Liverpool  Chamber  of  Com- 
merce, the  Glasgow  Chamber  of  Com- 
merce and  Manufactures,  the  Man- 
chester Chamber  of  Commerce,  the 
West  India  Association  of  Qla^^w,  the 
proToat,  magistrates,  and  town  council 
of  Aberdeen,  the  provost  and  corpora- 
tion of  (Jreenock,  and  of  Paisley,  and 
several  Chambers  of  Commerce  of  lead- 
ing towns  in  England,  besides  those 
wMch  he  had  named  had  all  presented 
memorials  in  favour  of  Falmouth.  The 
memorial  of  the  Manchester  Chamber 
of  Commerce  stated  that  the  port  of  Fal- 
mouth was  admirably  adapt«d  for  a 
packet  station,  and  so  lately  as  1850 
it  was  partially  used  for  that  purpose. 
There  could  now  be  no  objection  to 
Falmouth,  because  the  docks  were  com- 

geted,  and  the  port  was  connected  with 
e  railway.  Among  the  nautical  opi- 
nions favourable  to  Fahuouth  were 
those  of  Captains  Walker  and  Bedford, 
who  were  connected  with  the  Marine 
Department  of  the  Board  of  Trade. 
Captain  Bedford  pointed  out  the  su- 
perior weather  position  of  Falmouth, 
which  became  of  the  utmost  importance 
in  case  of  stormy  weather.  Admiral 
Beaufort,  the  Hydrographer  to  the  Ad- 
miralty, had  expressed  his  unequivocal 
opinion  that  Faunouth  &om  its  south- 
western position  had  great  advantages 
over  other  ports ;  that  the  mails  should 
be  carried  on  the  land  as  far  as  possible; 
and  that  the  railroad  when  constructed 
to  Falmouth,  would  confirm  it  still  more 
as  the  best  port  in  £iu;land  for  a  pocket 
station.  Admiral  J.  B.  Sullivan,  C.  B., 
who  was  for  years  at  the  bead  of  the 
Marine  Department  of  the  Board  oi 
l^ade,  in  a&tter  addressed  to  Th  Timet, 
dated  Nov.  22,  1865,  stated,  that— 

"  If  Falmouth  were  nude  tha  nuil  port,  Mme 
houn  each  waj  woald  be  amied  in  tha  sue  of 
tha  London  mkilt ;  for  tho  northem  diatrlota  tha 
MTinK  would  ba  moeb  more,  whila  tha  addiiionkl 
riiki  uid  deUjB  oanaad  bj  Ibgi  baing  more  pre- 
nlent  to  tb«  twtnrd,  ia  the  nelghboiuhood  of 
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the  Iile  of  Wight  and  Sonthaaptoii  eipeoially, 
made  it  itill  more  deiirable  to  land  the  ntaili  at 

Captains  Symonds  and  Evans,  of  the 
Boyal  Navy,  and  Sir  Alexander  Gordon 
had  expressed  an  equally  emphatic  opi- 
nion in  favour  of  Falmouth,  Now,  n» 
had  no  doubt  that  the  htm.  Member  for 
Plymouth  would  be  prepared  to  advocate 
the  claims  of  that  port  with  his  aocos- 
tomed  abili^,  but  the  facts  were  against 
him.  In  the  recent  case  of  the  Tat- 
manian,  in  regard  to  which  he  hod  put  a 
question  to  the  noble  Marquess  opposite, 
it  was  admitted  by  him  ^at  her  moils 
had  to  be  sent  on  by  special  train  from 
Plymouth,  though  they  might  have  been 
landed  at  Fahuouth  in  time  for  the  or- 
dinary train  through  Bristol;  and  he 
had  been  informed  that  on  the  13th  of 
tliis  month  the  Stiru  passed  Fahuouth 
in  time  f6r  the  mails  to  hove  been  sent 
by  the  ordinary  train,  whereas  they  had 
to  be  sent  speoally  from  Plymouth.  In 
respect  to  the  capabilities  of  Falmouth 
aa  a  port  of  call,  there  was  satisfactory 
evidence.  He  held  in  his  hand  a  letter 
from  Mr.  Dymond,  who  represented  the 
Loon  Commissioners  at  Folmouth,  stating 
that^ 

"  The  *«iMla  of  the  New  York  and  Havra 
United  Stataa  Mdl  Steam  Ship  Company  oarried 
paiiaDgen  and  maili  between  New  York,  FaU 
mouth,  and  Harre.  The;  oommanued  running;  in 
or  about  December,  1665,  and  ceiMd  in  Novem- 
ber, 1867.  Tha  compiinr  bad  two  Teasels  of  their 
own  and  chartered  two  olhen,  and  Ibe;  ceaied 
running  because  the  tatter  became  nnaTailable, 
and  beoRuse  of  the  oompatition  with  a  higlilj  inb- 
sidised  French  line,  the  American  Tegiela  lieing 
unable  to  equal  the  French  in  speed.  Thsj  oallea 
at  Falmouth  sixtjr-twc  times,  and  the  avarnge 
lime  of  detention  of  the  ship  for  landing  maila  and 
paisengeri  was  twenlj  minulei.  It  was  a  rer; 
eioeptional  ciraumitnnoe  for  the  steamer  to  drop 
her  anofaor  or  come  to  moorings,  and  the  time  oo- 
oupied  in  transit  of  mails  and  paiBcngen  from 
ship  to  landiag-plaoe,  whieb  ii  oioae  to  tb«  ralt- 
war- station,  Taried  Irom  ten  to  twentf-flTe 
minntea." 

On  making  the  Lizard,  a  ship  was 
fifty- four  miles  from  Plymouth  and 
eighteen  from  Falmouth,  a  difference 
of  thirty-six  miles,  which  the  siiip  in 
very  fair  weather  could  run  in  tiiree 
hours,  the  time  the  mail  train  took  by 
land  from  Falmouth  to  Plymouth.  But 
it  must  be  remembered  that  these  calcu- 
lations were  based  on  thepreeumption 
of  fair  weather  in  the  Channel;  the 
time  taken  by  the  vessel  in  making  the 
distance  in  bad  weather  might  be  six 
hours  instead  of  three,    whereas   the 
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train  eervice  wae  alirajs  punctual, 
eaving  of  three  hours  in  the  despatch 
of  telegrams  was  often  of  great  import- 
ance to  the  mercliant,  and  might  some- 
lamea  be  of  the  utmost  importance  to  the 
Government.  Finally  as  regarded  rail- 
Tay  accommodation,  the  ohamaan  of  the 
Cornwall  Bailway  Company  had  written 
to  him — 

"  You  nuf  it&ta  aipeoi&l  mmil  oui  bs  mn  otw 
tha  Comi'Kll  Una  from  Falmouth  to  Plfmaotli  In 
from  3  to  2  j  houn,  and  that  it  an  interTlair  bad 
with  Lord  Stanley  of  Aldsrlsr.whan  he  wai  Poil' 
mMt«r  General,  I  wu  authoriied  to  itate  on  bo- 
half  of  ths  Comirall  Rallwar  and  the  anooiated 
Oompaniai,  that  tbaj  were  prepared  to  nm  a 
apeowl  naU  6«n  Falnonth  to  Faddington  in  9 
honrt,  and  tiiii  oan  itill  bo  done." 

Thus  a  clear  saving  of  time  would  be 
made.  Without  ftirther  detaining  the 
House,  ho  be^ed  to  thank  hon.  Mem- 
bers for  the  attention  they  had  given  hint, 
and  he  hoped  that  the  subject  would  re- 
ceive from  the  noble  Marquoss  the  Post- 
master Qeneral  the  consideratioD  its  im- 
portance deserved. 

Mr.  CEDM-EWING  said,  he  thought 
it  a  great  boon  to  the  counti?  at  laive 
that  the  mails  should  be  landed  at  we 
first  port  readied.  Men  of  busineas  in 
the  North  were  seriously  inconvenienced, 
often  being  hardly  able,  for  want  of  time, 
to  answer  properly  by  the  next  mails 
their  letters  from  the  West  Indies. 
Whether  Falmouth  or  Plymouth  was  to 
be  preferred  was  a  questioQ  for  the  Post 
Office,  but  certainly  either  was  prefer- 
able to  Southampton. 

Mb.  SCOUBFXELDsaid,  thatif  itwaea 
queationof  a  westerly  port  he  represented 
a  county  (Pembrokeshire)  wluch  could 
offer  a  most  excellent  port  more  westerly 
than  any  other,  and  that  was  Milford 
Haven,  Uie  advantages  of  which  were  so 
notorious  that  it  would  bo  almost  a  work 
of  supererogation  to  recount  them.  The 
great  capabilities  of  Milford  Haven  and 
uieolose  proximity  of  theGlamorganshire 
coal  fields  made  tiat  port  a  desirable  one 
for  the  mails.  The  selection  of  Milford 
would  involve  no  expenditure  of  public 
money,  and  the  communications  could 
be  maintained  with  perfect  regularity. 

Mb.  MORHISON  said,  that  as  repre- 
senting Plymouth,  ho  felt  bound  to  say 
a  few  words  in  reply  to  what  had  fallen 
from  the  hon.  Member  for  Falmouth 
(Mr.  E.  N.  Fowler),  but  he  would  re- 
spectfully surest  to  the  House  that,  as 
this  waa  a  question  which  involved  so 
many  matters  of  minuto  detail,'it  rather 
Jfr.  R.  N.  Fwlw 


came  within  the  province  of  the  Executive 
Government  or  of  some  small  body,  such 
as  a  Committee  of  that  House ;  and  on 
behalf  of  Plymouth  he  had  to  express 
the  perfect  readiness  of  his  constituents 
to  face  any  such  investigation.  By  the 
change  in  the  maila  from  Southampton 
to  Plymouth  a  great  gain  in  point  of 
time  had  been  effected,  especially  in  the 
case  of  the  northern  towns,  and  the  ex- 
tra expense  bad  been  very  slight  indeed. 
He  was  not  prepared  to  argue  at  any 
length  against  the  claims  of  Milford 
Haven,  but  he  had  always  understood 
that  the  tide  at  that  port  ran  too  strongly 
to  allow  of  its  being  a  good  packet  sta- 
tion. Practically  he  beUeved  the  battle 
lay  between  Falmouth,  Southampton, 
and  Plymouth.  Now,  the  advantages  in 
point  of  time  in  landing  at  Plymouth 
were  very  great.  The  conclusion  arrived 
at  bv  the  Post  Office  authoridea  with  re- 
gard to  the  saving  of  time  to  the  mer- 
chants of  London  by  the  landing  of  the 
mails  at  Plymouth  instead  of  Southamp- 
ton was  that  it  would  only  amount  to 
three  hours.  That,  of  course,  was  some- 
thing. In  regard,  however,  to  the  nor< 
them  towns  the  gain  was  very  much 
greater,  because  the  mails  might  branch 
off  fr^mi  Bristol  and  be  sent  direct  to 
their  destinations,  instead  of  being  for- 
warded through  London.  This  estimate, 
however,  was  based  purely  upon  calcula- 
tions from  the  time  tables  and  similar 
sources,  aud  took  no  account  of  contin- 
gencies which  might  arise  from  foga  and 
arrivals  at  night.  It  should  be  remem- 
bered that  from  the  West  Indies  to  the 
Channel  it  was  all  plain  sailing,  and 
that  the  danger  lay  ahnost  solely  m  the 
Channel,  ana  that  danger  was  increased 
by  every  twenty  miles  added  to  the  navi- 
gotion  of  the  Channel,  in  addition  to  the 
extra  chances  of  detention  by  fogs.  The 
approach  to  the  port  of  Southampton 
also,  by  the  Needles,  was  so  dangerous 
that  few  ships  cared  to  enter  the  passage 
at  night  without  securing  the  services  of 
a  pilot,  and  some  vessels  even  preferred 
to  go  round  the  lale  of  Wight  and  ap- 
proach the  port  by  way  of  Spithead. 
The  position  of  the  Eddystoue  lighthouse 
seemed  of  itself  to  point  out  Plymouth 
as  a  great  mail  packet  station,  for  when 
a  ship  had  once  made  Uie  Eddystoue 
hght  it  could  make  its  way  to  Plymouth 
harbour  by  compass  in  the  darkest  night. 
The  hon.  Member  for  Falmouth  in  re- 
ferring to  the  arrival  of  the  Tatm^mian 
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last  year  had  stated  that  if  that  vessel 
had  put  in  at  Fahnouth  the  mails  could 
have  been  despatched  b;  the  ordinaiy 
train,  but  that  by  proceeding  fo  Ply- 
mouth, although  the  passaze  was  a  fair 
one,  they  had  to  be  forwaided  by  special 
train.  It  was  true  that  such  a  thing 
might  happen  in  a  single  instance ;  but  3 
the  vesseu  put  In  at  Falmouth  it  would 
also  frequently  happen  that  the  ordinary 
train  would  nave  left,  and  the  mails 
would  have  to  be  forwarded  by  special 
train  over  sixty  extra  miles  of  railway. 
Uoreover,  he  was  informed  that,  on  the 
occasion  referred  to  by  the  hon.  Gentle- 
man, the  Tatmanutn  had  to  make  her  way 
up  the  Channel  not  in  iair  weather,  but 
in  a  heavy  gale,  and  that,  owine  to  the 
number  of  merchant  vessels  uat  had 
sought  refuge  at  Falmouth,  it  would  have 
been  impossible  for  the  Tatmanian  to 
make  her  way  into  Falmouth  harbour  at 
all.  The  hon.  Gentleman  in  urging  the 
claims  of  Falmouth  had  stat«d  tiiat  the 
difference  in  sea  passage  between  that 
port  and  Plymouth  was  thirty-six  miles. 
The  hon.  Gentleman  bad  taken  his 
measurement  &om  a  point  just  six  miles 
BOiith  of  the  Lizard,  hut  in  dark  weather 
ships  kept  as  far  from  the  Lizard  as  they 
could.  The  hon.  Gentleman  had  also 
taken  the  distance  as  marked  in  the  map, 
aa  Falmouth  people  generally  did ;  but 
as  a  matter  of  fact  it  was  necessary  for 
ships  passing  by  the  Lizard  into  Fal- 
mouth harbour  to  make  a  wide  circuit 
in  order  to  avoid  the  Uanaoles  Bock. 
Casualties  had  occurred  at  Falmouth 
through  ships  dragging  their  anchors, 
but  those  that  had  occurred  inside  Ply- 
mouth Breakwater  were  traceable  to  bad 
ground  tackle,  for  which  the  port 
not  to  blame.  Falmouth  was  a  great 
calling  place,  and  the  harbour  often 
crowded,  which  made  the  handling  of 
laige  unwieldy  steamers  a  dangerous 
operadou  ;  and,  though  Plymouth  was 
(uteii  crowded,  it  had  the  inestimable  ad- 
vantage of  two  entrances,  which  were  so 
easy  to  navigate  that  vessels  often  came  in 
without  pilots.  While  the  landing  of  the 
mails  at  Falmouth  occupied  twenty-five 
minutes,  it  would  only  occupy  twelve 
minutes  at  Plymouth.  An  olqection  to 
Falmouth  was  the  absence  of  dock  ac- 
commodation. There  was  a  magnificent 
scheme  for  Falmouth  docks,  but  as  yet 
they  were  castles  in  the  air.  Plymouth, 
on  the  other  hand,  had  splendid  docks, 
and  one  of  the  finest  graving  docks  in 
VOL.  OXOVI.    [THmn  bbrim.] 


1,1869}      Maih  at  a  Wttttm  Port.      930 

the  world.  Again,  a  glance  at  the  map 
showed  that,  while  ships  coming  up  the 
Channel  would  make  a  straight  course  to 
Plymouth,  Falmouth  was  out  of  the  way, 
and  what  might  be  gained  by  the  speed 
of  the  railway  &om  Falmouth  to  Plymouth 
was  lost  by  the  detour  that  had  to  be 
made,  first  at  sea  and  then  by  the  rail- 
way, which  to  some  extent  followed  the 
curve  of  the  bay.  Although  the  chair- 
man of  the  railway  company  said  the 
distance  could  be  run  in  two  hours  and 
a-quarter,  the  express  trains  took  three 
hours.  This  matter  had  not  been  decided 
in  a  hurry.  It  first  came  under  the  con- 
sideration of  Lord  Stanley  of  Alderley, 
and  the  late  Government  displayed  great 
care  and  assiduity  in  determining  it ;  and 
no  good  reason  had  been  adduced  for  in- 
terfering with  an  experiment  which  had 
been  tried  for  two  years  with  the  most 
perfect  success. 

Mb.  BROGDKN  said,  he  knew  many 
West  India  merchants  felt  strongly  that 
the  time  had  come  for  the  selection  of  a 
western  port  for  the  arrival  and  depar- 
ture of  the  mails;  and,  although  he 
might  he  benefited  indirectly  by  the 
choice  of  Milford,  he  could  admit  its 
superior  claims.  But  he  thought  Fal- 
mouth possessed  some  advantages  which 
other  ports  did  not.  The  expense  of 
removal  from  Southampton  would  soon 
be  recouped  in  the  saving  of  dues  aud 
coaling.  

Mb.  RUSSELL  GURNET  said,  that 
the  further  this  discussion  went  the  more 
the  House  must  be  convinced  that  this 
was  not  the  proper  arena  for  its  discus- 
sion; it  was  utterly  impossible  for  a 
House  constituted  as  that  to  arrive  at 
any  satisfactory  conclusion  from  the  con- 
flicting accounts  they  had  received  from 
Members  for  the  different  localities  in- 
terested in  the  matt«r.  From  the  Notice 
on  the  Paper  he  had  come  prepared  for 
a  triangular  duel,  but  he  uad  not  ex- 
pected to  see  a  quadrangular  duel,  as  it 
had  now  turned  out  to  be.  At  the  same 
time,  if  they  were  to  judge  by  the  fa- 
cihty  of  obtaining  coals,  he  must  say 
that  Milfoid  Haven  had  a  good  claim 
as  compared  with  Falmouth.  He  did 
not  mean  to  enter  iuto  the  discussion  at 
any  length ;  but,  after  the  observations 
wluch  had  been  addressed  to  the  House 
as  to  the  merits  of  different  ports,  he 
should  scarcely  be  doing  justice  to  hia 
constituents  if  he  did  not  say  a  word  in 
favour  of  Southampton,  especially  when 


931        Poit  C^ee—Undinf  (COMHONSj      MoUt  at  a  Wttttm  fort 


lie  had  heard  an  hou.  G«ntl6nuui  appo- 
site remark  that  he  trusted  the  ^use 
would  not  listen  to  anylliing  in  ibvour 
of  Southampton,  as  it  must  proceed  &om 
Belfiehneas  and  no  other  motive.  He 
■  could  not  help  exproasing  Ma  eiirpriee  in 
hearing  this  matter  diecusaed  that  no 
reference  should  have  been  made  to  a 
most  important  Post  Office  £etuni  which 
had  been  laid  upon  the  table,  and  which 
threw  a  good  deal  of  light  on  this  ques- 
tion. The  hon.  Member  who  had  re- 
ferred to  the  great  benefits  derived  by 
Glasgow  from  the  change  to  Plymouth 
(Ur.  Crum-Ewing)  could  scarcely  have 
looked  at  the  document  to  which  he  (Ur. 
Bussell  Oiime}')  alluded,  for  If  he  had 
he  would  have  seen  that  of  thirty-three 
voyages  made  under  the  new  system,  in 
twenty-four  there  had  been  in  Glasgow 
neither  gain  nor  loss ;  and  of  the 
maining  nine  voyages  in  four  cases  tl 
was  a  gain  by  lancQng  at  Plymouth,  and 
in  five  cases  there  was  a  loss.  The  gain 
that  had  recently  been  derived  byScotland 
and  the  northern  towns  had  not  resulted 
from  thelandiaeof  the  maUaat  Plymouth, 
but  from  the  change  that  had  been  in- 
troduced by  the  sorting  of  the  letters  on 
board,  and  then  despatcliing  Uiem  hy 
the  cross  mails,  instead  of  sending  them 
up  to  London.  If  the  same  plait  had 
been  adopted  and  the  letters  had  been 
Bent  through  Basingstoke  instead  of 
going  up  to  London  t£e  northern  towns 
would  have  gained  more  by  having 
mails  landed  at  Southampton  than  at 
Plymouth.  The  northern  towns  were  vei; 
important,  but  London  was  of  even  more 
importance,  as,  in  fhct,  three-fourths  of 
the  correspondence  came  toLondon.  With 
reepect  to  London  there  was  an  earlier 
dehvery  by  landing  at  Plymouth  in  one 
case  only  out  of  the  whole  thirty-three, 
in  nineteen  cases  there  was  no  gain  and 
no  lods,  and  in  no  less  than  thirteen  the 
mails  would  have  been  delivered  sooner 
if  Southampton  had  remained  the  port 
of  landing.  It  was  more  important  to 
look  to  the  results  of  actual  experience 
during  the  last  two  years  than  to  the 
predictions  of  hon.  Gentlemen  as  to  what 
would  be  the  case  in  future.  The  House 
had  been  told  of  the  dangers  of  coming 
up  the  Channel,  and  the  delays  likely  to 
occur  in  consequence  of  fogs.  But  cap- 
tains of  ships  from  the  West  Indies  with 
whom  he  had  been  in  communication 
had  implored  him  to  use  whatever  in- 
fluence he  had  to  keep  them  from  enter- 
Mr.  RmuU  Ovnug 


intf  the  port  of  FalmonUi,  or  Btj-nrliTig 
off  that  port,  in  consequence  of  the'&ga 
which  prevailed  there ;  and  the  hon. 
Member  for  Plymouth  (Mr.  Vorrieon) 
had  admitted  that  in  no  case  had  there 
been  a  delay  in  consequraice  of  £in 
when  Southampton  was  the  port.  Jji 
his  opinion  the  best  thing  that  could  be 
done,  and  that  from  which  the  mnst 
satisfactory  results  conld  be  obtained, 
would  be  to  have  an  official  inquiry. 

The  MAmuEea  of  HABTINOTON 
said,  it  would  perhaps  ba  expected  of 
him  that  he  should  aadreaa  a  &w  words 
to  the  House  tm  this  subject,  though  ha 
was  sure  the  speeches  whit^  they  had 
heard  would  convince  the  House,  if  of 
tifithing  else,  at  any  rato  of  this,  that  ths 
House  of  Commons  was  not  the  plaea 
in  which  a  question  like  this,  fiul  of 
technical  det^ls,  could  he  advantage- 
ously discussed.  Although  the  Notice 
of  the  hon.  Member  for  Falmouth  (Mr. 
E.  N.  Powler)  referred  to  the  questions 
both  of  embarking  and  landing  the 
mails  at  a  western  port,  the  speeches 
which  had  been  delivered  hy  hon.  Gen- 
tlemen dealt  almost  exclusiv^  with 
the  place  for  landing  them.  When  the 
question  was  last  under  tiie  oonsideratioD 
of  the  Treasury  and  the  Post  Office,  it 
was  aacertained  to  the  eatisCaotion  of 
those  Departments  that  there  would  be 
decidedly  no  advantage  in  embarking 
the  mails  at  a  more  western  port  thaa 
Southampton ;  and,  therefbre,  he  might 
confine  lus  observationB  to  the  subjeot 
of  landing  the  mails.  As  to  the  question 
between  Plymouth  and  Southampton, 
he  was  quite  aware  that  the  arrange- 
ment now  in  force  was  made  as  an  ex- 
periment. He  was  not  sure  whether  an; 
definite  period  had  been  fixed  upon  for 
the  duration  of  the  experiment ;  but 
when  it  had  been  tried  for  s  sufficient 
time  to  test  its  general  working,  it  would 
be  the  duty  of  the  Department  over 
which  he  presided  to  come  to  a  final  de- 
cision on  the  subject.  If  the  present 
^stems  were  not  found  satisfactory,  the 
mails  would  return  to  Southampton. 
The  Notice  of  the  hon.  Member  for  Pol- 
mouth,  as  he  understood  it,  referred 
chiefly  to  the  question  between  Plymouth 
and  Falmouth,  and  the  advantages  of 
those  two  ports  had  been  ably  ni^ied  in 
that  House  by  their  respective  advocates. 
This  was  not  the  first  occasion  by  many 
on  which  that  question  had  been  con- 
sidered, and  considered  very  carafblly. 
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It  had  bWD  aa  conmdered  by  Lord 
Stonlsy  of  Alderley,  and  also  by  the 
Duke  of  Montrose ;  and  afi«r  what  was, 
aa  far  aa  he  could  judge,  a  perfectly  im- 
partial inveBtigation  of  the  merits  of 
these  tiro  ports,  in  1667  the  dedsioa 
oome  to  Taa  that  Plymouth  should  be 
the  port  selected  for  making  the  experi- 
ment. He  iras  not  aware  that  theie  had 
ainoe  been  any  change  in  the  ciroum- 
stances,  and  for  himsuf  he  did  not  see 
any  good  reason  for  now  altering  what 
was  then  settled,  and  adopting  Fal- 
mouth. The  Poet  Office  had  ascertained, 
by  oonsnltation  with  the  Boyal  Uail 
Company,  which  mnst  be  admitted  to  be 
oompeteat  to  give  information  on  the 
mattor,  tiiat  they  were  not  prepared  to 
allow  more  than  three  hours'  steaming 
as  the  difference  between  Hymouth  and 
Falmouth.  And  it  was  also  ascertained 
tiiat  the  railway  journey  between  those 
two  places  would  occupy  oiJy  two  hours 
and  B^quarter.  In  addition  to  that,  there 
was  this  very  great  objection — that  there 
existed  only  a  single  line  of  rails  be- 
tween Falmouth  and  Plymouth,  which 
it  waa  thought  would  o£Eer  a  serious  im- 
pediment to  the  running  of  special  truns. 
In  conclusion,  he  could  not  Ikold  out  any 
assurance  on  the  part  of  the  Goveroment 
that  the  present  arrangement  would  be 

altered.        

Me.  EASTWICK  said,  he  rose  to 
support  the  views  of  his  hon.  Colleague 
{Mi.  E.  N.  Fowler).  He  could  not  at 
all  agree  with  the  noble  Lord  the  Post- 
master Qeneral,  OT  with  the  right  hon.  and 
learned  Member  who  preceded  him  (Mr. 
KuBsell  Oumey),  that  that  House  was  not 
a  proper  place  for  the  discussion  of  the 
question.  He  could  not  see  why  a 
Committee  of  that  House  was  unfit  to 
consider  the  subject.  Questions  affecting 
postal  conventions  were  referred  t^  such 
a  tribunal,  as  were  also  the  most  intri- 
cate questions  of  railway  engineering, 
and  why  should  not  a  question  like  the 
present  one  be  so  referred  ?  He  thought 
the  whole  gist  of  the  question  lay  in 
a  sentence  which  occuired  in  a  Be- 
port  that  had  been  referred  to  by  his 
non.  Colleague — he  meant  the  Heport 
of  the  Commission  presided  over  by  Sir 
James  Gordon,  in  1840.  It  was  there 
said — "If  we  had  found  a  railroad  as 
far  as  the  Land's  End  and  a  harbour 
there  we  should  have  selected  it."  Now, 
what  did  that  mean?  It  meant  that  com- 
munication byrailwas  sosuperior  in  point 


of  certainty  and  celerity  o 
cation  by  sea,  that  the  former  ong^t  to 
be  adopted  wherever  it  possibly  could 
be.  The  Commission  could  not  find  a 
harbour  at  the  Land's  End,  but  tliey 
found  one  near  the  Lizard,  which,  for  au 
practical  purposes,  was  to  the  mariner 
the  real  land's  end  of  England.  He 
himself  had  made  the  homeward  voyage 
&om  South  America  and  the  West  Indies, 
and,  having  constantly  examined  the 
charts,  he  biew  that  vessels  coming  irom 
those  pBits  uLade  a  wide  circuit  to  the 
west.  TheLizard,therefbre,wasthepoint 
which  all  vessels  coming  firom  the  south 
or  from  the  west  endeavoured  to  make ; 
and  the  Lizard  was  within  seventeen  miles 
of  Falmouth,  the  advantages  of  which, 
as  a  port,  were  undeniable.  How  great 
those  advantages  were  was  shown  by 
the  fact  that,  though  the  railway  &om 
Southampton  to  London  was  opened  in 
May,  1840,  it  was  not  till  ten  years  after 
— not  till  1650— that  Falmoum  was  en- 
tirely disestablished  as  a  mail  packet 
station.  He  felt  certain  that  if  there 
had  been  a  railway  through.  Cornwall 
to  Falmouth,  at  the  time  when  the  Com- 
missioners made  their  Eeport,  that 
port  would  have  been  chosen  for  the 
dispatch  and  arrival  of  the  mails  in  ques- 
tion. A  railway  now  existed  in  Corn- 
wall, and  though  the  line  was  now  single 
it  might  soon  become  a  double  one. 
Moreover,  there  were  now  admirable 
docks,  with  a  railway  carried  down  to 
the  very  water's  edge  ;  and,  therefore, 
tiie  time  had  come  when  Falmouth 
should  be  restored  to  the  position  to 
which  its  natural  advantages  entitled 
it  as  the  great  south-western  port 
of  England.  By  such  an  arrange- 
ment, a  great  acceleration  of  the  de- 
livery of  letters  would  be  obtained, 
not  only  in  London,  but  also  in  Bristol, 
Liverpool,  Glasgow,  and  other  great 
commercial  cities.  The  distance  by  sea 
from  Falmouth  to  Southampton  was  180 
miles,  or  eighteen  hours,  and  to  this 
must  be  added  two  and  a-half  hours  of 
rail,  making  a  total  of  twenty  and  a- 
half  hours.  Thus,  even  allowing  ten 
hours  for  an  express  train  from  Fal- 
mouth to  London,  there  would  be  a 
gain  often  and  a-half  hours  on  this  route 
over  that  by  Southampton.  But  from 
Falmouth  to  Bristol  by  Exeter  was  only 
six  and  a-half  hours,  and  from  Falmouth 
to  Liverpool  and  Glasgow,  by  the  same 
route,  only  eleven  and  three-quarter  and 
2  H  2 
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aevenLtwa  and  a -quarter  hours;  and, 
BUppoain^  the  letters  to  be  sorted  in  the 
steamer  or  the  train,  there  -waa  no  reason 
why  ttiey  should  not  reach  ■ 
three  hours  before  they  now 
London.  So  much  for  the  Southampton 
route ;  and  he  had  to  thank  the  non. 
Uember  for  Plymouth  for  the  arg^mnents 
he  had  used  against  it.  But  some  of  those 
arguments  were  applicable  in  favour  of 
the  Falmouth  route  against  that  by  Ply- 
mouth. He  would  not  dispute  with  the 
hon.  Member  whether  the  distance  from 
Fahnoutb  to  Plymouth  by  sea  was  thirty 
or  thirty-five  nulea,  but  supposing  it  to 
be  only  twenty,  still,  there  were  the 
same  dangers  of  fog  and  storm  orer 
those  twenty  miles,  as  over  the  longer 
distance.  As  to  the  ioumev  by  rail 
irom  Falmouth  to  Plymoutti  occupy- 
ing three  hours,  the  distance  between  the 
two  places  was  only  sixty  miles,  which 
might  surely  be  travelled  by  express 
train  in  two  hours.  Thus,  valuable  time 
would  be  saved  by  the  Falmouth  route ; 
and  as  most  of  the  important  communi- 
cations of  the  great  mercantile  houses 
were  sent  by  telegraph,  still  further  ad- 
vantage would  thus  be  gained  by  the 
adoption  of  that  route.  Again,  Fly- 
mouth  waa  a  most  unsatisfactory  port 
for  the  landingof  themails ;  andthe  Lords 
of  the  Admirahy,  in  their  official  reply 
to  the  Post  Office,  of  the  13th  of  April, 
1867,  stated,  that  it  would  take  two 
hotirs  to  land  the  mails  there.  Those 
two  hours  had  to  be  added  to  the  three 
hours  lost  by  sea  in  going  to  Plymouth 
instead  of  to  FalmouUi.  He  would  cite 
another  testimony  against  the  port  of 
Plymouth,  and  that  was  the  memorial 
of  the  Union  Steam  Shipping  Company, 
of  March,  1666,  which  says — 


"  With  regHrd  to  th«  hiiTboDr  of  PljiDODtb,  it 
ii  acarcclj  nrceiur;  to  *tat«  that,  in  rough  ««>- 
ther,  wo  hsTs  had  great  diSflalt;  ind  dolax  in 
id  shipping  tho  mnils  1  and  thsl  ~ 


ales — which  had  been  referred  to  as  a 
source  of  danger  to  vessels  approaching 
Falmouth — in  no  way  interfered  with 
safe  access  to  its  excellent  harbour.  In 
the  140  years  during  which  the  mail 
packets  sailed  from  Falmouth  there  had 
never  been  an  instance  of  such  a  vessel 
having  been  wrecked  upon  the  Manacles. 
He  thought  the  whole  matter  ought  to 
be  referred  to  a  Select  Committee ;  and 
he  regretted  that  his  hon.  Colleague  had 
not  concluded  with  a  Resolution  to  that 
effect.  Should  the  subject  not  meet 
with  proper  attention  from  the  Govern- 
ment, he  should  himself  move  for  a  Se- 
lect Committee  to  inquire  into  iho  ques* 
tion.  

Mb.  J.  D.  LEWIS  said,  he  must  dis- 
sent from  the  statement  that  there  had 
not  been  a  wreck  on  the  Manacles  for 
140  years  while  Falmouth  had  the  mails. 

Me.  STONE  said,  that  his  hon.  Friend 
the  Member  for  Plymouth  (Mr.  Morrison) 
was  perfectly  correct  in  his  statement 
that  the  landing  of  the  mails  at  Ply- 
mouth occupied,  on  the  average,  only 
twelve  minutes. 


RAILWAYS— THE  ABERGELE  ACCIDENT. 

atrEBTIOKS.      OBBEBTATIONS. 

8m  HENUT  SELWIN-IBBETSON 
said,  he  rose  to  call  the  attention  of  the 
President  of  the  Board  of  Trade  to  the 
Report  of  Colonel  Bich  on  the  Abei^le 
accident  of  last  August,  and  to  ask 
some  Questions  with  regard  to  it.  The 
subject  was  well  worthy  the  attention 
not  only  of  directors  of  railways,  but 
of  ttie  public  at  large.  On  the  pre- 
sent occasion  he  would  not  refer  to 
the  particular  question  which  he  had 
brought  forward  on  a  former  evening 
respecting  the  possibility  of  prevent- 
ing certain  kinds  of  railway  accidente 
by  proper  legislation  ;  neither  would  he 
attempt  to  do  away  with  that  happy  se- 
lnn(iing»nd  shipping Iho mails; and imiiiriunce*  I  mjpity  in  which  ihe  President  of  the 
hate  occurred  nhen  it  has  twen  impoBsUils  for  t  finarA  .         _  . 


with  the  shore." 


Board  of  Trade  indulged  with  regard 


;  not  only  to  the  conduct  of  directors  c 
Before  concluding,  he  must  add  a  few  i  companies  in  general,  but  also  as  to 
words  as  to  the  great  natural  advantages  i  the  safety  in  travelling  which  the  right 
of  Falmouth  as  a  port.  It  was  most  ac- ,  hon.  Gentleman  himself  enjoyed  on  their 
ceasible  ;  there  was  no  necessity  of  em-  >  lines.  All  he  would  say  on  that  point 
ploying  a  pilot  in  entering  it,  as  was  >  was  that  he  hoped  that  from  that 
provedby  the  numerous  memorials  which  .  dream  of  happy  security  the  right 
had  been  presented  against  compiUsory  i  hon.  Gentleman  might  never  be  rudely 
pilotage  wtth  regard  to  it ;  and  it  was  a  aroused.  For  his  own  part,  he  had 
mistake  to  suppose  that  it  was  necessary  ,  been  l^ss  fortunate  than  the  right  hon. 
to  take  a  wide  circuit  in  making  for  it.  |  Gentleman,  as  he  had  been  present  at 
Long  experience  proved  that  the  Mana-  various  accidents,  including  the  feu- 
Mr.SMtKici  I  .A^lc 
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ful  one  to  which  he  was  about  to  refer ; 
and  he  might  remark  that  those  who, 
perhaps,  proved  the  exceptions  to  the 
rule  laid  down  by  the  right  hou.  Qentle- 
man  regarded  railway  accidents  with  a 
certain  feeling  of  dread.  The  Beport 
made  by  Colonel  Bich,  the  Government 
Inspector  on  the  Abergele  accident,  con- 
tained several  statements  which  gravely 
affected  the  directors  not  only  of  that 
particular  line,  but  of  all  the  railwajrs 
throughout  the  country.  One  of  these 
statements  amounted  to  a  charge  of  gross 
&aud  perpetrated  on  the  pubHc.  After 
going  through  the  evidence.  Colonel 
Kich  said  that  blame  attached  to  three 
eervante  of  the  company,  but  he  went 
;Airther  than  that  and  remarked — 

"  3a  fkr  the  thre*  raen  are  icriooalj  to  blame, 
and  lliFir  npglrot  bai  bern  ihs  immcilliila  eauw  of 
the  accident;  but  men  of  that  oinu  eannot  be  ei- 
pectod  to  da  tbeir  duiin  >s11  if  the  railTar  aom- 
pnnift  do  not  giia  thnn  the  moat  canTVoisnt  and 
be*l  appliaroaa,  and  do  not  look  after  them  itriotlf 
and  entott»  thair  own  regulatioof." 
Colonel  Eich  went  on  to  say  that  the 
company  had  not  complied  with  the 
rules  respecting  the  inspection  by  the 
Government  of  their  line  before  it  was 
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sequently  to  the  railway  being  inspected, 
and  that  if  it  had  been  so  mspected  it 
would  not  have  been  pronounced  fit  for 
use.  After  stating  Uiat  certain  rules 
were  made  by  the  company  for  the  guid- 
ance of  their  servants,  Colonel  Sich  in- 
serted in  his  Beport  the  following  para- 
graph:— 

"  Laatlj,  T  fear  that  it  ii  only  too  tm*  that  tha 
ra'ei  printed  and  iuned  bj  rallwar  eoDi|nniei  to 
their  wrnnti,  and  which  are  generallr  *arr  good, 
are  inaiis  prineipall;  with  tlis  objcol  of  being  pro- 
duced when  flcciilenta  happen  from  tba  breach  of 
them,  nnd  ihat  the  companiei  ajatemalioaUjr  allow 
mnnj  of  Ihem  ta  be  brolien  dnilj,  without  taking 
the  aligbtcat  notica  of  the  diiobcdienoe." 
If  that  were  true  it  was  a  gross  fraud 
on  the  public  who  travelled  on  the  lines, 
and  who  believed  that  the  company's 
rules  would  be  enforced.  He  did  not 
wish  to  conceal  the  fact  that  Colonel 
Rich  said  the  maui^ment  of  this  par- 
ticular line  was  in  general  veiy  good, 
but  he  added — 

"  I  dmira  to  loka  adiantage  of  tha  attention 
which  thia  drplonbla  eiant  will  attract  to  bring 
before  nitwaj  coirpanie*  what  I  conceiTS  lo  Ik 
■he  grent  defeat  ia  their  ajalcma,  and  which  hna 
led  to  meat  of  ths  aceldenia  I  hire  inquired  into 
— namelj,  a  want  of  diacipiioB  and  the  eiifaroiDg 
of  obadianoe  to  Ihoir  own  raiw." 


His  present  object  was  simply  to  aek  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  whetiier  his  atten- 
tion had  been  directed  to  this  very  re- 
markable Beport,  whether  he  had  called 
fin  the  com{»uy  for  an  explanation 
the  extraordinary  statements  therein 
made ;  and,  if  not,  whether  it  was  his 
intention  to  do  so? 

,  Mr.  DELLWTN  said,  that  as  a  di- 
rector of  another  lai^  railway  com- 
pany, the  Great  Western,  he  could  not 
allow  the  sweeping  censures  passed  by 
Colonel  Bich  upon  r^way  companies  in 
general  to  remain  uncont^dicted.  They 
were  most  serious  censures,  and  ought 
to  be  met  by  all  the  railway  companies 
at  once.  It  would,  indeed,  be  a  gross 
fraud  upon  the  public  if  it  were  true 
that  the  companies  made  rules  in  order 
to  deceive  the  public,  and  for  the  pur- 
pose of  being  produced  when  an  accident 
occurred.  On  behalf  of  the  company 
to  which  he  belonged,  and  in  whose  af- 
fairs he  took  an  active  part,  he  repudi- 
ated Colonel  Bich's  statement  in  the  most 
unqnaMed  terms. 

AGEICULTURAL  STATISTICS. 

QOESTION. 

Mh.  bead,  on  rising  to  put  a  Ques- 
tion to  the  President  of  the  Board  of 
Trade  on  the  subject  of  agricultural  sta- 
tistics, said,  that  some  time  i^o  his  hon. 
Friend  the  Member  for  South  Leicester- 
shire placed  on  the  Paper  a  If  otion  to 
the  effect  that  statistics  should  be  col- 
lected every  fifth  year  instead  of  an- 
nually. That  Motion  came  on  for  dis- 
cussion at  a  veiy  late  hour  one  evening, 
bat  the  debate  was  adjourned,  and  the 
Order  imfortunately  becoming  a  lapsed 
one,  no  day  was  open  for  it  before  the 
30th  of  June.  His  hon.  Friend,  in  the 
course  of  his  statement,  objected  to  agri- 
cultural statistics  on  the  p^und  of  their 
expense,  which  amounted,  he  said,  to  a 
cost  to  the  country  of  £20,000  per  an- 
num. The  acreage,  as  given,  his  hon. 
Friend  admitted  to  be  fairly  accurate ; 
but  he  was  opposed  to  the  constant 
worry  to  which  the  farmers  were  sub- 
jected, and  expressed  it  to  be  his  belief 
that  if  they  were  allowed  a  few  years' 
rest  they  would  be  more  willing  to  give 
information,  and  that  the  Betums  would 
be  furnished  much  more  correctly.  He, 
however,  felt  quite  sure  that  the  mere 
fact  of  the  large  increase  in  the  acreage 
of  wheat  last  year  would  be  cited  as  a 
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proof  that  annual  f^ricnltnTal  returns 
were  necsBsary.  "We  had,  he  believed, 
within  two  3'eara  experienced  the  great- 
eat  Tariation  which  we  could  have  in  the 
acreage  of  wheat.  In  1867  there  was  a 
very  low,  and  in  1S66  a  very  lai^,  acre- 
age, but  oitr  experience  of  those  years 
only  served  to  show  that  the  greatest 
extent  of  difference  in  acreage  we  wera 
likely  to  have  was  8  per  cent,  and  an 
increase  of  acreage  of  1  per  cent  would 
only  give  two  days'  consumption.  What 
waa  ^e  difference  caused  by  the  yield  ? 
One  bushel  per  acre  made  a  difference 
of  600,000  quarters ;  and  taking  the  dif- 
ference in  the  yield  between  a  really 
good  harvest  and  a  really  bad  one  at 
fourteen  bushels  per  acre,  or  7,000,000 
quarters  of  wheat,  it  would  amount  to 
about  our  average  importation,  or  124 
days'  consumption.  That  (Ufference 
might  be  produced  in  the  yield,  whereas 
the  greatest  difference  which  would  be 
produced  by  the  difference  of  aerobe 
was  20  days'  consumption.  It  waa  not 
BO  difficult,  he  might  add,  to  guess  the 
acreage  as  the  yield,  and  the  wonderliil 
accuracy  of  the  estimate  given  by  Mr. 
Caird  in  The  Timt»  of  1850,  showed  how 
easy  it  was  to  ascertain  the  acreage. 
There  were  several  important  matters 
connected  with  the  question,  which 
ought,  in  his  opinion,  to  be  agreed  upon 
before  agricultural  Betums  could  be  ex- 
pected to  bo  of  any  great  value.  The 
average  yield  of  this  kingdom  was  esti- 
mated as  low  as  twenty- six  bushels  per 
acre,  but  it  had  been  put  by  an  equally 
good  authority  as  high  as  thirly-two 
bushels,  l^en  the  coiisumption  of  wheat 
had  been  put  as  low  as  five  and  a-balf 
bushels  and  as  high  as  eight  bushels  per 
head.  It  was  contended  by  some  tiiat 
in  dear  years  there  was  a  great  economy 
in  the  consumption  of  breoB  by  the  poor ; 
but  he,  on  the  contrary,  maintained  that 
in  every  dear  year  there  was  a  lai^er 
consumption  of  bread  by  the  poor,  and 
for  the  following  reason : — Letnim  sup-  ■ 
pose  that  a  man  earned  only  1S«.  a 
week,  the  average  wages  of  a  working 
man.  K  that  man  spent  10(.  on  bread 
when  wheat  was  very  dear,  he  would 
naturally  have  but  litUe  left  to  spend  on 
beef  or  other  articles  of  consumption ; 
whereas,  if  bread  was  very  cheap,  and 
he  only  spent  6«.  on  it,  he  would  have  a 
much  laiver  sum  remaining  to  spend  on 
meat,  and  the  more  meat  he  ate,  the  less 
bread  he  would  require.  He  had  been 
Mr.  R»ad 
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informed  on  Saturday  last,  by  a  baker 
in  Norwich,  that  flour  was,  this  time  last 
year,  £l  a  sack  dearer  than  it  was  at 
present,  and  yet  though  there  was,  he 
believed,  a  shght  increase  in  the  pros- 
perity of  Norwich,  the  consumption  of 
bread  was  now  considerably  less.  When 
statisticians  estimated  the  consumption 
of  bread  by  the  poor,  they  entirely  left 
out  of  consideration  the  fact  that,  when 
wheat  was  very  cheap,  there  was  an  im- 
mense consumption  of  it  by  the  farmer 
for  his  cattle,  and  also  for  malt,  while 
there  were  other  circumstances  which 
must  ent«r  into  the  calculation  which 
were  beyond  control.  Hon.  Members 
had  heard  the  evening  before  of  there 
being  five  quarters  in  one  year,  but  the 
farmers  begun  and  finished,  last  year, 
two  harvests  in  fifly-one  weeks ;  and 
there  were  such  things  as  good  and  bad 
harvests,  as  well  as  large  and  indifferent 
crops,  for  the  best  com  might  be  de- 
stroyed  by  a  wet  harvest,  l^e  farmers 
had,  in  his  opinion,  great  cause  to  com- 
plain of  certain  statistics  which  were 
collected  by  the  Gkivemment.  He  re- 
ferred to  the  com  Betume,  which  were 
taken  in  ISO  of  the  chief  market  towns 
in  the  kingdom.  He  made  inquiry  of 
the  Board  of  Trade  as  to  what  com  was 
returned  in  the  averages  furnished,  and 
he  was  informed,  in  reply,  that  it  waa 
the  opinion  of  the  Boaxd  that  none  hut 
English  com  came  into  the  Returns.  On 
the  next  Saturday,  however,  he  went  to 
the  Norwich  market  and  there  made  in- 
quiries of  the  three  principal  dealers  in 
com  as  to  their  practice  in  making  their 
Betums.  The  first  told  him  that  he  re- 
turned everything  he  bought,  including 
the  foreign  trade ;  the  second  that  he 
never  returned  his  foreign  trade;  and 
the  third  said  that  he  beheved  he  was 
liable  to  a  penalty  for  not  returning  the 
grain  whim  he  bought  &om  the  mer- 
chant, but  that  he  made  it  a  rule  never 
to  make  any  return  of  that  which  he  had 
not  obtained  direct  &om  the  grower. 
That  man,  though  he  may  have  laid 
himself  open  to  a  penalty,  was,  he  felt 
sure,  i^ht  in  equity,  and  he  would 
ask  the  President  of  the  Board  of  Trade 
to  have  the  Betums  made  out  only  of 
that  com  which  was  directly  bought 
from  the  grower.  Of  all  figures,  those 
which  dealt  with  agriculturel  statistics 
were,  he  believed,  the  most  oontradictoiy, 
if  they  were  used  without  due  oonsideTa- 
tion.    From  our  live  stock  Betnma  Mr. 
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Oaird  made  out  that  we  derived  ikim 
foreiffa  eourcee  one-fifth  of  the  meat 
BUppl;  of  this  kingdom.  Hie  hon. 
Friend  the  Member  for  Bedford,  in  the 
excellent  epeeoh  which  he  had  made 
about  &  month  ago,  had  placed  the 
figures  at  one-twentieth,  and  he  could 
not  help  thinking  that  he  was  ri^t, 
and  that  Vbe.  Caird  was  wrong.  The 
imperi'ect  statietica  which  we  hi^  were, 
he  might  add,  used  to  the  disadvantage 
of  the  i&rmer.  In  1866,  the  statiaticB 
were  taken  in  the  month  of  March,  and 
in  1867  in  the  month  of  July.  The  con- 
seqnence  was  that  an  immense  increase 
in  the  number  of  sheep  was  made  to  ap> 
pear,  because  one  £etum  was  made 
before  the  lambs  were  bom,  and  the 
other  after.  The  gentlemen  in  Bradford, 
thereupon]  acting  upon  the  assumption 
that  there  were  so  many  more  sheep  and 
pounds  of  wool,  tried  to  pull  down  the 
price  of  wool,  and  for  two  or  three 
months  they  succeeded.  It  was  said 
that  we  must  be  worse  off  for  meat  than 
they  were  in  France,  because  in  that 
eountiy,  with  37,000,000  people,  they 
had  H,000,000  catUe,  whde  in  the 
United  Kingdom  we  had  30,000,000  of 
population  and  only  9,000,000  of  cattle. 
But  it  must  be  remembered  that  the ; 
cattle  in  France  were  chiefly  milting! 
sows  and  old  working  oxen,  and  were 
not  to  be  compared  in  quali^  with  our 
own.  Then  it  was  said  m  France 
17,000,000  acres  of  wheat  were  culti- 
vated auauaily,  and  in  England  only 
4,000,000.  But  people  who  dwalt  on 
tikis  fact  sometimes  vaeiat  that  we  grew 
twentj^-eight  bushels  of  wheat  an  acre, 
while  iu  France  the^  only  grew  fourteen. 
He  denied  that  these  statisticB  were  a 
guide  to  the  Carmers  in  their  business. 
Farmers  could  not  and  ought  not  to  be 
speculators.  The  small  brmers  must 
sell  in  order  to  realize  their  rent ;  and  if 
the  large  formers  had  sold  their  com 
directly  after  harvest  last  year,  takins 
advantage  of  the  Ugh  price,  the  result 
would  have  been  to  bring  down  the 
price,  and  instead  of  att«n£ng  to  their 
autumnal  tillage  and  providmg  green 
crops  which  had  saved  their  heris  from 
starvation,  tliey  would  have  employed 
horses  and  men  in  delivering  and  Uirash- 
ing  com.  Well,  then,  these  statisticB 
were  no  guide  to  merchants,  the  ma- 
jority of  whom  were  not  even  aware  of 
their  existenee.  The  meichanta  thoi^ht 
much  more  of  the  flying  correspondence 
of  The  Timet,  of  Mr.  Caird's 
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and  Mr.  Lawes'  experimente,  and  such 
reports  as  appeared  in  the  6ardeiur»' 
Chronich  or  the  Mark  Lane  Expreu. 
They  looked  at  the  number  of  vessels 
afloat  with  com  caigoes;  and  when  it 
was  known  that  oontraots  for  foreign 
com  were  made  three,  four,  or  even  six 
months  in  advance,  it  would  be  seen 
that  the  aerobe  of  England  had  no- 
thing to  do  with  these  speculations  in 
com.  It  was  curious,  but  true,  that  it 
was  of  more  importance  to  us  to  know 
the  yield  of  com  in  France  than  the 
yield  at  home.  In  the  oom-growing 
districts  of  the  two  countries  tiiere  was 
practically  the  same  climate,  and  both 
were  buyers  in  years  of  short  crops. 
But  there  was  this  remarkable  fnct-— 
that  here  one  bushel  per  acre  made  a 
difference  of  500,000  quarters,  while  in 
France  it  made  a  difference  of  2,000,000 
quarters;  and  that  sometimes  France 
sent  us  as  little  as  30,000  quarters  of 
com  a  year,  and  she  had  repeatedly  sent 
over  2,000,000.  The  statistics  of  Ire- 
land, which  were  collected  annually, 
showed  a  gradual  decline  of  cereals  in 
that  countiy.  A  similar  decrease  had 
occurred  in  Scotland,  and  was  made 
equally  clear  by  statistics  which  were 
returned  at  long  intervals.  According 
to  statistics  funushed  by  the  Highland 
Agricultural  Society,  243,000  acres  of 
wheat  were  under  cultivation  in  Scotland 
in  1857,  while  the  Board  of  Trade  Be- 
tums  showed  only  110,000  acres  in  1867. 
Thus  there  was  a  wonderful  decrease  of 
no  less  than  133,000  acres  during  these 
ten  years,  and  it  now  appears  that 
Norfolk  grew  85,000  acres  more  of 
wheat  than  they  did  in  the  whole  of 
Scotland.  He  had  always  advocated 
agricultural  statistics  if  the  country  de- 
manded them,  but  he  did  wish  that  they 
should  be  accurate,  and  should  also  be 
collected  with  as  little  trouble  as  pos- 
sible. In  a  paper  read  by  him  lost  year 
before  the  statistical  department  of  the 
British  Association,  he  said — 

"  I  qoMUon  the  obb  of  tbeie  Retarni  beyond 
■triatlf  itatiitioil  pnrpiuiii.  The  feartf  TMiition 
In  the  Mrasge  of  crops  will  not  caubb  anfthing 
liks  the  difference  in  the  amoant  of  whent  groirn 
19  a  veek'a  rain  ar  a  tummer  night'i  frost,  and  I 
do  not  belisTS  that  eatimatea  of  tbe  field  of  the 
growing  orop»,  eren  if  giTOn  hj  fannere,  oan  o»er 
be  thoroughif  relied  on.  Mf  own  ioipretsion  is, 
after  the  accuraej  of  tha  present  Returns  has  beea 
tested  for  a  short  seriei  ol  jears,  agriculluml  sta- 
tist ios  need  onlfbeeolleeted  at  given  inter'aJs,  to 
Iw,  in  fact,  a  regalar  slock  and  crop  coDsas ," 
He  would  now  ask  whether  it  was  the 
intention  of  the  Govommont,  after  the 
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f>resent  year,  to  continue  the  annual  ool- 
ection  of  Agricultural  StatiaticB  ? 

lis..  BEIOHT:  Sir,  tlie  speech  of  the 
hon.  Gentleman  (Mr.  Bead)  has  given 
us  some  interesting  facte;  but  I  do  not 
Icaovi  exactly  to  what  they  lead  with  re- 

frd  to  the  Question  he  has  put  to  me. 
should  judge  that  his  argument  was 
rather  against  agricultural  statistics  at 
all,  because  his  object  seemed  to  ]>e  to 
show  that  they  are  not  of  much  use  to 
his  friends  connected  with  the  land,  and 
do  uot  enable  the  farmers  to  decide  when 
they  shall  bay,  sell,  or  speculate.  I 
agree  with  the  hon.  Gentleman  that  the 
statistics  collected  by  the  GoTemment 
ore,  and  must  necessarily  be,  a  reiy  bad 
guide  for  the  weekly  or  monthly  trans- 
actione  of  persons  engaged  in  trade. 
That  is  true  of  statistics  with  respect  to 
cotton,  as  well  as  of  statistics  respecting 
com  or  cattle.  I  knowthatthe  statistics 
the  cotton  trade  get  &om  the  brokers 
in  Liverpool  from  week  to  week  are 
more  to  De  relied  upon  than  anything 
that  can  be  furnished  to  them  by  the 
Government.  I  say,  that  after  a  long 
experience,  I  believe  that  tiie  efforts  now 
made  to  help  the  transactions  of  persons 
in  the  cotton  trade  by  statistics  are 
efforts  of  no  value.  Probably,  however, 
if  we  take  a  wider  view  and  look  to  the 
desirableness  of  having  informationfrom 
year  to  year  of  the  progress  of  manufac- 
tures and  agriculture,  then  it  may  be 
important  to  have  those  statistics,  and 
there  is  certainly  no  intention  on  tiie 
part  of  the  Government  to  discontinue 
the  collection  of  agricultural  statis- 
tics after  the  present  year.  The  hon. 
Gentleman  was  not,  perhaps,  in  the 
House  when  Mr,  Caird  brought  forward 
this  question  some  years  ago.  The  Go- 
vemment  of  the  day  was  not  favourable 
to  his  Motion,  and,  as  I  recollect,  the 
Motion  for  agricultural  statistics  was 
carried  contrary  to  the  opposition  of  the 
Government.  I  beheve  that  the  hon. 
0«ntiemau  himself  is  not  more  intelli- 
gent on  the  question  of  ^frioulture,  or 
was  more  the  friend  of  agriculturists, 
than  Mr.  Gaird.  The  proposal  for  the 
collection  of  these  statistics  was,  there- 
fore, introduced  to  the  House  on  very 
high  authori^;  it  was  supported  by  a 
majority  of  Membere  sitting  on  both 
aides  of  the  House ;  it  was  enforced  upon 
the  Board  of  Trade  of  that  time,  and  the 
Board  of  Trade  since  then  had  endea- 
voured, through  many  difficulties,  to  ob- 
tain the  information  required.  I  am 
Mr.  Read 


surprised  at  one  phrase  that  has  been 
used  by  the  hon.  Gentleman.  He  said 
this  incessant  annual  application  to  the 
farmers  was  a  subject  of  irritation  and 
even  of  torment.  That  was  a  very  strong 
phrase  for  such  a  matter.  It  has  not 
D»en  found  a  subject  of  irritation  to 
farmers  in  Scotland.  They  are,  perhaps, 
as  intelligent  as  those  in  Enghuid,  and 
many  of  them  farm  as  extendvely.  In 
Ireland  tiie  statistics  have  been  collected 
for  many  years  with  much  greater  mi- 
nuteness than  eitiier  in  ^igland  or 
Scotland,  and  we  have  had  no  complaint 
from  the  farmers  of  Ireland  respecting 
any  difBcully  in  the  matter.  I  am  of 
opinion  that  as  the  farmers  of  England 
become  a  little  more  accustomed  to  giving 
the  facts  required  they  will  give  them 
with  less  unwillingness,  and  -that  from 
year  to  year  the  collection  will  be  more 
accurate,  and,  as  far  as  those  statistics 
can  be  useful  at  all,  they  will  be  more 
useful.  It  is  true  that  the  effect  of  the 
seasons  of  rain  at  a  proper  time,  or  sun- 
shine at  a  proper  time,  is  much  greater 
than  the  effectproduced  by  the  difference 
of  acreage.  But  that  fact  was  known  at 
the  time  when  Mr.  Caird  proposed  to 
collect  the  statistics  and  when  the  Board 
of  Trade  undertook  the  collection  of  them. 
It  does  not  follow,  however,  that  tiie 
question  of  acreage  is  not  important  be- 
cause it  is  not  BO  important  as  the  ques- 
tionoftheeeasons.  There  isa  imiversal 
belief,  not  only  in  this  countiy,  but  in 
almost  every  country  in  the  world,  that 
it  is  of  great  advant^e  that  all  the  faots 
connected  with  the  industry  and  pro- 
duction of  the  country  should,  as  far  as 
Siossible,  be  known ;  and  it  would  be 
oolish  for  us  to  shut  ourselves  out  from 
a  source  of  information  which,  though 
probably  of  no  great  advantage  in  guid- 
mg  the  market  traneaotions  of  fanners, 
must  be  of  great  importance  to  thought- 
ful men  who  look  from  year  to  year  at 
the  progress  of  the  country.  The  ques- 
tion, therefore,  of  discontinuii^  these 
Betums  has  not  been  mooted  by  the  Go- 
venunent,  and  I  hope,  with  tiie  assis- 
tance of  the  hon.  Gentleman's  friends, 
that  they  will  become  more  accurate  and 
more  valuable  from  year  to  year.  The 
hon.  Member  for  West  £ssex  (Sir  Henry 
Selwin-Ibbetson)  has  asked  a  Question 
about  the  Report  of  the  gentleman  sent 
down  to  investigate  the  cause  of  the 
Abergele  accident,  and  it  would  be  well 
if  the  hon.  Member  had  previoudy  stated 
what  he  would  ask  me  about,    'am  toam 
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portion  of  his  obaerratioiiB  seemed  to 
bear  upon  a  paragraph  m  the  Report, 
which  I  do  very  tnnch  regret  should  have 
appeared  in  that  Report  at  aH,  because, 
in  common  with  the  hon.  Member  for 
Swansea  (Mr.  DiUwjn)  I  think  it  is  a 
paragraph  that  is  not  just  to  the  railway 
to  which  it  refers,  and  not  just  to  any 
body  of  directors  managing  any  raUway 
in  the  kingdom.  The  paragraph  is  this — 
"  LnMly,  1  Irnr  Ihnt  it  i>  onl^  too  Irue  (hut  the 
rul«  pHnlad  aniJ  iMUed  b;  ni\wtj  eompnnin  to 
thrir  acrvinti,  nnd  vhtoh  are  gcnpnllf  \trj 
good,  nrr  mmleprinripallr  niih  (ha  objecC  of  being 
produced  vhen  nccidenii  hnppon  Trom  ihe  brench 
of  thgm,  nnJ  t.hsl  the  companiei  tjitemnticBtlf 
kilow  mnnj  of  Ihem  (o  be  broken  dnilf.  wUhout 
Inking  the  ■lighlnt  notieo  of  (be  <li>obedisiioe." 
Now,  it  is  impossible  for  any  person  to 
travel  in  the  kingdom  without  observing 
the  sobriety,  steadiness,  the  intelligence 
and  activity  of  the  servants  of  the  rail- 
way companies.  Therefore,  to  impute 
that  there  is  a  system  of  intentional 
neglect  on  their  part  is  a  charge  against 
them  and  the  r^way  oompames  which, 
I  think,  ought  not  to  have  been  made, 
and  which,  probably,  was  made  by  the 
gentleman  who  drew  up  the  Report  under 
leeHngs  of  great  excitoment  produced  by 
the  tenific  accident  he  was  sent  to  investi- 
gate. I  will  tell  the  hon.  Gentleman  the 
Member  for  West  Essex  what  the  Board 
of  Trade  has  done.  The  Report  contains 
a  paragraph  to  the  effect  that  if  the 
block  tel^raph  system  had  been  in  use 
and  strictly  carried  out  the  accident  could 
not  have  occurred.  According  to  the 
block  system  the  line  is  divided  into 
portions,  and  a  train  is  not  allowed  to 
enter  any  portion  imtil  by  the  telegraph 
it  is  known  that  the  preceding  train  has 
passed  out  of  it.  That  regulation  was 
found  exceedingly  useful,  and  the  Board 
of  Trade,  thiiudng  it  was  ono  which 
ought  to  be  universally  adopted,  has,  in 
oonsequence  of  the  accident,  sent  to  all 
Uie  railway  companies  in  the  kingdom  a 
circular  with  a  statement  of  several  ac- 
cidents which  clearly  might  have  been 
prevented  if  the  block  system  had  been 
established  on  the  lines  where  they  oc- 
curred. The  circular  was  intended,  not 
to  menace  railway  directors  with  any  in- 
tention on  the  part  of  the  Qovemment 
to  propose  l^slation,  but  for  the  pur- 
pose of  bringing  the  subject  under  tneir 
consideration,  in  the  belief  that  they 
were  anxious  that  their  lines  should  be 
worked  safely.  When  the  answers  to 
the  circular  come  in,  I  hope  the  result 
will  be  to  put  a  stop  to  some  of  the  risks 


to  which  passengers  are  now  subject.  I 
think  it  is  wise  not  to  entertain  exagge- 
rated views  in  consequence  of  the  acci- 
dent referred  to,  and  I  also  think  that 
people  are  not  just  to  railway  directors 
and  servants,  who  I  feel  every  day  I 
travel  are  entitled  to  more  cr^t  than 
they  receive  for  their  care  and  atten- 

Hotion,  by  leave,  withdrawn. 
Committee  deferred  till  Monday  next. 

METROPOLITAN  POOR  ACT  (1867) 

AMENDMENT  BILI.-[Biu.es.] 

{Mr.  Ooiiitm,  Mr.  Arthnr  Peel,  Mr.  AjpUn) 

SECOND  BEADINO. 

Order  for  Second  Reading  read. 

Mr.  OOSCHEN,  in  moving  that  the 
Bill  be  now  read  a  second  time,  said,  it 

ight  appear  that  he  ought  to  apologize 
for  troubling  the  House  at  this  period 
of  the  Session  with  a  Bill  relating  to 
metropolitan  pauperism,  but  he  thought 
the  House  would  not  consider  metropo- 
litan pauperism  to  he  a  matter  of  mere 
local  interest,  for  its  dimensions  were  so 
great  and  its  character  such  as  to  make 
it  a  subject  which  ought  to  occupy  the 
most  serious  attention  of  Parliament. 
Every  day  showed  that  in  London  they 
had  not  to  deal  with  the  same  kiud  of 
pauperism  as  was  to  be  found  elsewhere. 
To  a  great  extent  it  was  not  what  he 
might  call  indigenous,  but  was  attracted 
from  various  parts  of  the  countrr  to 
the  metropolis,  where  it  remained  as 
a  burden  on  the  rate-payers.  Eveiy 
investigation  into  the  character  of  the 
inmates  of  the  workhouses  and  of  the 
out-door  poor  in  London  proved  that 
a  vast  proportion  of  them  md  not  pro- 
perly belong  to  the  pauper  classes,  out 
might  be  said  to  be  composed  of  the 
wrecks  of  society.  People  of  all  stations 
who  were  broken  down  congregated 
into  London,  and  among  the  inmates  of 
the  London  workhouses  there  would  bo 
found,  not  only  the  poor  out  of  employ, 
but  a  special  class,  which  it  was  most 
difficult  to  deal  with.  It  had  already 
been  stated  in  the  course  of  the  Session 
that  the  increase  of  paupers  in  the  me- 
tropolis had  been  beyond  all  comparison 
greater  than  anywhere  else.  During  the 
fast  three  years  there  had  been  an  in- 
le  of  46  per  cent  in  the  number  of 
paupers  in  me  metropolis,  and  an  in- 
crease  also  of  45  per  cent  in  the  expen- 
diture. The  paupers  had  increased  from 
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100,000  to  140,000  OT  180,000,  and  the 
ezpenditare  had  IncreaGed  in  tlie  aams 
ratio.  In  1865  the  public  conscience  was 
awakened  hj  the  statementB  made  as  to 
the  crowded  state  of  the  metropohtan 
workhouses ;  but  there  were  now  in  the 
workliouBes  which  were  then  said  t»  be 
overcrowded  as  many  as  between  4,000 
and  5,000  additional  inmates.  The  rate- 
payers had  not  only  to  bear  the  expense 
arising  &om  the  great  increase  of  pau- 
perism, but  had,  unfortunately  at  the 
same  time,  been  called  on  to  re-construct 
the  workhouses  to  a  certain  extent.  The 
House  would  remember  the  circumstances 
under  which  the  Bill  brought  in  by  the 
right  hon.  Member  for  Oxford  Univer- 
sity (Mr.  Gathome  Hardy)  was  pa^ed. 
For  some  time  previously  attention  had 
been  called  to  the  defective  state  of  the 
workhouses  in  London,  and  it  was  thought 
necessa^  that  great  changes  should  be 
made.  In  1864  a  Oonunittee,  which  had 
sat  from  1861,  pointed  out  the  necessity 
of  separating  various  classes  of  paupers 
tnva  the  general  body,  and  in  1867  the 
Bill  of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the 
Member  for  Oxford  University  met  with 
the  consent  of  both  sides  of  Uie  House, 
and  received  considerable  sanction  &om 
public  opinion.  Two  years  had  elapsed, 
and  bills  were  b^^inning  to  run  up  in 
consequence  of  the  re-conatniction  of  the 
workhouses,  which  was  commenced  at 
the  time  he  had  mentioned.  He  would 
frankly  admit  that  the  opinion  of  the 
public  seemed  to  have  somewhat  changed 
now  that  they  were  called  on  to  pay  the 
account,  but  the  matter  must  be  looked 
fiiirly  in  the  face ;  and  they  must  ask 
themselves  whether  or  not  it  was  neces- 
sary that  the  re-construction  of  the  work- 
houses should  have  been  entered  on.  K 
it  were  necessary,  it  must  be  completed, 
and  if  it  were  not  necessary,  the  works 
must  be  stopped.  The  Bill  of  the  right 
hon.  G^entlemaIl  proceeded  on  the  basis 
of  recognizing  the  necesaity  for  further 
aocommodation,  while  at  the  same  time 
the  opportunity  was  to  be  utilized  for 
the  purpose  of  securing  a  fiirther  clas- 
sification of  paupers.  The  treatment 
of  the  sick  was  not  deemed  to  be  satis- 
fectoiy,  and  it  was  thought  that  the 
best  way  to  provide  additional  accom- 
modation waa  to  take  the  sick  from  the 
workhouses  and  place  them  in  infirm- 
aries. That  was  the  leading  principle 
of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman's  Bill. 
There  was  to  be  a  separation  of  all  the 
classes.  Provision  was  to  be  made  for 
Mr.  Ootehen 


fever  patients,  and  children  were  to  be 
put,  as  {&x  ae  possible,  into  district 
schools.  To  secure  separatioa  of  classes 
power  was  given  to  amalgamate  parishes 
or  unions  into  districts ;  and  to  take  the 
sick  from  the  various  workhouses  in 
such  a  district  and  put  them  in  one 
infirmary.  But  there  were  other  pro- 
visions in  the  Bill  of  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman. It  contained  provisions  as  to 
dispensaries ;  provided  for  frirther  uni- 
formity in  mant^^em^t  by  repealing  cer- 
tain local  Acts,  placing  the  relief  of  the 
poor  where  there  were  local  Acts  on  the 
same  footing  as  it  was  elsewhere ;  and 
it  also  gave  power  to  the  Poor  Law 
Board  to  combine  parishes  into  unions, 
though  under  local  Acts,  without  the  con- 
sent of  the  guardians.  The  Bill  now  be- 
fore the  House  was  to  amend  and  enlarve 
that  Act  in  certain  particulars.  It  would 
certainly  be  interesting  to  the  metropo- 
lis to  learn  briefly  what  had  been  done 
under  the  Act  of  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man. That  Act  proce^ed  on  a  double 
basis — that  it  gave  power  to  amalga- 
mate unions  or  parishes  for  certain  pur- 
poses, and  it  also  gave  power  to  amal- 
gamate parishes,  out  not  unions,  for 
aU  purposes.  As  to  that  second  point 
little  had  been  done— only  the  pansh  ot 
St.  Martin's  had  been  added  to  the 
Strand  Union,  and  St.  Anne's,  Soho, 
to  St.  James's,  Westminster.  Further 
progress  had  not  been  made,  owing  to 
the  opposition  of  the  guardians  to  all 
amalgamation,  whether  for  all  or  for 
partial  purposes.  He  stated,  as  a  fact, 
without  wishing  to  comment  on  it, 
that  the  course  of  legislation  had  been 
in  favour  of  amalgamation  since  1834 ; 
Oommittees  had  also  been  in  its  favoni ; 
but  little  as  yet  had  been  done  in  the 
way  of  amalgamation,  because  tlie  local 
auuiorities  had  uniformly  resisted  it.  It 
waa  only  by  amal^unation  that  they 
could  secure  the  classification  of  paupers. 
If  any  importance  waa  attached  to  the 
separation  of  the  various  classes  from 
each  other — that  the  sick  ediould  be 
taken  from  the  able-bodied,  and  that 
these  should  be  separated  from  the  in- 
firm, so  that  they  might  deal  properly 
with  each  class — if  that  was  desirable — 
and  he  thought  it  most  desirable — it 
could  only  be  done  by  the  enlargement 
of  areas ;  it  was  towards  the  enlargement 
of  areas  that  the  legislation  of  late  yean 
had  inclined,  and  he  should  be  exceed- 
ingly sonr  if  that  policy  should  be  ar- 
rested.   As  regarded  amalgamation  for 
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pitial  purposes,  greater  progress  had 
been  made.  The  vhole  metropolis  had 
been  put  into  one  district  for  the  pur- 
pose 01  dealing  with  imbeciles  and  luna- 
tics. It  was  considered  by  the  House 
that  this  class  efaould  be  withdrawn  from 
workhouses  altogether ;  the  Hetropohtan 
Asylums  Board  was  constituted  to  deal 
with  them ;  two  aaylumB  were  ordered 
to  be  built,  and  were  now  in  course  of 
construction  at  Leavesden  and  Caterham. 
The  right  hon.  Gentleman  had  stated 
that  2,000  lunatics  had  to  beproridedfor; 
and  the  two  asylums  would  contain  accom- 
modation for  3,000.  It  mightbe  asked  why 
go  to  this  extrav^ance  of  providing  for 
3,000  when  there  were  only  2,000  imbe- 
dJes  to  bo  accommodated?  But  there 
were  actually  3, 000  imbeciles  in  the  work- 
houses, and  it  was  felt  they  ought  not 
to  be  left  among  the  other  inmates, 
which  they  must  be  where  there  was 
over-crowding  in  insufficient  space.  It 
was  necessary  that  asylums  should  be 
built  to  contain  8,000  lunatics  instead  of 
2,000,  according  t«  the  statistics  subse- 
quently collected.  There  was  an  in- 
crease in  the  number  of  lunatics  through- 
ont  the  whole  country,  he  belieTed,  at 
the  present  time ;  but,  however  tiiat 
might  be,  the  accommodation  to  be  pro- 
vided was  not  more  than  was  positively 
required.  That  accounted  for  one  excess 
on  the  estimates  of  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman for  which  he  could  not  be  held 
responsible.  Then  as  regarded  the  cost 
— tne  estimate  for  2,000  lunatics,  at 
the  rate  of  £50  per  head,  was  £100,000; 
and  with  the  actual  increase  in  num- 
bers it  would  be  £150,000.  But  he 
was  sorry  to  say  the  actual  cost  would 
be  £280,000  instead  of  £150,000.  It 
might  be  asked  whence  this  excess?  He 
spoke  quite  impartially — he  thought  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  had  omitted  the 
sites,  which  formed  a  serious  item ;  be- 
cause they  had  not  only  the  market  price 
to  pay,  but  when  they  came  to  purchase 
the  site  of  a  hospitad  the  market  price 
was  always  considerably  increased.  Then, 
again,  he  was  not  sure  that  the  right 
hon.  Qentleman  had  considered  the  for- 
piture.  Several  other  items  had  also 
nin  up  the  estimates,  and  the  actual 
coat  per  head  would  be  £73  instead  of 
£.')0.  ["Hear, hear!"]  His  hon.  Friend 
said  "Hear,  hear,"  but  any  man  who 
built  a  house  now  would  certainly  find 
the  cost  of  building  very  much  increased 
beyond  what  it  would  have  been  five  or 
MX  years  ago.    The  right  hon.  Gentle- 
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man  had  stated  at  the  time  that  the  cal- 
culations he  gave  wero  rough  estimates, 
and  probably  he  had  taken  as  his  baui 
the  cost  of  other  workhouses  built  five  or 
ten  years  ago.  If,  then,  the  present  es- 
timates wero  too  high,  who  was  respon- 
sible? The  position  was  this — the  Me- 
tropolitan Asylum  Board  oonetnicted 
these  buildings  under  a  certain  control 
of  the  Poor  I^w  Board.  The  Metropo- 
litan Asylum  Board  consisted  of  sixty- 
five  members,  forty-five  of  whom  were 
elected  by  the  rate-payers,  and,  aa  they 
assured  the  Poor  Law  Board,  tiiey  had 
done  their  very  best  to  keep  down  th« 
expenditure.  They  denied  that  thero 
was  any  extravagance  in  their  estimates. 
With  regard  next  to  the  fever  and  small- 
pox hospitals  thero  was  also  an  increase 
on  the  estimate  submitted  to  the  House 
three  years  ago.  The  ease  in  regard 
to  the  fever  hospitals  was  this — tiiera 
were  three  originally  planned  and  pro- 
jected— one  at  Stockwell,  one  at  Homer- 
ton,  and  one  at  Hampstead.  For  these 
three  fever  hospitals  and  two  small-pox 
hospitals  the  right  hon.  Qentleman  cal- 
culated thero  would  be  1,000  cases,  and 
that  the  cost  would  be  £70  a  bed.  But  a 
fever  hospital  could  not  be  constructed 
like  an  ordinary  workhouse  hospital. 
The  rate-payers  of  the  metropolis  took 
great  interest  in  the  matter,  and  no  one 
could  have  any  desiro  either  to  exa^e- 
rate  or  under-rate  the  cost  of  uese 
buildings.  Was  it  necessary  that  the 
metropolis,  with  3,000,000  of  inhabi- 
tants, should  have  fever  hospitals  at  all  f 
He  tiionght  it  was — that  tiey  were  aa 
necessary  a  part  of  our  pauper  system 
as  any  other ;  and  it  would  be  evidently 
economical  in  the  long  run  that  they 
ehould  be  able  immediately  to  isolate  aU 
fever  cases  and  treat  them  by  them- 
selves. That  was  the  feeling  of  the 
House  in  1867.  As  r^;arded  fever  hos- 
pitals, the  position  was  that  diero  were 
to  have  been  three,  but  on  re-considera- 
tion between  the  Metropolitan  Asylnma 
Board  and  the  Poor  Law  Board,  one  had 
been  dropped,  at  all  events,  for  the  pre- 
sent, and  it  was  now  thought  that  two, 
placed  at  the  extreme  en<^  of  the  me- 
tropolis, would  be  BufGcient — one  would 
be  at  Homerton,  the  other  at  Stockwell. 
If  the  third  should  be  ultimately  built, 
the  experience  gained  in  the  others 
might  be  ntilized  in  the  third.  Three 
sites  had  been  purchased ;  atHampstoad 
the  site  would  not  be  used  at  present. 
Each  site  cost  £15,000;  so  that    they 
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etarted  with  £46,000  for  sites.  For 
fever  boBpitale  it  wae  necoBsaiy  to  liavs 
plenty  of  room.  It  was  necessary  to 
build  them  in  blocks,  and  to  have  sepa- 
rate administrative  arrangements  for  the 
various  classes  of  fever  and  small-pox 
cases,  so  that  there  might  be  as  little 
risk  of  infection  aa  possible.  Altogether 
the  arrangements  for  these  fever  hos- 
pitals were  different  from  those  of  ordi- 
nary hospitals.  He  had  taken  great 
pains  to  cut  down  these  estimates,  and 
certain  changes  had  been  agreed  to  in 
deference  to  bis  desire  for  economy ;  but 
the  medical  gentlemen  represented  that 
they  were  responsible  for  the  sanitary 
arrangements,  and  that  there  were  cer- 
tain sanitaiy  rules  which  must  not  be 
in&inged.  If  the  three  fever  hospitals 
had  been  built  the  amount  would  have 
reached  £210,000.  He  could  not  ac- 
curately state  what  the  amount  would  be 
now  that  one  hospital  had  been  dropped. 
He  had  inquired  what  was  the  cost  of 
the  Government  hospitals  at  Netley  and 
Haslar,  and  the  answer  was  that  they 
had  coat  irom  £300  to  £325  per  bed,  in- 
cluding all  the  Aimiture,  fittings,  bed- 
ding, and  other  necessaries.  The  cost 
of  these  hospitals  had  been  enormous, 
but  the  cost  of  the  fever  hospitals  would 
not  reach  £150  a  bed.  Provision  had, 
moreover,  been  made  in  that  estimate 
for  additional  space  on  the  site  for  tem- 
porary structures  in  case  of  any  emer- 
gency. The  estimate  of  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  was  for  £70,000;  but  the 
actual  expenditure  would  have  amounted 
to  £210,000.  The  next  item  in  the  list 
was  for  schools.  The  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman's estimate  made  provision  for 
1,000  children  in  new  schools  at  a  coat 
of  £40  per  head,  making  £40,000,  and 
the  enlargement  of  existing  schools  was 
estimated  at  £30,000  more,  making 
a  total  of  £70,000.  When  he  (Mr. 
GoBchen)  came  into  Office  he  found  that 
there  were  to  be  four  new  district  schools 
— at  Kensington,  Faddington,  Finsbury, 
and  one  other  place  which  he  did  not 
remember.  Each  of  these  schools  was 
to  hold  betireen  500  and  600  children, 
and  although  the  actual  cost  of  the 
buildings  was  to  be  £30,000,  yet,  in- 
cluding the  site,  furniture,  and  fittings — 
which  latter  items  led  to  the  discrepancy 
in  the  estimates  —  each  would  cost  a 
little  more  than  £50,000,  making  a  total 
of  £210,000  to  be  spent  on  the  schools, 
instead  of  £70,000,  the  estimate  of  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman.  He  did  not  carp 
Mr.  Ootchm 


at  the  right  hon.  0«ntlraaan's  esti- 
mates, but  merely  put  the  f^ots  before 
the  House.  They,  therefore,  started  ■ 
with  a  cost  for  lunatic  asyluma  of 
£280,000,  fever  hospitals,  £210,000,  and 
£210,000  for  the  schools,  making  a 
total  of  £700,000  for  these  three  cltuees 
of  paupers.  But  the  catalogue  was  not 
yet  exhausted.  There  were  aiBo  to  be  in- 
firmaries for  the  sick.  Six  districts  had 
been  formed,  and,  speaMug  roundly,  each 
of  the  district  inmrmariea  would  have 
accommodation  for  500  sick,  at  a  cost 
of  between  £40,000  and  £50,000  each. 
There  would  thus  be  an  item  of  £300, 000 
for  separate  infirmaries.  The  proposed 
enlargements  of  existing  workhouses,  and 
the  cost  of  new  workhouses  amounted  to 
£400,000,  so  that  the  total  and,  he  must 
admit,  frightful  outlay,  which  stared  the 
rate-payers  in  the  face  amounted  to  no 
less  thfui  £1,400,000,  and  this  at  a  time 
when  there  was  a  great  increase  of  ex- 
penditure in  consequence  of  the  increase 
of  paupers  in  the  metropolis.  If  he  con- 
trasted this  proposed  outlay  with  that  of 
previous  years,  it  would  be  found  that 
while  the  total  amount  expended  since 
1834,  when  the  Poor  Law  Commission 
was  issued,  had  been  £1,500,000,  plans 
had  been  formed  during  the  last  three 
years  for  an  expenditure  of  £1,400,000, 
being  nearly  as  much  as  in  the  whole 
thirty  years  before.  It  was  only  fair  to 
remember,  however,  that  there  were 
arrears  to  be  made  up  for  many  years, 
during  which  the  lo^  authorities  had 
allowed  things  to  go  on  in  a  way  which 
public  opinion  did  not  sanction  when  its 
existence  was  ascertained,  and  that  a 
good  deal  of  re-construction  was  neces- 
sary. The  figures  in  question  had 
startled  him  as  well  as  the  House,  and  he 
had  carefully  examined  the  extent  of  the 
present  accommodation.  He  would  first 
examine  the  arguments  in  favour  of  these 
separate  infirmaries.  They  only  made 
about  one-fourth  of  the  proposed  addi- 
tional expense,  yet  they  gave  rise  to  more 
opposition  than  any  other  part  of  the  ex- 
penditure. They  were  opposed  on  dif- 
ferent grounds.  It  was  said  by  some 
that  the  sick  ought  to  be  treated  at  their 
own  homes;  by  others,  that  it  was  wron^ 
to  bring  a  large  number  of  the  sick  poor 
tt^ether,  because  the  result  would  only 
be  to  breed  disease.  The  guardians  <^ 
many  parishes  objected  to  separate  in- 
firmanea,  where  the  poor  would  be  with- 
drawn &om  their  control,  while  the  rate- 
payers, on  their  part,  objected  to  the  in- 
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creased  expense.  No  doubt,  It  would  be 
very  desirable  that  the  poor  should  be 
treated  in  their  own  homes,  if  it  were 
possible ;  but  he  had  already  remarked 
how  great  was  the  difference  between  the 
metropolitan  poor  and  those  of  countiy 
districts.  A  vast  number  of  the  London 
poor  had  no  homes  at  all,  and  to  attempt 
to  treat  disease  in  such  homes  as  large 
numbers  had  would  be  a  perfect  mockery ; 
they  all  knew  the  state  of  overcrowding 
in  many  metropolitan  districts,  and  the 
health  of  the  poor  generally  would  be 
oompromised  if  that  were  attempted,  ex- 
cept in  a  few  cases.  Hnny  of  the  diseases 
of  the  metropolitan  poor  were,  indeed, 
peculiarly  unsuited  to  treatment  at  home. 
But  it  was  said  that  a  dispensary  system 
existed  in  Ireland,  and  why  not  intro- 
duce it  in  London.  In  Ireland,  how- 
ever,  the  number  of  in-door  sick  bore  ax 
enormous  proportion  to  the  oat.4oor  pau- 
pers. There  were  only  18,000  out-door 
paupters  in  Ireland,  and  of  the  number 
of  in-door  paupers  not  less  than  18,000 
were  sick.  The  difficult?  in  London  had 
turned  upon  the  question  whether  the 
sick  should  be  attended  to  at  the  medical 
officer's  surgery  or  iu  a  dispensary.  A 
great  many  medical  officers  said  it  was 
more  convenient  that  the  sick  should  at- 
tend at  their  surgery,  and,  as  the  guar- 
dians of  many  unions  agreed  with  them, 
there  was  great  resistance,  except  in  four 
or  five  cases,  on  the  part  of  the  guardians 
to  the  establishment  of  dispensaries, 
portly  on  the  ground  of  expense  and 
partly  because  of  the  difficulty  of  finding 
a  suitable  site.  The  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man's Bill  required  that  a  diepensaiy 
committee  should  be  formed,  it  being 
thought  better  that  the  guardians  should 
elect  a  committee  to  attend  to  the  die- 
pensaiy. Guardians  opposed  every  ar- 
rangement under  which  they  were  likely 
to  lose  any  portion  of  their  authori^, 
and  accordingly  they  opposed  the  estob- 
Hehment  of  diepeueary  committees.  It 
was  useless  to  attempt  to  force  guardians 
to  establish  dispensary  committees  if 
they  were  determined  not  to  do  so,  for 
the  only  power  which  the  Poor  Law 
Board  possessed  was  that  of  proceeding 
by  mandamm.  If,  therefore,  these  dis- 
pensaries were  to  be  established  at  all, 
it  must  be  by  interesting  the  guardians 
in  them ;  and  the  Bill  accordingly  pro- 
posed to  make  the  payment  of  the  medi- 
cal officers'  salaries  from  the  common 
fund  dependent  on  the  establishment  of 


these  dispensaries.  Nothing  could  be 
worse  than  attempting  to  exercise  powers 
which  were  ostensibly  conferred,  but 
which  lacked  the  machinery  requisite  to 
carry  them  out ;  it  was  far  better,  if 
possible,  to  bring  about  co-operation  be- 
tween the  guaroianB  and  the  Poor  Law 
Board ;  and  in  the  case  of  schools  this 
had  been  happily  accomplished  by  means 
of  a  process  similar  to  that  which  the 
Bill  now  recommended,  8,000  children 
being  now  in  separate  schools,  and  only 
2,000  in  the  workhouse  schook,  a  result 
due  to  the  fact  that  the  expenses  of  chil- 
dren in  district  schools  were  paid  out  of 
the  common  poor  fund  of  the  whole 
metropolis,  and  not  out  of  the  fund  of 
the  particular  locality.  As  regarded 
hospitals,  there  were  some  authorities 
who  maintained  that  to  crowd  large 
numbers  of  persons  sufiering  &om  the 
same  diseases  into  hospitals  was  ex- 
ceeding injurious.  Paupers,  however, 
were  imlike  hospital  patients  generally, 
seeing  that  the  majority  of  those  suffer- 
ing were  old  and  infinn,  and  had  not 
among  them  an  equal  proportion  of  con- 
tagious and  acute  diseases.  Objections 
were  made  on  the  score  of  distance, 
which  he  thought  were  very  often  pushed 
to  extremes.  Bearing  in  mind,  that 
among  the  30,000  persons  in  the  work- 
houses there  were  12,000  sick,  it  was  im- 
possible to  provide  in  London  hospital 
accommodation  sufficient  for  that  niun- 
ber  in  the  vicinity  of  the  exact  localities 
from  which  they  came.  Guardians  fan- 
cied that  if  paupers  were  sent  to  any 
distoncfl  for  treatment  control  over  them 
was  lost,  and  they  looked  upon  it  as  a 
hardship  if  a  pauper  were  removed  even 
three  or  four  miles — say  the  distance  of 
the  City  from  St.  Geoi^o's,  Hanover 
Square.  Of  course,  if  large  buildings 
were  sought  to  be  established  in  localities 
already  crowded  the  cost  must  be  pro- 
portionate, and  he  might  mention  that 
in  the  Holbom  Union  it  had  been  ac- 
tually proposed  to  buy  a  piece  of  land 
for  £25,000  rather  than  fall  in  with  a 
scheme  under  which,  at  much  less  cost, 
the  buildings  might  have  been  erected 
at  a  distance  of  .four  or  five  mOee.  No 
doubt  the  expenditure  upon  infirmaries 
was  a  matter  upon  which  the  rate-payers 
would  have  a  great  deal  to  say.  And 
he  confessed  that  when  the  total  ex- 
penditure of  £1,400,000  was  brought 
before  bim  ho  was  startled,  for  previously 
figures  had  been  token,  not  in  the 
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aggr^Bte  but  dealing  with  each  case 
upon  its  owa  merite.  It  must  be  le- 
membered,  however,  that  London  con- 
tained a  population  of  3,000,000,  and 
that  the  annual  rateable  value  of  its  pro- 
perty waa  £17,000,000,  bo  that  if  the 
£1,400,000  required  were  raised  in  the 
way  of  an  annuity,  the  burden  would 
not  be  intolerable.  But  was  this  expen- 
diture really  necessary  ?  Desiring  to 
teat  the  manner  in  which  the  estimates 
had  been  prepared,  and  to  ascertain  the 
actual  amount  of  existing  workhouse  ac- 
commoilation  as  compued  with  the  re- 
quirements, he  caiised  a  circular  to  be 
issued  to  the  master  of  each  workhouse 
requiring  a  Betum  as  to  the  numbers 
on  a  pven  night.  They  were  directed 
to  fill  it  up  with  information  under  the 
various  heads.  These  made  inquiry  as 
to  the  number  of  beds  in  the  workhouse, 
the  total  cubic  apace  in  each  ward,  the 
number  of  inmat«B  on  the  particular 
night,  and  the  different  classes  to  which 
they  belonged — how  many  sick,  how 
many  aged  and  infirm,  and  how  many 
able-bodied.  To  the  first  inquiry  it  was 
answered,  that,  without  reference  to  chil- 
dren who  were  in  separate  schools,  the 
total  number  of  beds  was  27,840,  while 
of  persons  sleeping  in  them  there 
28,640.  166  persons  slept  on  tbe  floor. 
Beds  also  were  made  up  in  the  oakum- 
rooms,  dining-rooms,  and  other  places, 
including  twenlj-five  beds  in  corridors 
and  twenty  in  a  passage.  The  result, 
therefore,  showed  that  on  the  night  in 
question  there  was  not  a  single  spare 
bed  in  the  workhouses  of  the  metropolia, 
and,  further,  that  the  workhouses  con- 
tained more  inmates  than  they  could  pro- 
perly hold.  As  to  cubic  apace  the  House 
would  remember  that  some  few  years 
ago  this  subject  was  investigated  by  the 
Cubic  Space  Committee,  and  a  certain 
minimum  was  laid  down  as  essential. 
Tested  by  the  standard,  it  was  found 
that,  for  the  total  number  of  inmates, 
there  was  a  deficiency  of  cubic  space 
amounting  to  2,200,000  cubic  feet  — 
equal  to  the  space  that  would  be  re- 

Suired  for  4,500  inmates.  That  num' 
er  of  persons  accordingly  waa  in  excess 
of  the  proper  number  of  inmates,  and 
this  was  not  extraordinary,  considering 
that  in  the  last  two  or  three  jears  the 
number  of  in-door  paupers  had  increased 
to  about  that  extent.  These  facta  showed 
that  the  time  had  fully  come  for  taking 
decided  steps  to  increase  the  existing 
Jfr.  Gotehtn 


ckhouse  aooommodation.  He  iras  not 
favour  of  providing  for  future  re- 
quirements, because  he  did  not  believe 
Uie  recent  increase  in  pauperism  would 
continue  progressing.  He  did  not  like  to 
believe  that  it  could  not  be  reduced,  and 
when  emergencies  arose  they  might  be 
met  by  erecting  temporary  buildings  or  by 
hiring  others.  It  was  clear,  however,  that 
under  existing  arrangements  the  over- 
crowding in  workhouses  was  enormous, 
and  the  result  was  that  it  vaa  impossible 
that  any  classification  of  the  paupers 
could  be  maintained.  If  there  were  a 
few  beds  to  spare  in  an  able-bodied 
ward,  children  had  to  be  put  into  them, 
and  even  the  sick  and  infirm  had  to  be 
provided  for  in  a  jimilar  manner.  This 
was  a  very  great  evil,  for  one  most  im- 
portant method  of  keeping  down  pau- 
perism was  to  maintain  an  ^cient  class- 
ification of  the  paupere.  The  right 
hon.  Gentleman  opposite  (Mr.  Gathome 
Hardy)  had  endeavoured  to  extend  class- 
ification in  the  workhouses,  and  he  felt 
assured  that  the  House  would  be  pre- 
pared to  support  further  efibrts  in  that 
direction.  To  show  what  was  the  pre- 
sent state  of  the  classification  in  London, 
he  would  just  quote  a  couple  of  instances 
from  Betums  furnished  b;  the  mastora 
of  the  workhouses,  not  made  with  any 
view  to  sensational  effect,  but  merely 
recording  actual  facts.  In  one  ward  in 
the  Bermondse;  Union,  on  tbe  occasion 
of  the  Betum  he  referred  to,  there  were 
six  imbeciles,  two  able-bodied  adults, 
four  children  between  the  ages  of  seven 
and  fifteen,  and  twelve  under  seven  years 
of  age.  Here,  therefore,  were  chiMren, 
imbeciles,  adults,  and  sick,  all  sleeping 
in  the  same  room.  This  was  a  state  <3 
things  which  he  ventured  to  think  waa 
intolerable.  In  anotherward  there  were 
two  healthy  adults,  five  boys  under 
fifteen,  and  two  imbeciles.  A  great 
deal  had  been  said  about  the  oontamina* 
tion  of  workhouses,  and  there  waa  much 
truth  in  what  bad  been  said,  but  how 
could  they  expect  abetter  state  of  things 
when  the  classification  could  not  be  kept 
up  7  In  another,  which  waa  an  infirmary 
ward,  there  waa  one  fever,  one  lying-in 
patient,  one  imbecile,  and  fourteen  or- 
dinary sick.  It  was  evident  &om  the  facts 
to  which  he  had.  adverted  that  it  waa  im- 
possible for  the  matter  to  be  left  by  the 
House  where  it  stood  at  present,  and 
that  the  efforts  made  by  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  opposite  must  be  oontiaued 
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IB  order  to  Moure  that  daasificatioii  vhich 
WS8  DBoeBsaiy  both  for  health  and  on  ac- 
count of  other  equally  important  con- 
aideratione.    It  wa«  by  means  of  amal- 

riation  alone  that  such  results  could 
obtained,  and  by  the  same  meanfi 
eoonoEciy  of  expenditure  and  Biinplicily 
of  admuiistrstioii  would  be  seoured.  Bj 
uniting  three  or  four  workhouses  to- 
gether their  various  inmatea  might  be 
uassi£ed,  and  each  class  provided  for  in 
one  of  the  houses,  instead  of  separate 
buildings  being  erected  for  the  accom- 
modation of  certain  classes  whom  it  was 
not  desirable  to  allow  to  communicate 
with  the  other  classes.  He  admitted 
that  some  opposition  to  an  amalgama- 
tion scheme  might  be  expected  &om  the 
local  authorities,  who  were  adverse  to 
such  a  plan,  and  the  arrangements  would 
therefore  be  difficult  to  effect  unless  he 
was  supported  by  that  House ;  but  he 
thought  that  the  general  advantage  to 
the  public  at  laige  would  be  so  great  that 
the  House  would  be  inclined  to  disregard 
such  opposition.  It  was  agreed  by  most 
persons  that  the  sick  ought  to  be  ^ated 
separately,  and  also  that  children  ought 
to  be  treated  separately.  It  might  be 
desirable  also  to  treat  separately  a  certain 
class  of  the  able-bodied,  so  ih.a.t  they 
might  be  brouKht  under  a  different  dis- 
cipline. The  differences  in  the  sizes  of 
the  unions  in  London,  in  their  rateable 
value  in  the  amount  of  pauperism,  and 
in  every  respect,  struck  uie  eye  at  once. 
Great  progress  might  be  made  in  the  di- 
rection of  amalgamation  without  having 
any  unwieldly  union,  or  one  so  B;reat  as 
some  of  the  existing  unions.  The  local 
authorities  had  strongly  urged  that  a 
large  population  could  not  be  managed 
bv  one  Board  of  Guardians.  Xow,  hon. 
Members  who  represented  large  towns 
oould  give  them  an  answer  on  that  point, 
liie  pariah  of  Liverpool  was  far  larger 
than  any  single  union  in  the  metropolis. 
Birmingham  and  Hanohester  dealt  with 
their  poor  in  large  masses.  By  carrying 
out  this  system  of  amalgamation,  and 
uniting  fbr  all  purposes  the  various 
parishes  uow  in  the  sick  a^lum  districts, 
at  least  eighteen  Boards  of  various  kinds 
might  be  abolished.  This  would  effect 
a  great  reduction  in  the  cost  of  adminis- 
tration. Moreover,  they  would  therebyget 
rid  of  many  sick  asylum  Boards,  and  of 
some  school  district  and  other  interme- 
diate Boards.  He  amid  enumerate  many 
other  advantages  that  would  arise  from 


the  proposed  amalgamation ;  but  he  bad 
better  mention  at  once  the  advantage  on 
the  score  of  economy.  As  regarded  two 
of  the  eick  asylum  districts,  it  would  be 
possible  by  classifying  the  paupers  in  the 
workhouses  to  get  rid  of  those  districts 
without  the  necessity  of  any  fresh  build- 
ing. In  those  two  districts,  therefore  a 
saving  of  £100,000  would  be  effected. 
In  two  other  dletricte  it  would  be  neces- 
sary not  to  raise  a  fi-esh  building,  but 
only  to  enlarge  existing  buildings ;  and 
that  enlargement  could  be  effected  at  a 
cost  of  £20,000  instead  of  £50,000  or 
£60,000,  the  sum  required  for  each  of 
tjie  new  buildings.  By  the  plau  there- 
fore that  he  proposed  he  believed  it  would 
be  possible  to  save  £200,000  upou  these 
infrmaries,  and  at  the  same  time  to 
secure  that  classification  which  was  so 
desirable.  One  of  the  fever  hospitals 
had  already  been  suspended,  and  thereby 
£50,000  more  posdmy  would  be  saved. 
On  the  question  of  schools  his  plan 
would  save  £100,000.  It  would  be 
recollected  that  £210,000  had  been 
asked  for  building  new  schools.  fUr. 
Gathorne  Haedt  :  How  many  chiloren 
are  there?]  There  were  600  children 
in  Kensington,  600  in  Paddington,  700 
in  St.  Pancras,  and  600  in  Fiuabury, 
making,  with  some  others,  about  3,000 
children.  These  district  schools,  taken  by 
themselves,  were  necessary  ;  but  looking 
at  them  as  a  whole  he  believed  they 
would  be  able  to  save  two  schools  out  of 
the  five  schools.  Two  or  three  of  these 
schools  were  at  present  full,  because  they 
were  accommodating  children  from  other 
unions  that  were  building  schools;  but 
when  these  were  built  there  would  be  a 
surplus  accommodation.  If  the  guar- 
dians, instead  of  opposing  this  plan  of 
amalgamation,  would  co-operate  with  the 
Poor  Law  Board,  he  felt  confident  that 
two  of  these  schools  might  be  saved. 
Such  a  saving  would  not  be  at  all  desir- 
able if  it  were  to  be  effected  by  keeping 
the  children  in  the  workhouses.  That 
must  not  be  done  ;  but  if  it  were  tbund 
that  by  a  re-arrangement  of  the  school 
districts  a  lai^  saving  of  money  might 
be  effected  for  the  metropolis,  he  did  not 
see  why  the  guardians  should  oppose  it 
for  the  sake  of  keeping  the  matter  in 
their  own  hands.  In  this  case,  aa  in 
others,  it  was  by  enla^ng  their  areas 
that  a  saving  could  be  effected.  His 
plan  saved  iSL  the  margins,  and  utilized 
to  the  utmost  all  existing  aocommoda- 
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tions.  Tliat  would  be  felt  in  various 
places,  and  the  Baving  in  tliat  respect  in 
ail  schoolfl  would  be  500,  thereby  savine 
school  buildings  for  that  number;  and 
as  to  future  contingencies  they  need  not 
much  trouble  themselres  because  he  be- 
lieved the  maximum  of  increase  had 
been  reached,  and  that  they  need  not  go 
beyond  providing  for  preseat  necessities. 
The  economy  made  possible  by  amalga- 
mation would  be  from  £400,000  to 
£450,000;  but  he  wished  at  the  some 
time  it  ^ould  be  clearly  understood 
that  he  would  not  incur  the  respon- 
sibility for  stopping  that  system  of 
separation  to  wluch  he  had  referred. 
Hiey  must  get  the  children  out  oi 
the  workhouses  as  cheaply  as  possible, 
and  try  to  make  use  of  every  inch  of 
ground.  In  some  cases  it  might  be  found 
desirable  to  have  two  schools  for  one  die- 
taict.  By  means  of  thisplan,  the  orpfai.  _ 
children  and  children  deserted  by  their 
parents  might  be  separated  &om  chil 
oren  who,  with  their  parents,  went  ii 
and  out  of  workhouses,  and  did  much  to 
destroy  the  useftUness  of  those  schools. 
Those  children  brought  in  with  them 
every  kind  of  disease,  and  all  sorts  of 
contaminating  influences.  It  was  mani- 
fest, therefore,  that  a  separation  of  them 
&om  orphan  children  and  children  de- 
serted by  their  parents  was  very  desir- 
able ;  and  the  iiirther  we  could  so  in  the 
direction  of  such  separations,  the  more 
we  should  get  over  ttie  difficulty  arising 
from  our  not  being  able  to  have  a  com- 
plete classification  of  paupers.  He  might 
observe,  too,  that  in  workhouses  in  which 
all  the  paupers  had  been  kept,  the  one 
set  of  officers  had  to  deal  with  aO  classes 
of  inmates — the  sick,  the  able-bodied, 
and  children.  EfBciency  and  economy 
would  necessarily  result  &om  having 
officers  specially  suited  to  the  class  of 
|«uper8  with  which  they  had  to  deal. 
Great  good  would  be  effected  if  they 
could  separate  in  the  workhouses  the 
able-bodied  young  women  irom  the 
others.  They  womd  be  able  to  have 
better  discipline,  and  the  arrangements 
of  the  workliouBes  in  that  respect  would 
be  more  satisfactory.  The  changes 
which  he  had  indicated  were,  no  doubt, 
in  the  direction  of  an  equalization  of  the 
charges  for  the  poor  of  the  metropolis, 
What  he  proposed  was  a  step  in  the 
direction  of  equalization,  but  it  was  not 
to  be  regarded  as  a  substitute  for  it. 
It  was  no  substitute  fbr  such  a  system. 
Mr.  Gonim 


We  could  not  have  complete  equalization 

till  we  had  some  check  which  would 
prevent  one  parish  fivm  spending  more 
than  another,  so  that  no  one  parish 
could  mate  too  great  a  pull  on  the  com- 
mon purse.  He  was  in  favour  of  aa 
equalization  of  poor  rates  in  the  metro- 
polis, as  far  as  that  equalization  could 
be  accompanied  by  such  a  control;  but 
he  was  sure  the  House  would  he  un- 
willing to  listen  to  a  proposal  for  equal- 
izing the  rate  without  an  arrangement 
which  would  secure  that  all  the  parishes 
should  deal  justly  by  the  common  fiind. 
How  did  he  propose  by  the  Bill  on  Ae 
table  to  accomplish  the  objects  which  he 
had  in  view?  The  Bill  of  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  opposite  QSi.  Gatfaome 
Hardy)  gave  power  to  the  Poor  I^aw 
Board  to  amalgamate  parishes  without 
the  consent  of  the  guardians ;  but  it  did 
not  give  the  Board  a  similar  power  in 
respect  of  unions.  The  unions  in  the 
metropolis  were  generally  lai^,  and 
there  were  not  maay  of  them  which 
could  be  amalgamated,  but  there  were 
some.  In  this  matter  there  was  rather 
delicate  ground  for  him  to  touch  upon, 
but  he  felt  it  his  duty  to  do  so.  In  the 
City  of  London  there  were  three  unions 
—the  City  of  London  proper,  with  rate- 
able property  valued  at  £1,600,000,  and 
the  West  London  and  the  East  London, 
each  of  which  had  rateable  property 
valued  at  £200,000.  In  the  first  named 
of  these  unions  the  rate  was  only  Id.  in 
tbe  £  1 ;  in  each  of  the  two  others  it  was 
3f .  At  present  the  East  and  West  London 
Unions,  with  the  consent  of  the  guar- 
dians, might  be  amalgamated  wi£  the 
City  of  London  proper ;  and  a  few  weeks 
since  the  Poor  Law  Board  had  asked  ths 
guardians  of  the  two  latter  unions  whe- 
ther they  would  consent  to  their  own 
dissolution  in  order  that  they  might  be 
united  to  that  rich  union,  whereby  these 
rates  would  be  reduced  from  it.  to  about 
1«.  ?  He  had  not  received  an  answer 
to  that  question ;  but  &om  the  proceed- 
ings of  tbe  West  London  Union  he  per- 
ceived that  the  guardians  were  much 
dissatisfied  with  the  proposal.  Indeed  it 
would  appear  &om  their  debate  that  there 
was  no  chance  of  their  consenting  to  it. 
He  had  imagined  that  the  union  of  the 
City  of  London  proper  might  be  opposed 
to  his  proposal;  but  he  had  not  sup- 
posed that  the  poorer  unions  would 
object  to  a  scheme  which  would  reduce 
their  rates  so  considerably.    In  this  Bill 
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Uien  was  a  clause  whicli  would  empower 
tbe  Poor  Law  Board  to  amalgamate 
unions  wiUiout  the  consent  of  the  guar- 
dians.  He  ^irther  took  power  to  amal- 
gamate sick  asylums  and  school  distiicte, 
but  the  separation  of  the  sick  would  not 
be  interfered  with.  He  wished  the  House 
to  understand  that  the  Bill  weis  not  one 
which  would  increase  expenditure.  It 
was  by  no  means  the  wian  of  the  Poor 
Law  Board  to  incroase  the  burden  on 
the  rate-payers.  They  were  alive  to  the 
duty  of  keeping  down  expenditure  by 
every  poaaible  means  short  of  sacrificing 
the  primary  object  for  which  the  Poor 
Laws  were  established.  He  should  ex.- 
tjain  the  clause  respecting  buildings. 
Where  a  parish  had  spent  more  than  a 
certain  amount  upon  building,  the  addi- 
tional charge  was  to  come  upon  the 
common  fund.  The  clause  wit£  regard 
to  the  eetablishment  of  dispensaries 
could  be  more  conveniently  discussed  in 
Committee  than  on  the  eecood  reading, 
and  then  he  should  be  prepared  to  state 
fiilly  tbe  views  which  had  induced  the 
Government  to  propose  them.  The  only 
other  clause  to  which  he  need  address 
himself  at  present  was  Clause  3,  which 
he  thought  would  give  rise  to  more 
opposition  than  ajiy  other  clause  in  the 
Bill.  It  was  perfectly  separate  &om  the 
other  subjects  on  which  he  had  been  ad- 
dressing the  House.  Clause  3  dealt  with 
the  collection  and  assessment  of  the 
poor  rate.  In  London,  as  in  some  other 
large  towns,  there  was  a  large  number 
of  local  Acts  under  which  the  local  tax- 
ation was  collected ;  and  with  no  part  of 
the  system  was  it  more  necessaiy  to 
grapple  than  with  the  collection  and 
audit  of  rates  under  those  local  Acts. 
Persons  often  complained,  and  with  jus- 
tice, that  at  preeent  they  often  did  not 
tnowwhat  rate  they  were  paying  or  when 
they  would  have  to  pay  it.  That  arose 
from  the  number  of  separate  Acta  which 
regulated  the  rate  culection,  and  the 
House  would  see  how  difBcult  any  audit 
must  be  when  every  parish  had  its  own 
^stem.  Great  abuses  had  resulted  from 
the  present  system.  There  were  two  cases 
which,  during  the  last  two  months,  had 
come  under  hie  attention.  In  one  parish 
which  he  would  not  name,  the  rate  had 
for  five  years  been  made  by  the  vestry, 
inateadofbytheoverseerB.  Theywerenot 
responsible,  as  the  overseers  were,  and  for 
five  years  they  had  not  raised  sufiBcient 
money  to  defray  expenditure,  and  had 
VOL.  CXCVI.    [TmuD  sKBiEa.] 


made  temporal;  loans,  quite  against  the 
law,  in  order  to  cany  them  forward.  A 
deficiency  of  £7,000  was  the  result,  and 
the  vest^  then  came  to  the  Poor  Law 
Board  to  know  what  they  were  to  do. 
He  asked — "What  can  the  auditor  have 
beenabout?"  Buttheanswerwas — ""We 
have  our  own  system  of  accounts ;  we 
have  got  our  own  local  Act."  In  tbe 
case  of  Greenwich  there  was  a  defalca- 
tion ;  and  then  again  he  asked — "  What 
has  the  auditor  been  about?"  and  waa 
told  again  that  the  parish  had  their  own 
local  Act  and  were  not  subject  to  the 
general  law.  It  had  been  said  of 
ulauae  3  that  he  was  asking  that  local 
Acts  should  be  repealed  and  the  collec- 
tion of  rates  put  under  the  orders  of  the 
Poor  Law  Board.  That  was  not  the  in- 
tention of  die  clause,  and  if  the  words 
bore  out  that  construction  thev  should 
be  changed.  The  meaning  of  the  clause 
was  that  the  local  Acta  should  be  re- 
pealed so  far  as  the  collection  of  rates 
was '  concerned,  and  the  parishes  put 
under  the  general  law  of  the  coimtry;  and 
he  did  not  see  why,  especially  where  there 
was  a  common  fund  and  one  general 
interest  throughout  the  metropoEs,  this 
exemption  from  the  general  law  should 
be  maintained.  At  the  same  time  it  was 
a  subject  which  must  very  soon  be  dealt 
with  as  a  whole  throughout  the  whole 
countiT.  In  the  Committee  which  sat 
upon  uiis  subject  it  waa  felt  that  all  rates  . 
should  be  collected  at  certain  intervals 
by  the  same  collector,  and  that  a  certain 
degree  of  order  should  thus  be  estab- 
lished. If,  however,  every  local  autho- 
rity could  plead  a  local  Act,  the  Poor 
Law  Board  could  not  establish  order  out 
of  such  chaos.  He  was  not  particularly 
anxious  as  to  the  passing  of  Clause  3  in 
the  present  Session,  if  tiiereby  the  Bill 
were  delayed ;  because,  while  he  recog- 
nized the  importance  of  the  clause,  he 
felt  that  if  the  object  aimed  at  were  not 
accomplished  this  yesr,  a  general  mea- 
sure would  be  passed  next  Session.  He 
felt  that  he  had  trespassed  an  unconscion- 
able time  on  the  patience  of  the  House, 
though  he  bod  not  even  yet  dwelt  suffi- 
ciently on  some  points  of  detail,  espe- 
cially with  regard  to  the  separate  infir- 
maries. The  great  object  of  tbe  Bill 
was  to  clarify  by  amalgamation  rather 
than  by  increased  buildings — to  exhaust 
eveiy  possible  means  at  present  at  their 
command  before  they  built  any  more; 
and  be  trusted  that,  in  carrying  out  this 
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amalgamation,  notwithstanding  tbe  op- 
poaition  it  must  create,  he  should  have 
the  sapporb  of  the  House. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
"  That  the  Bill  bo  now  read  a  second 
time." — (2fr.  Ooichsn.) 

Mr.  W.  M.  TORBENS  said,  that  at 
that  late  hour  it  was  hardly  posaiWe  to 
continue  the  discussion  of  a  measure  of 
such  importance,  and  he  therefore  moved 
that  the  debate  be  now  adjourned. 

Me.  GATEOENE  HAEDT  said,  he 
hoped  that  the  GoTemment  would  giro 
the  House  an  opportoni^  of  disousaing 
the  question  ful^. 

Mr.  OOSCHEN'  said,  the  Ooreniment 
were  most  anxious  that  the  Bill  ahould 
be  thoroughly  discussed. 

Me.  W.  M.  TOERENS  said,  he  wished 
the  debate  to  be  adjourned  to  Monday 

Mr.  GLADSTONE  said,  he  agreed 
that  the  discussion  on  a  Bill  of  such  im- 
portance should  not  be  stinted,  hut  Ather 
queetions  of  still  greater  urgency  were 
before  the  House,  and,  therefore,  he 
could  not  give  Monday  or  Thursday  for 
the  further  discussion.  If  Supply  went 
off  early  next  Friday,  as  it  might  do,  the 
Bill  might  he  fixed  for  that  day,  but 
would  not  be  taken  at  a  late  hour. 

Debate  adfounud  till  Friday  next. 
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HOUSE    OF    LOEDS, 
Monday,  ZUt  May,  1869. 


oxEORD  twtvuBsmr  statutes  bill. 
On  HotiDD  Df  Mr.  GiTHoun  Hibdt,  Bill  to 
ramove  donbti  ■■  to  the  TkUdity  of  oerlain 
Stkiijfi  mad*  by  the  CoaTocation  of  Ihe  Uoi- 
TcnilT  of  Oxford,  ordertd  to  ba  brought  in  b; 
Mr.  GiTHOBKi  HiRDT  ftnd  Ur.  Mowsrit. 
BUlpr«nnM<l,aDdrudtbeBrrtlima.  [BilllSS.]  | 


MINUTES.]  — Pdbuo  Biix»— fVrtf  BeaShtj— 

Plwrmu;  Ae((ieeB)  AmsodnwDt ■  [103]. 
Steviid  Rtadinff—Ntirijitpnn,  Ao  .[60], 

NEWSPAPEES,  ia.,  BILL— (No,  M.) 

( The  Marqueu  of  Lcaudounu.) 

SEOOSn  BSADIira. 

Order  of  the  Day  for  the  Second  lUad- 
ing,  read. 

The  Maeockss  of  LAKBDOWNE,  in 
moving  that  the  Bill  be  now  read  the 
aeoond  time,  said,  that  its  object  was  to  re- 
peal certain  obsolete  enactments  relating 
to  newerpapers,  pamphlets,  and  other 
publications,  and  to  printers,  type-found* 
ers,  and  reading  rooms,  which  uselessly 
encumbered  the  statute  book.  One  of 
these,  the  39  Ooo.  HI.,  c.  79,  required 
the  licensing  of  rooms  used  for  lectures, 
debates,  and  news-rooms,  where  any 
chai^  was  made  for  admission ;  and  the 
registration  at  the  office  of  the  clerk  of 
the  peace  of  all  printing  and  type-found- 
ing establishments ;  whUe  another  re- 
quired  all  printers  of  newspapers  to  enter 
into  reoognizanoes,  subject  to  forfeiture 
in  certain  cases.  These  enactments 
arose  out  of  special  circumstances  which 
no  longer  existed,  the  39  Cm.  III. 
being    passed    at    a    time    when    the 


pubhc  mind  was  much  alarmed,  and 
when  there  was  reason  to  fear  that  in- 
ternal discord  would  be  added  t«  the 
misfortune  of  a  European  war;  while 
another  Act  bore  the  date  of  1619,  when 
_  much  agitation  existed,  and  when  it  waa 
oouPANiES  CLAUSES  ACT   (1863)  AUEND-  i  thought  necessary  to  subject  the  Press 


MENT  Bnx.  I  to  every  conceivable  restriction  and  coer- 

On  Motion  of  Mr.  Golpsit,  Bill  to  unead  '■  cion,  and  to  force  upon  them  a  kind  of 
th«  Companiei  Cliaats  Act,  1803,  ordertd  to  1 
brought  In  b;  Mr.  GouinT  tmd  Mr.  Eram. 


Bill  jnvwnlMj,  and  read  thaflnttim*.  [Bill  138.] 

FIER    ASD    HABBOim    ORDERS    COITTIRIIA- 

TION  (no.   2)  BILL. 

CentiderediB  GommlttM. 

(Id  tbe  Comniittm.) 

Retolvtd,  That  tfa*  Chairman  ba  diraeted  U 
mofe  tha  Houie,  that  teara  b«  ghta  (o  brini:  in  a 
Bill  for  eoDflmiing  aertain  Proiiaional  Orderi 
mads  by  the  Bonrd  of  Trade  under  "  The  General 
Pier  and  Harbour  Act  ISSl,"  relating  to  Pnl- 
Diauth,  Vonej,  and  Padalow. 

Reaolution  rtpoTUd  :  —  Bill  oritred  to  ba 
brought  in  b;    Mr.    LanTKi   and    Mr.   Jos* 

BiU^wtnUd,  and  read  the  flnt  time.  [BiU  13T.] 

Hohm  adjoarned  at  half  after  Twain 
o'olook  till  Mondar  oait. 
Mr.  Oo»ehm 


upon 
fictitious  loyalty.  No  Tcason,  however, 
for  taking  such  a  course  now  existed, 
and  there  was  no  ground  whatever  for 
rxoating  them  on  any  other  footing  than 
other  classes  of  literature.  In  repealing 
these  Acts  their  Lordships  need  not  ap- 
prehend that  there  would  be  no  security 
against  an  abuse  by  the  Press  of  the 
jtower  which  it  enjoyed,  for  it  would 
icmain  amenable  to  the  libel  and  other 
Acts.  Again,  the  distinction  between 
newspapers  and  hooks  being  one  not  of 
kind  but  of  degree,  it  was  an  act  of 
marked  injustice  to  impose  upon  the 
former  exceptional  restrictions  which 
were  not  imposed  upon  the  latter. 
Generally   speaking,    moreorer,    these 
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Acts  had  not  of  late  j'earfl  limn  enforced, 
though  their  retention  Od  the  statute 
book  BometimeB  enabled  persone  to  take 
advantagie  of  them  with  the  view  of 
gratifying  personal  feeling.  They  formed 
part  of  a  ^'stem  of  legislation  whic^ 
had  passed  away ;  it  was  intimately  con- 
nected with  the  stamp  duties,  and  he 
beliered  it  was  ori^nally  the  intention 
of  iSr.  Gladstone,  vhea  repealing  those 
duties,  to  remove  these  enactments ;  but 
it  was  then  thpngfat  better  on  rft-oon- 
■ideration  to  confine  tbe  measure  to  the 
abolition  of  the  stamp.  The  remit, 
however,  had  been  to  place  the  Board 
of  Inland  Bevenue  in  an  anomalous 
position,  as  exercising  a,  sort  of  oensor- 
ahip  over  the  Press.  As  the  stamp  duty 
had  been  repealed,  he  thought  that  ail 
other  restrictions  should  be  r^noved : 
but  beyond  this  consideration  he  thonght 
that,  upon  broader  grounds,  it  was  the 
duty  of  the  Legislature  to  reliere  the 
Press  &om  restnotions  of  so  invidions  a 
character.  Their  Lordships  need  be 
under  no  apprehension  that  the  British 
Uusoum  would  lose  its  title  to  a  copy  of 
every  newspaper,  as  its  privilege  would 
be  secured  m  a  more  efCectual  way  by  a 
Bill  which  was  pending  in  the  other 
House.  Considering  the  high  character 
for  loyalty  and  integrity  of  the  l^gli«h 
Press,  he  trusted  there  would  bo  no  ob- 
jection to  this  measure. 

Movtd,  "That  the  BiU  be  now  read 
2*." — {Tke  Marque*!  of  Zanidomtu.) 

LOBO  OAIRNS  said,  he  did  not  rise 
with  any  intention  of  opposing  the  Bill. 
He  believed  that,  as  the  noble  Marquees 
had  said,  the  Acts  of  Parliament  men- 
tioned in  the  Schedule  of  the  Bill  were 
obsolete  ;  that  they  hod  fallen  into  die- 
use ;  that  they  were  parts  of  a  legisla- 
tion that  really  had  passed  away ;  and 
that  whenever  any  action  had  been  taken 
under  them  it  had  been  of  a  spasmodic 
kind,  and  in  order  to  jgratify  personal 
feeling  rather  than  to  fiirther  the  ends 
of  justice.  He  only  rose  now  for  the 
purpose  of  observing  upon  a  recent  oc- 
onrrence  in  reference  to  one  of  those 
Acts.  The  Act  of  1799  was  passed  at  a 
time  when  the  public  mind  was  veiy 
much  alarmed,  more  particularly  with 
reference  to  events  then  happening  on 
the  Continent,  and  to  an  insurrection 
then  prevailing  in  Ireland.  One  of  the 
provisiona  of  me  Act  was  of  a  very  se- 
vere character.     It  imposed  a  heavy 
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penalty  upon  any  lecturer  who  delivered 
a  lecture,  to  which  he  chained  admis- 
aion,  in  an  nnUceneed  room,  and  it  also 
rendered  all  persons  attending  any  lec- 
ture in  a  rocott  which  had  not  been  li- 
censed by  the  manstratos  liable  to  a 
penalty  of  £20.  That  this  provision 
was  tyrannical,  capricious,  and  absurd, 
nobody,  he  supposed,  would  now  venture 
to  deny ;  but  the  singular  thing  about  it 
was  that  it  had  been  put  in  force  by  the 
Qovermnent  within  the  last  few  weeks. 
He  was  informed  that  lectures  were  be- 
ing delivered,  ia  different  towns  in  Eng- 
land, by  a  lecturer  whose  name  had  very 
frequenUy  been  before  the  public,  and 
upon  the  discretion  of  whose  protieedings 
as  a  lecturer  he  did  not  wish  to  pass  any 
opinion,  for  he  was  not  aware  of  the 
precise  character  of  the  lectures,  or  of 
the  circumBtances  under  which  they  were 
delivered;  he  was  told,  however,  that 
they  were  lectures  of  a  oontrovereial,  or 
religious  kind,  and  that  there  was  no- 
thing illegal  in  them.  It  seems  that  the 
Home  Secretary  was  applied  to  in  March 
last  by  persons  disagreeing  with  the 
subject-matter  of  the  lectures,  and  asked 
to  authorize  or  instruct  the  magistrates 
to  prevent  their  proposed  delivery  in  a 
private  hired  room  at  TTnemouth,  on  the 
ground  that  a  disturbance  was  appre- 
hended. The  reply  of  the  Home  Secre- 
tary, OS  might  have  been  expected,  was 
that  the  magistrates  had  no  power  to 
prevent  the  dehvery  of  lectures  on  such 
a  subject,  and  that  otherwise  the  discus- 
sion of  questions  of  public  interest  might 
be  stopped  whenever  thc«e  who  took  the 
opposite  side  threatened  to  disturb  the 
meeting.  That  reply  was  dated  the 
21st  March.  Now,  tlue  Bill,  which  pro- 
posed to  repeal  the  Act  of  1799,  was 
introduced  into  the  House  of  Commons 
on  the  8th  of  April ;  but,  in  the  mean- 
time, that  Actor  1799  had  been  brought 
to  the  notice  of  the  Home  Secretary,  and 
he  authorized  the  local  authorities  of 
Tynemonth  to  issue  a  notice  that  every 
person  attending  Mr.  Murphy's  lecture, 
and  paying  money  for  admission,  would 
be  liable  to  a  penalty  of  £20  under  the 
Act.  The  lecturer  had  hired  a  room, 
and  had  announced  that  to  defray  ex- 
penses 2d.  wonld  be  charged  for  admis- 
sion. Had  there  been  no  chai^  thia 
old  Act  could  not  have  been  brought 
into  operation  to  stop  the  lecture,  but 
advantage  was  taken  of  the  chai^  of 
%d.  to  put  it  in  force.  The  Home  Secre- 
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that,  having  been  applied  to  br  tbe 
mayor  to  'ka.aw  vlut  Bt«pB  could  ^ 
taken,  be  bad  not  besitated  to  put 
force  an  Act  whicb  he  quit«  atUnitted 
was  one  to  be  used  only  in  extreme  cases. 
Now,  whatever  might  be  the  purport  of 
the  lecture — always  euppoBJng  that  there 
was  nothing  in  it  aotually  illegal — be 
thought  it  was  to  be  regretted  mat  the 
Gh>Temment  should  have  interposed  to 
prevent  free  dUcueaion,  whatever  form 
it  might  take ;  and  it  was  still  more  to 
be  r^retted  that  only  four  days  before 
introducing  this  Bill,  which  must  have 
been  alre^y  in  print  or  drafted,  they 
should  put  in  force  an  enactment  which 
they  asked  Parliament  to  repeal  as  obso- 
lete, and  as  only  enforced  spasmodically, 
and  for  the  purpose  of  grati^dng  per- 
sonal feeling. 

Thb  lord  CHANCELLOK,  while 
concurring  with  bis  noble  and  learned 
Friend  in  the  expediency  of  repealing 
these  enactments,  felt  bound  to  add  a 
few  words  in  order  to  explain  the  pre- 
cise ciroumstanoes  connected  with  the 
very  singular  demonstration  which  was 
contemplated  at  Tynemouth.  The  gen- 
tleman, of  whom  notice  had  been  taken 
by  the  noble  and  learned  Lord,  and  who 
was  in  the  habit  of  lecturing  in  various 
parte  of  the  country,  had  so  conducted 
himself  as  to  excite  not  merely  the  de- 
gree of  opposition  which  might  rea- 
sonably be  expected  by  eveiy  man  advo- 
cating opinions  distasteful  to  a  lai^ 
number  of  the  inhabitants,  but  to  occa- 
sion the  actual  shedding  of  blood  and 
open  and  violent  conflicts  in  more  than 
one  place.  There  was  nothing  on 
which  the  feelings  of  people  were  more 
easily  aroused  than  on  religious  ques- 
tions ;  and  the  lecturer,  on  a  previous 
visit  to  Tynemouth,  had  so  conducted 
himself  that  a  disturbance  arose — a  dis- 
turbance which  he  (the  Lord  Chancellor) 
was  far  from  regarding  as  justifiable, 
but  which  resulted  in  the  firing  of  loaded 
arms  into  the  lecture-room,  to  the  great 
alarm  and  danger  of  tiie  audience — many 
of  whom  sought  to  escape  danger  by 
taking  shelter  under  the  seats.  The 
magistrates  bad  information  that,  in 
spite  of  all  this,  be  proposed  to  repeat 
bis  lecture  and  these  causes  of  excite- 
ment ;  and  they  accordingly  appealed  to 
the  Home  Secretary  to  inquire  what 
course  could  be  taken  with  r^ard  to 
the  anticipated  disturbance.     Mr.  Bruce 
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found  bimflelf  Tested  with  tbeaa  powers, 
not  merely  under  the  Act  of  1799,  but 
under  an  Act  of  the  Sth  and  9th  of  the 
Queen,  in  which,  on  the  propoeal  of  the 
late  Mr.  Thomas  Duncombe,  who  cer- 
tainly had  no  desire  to  continue  oppres- 
sive enactments,  the  old  statutes  were 
dealt  with — the  precaution  being  taken 
that  no  prosecution  should  be  instituted 
without  the  direct  sanction  of  the  Law 
Officers  of  the  Crown.  Under  these  cir- 
cumstances, the  Home  Secretary,  finding 
that  bloodshed  had  all  but  occurred  on  a 
former  occasion,  and  that  there  was  to 
be  a  repetition  of  these  proceedings,  felt 
that,  whatevermightbethepolicyof con- 
tinuing this  power,  it  was  his  duly  to  do 
all  he  could  to  arrest  the  expected  cala- 
mity, and  that,  while  the  law  existed, 
this  was  a  case,  if  ever  there  was  one, 
in  which  it  should  be  enforced.  He 
trusted  their  Lordships  would  be  of  opi- 
nion that  in  so  doing  he  had  simply  per- 
formed the  duty  intrusted  to  him. 

Lonn  CAIRKS  said,  that  the  object 
of  the  Act  of  the  present  reign  was  to 
curtail  the  operation  of  the  enactment 
of  1799  by  requiring  the  assent  of  the 
Law  Officers  of  the  Crown,  and  that 
the  Home  Secretary  oould  not  prevent 
the  dehvery  of  the  lecture,  but  could 
simply  threaten  to  enforce  the  pen^W 
for  making  a  charge  for  admission.  He 
doubted  the  policy  of  giving  the  public 
to  understand  that  if  any  body  of  per- 
sons disliked  the  subject-matter  of  a 
lecture  to  be  delivered  in  a  private  room 
they  had  only  to  fire  shots  through  the 
window  in  order  to  induce  the  Oovem- 
ment  to  prevent  the  repetition  of  the 
lecture  at  any  Aiture  time. 

The  LORD  CHAKCELLOBezplained 
that  he  had  not  stated  that  the  Home 
Secretary  could  prevent  the  delivety  of 
the  lecture.  All  that  he  had  power  to 
do  was  to  warn  persons,  who  had  so  mis- 
conducted themselves  as  to  occasion  a 
breach  of  the  peace,  that,  if  they  made 
no  charge  they  would  be  dealt  with  in 
one  way,  and  that  if  they  attempted  to 
make  a  profit  by  such  proceedings,  this 
particular  law  would  be  enforced  against 

The  Duke  op  SOMERSET,  as  a 
trustee  of  the  British  Museum,  remarked 
that  the  collection  of  newspapers  in 
that  institutian  was  of  great  value,  and 
that  historians,  such  as  the  late  Lord 
Maoaulay  and  Mr.  Halhun,  attached  great 
importance  to  it.  As  this  Bill  would  put 
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an  enii  to  the  arrangement  by  ^hicb  the 
newspapers  were  o>itained,  he  hoped  ita 
fiirther  stages  Tpould  be  delayed  untO 
eeourity  had  been  given  for  a  continu- 
ance to  the  Musenm  of  its  present  ad- 
vantage. He  thought  it  would  have 
been  much  better  had  a  camprebensiTe 
Bm  been  introduced,  repealing  all  the 
old  Acts,  and  embodying  all  the  r^ula- 
tiona  which  it  was  intended  to  retain ; 
for  the  present  measure  could  not  be 
understood  without  reference  to  numer- 
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The  Mabqdess  or  LANSDOWNE 
explained  that,  whereas  the  British  Mu- 
seum was  Dov  supplied  through  the 
Stamp  Office,  a  Bill  was  passing  tbrough 
the  other  House  which  would  secure  it  a 
copy  of  every  newspaper  directly  from 
the  printers;  so  that,  in  future,  the 
British  Museum  would,  in  this  respect, 
Btand  on  a  much  better  footing  than  it 
did  at  present.  A  BiU  sncn  as  that 
which  tne  noble  Duke  had  suggested 
would  have  been  so  complicate,  and 
would  have  raised  so  many  questions, 
that  there  would  have  been  little  chance 
of  passing  it  this  Session. 

Motion  agreed  to  ;  Bill  read  2'  Booord- 
is^y,  and  committed  to  a  Committee  of 
tite  Wliole  House  on  n«r»dai/  Uie  17(A 
t/Jtmt  next. 


HOUSE    OF     COMMONS, 
Monday,  ^Ut  May,  1869. 

UINDTES.]  — IfBw  Wbit  Isnno— ^or  Staf- 
ford Borongb,  V.  Henrf  Oavii  PMhin,  eiqiiira, 
vA  OoloDsl  Walter  Usller,  Toid  Eleotioni. 

Naw  MiHBBB  SwoiM  —  Right  boo.  Edward 
llDrunaii,/(>r  liiksard. 

Surri^T — contidend  in  Comniittee — Eiolicqusr 
Bonds  (£3,51)0,000). 

Pdblio  BiiAM—Ordertd-^tiril  Heading— Joiat 
Slook  CompaDloi  ArraDfamanla  *  [UU}. 

Steomd  BeadtHg—PivT  and  Uarbaor  Ordsn  Cod- 
flrinatloii(No.  3)*  [131];  Metropolitan  Com- 
mom  Act  nSia)  Amendment  ■  [TT]. 

Beferred  to  Stlttt  Commute — Melropolitao  Com- 
mon! Act  ( 18BS)  Amendment  ■  [71]. 

Seleet  CommttM—Ov  Poor  Law  (Scotland)  Act 
{I84G)  Amsndmont  HSO],  namnoted. 

cimmittee  —  Report  —  EleeLioo  CammiiiioDen 
(Expenwi)*  [109-1391;  Norrolk  Iiluid  Biabop. 
rio*[lU4]. 

Contiderad  at  a,mei<ded—C\Mnmt   and  InUod 
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COMMEEtCIAL  TREATY  WITH  AUSTRIA. 

QUESTION. 

Mr.  E.  EOEETON  said,  he  wished 
ask  the  Under  Secretary  of  State  for 
Foreign  AfTairs,  What  is  the  present 
position  of  the  negotiations  relative  to 
the  Commercial  Treaty  with  Austria  F 
Me.  OTWAY  said,  in  reply,  that  an 
rangement  had  been  come  to  betwem 
Her  Majesty's  Government  and  that  of 
Austria,  r^ating  to  the  mibject  named 
in  the  Question  addressed  to  him.  Ne- 
gotiations were  still  pending  between 
me  two  Governments.  Previous  to  the 
signature  of  the  Austrian  Government 
being  affixed  to  the  arrangement,  it 
would  be  necessary  to  obtain  Uie  sanc- 
tion of  the  Chyvemment  of  Hungary, 
but  no  difficulty  was  apprehended  on  that 
head.  The  outstanding  points  relating 
to  the  commercial  treaty  witli  Austria 
had  been  embodied  in  a  convention 
which  had  been  approved  by  the  Aus- 
trian fieichsrath,  and  now  only  remained 
to  be  signed,  after  the  sanction  of  the 
Hungarian  Legislature  had  been  ob- 
tained. 

THE  BRENTFORD  UAGISTR AXES— SEN- 
TENCE ON  CHILDREN.— aUESTI ON. 
Me.  BOWEING  said,  he  would  b^ 
to  ask  the  Seoretajj  of  State  for  the 
Home  Department,  How  far  there  is  any 
truth  in  the  statement  contained  in  the 
daily  papers,  to  &e  effect  ttiat  two  in- 
puts, aged  respectively  five  and  six 
years,  have  just  been  convicted  and  sen- 
tenced by  the  Brentford  Magistrates  ia 
a  fine  of  2«.  each,  or,  in  default,  to  seven 
days'  imprisonment,  for  breaking  down 
"-A  atesJing  three  small  pieces  of  old 
Qcing  at  Twicltenham  ? 
Mb.  BEUCE,  in  reply,  said,  he  be- 
lieved that  the  statement  made  by  the 
hon.  Gentleman  was  quite  correct.  He 
knew  of  nothing  to  render  the  sentence 
illegal.  He  had  received  a  report  from 
the  magistrates,  in  which  it  was  stated 
that  several  offences  of  this  kind  had 
been  committed,  and  that  the  police  were 
directed  to  keep  a  watch,  and  these  chil- 
dren were  caught.  The  magistrates  had 
no  doubt  that  the  children  were  sent  by 
their  parents.  The  fine  was  iufiicted  in 
the  presence  of  the  parents,  in  order 
that  the  puniahment  might  fall  on  them. 
The  magistrates  declar^  that  there  waa 
no  intention  of  sending  the  children  to 
prison. 
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IRISH  CHURCH   BTLL~[Bill  133. 

{Mr.  Sodrm,  Mr.  GladtUmi,  Ut.  John  Bright, 

Jfr.  Chichetter   Forleicue,  Mr.  Atttrvey 

Qeaeral  for  Ireland. 

THIRD  READINd. 

Order  for  Third  Beading  read. 
Motion  made  and  Question  proposed, 
"That  the  Bill  be  nov  read  the  third 

time." — (Jfr.  Oladttone.) 

Sm  FEEDERICK  W.  HBYGATE, 
who  had  put  on  the  Paper  a  Notice  ol 
an  Amendment  to  the  effect  that,  as  the 
Bill,  if  passed,  would  cause  s  funda- 
mental  change  in  the  Constitution  of  Ire- 
land, it  ought  in  justice  to  be  accom- 
panied by  a  declaration  of  the  principU 
at  least  of  any  other  so-called  remedial 
meaeurea  for  Ireland  in  contomplatii 
by  the  GoTemment,  said,  that  'Qiough 
he  was  perfectly  convinced  of  the  im- 
portance of  the  Motion  of  which  he  had 
given  notice,  he  would  take  the  oppor- 
tunity of  expressing  his  views  in  the 
course  of  the  debate  which  would  be 
raised  by  his  hon.  Friend  the  Member 
for  Norui-east  Lancashire  (Mr.  Holt^, 
and  begged,  therefore,  to  withdraw  his 


Amendment,  by  leave,  withdraten. 

Mb.  holt  said,  he  rose  to  move  that 
the  Bill  be  read  a  third  time  upon  that 
day  three  months.  He  did  not  intend  to 
occupy  the  House  at  any  great  length 
on  that  occasion.  They  liad  now  arrived 
at  the  final  stage  of  this  unprincipled 
Bill.  The  alterations  made  in  it  in  the 
Committee  had  not  rendered  it  in  any  de- 
gree more  acceptable,  and  had  not  re- 
moved its  unfairness,  injustice,  or  uncon- 
stitutional character.  The  more  he  and 
those  who  thought  with  him  saw  of  it 
the  less  they  liked  it ;  and,  though  their 
opposition  in  that  place  might  be  una- 
vailing, they  were  determined  &at  it 
should  be  offered  with  all  the  energy  of 
which  they  were  capable,  so  that,  what- 
ever might  be  the  issue  of  the  Amend- 
ment, their  consciencies  might,  at  any 
rate,  be  clear,  and  their  hands  clean.  It 
was  his  duly,  therefore,  to  move  the  re- 
jection of  the  Bill,  in  order  to  give  hon. 
Oentiemen  who  agreed  with  him  another 
(mportunity  of  expressing,  by  their  vote, 
their  disapprobation  of  t£e  measure,  and 
their  hostilitv  to  the  Liberal  code  of 
morality  inculcated  by  the  new  religion 
of  aritmnetical  Christianity,  whose  de- 
calogue  waa  the    addition  table,  and 


whose  standard  of  trutli  was  the  will  of 
the  majority.  The  reasons  which  in- 
fluenoed  him  in  opposing  the  Bill  had 
been  already  laid  before  the  House,  and 
after  the  kind  indulgence  which  had 
been  extended  to  him  on  that  occasion, 
it  would  be  unnecessary  to.  recapitulate 
those  reasons.  He  would  only  observe 
they  continned  in  fiiU  force.  Nothing 
had  been  said  in  the  course  of  the 
debate  to  prove  that  the  view  which  he 
to(^  was  erroneous,  his  facts  incorrect, 
or  his  ai^uments  unsound.  Ho  would 
tho^fore  pass  on  to  call  the  attention  of 
the  House  to  two  or  three  points  which 
had  arisen  in  the  course  of  the  debate, 
and  which  he  thought  worthy  of  notice. 
After  tlia  experience  which  they  all 
had  of  the  manner  iu  which  this  question 
was  treated  in  that  House,  he  did  not 
expect  by  anything  he  oould  urge  to 
convince  hon.  Gentlemen  oppodte  that 
his  views  were  more  correct  than  theirs. 
But  he  certainly  desired,  according  to 
the  abihhr  he  possessed,  to  oontri- 
but«  his  shore,  however  small,  towards 
a  correct  understanding  of  the  opi- 
nions held  on  that  aide  of  the  House, 
and  to  call  attention  to  some  observa- 
tions which  seemed  to  show  a  certain 
amount  of  misapprehension  on  the  part 
of  hon.  Oentiemen  oppodto.  In  passug, 
he  would  refer  to  the  challenge  thrown 
out  by  the  hon.  Member  for  Peter- 
borough (Mr.  Whalley)  to  I^rotestant 
Gentlemen  on  that  side— namely,  why, 
as  Protestants,  they  were  afraid  to  se- 
ver the  connection  between  Church  and 
State  ?  Without  going  much  at  length 
into  that  question,  ne  would  simply  ob- 
serve that  they  valued  the  connection 
between  Church  and  State  because  they 
found  that  the  practical  result  of  it  was 
ecure  at  once  the  independence  of 
clergy  and  the  religious  liberty  of 
the  laiiy.  The  control  of  &e  down  left 
the  clergy  independent,  and  at  the  same 
time  checked  spiritual  or  ecclesiastioal 
tyranny;  and,  therefore,  they  supported 
the  connection  as  a  political  means  of  se- 
curing in  this  country  reHgious  hberty. 
Then  as  to  an  argument  and  illustration 
which  had  been  pretty  &eely  used  oa 
the  other  edde  of  uie  House.  They  had 
been  again  and  again  reminded  of  tha 
wondeiinil  pn^rese  which  had  been 
made  by  the  Tree  Churoh  in  Scot- 
land, for  the  purpose,  Mtparently,  of 
encouraging  desponding  tnek  Protest- 
ante,  and   of  iUnstratJng   the  success 
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vhioh  attends  Tohuitai7  afEttfta.  Now, 
lie  admind  m  mack  as  any  msa  the 
neat  liberality  which  had  been  eho'vni 
by  the  Scotch  seceding  oongregationB, 
bat  he  confessed,  bm  iax  as  he  had  been 
able  to  infonn  himself,  he  did  not  find 
tiungs  Buoh  aa  they  weie  represented  by 
hon.  (Gentlemen  opposite.  He  must  re- 
mind the  House  that  in  Scotland  there 
vas  a  voluntary  seceeaion  of  men,  who 
gave  up  their  endowments  because  they 
valued  their  convictions  more  than  their 
money,  but  who  took  with  Uiem  an  at- 
tachment to  the  principle  of  Establish- 
ments —  a  principle  which  influenced 
their  subsequent  conduct,  and  which,  to 
a  greater  extent,  perhaps,  than  the 
House  were  aware,  had  produced  the 
Buocese  which  had  attended  their  subse- 
quent operationB.  '  "When  £167,000  a 
year  could  be  raised  for  the  stipends  of 
ministers  by  voluntary  effort,  that  seem- 
ed to  be  a  great  thing ;  but  the  House 
must  not  look  merely  to  the  amount,  but 
must  also  ask  how  many  it  was  to  be 
divided  among,  what  deductions  had  to 
be  made  before  there  could  be  a  divi- 
sion, and  how  many  had  no  share  at  all 
in  it.  He  called  the  attention  of  the 
House  to  some  observations  made  by  the 
hon.  Memberfor Edinburgh  (Mr.  Miller). 
He  himself  was  not  in  the  House  at  the 
time,  but  the  hon.  Gentleman  was  re- 
ported to  have  said  that  some  of  the 
ministers  in  the  Free  Church  received 
as  much  as  £600  or  £700  a  year;  that 
the  lowest  stipend  was  £160,  exolusiTe 
of  manse  and  garden ;  and  that  the  ave- 
rage last  year  was  £250.  But  the  &ots, 
as  taken  irom  a  pamphlet  by  the  Bev. 
James  M'Naught,  recently  published, 
were  that  nearly  one-ninth  of  the  minis- 
ters of  the  Free  Church,  or  ninety-two 
in  all,  had  no  share  whatever  in  the  dis- 
tributions arising  from  the  Sustentation 
Fund ;  that  there  were  183  ministerial 
ohargee  which  had  neither  manses  nor 
{gardens;  that  105  of  these  were  in  such 
wealthy  cities  as  Edinburgh,  Glasgow, 
Aberdeen,  and  Dundee ;  that  in  four 
oases  only  were  the  ministers  pfud  above 
£600 ;  and  tbat  there  were  several  de- 
voted and  zealous  ministers  labouring 
upon  incomes  varying  in  amount,  but 
less  than  £90  a  year.  One  minister 
wrote  that  the  sum  total  of  his  income 
from  aU  sources  was  £78,  and  that  he 
had  no  house ;  another,  that  his  income 
wgs  £66  16*.  lOd.;  another,  that  it  was 
£46,  and  though  he  paid  no  rent  he  was 


obliged  to  keep  a  pony,  because  he  had 
to  travel  over  a  district  many  miles  in 
extent.  He  held  in  his  hand  a  letter 
from  a  gentleman  well  acquainted  with 
this  subject,  who  declared  that  partial 
endowment  wss  the  only  safe  mode  of 
plantii^  ministrations,  or  of  upholding 
them  when  planted ;  and  tiiat  to  raise 
£40  a  year  was  above  the  average  abi- 
]ity  of  more  than  S&y  congregations 
which  he  knew.  From  the  Beport  pre- 
sented to  the  Assembly  of  the  Free 
Church  on  the  28th  of  May —  only  two 
or  three  days  ^o — it  appeared  that  in 
two  cases  they  were  compelled  to  re- 
fuse applications  made  to  them  to  pro- 
vide for  permanent  ministrations,  in 
consrauenoe  of  the  Inadequacy  of  the 
contributions  to  the  Sustentation  Fund. 
It  was  needless  to  go  on  multiplying  in- 
stances of  this  sort ;  but  he  might  refer 
to  a  case  of  thirteen  ministers  who  had 
applied  for  pensions,  to  enable  them  to 
retire,  on  the  ground  of  infirm  health, 
but  could  not  get  them  because  there 
were  no  funds  at  the  command  of  the 
Assembly.  All  that  seemed  to  prove 
that,  though  in  populous  and  rich  dis- 
tricts, it  might  he  possible  to  maintain 
the  voluntary  ^stem — and  in  those  dis- 
tricts, as  ho  had  shown,  it  was  not  a 
complete  success — in  poor  and  destitute 
places  it  was  an  utter  failure.  In  fact, 
the  system  which  Her  Majesty's  Qo- 
vemment  wanted  to  introduce  into  Ire- 
land was  one  which  would  deprive  poor 
and  destitute  districts  of  the  spiritual 
ministrations  of  the  I^testant  Church, 
and  why?  Not  because  Christian  Hbe- 
rality  had  failed  to  provide  the  means, 
but  because  the  inheritance  of  the 
poor  was  sacrificed  to  the  exigencies 
of  the  Liberal  party.  They  were  told 
that  there  was  a  wealthy  Protestant 
laity  in  Ireland,  who  owned  eight-ninths 
of  tiie  land,  and  would  be  wdl  able  to 
support  the  disendowed  Church.  He 
presumed  it  was  not  expected  th^ 
should  support  the  disendowed  Church 
by  re-endowing  it.  Hon.  Gentlemen 
would  scarcely  go  that  length  ;  but  if  it 
was  meant  that  the  disendowed  Church 
would  be  supported  by  voluntary  contri- 
butions, he  would  ask  hon.  Gentlemen 
opposite,  how  long  the  landlords  were  to 
possess  the  means  of  doing  this  ?  They 
had  heard  some  time  ago  about  a  scheme 
for  the  distribution  of  the  Protestant 
lands  among  the  Boman  Catholic  te- 
nantiy.  He  knew  that  scheme  was  said 
[Ih'rd  Eeading. 
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to  be  founded  upon  the  etrictest  prin- 
dples  of  justice ;  out  if  the  principles  of 
jiistioe  to  be  applied  to  the  land  were 
as  imiair  as  those  upon  which  this  Bill 
was  founded,  the  landlords  themselveB 
would  soon  be  compelled  to  live  on  vo- 
luntary contributions.  Disendowed  land- 
lords could  not  support  a  disendowed 
Ghordi.  There  was  another  point  to 
which  he  wished  to  call  attention  — 
namely,  the  legal  ai^^ument  so  ably 
brought  before  the  House  by  the  hon. 
and  learned  Member  for  Kicmnond  (Sir 
Koundell  Palmer),  and  of  which  the 
First  Minister  of  the  Crown,  the  Solici- 
tor General,  and  otlier  bon.  Gentlemen 
opposite  had  evidently  felt  the  force. 
T^ey  had  attempted  to  reply  to  it,  but 
he  confessed  they  had  seemed  to  him  to 
fbil  conspionously.  The  First  Minister 
had  laid  great  stress  on  the  circumstance 
that  the  Church  in  New  York  waa  not 
originally  an  Established  Church.  He 
(Mr.  Holt)  wished  to  call  the  attention 
of  the  House  to  the  fact  that  there  ex- 
isted in  the  American  law  books  a  case 
in  which  an  appeal  ^as  made  to  the  Su- 
preme Court  respecting  property  which 
belonged  to  the  diBeBtahliahed  Church 
in  Tii^ioia,  on  which  the  Court  pro- 
nounced a  judgment  with  reference  to 
that  property.  The  leading  points  of 
that  judgment  were  well  worthy  of  at- 
tention. He  quoted  from  CdUetiom  of 
Supreme  Court  Jhcitt'ofu.  Mr.  Justice 
Story  said — 

"  At  &  Tirj  aarlj  period  the  religioai  Establiih- 
m«nt  of  England  leeaii  lo  htie  l^en  adoptod  in 

Urn  00I0D7 Bj  ■t>tiit«i  of  )S6I  and  ISST 

proTJaion  *as  made  far  tha  sleotioD  of  a  TMtrj 
wbow  dutj  It  wai  to  make  and  proporiiou  levies 
and  aH«»nieTita,  and  to  purcbaae  glebea  and  ereot 
dnclling-honus  (br  tbe  minister!  in  each  pariab. 
....  The  tandi  thus  purchased  became  Teited 
in  the  Episcopal  ofanrcb,  the  mlniitcr  for  tbo  time 
being  leiwd  of  the  freehold." 
Mr.  Justice  Story  then  went  on  to  ex- 
plain the  circumstances  under  which  the 
appeal  had  arisen — 

"Bj  itatnta  of  IBOl the  Legiilature 

Maerted  it*  right!  to  all  the  property  of  the  Epis- 
copal churohe*  anddireoted  tfaBOTeneere 

of  the  poor  in  cub  pariih  in  whioh  anj  glebe  land 
waa  YDcant  to  aell  tbe  lame,  and  applf  the  pK- 
ceedi  lo  the  nie  of  the  poor  of  the  pariah." 
They  Uius  did  something  very  similar  to 
what  that  Bill  did  in  regard  to  the  Irish 
Church.  And  the  opinion  which  that 
eminent  American  Judge  gave  in  the 
case  was  this :  he  denied  that — 

"  All  the  pnbUo  propertj  icqaired  hf  the  Epic- 
eopal  ehorcbet  under  the  ainoUoii  of  tba  law  b^ 

jfr.  mit 


oatns  the  propertj  of  the  State.  .  .  The  title 
thereto  wai  indefeaiiblj  Tested  In  tba  ohvrohM, 
or  lather  in  their  legal  agenta.  It  was  not  In  the 
powor  of  tho  Crown  to  saiie  or  aaaume  it,  nor  of 
Pnrlinment  Itself  to  deatroj  tbe  gmnts,  onleu  bj 
tbe  exercise  of  a  power  the  most  arbitrary,  up- 
press! re,  and  unjust,  and  onl«  twoenie  it  oould  not 
'"  reaiated.    Ic  was  not  forraited,ror  the  chnrcbei 
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Wo   li 


iboritf  or  principle  (hat  could 
support  the  doctrine  that  a  IvgialntiTe  grant  is  re- 
vocable in  its  own  nature,  or  held  oolr  dvrtaiU 
bene  plaeilo.  Such  a  doctrine  would  uproot  the 
verr  foundatioBi  of  almost  all  the  land  titles  in 
Virginia,  and  is  utterly  iooonalitonC  with  a  great 
fundamental  principle  of  a  repnblicnn  Govero- 
meot — the  right  of  all  cittiens  to  the  fi«e  enjo/> 
ment  of  their  property  legally  acquired." 

Was  it  surprising  that  Irish  Chnichmen 
who  were  acquainted  with  the  deoimoa 
of  the  Supreme  Court  in  that  case,  and 
in  the  case  of  Trinity  Church,  New 
York,  should  feel  and  say  with  some 
bitterness — "  Had  Ireland  been  a  part 
of  the  United  States,  instead  of  a  part 
of  the  United  Kingdom,  the  Church 
might  have  been  disestablished,  but  her 
property  woidd  not  hare  been  confisca- 
ted ?"  They  were  told  that  these  were 
legal  cobwebs,  to  be  swept  away ;  that 
they  did  not  meet  there  for  the  purpose 
of  discussing  points  of  law,  but  for  the 
purpose  of  originating  principles  of  law. 
Were  they  to  originate  principles  of  law 
at  the  dictation  of  the  Minister  of  the 
day,  without  having  those  principles  ex- 
plained to  them,  orwithout  having  titeir 
merits  discussed  ?  They  had  never  been 
told  what  was  the  legal  principle  on 
which  that  Bill  was  founded.  He  did 
not  know,  but  he  presumed,  that  it  waa 
capable  of  general  application.  Was  it 
a  principle  that  would  not  bear  discus- 
sion ?  It  might  be  well  that  the  House 
should  know  what  the  principle  waa 
that  the  lai^  majorities  of  hon.  Gen- 
tlemen opposite  had  again  and  again 
asserted;  and  that  they  should  under- 
stand how  it  was  to  be  guarded  in  its 
operation,  so  that  the  oonfiscation  of 
Church  land  might  not  serve  as  a  preo»- 
dent  for  confiscation  on  a  more  extended 
scale,  which  would  not  be  altogether 
agreeable  to  Whig  Peers  and  Whig 
luidowners.  The  chief  justification  o^ 
fered  by  hon.  Gentlemen  oi^Kwite  for 
that  measure  was  that,  in  their  opinion, 
there  was  a  demand  for  it  in  Ireland, 
and  they  said  they  had  a  majority 
which  could,  and  which  would,  cany 
it.  "  We  can  and  we  will."  To  whiUt 
straits  most  hon.  Gentlemen  opposite  be 
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redooed  when  they  heatd  th&t  doctrine 
OBunoiated,  and  folitxwed  tlioae  who 
emmciated  it,  without  any  remonBtrance 
— a  doctrine  which  was  moet  extraordi- 
nary aa  coming  &om  the  mouth  of  a 
statesman,  subversive  of  all  rights  and 
liberties,  most  tyrannic^  in  its  concep- 
tion, and  most  dangerous  in  its  results ! 
But  it  was  time  £at  he  should  notice 
shortly  the  Bill  now  before  them,  as 
amended  in  Committee,  and  under  con- 
sideration as  amended,  ^ey  were  re- 
quired on  that  occasion  to  express  their 
judgment  on  the  entire  Bill,  now  Uiat  it 
had  reached  its  perfect  state  and  received 
ita  finishing  stroke  &om  the  hand  of  the 
Qovemment  and  was  ready  to  be  re- 
moved to  "another  place."  Hectmfessed 
that  when  he  came  to  examine  it  the 
first  thin^  which  struok  him  was  the 
.  very  arbitrary  charaoter  of  the  Bill. 
What  did  it  provide?  In  order  to 
carry  out  that  measure  they  erected  a 
new  tribunal.  The  Commisaiomers  might 
be  good  men  ;  he  did  not  say  anytlun^ 
about  the  gentlemen  who  were  selected 
as  OomnuBsionere  under  the  Bill ;  he 
had  no  oomplaint  to  make  with  reference 
to  them.  But  what  he  did  complain  of 
was  that  they  were  absolutely  removable 
at  the  will  of  the  Crown — ^that  was,  at 
the  caprice  of  the  Minister  of  the  day, 
or  of  those  advisers  to  whom  the  exi- 
gencies  of  his  party  might  compel  him 
to  listen ;  that  me  appointment  of  &esh 
Commissioners  was  equally  in  the  abso- 
lute power  of  the  Crown ;  that  no  quali- 
fication whatever  was  required ;  that 
there  was  no  restraint  on  their  action, 
while  their  powers  were  most  exten- 
sive, and  the  protection  of  the  ordinary 
courts  of  law  was  taken  away.  Let 
them  see  for  a  moment  how  that  would 
work.  What  a  power  they  were  putting 
into  the  hands  of  any  Qovemment !  The 
Commissioners  must  act  subject  to  the 
dictation  of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman, 
and  were  exposed  to  dismissal  if  they 
did  not  satis^  him.  If  they  were  too 
favourable  to  the  Church — if  they  failed 
to  interpret  the  terms  "gracious  and 
generous"  in  the  sense  in  which  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  and  the  Gh>vem- 
ment  interpreted  Uiem, — there  was  a 
remedy  ready ;  they  would  be  dismissed, 
and  more  pliant  tools  would  take  their 
place.  They  were  now  under  the  rule 
of  a  Qtivemment,  one  Member  of  which 
— the  Chanoellor  of  the  Exchequer — 
loved  to  test  everything  by  results.  That 


Minister  would  judge  the  proceedii^  of 
the  Commissioners,  and  ueir  adminis- 
tration of  the  properhr  committed  to 
Oieir  charge,  favourably  or  unfavour- 
ably accordingly  as  the  result  told  for 
or  against  the  Church — that  was  to  say, 
if  they  oppressed  the  Church,  if  they  ex- 
erted the  power  they  possessed  so  as  to 
secure  a  large  surplus  and  a  good  round 
sum  to  be  divided  among  tne  lunatio 
asylums  and  hospitals  of  Ireland,  then 
they  would  be  held  to  do  their  work 
weU.  If,  on  the  other  hand,  th^  were 
favourable  to  the  Church,  and  were 
somewhat — he  was  alraid  to  use  the 
word — "  generous,"  but  if  they  acted  as 
that  word  was  ordinarily  understood 
out-of-doors,  they  would  have  one  Mem- 
ber of  the  Government,  at  any  rate,  dis- 
satisfied with  the  result,  and  no  doubt 
anxious  to  remove  them  and  to  find  gen- 
tlemen who  jmderstood  political  economy 
rather  better.  Supposing  that  proposal 
bad  come  &om  a  Conservative  Minister, 
instead  of  from  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man, what  remonstrances  they  would 
have  heard  &om  Liberal  Members  t  How 
they  would  have  been  told  that  it  waa 
improper  to  put  all  those  powers  in  the 
hands  of  the  Government  of  the  day! 
But  it  came  to  them  recommended  by  a 
Government  and  supported  by  the  votes 
of  a  party  who  professed  to  value  the  li- 
berty of  the  subject  and  to  hate  tyranny 
in  every  shape.  That  was  not  all.  The  Bill 
placed  the  churches,  the  private  endow- 
ments,  and  the  glebe  houses  entirely  at 
the  mercy  of  the  Minister  of  the  day. 
The  incorporation  of  the  Church  Body 
was  subject  to  the  pleasure  of  Her  Ma- 
jesty— that  was,  of  course,  according  to 
the  Constitution,  subject  to  the  advice 
which  her  First  Minister  might  give  her. 
If  the  right  hon.  Gentleman,  or  anyone 
who  occupied  his  place,  should  think 
proper  to  delay  the  mcorporation  of  the 
Church  BodytillJuly,  1871,  the  churches, 
the  glebe  houses,  and  the  private  en- 
dowments, with  a  few  exceptions,  would 
become  absolutely  at  the  disposal  of  the 
Commissioners.  Neither  the  Presby- 
terians nor  the  Soman  Catholics  were 
exposed  to  any  risk  like  that.  It  was 
only  the  Protestant  Church  of  Ireland 
that  was  exposed  to  it ;  and  that  was  a 
specimen  of  what  Liberal  Gentlemen 
called  "religious  equality."  And  that 
was  not  a  solitary  instance.  Let  them 
contrast  the  treatment  dealt  out  by  the 
Bill  to  the  Protestant  Church  on  the  one 
[TTiiVrf  Stadittf. 
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hand,  and  to  the  Boman  Catholic  Cot- 
poration  of  Maynooth  on  the  other.  In 
file  case  of  the  Church,  the  corporatione 
were  all  dissolved-  In  the  case  of  May- 
sooth,  those  clauses  in  the  Act  which 
related  to  incorporation  were  carefully 
exempted  from  repeal.  In  regard  to 
building  and  lands,  the  Chur&Q  Body 
oould  acquire  them  only  if  it  applied  for 
them  during  the  first  six  months  of 
1 87 1 ;  whereas,  in  the  case  of  Maynooth, 
the  existing  buildinge  and  hmd  con- 
tinued to  be  vested  in  the  corporate 
tody.  Then  the  Church  was  to  buy  her 
glebes ;  that  glebe  land  which  belonged 
to  her  by  an  indefeasible  title,  by  the 
law  of  the  land,  she  was  to  buy  back,  or 
BO  much  of  it  as  their  principle  of  "reli- 
gious equality"  allowed  her  to  retain. 
Oa  the  other  hand,  the  Boman  Catholic 
body  were  to  receive  a  present — an  ab- 
solute present — of  buildmgs  which  bad 
been  erected  &om  a  national  fund,  and 
the  debt  remaining  on  them  was  to  be 
for  ever  cancelled;  while  the  Church 
Eody  was  to  repay  the  debt  that  existed 
on  uie  glebe  houses.  That  was  another 
example  of  "  religious  equality."  Then 
there  were  the  veeted  interests  to  be 
considered.  With  respect  to  those 
veeted  interests  the  Church  waa  to  be 
weakened  by  the  isolation  of  the  clergy, 
whose  life  intereetfi  only  were  to  be  re- 
garded, and  that  under  the  most  strict 
oondiliona.  In  the  case  of  the  Koman 
Catholics,  individual  vested  intereste 
were  altogether  overlooked,  and  the  cor- 
porate body  was  endowed  with  a  sum  of 
money  equal  to  fourteen  years'  purchaee 
of  the  Parhamentary  Grant,  and  &ee 
£rom  all  conditions  whatever.  That, 
again,  was  a  specimen  of  Liberal  notiona 
of  "  religious  equality."  He  would  re- 
mind the  House  of  the  terms  employed 
in  the  House  and  oatdde  of  it  by  right 
hen.  Gmtlemen  opposite  when  they  de- 
scribed the  naturo  of  the  measure  which 
they  thought  of  bringing  forward  in 
reference  to  the  Church  in  Ireland. 
They  foreshadowed,  in  speeches,  de- 
livered at  liverpool  and  other  places, 
the  character  of  the  Bill  which  the  coun- 
try was  to  expect ;  and  he  should  like  to 
quote  a  few  passages  from  those  speeches 
and  then  to  ask  uie  House  whether  the 
measure  really  was  correctly  represented 
in  the  language  used  on  those  oocasions. 
The  First  Minister  of  the  Crown  said  at 
Liverpool,  on  the  14th  of  October — "  Wa 
shall  adopt  the  utmost  possible  measure 


of  mildnesa  in  the  means."  With  refer- 
ence to  ohurchea  and  pareonagee,  tite 
right  hon.  Gentleman  said — "Myopinion 
is  that  the  feeling  of  this  country,  apart 
from  logic,  woiDd  never  endure  that 
they  should  be  taken  away  &om  the 
Church."  Then,  speaking  in  that  Hoose 
on  the  30th  of  March,  1860.  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  said — "Every  vested 
right  shall  receive  absolute  compensa- 
tion and  satisfaction."  As  to  the  mild- 
nees  of  the  measure,  he  need  say  no- 
thing ;  but  the  promise  respecting  vested 
rights  had  scarcely  been  carried  out  in 
the  Bill,  because  stipendiair  curates  had 
been  entirely  overlooked,  although  th^ 
were  promoted,  upon  the  average,  at  the 
rate  of  one  in  ton  every  year,  and  the  ave- 
rage duration  of  their  service  as  curates 
was  only  thirteen  years.  No  one  could 
doubt,  therefore,  that  the  curates  had 
some  vested  interest  in  the  prospect  of 
promotion.  The  President  of  the  Board 
of  Trade  had  also  spoken  on  the  quee- 
tion,  and  had  used  language  which  wao 
not  borne  out  by  the  character  of  the 
Bill.  The  right  hon.  Gentleman  apoke 
of  the  question  as  a  very  great  one, 
which  ought  to  be  dealt  with  in  a  most 
gracious,  generous,  and  tender  manner. 
The  right  hon.  Gentleman  went  on  to 
recommend  every  reasonable  conceedon, 
and  said — "  I  am  against  rudeness  and 
harshness  in  legislation."  But,  notwith- 
standing this  foreshadowing  of  the  mea- 
sure, what  was  its  actual  character  F  The 
ecclesiastical  corporations  were  dissolved, 
the  clergy  isolated,  and  the  rectors  and 
curates  set  at  variance.  The  veeted  in- 
t«rests  of  the  latter  were  disregarded 
alti^ether;  the  re-conatmction  of  the 
Church  was  rendered  necessaiy  In  a 
limitod  time,  and  only  a  limited  time 
was  allowed  for  the  purpose;  an  arbi- 
tary  date  was  laid  down  as  to  private  en- 
dowments, and  thus  the  Chunut  would  be 
deprived  of  endowments  which  belonged 
to  her  byjust  as  good  a  title  as  any  which 
had  been  acquired  since  1660.  The  result 
would  be  that  the  flame  of  religions  ran- 
cour would  be  fanned  and  its  energy 
re-doubled  in  Ireland,  so  that,  instead  of 
peace,  contention  and  discord  would  ba 
the  result  of  the  measure,  Tet  this  waa 
the  generous  measure  of  a  Liberal  Go- 
vernment and  of  a  Liberal  and  enlight- 
ened statesman.  What  a  perversion  of 
terms!  Let  hon.  Gentiemen  oppodtfl 
read  their  professions  by  the  light  of 
their  praotioe.     What  value  ahoiud  W« 
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^aoe  cm  theu  hi^lL-aoundlng  tenoB? 
He  had  shown  what  vas  their  notion  of 
religious  equality,  and  they  wore  not 
mora  suocesaful  in  the  other  terms  which 
they  emphiyed.  They  called  themselves 
Liberals,  but  their  liberality  began  and 
ended  with  tbemselTee,  or  extended  only 
to  the  giving  Bwaj  of  that  which  did  not 
belong  to  them.  They  talked  of  progress, 
and  yet  brought  fbrward  a  measure  for 
the  avowed  purpose  of  destroying  the 
ascendancy  in  Ireland  of  that  very  class 
upon  whom  the  progreoa,  prosperifr,  and 
advancement  of  the  country  depended. 
They  talked  of  toleration,  and  had  allied 
themaelvee  with  the  most  intolerant  party 
in  Europe.  They  proclaimed  themselves 
the  &ienda  of  freedom  of  speech,  and 
showed  the  value  of  that  profession  by 
raking  up  an  old  Act  of  Parliament — 
which  the  Home  Secretary  himself  ad- 
mitted was  one  of  great  severity — for  the 
purpose  of  shutting  the  mouth  of  a  man 
who,  whatever  might  be  his  faults — and 
he  neither  denied  nor  defended  them — 
had  at  any  rate  drawn  down  upon  him- 
eelf  the  enmity  of  the  intolerant  allies 
of  hon.  Gentlemen  opposite  because  he 
spoke  the  truth.  Hon.  Gentlemen  oppo- 
nte  declared  themselves  Mends  of  the 
voluntaiy  principle,  and  yet  grudged  the 
clergy  in  Ireland  the  enjoyment  of  the 
voluntary  contributionB  of  generations 
which  had  passed  away,  because,  for- 
sooth !  their  bounty  was  greater  than 
that  of  hon.  Gentlemen  opposite.  Those 
who  sat  on  that  (the  Opposition)  side  of 
the  House  had  no  coi^dence  in  such 
piofesaions  when  allied  with  such  prac- 
tices. Their  gradous  and  generous  in- 
tentions which  had  resulted  in  this  Bill 
were  not  gracious  and  generous  in  the 
proper  sense  of  the  terms.  Begarding 
the  subject  from  a  political  point  m 
view,  hon.  Gentlemen  on  that  side  of 
the  House,  as  IVotestants  advocating 
hberly,  as  supporters  of  the  most  sacred 
national  institutions,  distrusting  the  vo- 
luntary principle  apart  from  endow- 
ments, and  as  upholders  of  law  and 
order,  and  opponents  of  robbery  and 
injustice,  denounced  this  measure.  In 
Bpite  of  the  oppositton,  in  spite  of  argu- 
ment, in  spite  of  remonstrances  addressed 
to  tlie  Government  from  their  own  side 
of  the  House,  the  measure  had  been 
brought  to  its  present  stage.  Hon.  Geu- 
Uemea  opposite  expeoted  to  cany  the 
third  reading.  Thev  might  do  so ;  but 
the  Oppoffltion  would  not  oe  their  acoom- 


Slioes.  The  Opposition  would  not  deeert 
leir  principles  and  deny  their  God  at 
the  bidding  of  a  majority  however  large, 
nor  would  they  hup  forward  a  great 
constitutional  change  which  they  behoved 
to  be  not  only  a  political  error  and  a 
social  calamity,  but  also  a  national  crime. 
In  such  a  pohoy  they  would  hare  no 
share.     Their  hands  should  not  saaist  ia 

fulling  down  the  British  Constitution, 
ut  the  historian  of  the  future  should 
give  to  hon.  Gentlemen  opposite  the 
whole  credit  of  having  done  their  best 
to  remove  the  chief  foundatians  of  the 
noblest  pohtical  structure  whioh  the 
world  had  ever  seen.  In  conclusion,  the 
hon.  Gentleman  moved  that  the  Bill  h« 
read  a  third  time  upon  that  day  three 
months. 

laxD  ELCH.O,  in  seconding  fhe  Mo- 
tion, said,  the  following  question  had 
been  put  to  him  by  some  of  his  Whig 
Friends— "How  does  it  happen  that  you, 
who  profess  to  be  an  independent  Mem- 
ber of  this  House,  and  who  owe  alle- 
giance to  neither  the  First  Minister  of 
the  Grown  nor  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
the  Member  for  Buckinghaoishire  (Mr. 
Disraeli),  can  reconcile  with  such  a  po- 
sition the  seconding  of  the  Motion  for 
the  rejection  of  the  Bill?"  He  would 
briefly  «rplain,  therefore,  why  he  had 
taken  this  course.  It  was  periectly  true 
that  he  professed  no  alle^anoe  to  the 
Leader  of  either  party,  but  it  was  equally 
true  that  he  did  profess  all^ianoe  to  the 
Oonstitutiou  of  his  country  in  Ohurch  and 
State,  and  it  was  because  he  believed 
this  measure  would  be  the  inauguration 
of  a  policy  the  ultimate  effect  of  which 
would  be  the  permanent  separation  of 
Church  and  8tat«,  and  because  he  wished 
to  express  in  the  strongest  possible  way 
his  dissent  from  the  Bill  of  his  ri^t  hon. 
Friend  that  he  spoke  to  the  "Whip" 
on  tiiat  (the  Opposition)  side  of  the 
House,  and  intimated  his  willingneSB  to 
second  the  Motion  if  no  one  else  was 
particularly  desirous  of  doing  so.  That 
was,  sim^,  the  explanation.  [IrontMl 
eAMr«.]  He  confessed  he  did  not  under- 
stand the  meaning  of  those  ironical 
cheers,  because  he  could  not  think  that 
by  so  doing  ho  should  in  any  way  forfeit 
the  position  which  he  occupied  in  that 
House.  He  should  not  follow  the  hon. 
Gentleman  (Mr,  Holt)  by  filtering  into 
any  details  of  the  Bill  in  its  bearing  on 
the  Protestants  or  Boman  Catholics,  be- 
cause hon.  Gentlemen  had  ably  dissected 
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Nor  would  he  touch  upon 
the  questiou  of  endowments,  which  had 
been  dealt  with  by  the  hon.  Uember  for 
Bichmoud  (Sir  Eoundell  Pahner),  whose 
ei)eeoh  still  awaited  an  answer.  He  would 
not  even  discuss  the  abstract  principle  of 
a  Ohurch  Establishment,  the  merit  of 
which  he  was  content  to  rest  on  the  de- 
finition g;iven  by  the  hon.  Cfontleman 
(Ur.  HoU).  He  was  also  content  to  rest 
the  merit  of  an  Establishment,  as  apphed 
to  Ireland  especially,  upon  the  well- 
known  dictum  of  a  well-known  and  most 
liberal  State  Churchman,  who  became  a 
Free  Churchman,  Dr.  Chalmers,  who 
said  that  the  Protestant  Church  in  Ire- 
land was  the  main  element  of  Irish 
civilization.  Not  having  spoken  in  these 
debates  during  this  Session,  he. wished 
on  the  present  occasion,  if  the  House 
vould  bear  with  him,  to  take  a  general 
and  wide  view  of  the  apphcation  of  the 
Bill,  not  only  to  Ireland,  but  also  to 
this  country.  He  wished  to  discuss  it 
on  the  grounds  on  which  it  had  been 
brought  forward  —  namely,  expediency 
towards  Ireland,  and  religious  equably 
as  r^^ards  Ireland  —  a  principle  which 
he  should  maintain  was  applicable  like- 
wise to  the  whole  of  the  United  King- 
dom. The  question  of  expediency  ad- 
mitted of  two  views.  The  Bill  might 
be  expedient  as  regards  party,  or  it 
might  be  expedient  as  regu^  Ireland. 
He  knew  there  were  some  mocking 
spirits  who  said  this  policy  had  been 
inaugurated  not  so  much  for  the  pacifi- 
cation of  Ireland  as  for  the  pacification 
— might  he  say  subjugation? — of  the 
Liberal  party,  and  that  if  the  Conserva- 
tives had  not  raised  the  cry  of  "  Level 
up  "  we  should  never,  at  least  in  these 
days,  have  heard  £rom  the  opposite 
Benches  the  cry  of  "  Level  down."  For 
his  own  part,  however,  he  did  not  adopt 
the  language  which  was  uttered  in  such 
a  mockmg,  cynical  spirit.  He  wEts  ready 
to  give  his  right  hon.  Friend  (the  First 
Lord  of  the  Treasuir)  credit  for  the  mo- 
tives  which  had  led  turn  to  introduce  the 
Bill.  He  attributed  it,  indeed,  not  to 
party  pulses,  but  to  the  impulsive  con- 
viction of  the  Prime  Minister.  Not  that 
the  Bill  was  any  safer  &om  that  circum- 
stance. He  held  that  the  great  danger 
which  the  country  would  be  exposed  to 
from  the  Leadership  of  his  right  hon. 
Friend  was  the  impidaiveness  of  his  con- 
BoientiouB  convictions.  He  gave  his  right 
hon.  Friend  credit,  therefore,  for  bring- 
Lori  Ekho 


ing  in  this  Bill  hond  Jidi  for  the  pacifica- 
tion of  Ireland,  and  for  bringing  about 
what  would  be  worthy  of  the  supremest 
statesmanship  —  namely,  the  thorough 
binding  together  and  reoonciliation,  if 
he  might  use  the  term,  of  this  country 
and  Ireland.  If,  incidentally,  with  thia 
great  and  broad  national  policy,  the  Bill 
had  had  the  efifect  of  pacifying  the  Li- 
beral party,  no  doubt  bis  right  hon. 
Friend  did  not  regard  that  aa  an  ob- 
jection. Certainly  it  had  had  that  effect 
in  a  very  marked  degree,  because  over 
the  corpse  of  the  Irish  Protestant  Church 
we  had  seen  a  reconciliation  which  two 
years  ago  would  have  been  deemed  im- 
lossible.  Had  they  not  seen  the  Mem- 
jer  for  Birmingham  (the  President  of 
the  Poor  Law  Board)  walk  into  Down- 
ing Street  followed  by  half,  at  aay  rate, 
of  that  historical  Scotch  terrier  which 
ince  very  celebrated  in  that  House 
meant  by  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer.  Did 
anyone  doubt  that  if  the  other  half  of 
that  historic  animal  had  been  in  the 
House  at  the  time  it  would  with  equal 
complacency  have  followed  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  into  Downing  Street  P 
He  must,  therefore,  say  that,  so  far  as 
the  Liberal  party  was  concerned,  the 
irreconcilable  had  been  reconciled,  and 
that  so  tax,  at  all  evente,  the  measnie 
must  be  admitted  to  be  one  of  com- 
plete pacification.  But  now  let  him  take 
the  measure  with  respect  to  that  which 
was  its  real  object.  How  had  it  worked 
for  the  pacification  of  Ireland  ?  His  right 
hon.  Friend  the  Chancellor  of  the  Exche- 

auer,  in  a  speech  which  he  had  made  at 
le  commencement  of  the  Session,  de- 
scribed the  Bill  as  being  one  which,  though 
it  mi^ht  offend  a  faction,  would  conciliate 
a  nation.  Now,  he  would  ask  the  Houeo 
to  l«Bt  the  measure  by  that  standard. 
Did  hon.  Members  observe  in  die  poli- 
tical horizon  of  Ireland  signs  of  th^ 
|)eace  and  conciliation  which  the  BiU  was 
intended  to  inaugurate  ?  The  com* 
mentary  upon  it  as  a  measure  of  pacifi- 
cation was,  he  grieved  to. say,  written 
weekly  in  letters  of  blood,  which  pro- 
claimed in  language  which  admitted  of 
no  mistake,  that  it  was  not  the  Church 
but  the  land  question  which  was  at  the 
root  of  Irish  (UBoontent.  That  was  what 
one  section  of  the  Soman  Catholio  popu- 
lation of  Ireland  said,  and  what  was  the 
language  of  another  f  Itwaa  ^witioallj 
to  van  effect  that  it  was  not  Frotartaat 
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bot  BritiBh  aBcendancy  whioh  la;  at  tiie 
bottom  of  tliB  grievances  o£  Ireland. 
Erery  occnpant  of  the  Treaauiy  Bench 
knew  tliat  statemant  was  correct.  They 
knew  that  the  causea  of  Iriah  diacouteut 
were  the  result  of  conqaeat,  of  the  im- 
perfect amalgamation  of  the  two  races, 
of  the  perennial  agitation  of  Irieh  pa- 
triots, and  of  the  perennial  bidding  of 
Elidcal  partiea  in  that  Houae  for  the 
ah  Koman  Catholic  vote.  He,  for  one, 
felt  assured  that  if  the  Govenmient,  in- 
stead of  coquettiiig  with  the  land  ques- 
tion and  of  liberating  traitors,  would 
apeak  out  frankly  on  toat  question — he 
md  not  ask  them,  it  would  not  be  right 
to  expect  that  they  ahould  positiTely 
atate  trhat  their  measure  with  respect  to 
it  was  to  be— and  declare  courageously 
what  their  poHcy  was  not  to  be  in  the 
&ce  of  the  expectant  people  of  Ireland, 
they  would  act  much  more  wisely  than 
by  adopting  the  course  which  they  were 
now  foDowmg.  They  should  have  told 
the  Irish  people  that  their  policy  in  re- 
ference to  that  country,  whatever  else  it 
meant,  did  not  mean  fixity  of  tenure ; 
that  they  were  determined  to  suppress 
Feniauism,  and  to  maintain  as  vigorously 
the  Union  of  Ireland  with  England  as 
the  Americana  had  maintained  the  Union 
of  the  South  with  the  North.  Such 
language  as  that  would,  he  contended, 
do  more  to  pacify  Ireland  than  the  dia- 
establi^mient  of  fifty  Irish  Ohurohes. 
In  support  of  that  statement  ho  could 
produce  any  number  of  documents,  but 
he  would  not  weary  the  House  by  read- 
ing more  than  one — a  resolution  passed 
by  the  Tenant  Bight  Society  of  Meath, 
in  1 865,  and  he  believed  that  Dr.  Nulty, 
the  Boman  Catholic  Biahop  of  Meath, 
waa  the  head  of  that  Society.  That 
resolution  waa  ao  follows  : — 

"  Tbe  on«  grwt  lolo  qaaition  for  Irstaiid  il  tbo 
Uod  queition.  All  other  queationi,  inoh  as  ths 
dliciUbliihnient  of  the  Irlih  Churah,  are  got  Dp 
for  parlf  purpoMi,  and  would  but  iDfuM  tn  ala- 
meat  of  bigotrr  into  tba  diitBrbed  reliant  of 
Undlard  and  tanuit." 

Bo  much,  then,  for  this  Bill  as  a  measure 
•of  conciliation  and  pacification  in  its  re- 
lation to  tbe  Boman  Catholics  of  Ire- 
land. He,  in  the  next  place,  came  to  its 
bearing  upon  the  Protestants ;  for  it  must 
be  recollected,  though  the  Government 
seemed  to  forget  it,  that  there  was  a  na- 
tion of  Protestants  in  Ireland  as  well  as 
a  nation  of  Boman  Catholics.  It  was 
only  necessary  to  have  read  the  news- 


papers within  the  last  few  months,  ainoe 
the  present  BiU  had  been  under  discus- 
sion, to  perceive  that  the  Irish  Pro- 
testants, utherto  a  loyal  and  contented 
people,  were  likely  to  become  disloyal. 
llronieal  eh«m-».']  He  would  not  tiseUiat 
word,  but  would  say  they  were  likely  to 
become  as  discontented  ae  the  most  dis- 
contented  portion  of  the  population  of 
that  country.  What  was  the  language 
which  was  now  used  by  a  part  of  tbe 
Protestants  of  Ireland  ?  It'  was  to  the 
effect  that  they  must  set  up  another 
Cromwell  to  kick  out  the  present  Parha- 
ment,  and  that  the  result  of  the  BiU 
would  be  to  introduce  into  Ireland  a 
chronic  state  of  discontent.  He  saw 
that  an  Orange  meeting  was  to  be  held 
in  Dublin,  at  which  one  of  the  resolutions 
to  be  proposed  was  that  the  maintenance 
of  the  Union  was  no  longer  an  article 
oftheirProtestantfaith.  [^Ironieal sheer t.'] 
He  heard  some  Boman  Cathohc  Mem- 
bers cheer,  and  he  could  quite  understand 
why  they  did  so  ;  but  he  did  not  blame 
the  Protestants  for  the  course  they  were 
taking  in  connection  with  this  subject 
,  any  more  than  he  blamed  tbe  Boman 
Catholics  for  attacking  the  Church.  They 
must  take  human  nature  as  they  found 
it,  and  what  was  it  that  made  Irish  Pro- 
.  testants  so  discontented  ?  They  looked 
upon  the  Bill  as  a  gross  breach  of  faith 
on  the  part  of  the  Government  and  Pai- 
hament — as  a  tearing  up  of  the  engage- 
ments which  were  entered  into  with  them 
and  their  ancestors,  wbosettled  in  Ireland 
on  the  security  of  that  very  Church  pro- 
perty which  was  now  about  to  be  de- 
voted to  other  purposes,  and  between  the 
British  and  Irish  Parliaments  with  refer- 
ence to  the  maintenance  of  that  Church. 
Whether,  then,  he  looked  to  the  Pro- 
testants or  to  the  Eoman  Cathohcs  of 
that  countiy,  he  must  regard  the  Bill  as 
being,  as  a  measure  of  pacification  or 
concuiation,  a  complete  failure  in  the 
present,  and  he  doubted  whether,  unless 
it  were  accompanied  by  other  measures, 
any  Gentleman  sitting  on  the  Treasury 
Bench  could  deem  it  to  be  a  measure 
of  pacification  in  the  iiitnre.  He  came, 
in  the  next  place,  to  the  principle  of 
the  Bill.  The  ground  on  which  it  was 
supported  was,  so  far  as  he  under- 
stood, the  ground  of  justice  and  of  re- 
li^ouB  equality.  It  might,  perhaps,  be 
said  by  its  advocates — "  Granted  that  as 
a  measure  of  expediency  it  may  be  more 
or  less  a  failure,"  but  "  Fiatjuttitia  ruat 
[n^d  Stftding. 


irM  {comsom\ 

'  or,  in  the  words  of  the  frenoh 
"Fail  ee  que  dots,  advienite  qus 
The   House   maet,    hoverer, 


Chw^l 


988 


_T  well  aware  in  which  way  the 
Bilf  did  joatioe  to  tho  Protestants  of  Ire- 
land, and  he  would  for  a  moment  ask 
hon.  lUembets  to  consider  how  &t  it  did 
justice  to  the  Soman  Catholics.  On 
what  grounds  were  the  Frotestantsto  be 
deprived  under  the  Bill  of  their  Ohnrch 
lands?  "Beoause,"  it  was  contended 
by  its  snj^Kirtors,  "  thfise  lands  ouce  be- 
longed to  the  Bomau  Catholics."  But 
if  f£at  was  the  foundation  of  the  mea- 
sure, would  not  justice  naturally  demand 
that  the  land  should  be  tran^erred  to 
the  Soman  Catholios  &om  the  Froteat- 
ants?  Did  the  Bill  propose  such  a 
transfer?  Far  from  it.  The  surplus 
ariain^  from  that  source  was  practical^ 
to  be  given  to  the  Protestant  landlords 
of  Irdand.  "No,"  it  might  be  said; 
''  it  is  not  to  be  given  to  the  landlords, 
but  to  the  tenants  ui  occupation,  by  re- 
lieving them  from  rates  for  lunatic  aay- 
liuuB  and  oQifir  charitable  purposes." 
All  those  rates,  however,  fell  practically 
on  the  land ;  and  if  the  tenant  were  re- 
lieved from  them  the  fact  would  be  taken 
into  consideration  in  the  rent  which  he 
would  have  to  pay,  so  tbat  practically 
the  Church  lands  would  be  given  to  the 
Frotestaat  landlords.  It  was  possible 
that  in  the  Land  Bill  of  the  Ckivemment 
next  year  that  grievance  might  be  re- 
dressed; all  he  could  say  was  that 
meantime  tlie  present  measure  of  justice 
would  consBt  in  brii^ug  about  such 
a  transference  of  the  Church  lands  as 
he  had  mentioned.  Then  what,  he  would 
ask,  was  to  be  done  witli  the  churches  F 
Were  those  mubols  of  establishment 
and  signs  of  Protestant  ascendancy  in 
Ireland  to  be  handed  over  to  the  Koman 
Catholics  ?  Nothing  of  the  kind.  They 
were  to  be  given  up  to  the  Protestants. 
Where,  then,  according  to  the  principles 
of  the  Ctovemment  themselves,  was  the 
juetioe  of  the  Bill  in  dealing  with  these 
churches  ?  What  was  the  view  which 
the  Boman  Catholics  themselves  took  of 
the  matter?  He  found  from  a  docu- 
ment which  he  held  in  hie  hand  that  Br. 
Goes,  the  Boman  Catholic  Bishop  of 
Liverpool,  in  addressing  recently  a  large 
oongregation  at  Preston  on  me  Irish 
Church  question,  said — 

"  Th<  Cilholici  oFIrelsni]  hid  been  defViuded 
out  of  Ibelr  righti,  for  the  eodownMnti  their 
Charoli  poHMiad  prariaoi  to  the  RefoniutiOD 
LorAMHu 


ooght  to  ban  baeo  aetUed  npun  tke  Ostheliw  of 
that  countrj,  and  alto  the  venerable  buildingi 
whioh  Catholio  pistj  bad  ercoled.  Tbej  mart 
bear  in  nliid  that  tbese  endowmente  were  not 
left  for  the  aopporC  of  the  miniiten  of  Ireland  bat 
on  ocmdilion  that  eerlain  mnnei  wen  nid,  a 
thing  Uiej  all  knew  wai  not  folSUed  at  ttaepreMBt 
daj.'' 

The  Bishop  then  proceeded  to  say  that — 
"  Be  wa«  anilone  tliero  ibonld  be  aome  reoord 
of  what  manf  woold  aonaidw  an  inetalment  of 
jaitics  i  but,  at  tb*  wmo  tine,  he  *hould  be  eur- 
priied  iflbe  Iriih  nation  were  realtj  aatiafied  witb 
what  bad  been  given  b;  the  preient  GaremmeDt." 

The  fact  waa  that  upon  this  questdtm 
all  that  had  been  done  waa  to  gratify 
the  unchristian  feeling  of  the  Soman 
Catholics  towards  the  Protestants  by  th« 
spoliation  of  the  Protestant  Church,  and 
if  justice  of  any  kind  had  been  done  it 
was  thewildlnahjuflticeofrevenge.  He 
was  aware  that  the  Bill  proposed  to  es- 
tablish a  Bo-called  religious  equality  be- 
tween the  Boman  Catholics  and  the  Pro- 
testants in  Ireland,  but  was  that  pur- 
pose carried  out  by  it  ?  Ireland  was  go- 
verned by  a  Lord  Lieutenant,  and  ue 
law,  as  it  stood  at  present,  said  that  the 
individual  holding  that  office  must  be  a 
Protestant.  But  perhaps  next  Session, 
when  this  Bill  was  passed,  it  would  be 
disoovered  that  Protestant  ascendan(7 
was  being  maintained  at  the  Castle  in 
the  person  of  the  Lord  Lieutenant,  and 
a  Bill  vould  be  brou^t  in  throwing 
open  that  office  to  a  Boman  Catholic 
f"  Hear,  hearl"]  That  cheer  showed 
that  his  assumption  was  correct,  and  he 
h<^>ed  that  it  would  be  Ailly  nnderrtood 
by  the  Protestant  people  of  this  country. 
But  Ireland  was  an  integral  port  of 
this  Empire,  and  he  should  wish  to  as- 
certain bow  far  this  desire  for  religious 
equslity  was  to  lead  them.  When  they 
had  established  a  so-called  religious 
equality  in  Ireland,  would  not  they  be 
called  upon  to  establish  it  throughout 
the  whole  Empire — to  disestablish  the 
Protestant  Churches  of  England  and  of 
Scotland  ?  He  believed  that  hon.  Uem- 
bera  opposite  were  not  at  present  in  fa- 
vour of  the  disestablishment  of  those 
Churches ;  but  we  travelled  fast  in  thessa 
days — the  schoolmaster  was  abroad,  and 
the  Conservatives  were  not  the  only  per- 
sona who  were  undergoing  education; 
the  Whig  party  were  being  very  rapidly 
educated  by  the  most  powerful  school- 
master in  the  Cabinet,  who  would,  he 
was  confident,  obtain  a  first^ilass  certi- 
ficate from  the  junior  Member  fiir  Brad- 
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ford  (Mr.  IGcilI).  If  the  party  opposite 
were  now  asked  by  the  Irish  people  to 
diseatabliah  the  Established  Ohurcb  of 
England  and  Ireland,  they  would  eay — 
"No,  we  cannot  do  that,  becauBe  the 
maiority  of  the  people  of  England  and 
of  Scotland  are  Protestante,  and  there- 
fore we  are  not  at  the  preeent  prepared 
to  diaeBtablieh  those  Churches."  But 
what  would  be  the  rejoinder  of  the 
Irish  people  to  that  reply  ?  They  would 
at  once  say — ' '  Then  establish  the  Boman 
Gatholio  Church  in  Ireland  or  else  re- 
peal the  Union;"  and  as  lon^  as  the 
Union  was  unrepealed  that  argument 
misht  be  put  forward  with  effect,  and  in 
order  to  get  out  of  the  dilenuoa  they 
would  be  obliged  to  disestablish  the 
Churches  of  England  and  Scotland.  But 
not  even  then  would  they  have  estab- 
lished religious  equality,  so  long  as  the 
F^teetant  Settlement  of  1688  remained. 
If  diey  desired  to  establish  religions 
equalil?,  they  must  be  prepared  to  set 
aside  that  Settlement,  or  else  what  would 
become  of  the  principle  of  rel^ous 
equality  P  Of  two  things  one  must  be 
the  case— either  the  Goremment,  who 
announced  the  principle  of  religious 
equality,  did  not  mean  what  they  said, 
or  they  meant  a  great  deal  more  than 
they  said— either  ttiey  were  humbu^ing 
the  Boman  Catholics,  or  else  they  were 
deceiving  the  Protestants.  It  was  the 
right  of  the  Protestant  people  of  this 
country  to  demand  from  the  Govenunent 
a  dear  statement  as  to  the  lengths  to 
which  th^wete  prepared  to  go  in  this 
matter.  He  was  well  aware  what  the 
answer  of  the  (ikiTemment  would  be. 
They  would  say — "  This  is  all  very  weU 
in  theory  and  as  a  matter  of  abstraM 
reasoning,  but  we  are  a  practical  people, 
and  therefore  we  need  nave  no  tear  of 
the  coneequenoeB  which  you  say  are 
likely  to  result  £:om  our  acts."  He, 
however,  ventured  to  think  that  the  oon- 
sequences  he  had  pointed  oot  as  likely 
to  result  ftom  the  reasoning  and  from 
tiie  position  of  the  Govemment  were  not 
BO  impossible  aa  many  people  appeared 
to  imE^ine,  or  endeavoured  to  make 
themselves  beheve.  Such  people  had 
read  history  wrongly,  and  did  not  look 
upon  what  was  going  on  around  them. 
What  had  been  the  langaage  of  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  the  First  Minister 
of  the  Crown  upon  this  point  during  the 
late  election?  He  had  said  that  the 
great  question  of  the  Church  of  Ireland 


was  but  One  of  a  group  of  qnestiona, 
embracing  the  Church  of  Ireland,  the 
land,  and  the  education  of  the  Irish 
people ;  that  it  was  hut  one  of  many 
branches  of  a  trunk — the  trunk  and  the 
tree  of  Protestant  ascendancy — an  as- 
cendancy which  he  looked  to  the  Pro- 
testant people  of  this  country  to  put 
down,  and  on  which  they  were  banded 
togethertomakewar;  and  that,  although 
this  might  he  an  instalment  of  the  debt 
due  to  Ireland,  the  Irish  people  would 
not  be  worthy  to  be  free  if  they  were 
satisfied  with  a  mere  instalment,  or  if 
were  contented  witfi  anything  less 
lliui  justice.  Therefore,  according  to 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman's  own  state- 
ment, he  and  his  Mends  were  banded 
together  to  make  war  upon  the  Protest- 
ant ascendancy ;  and  after  such  a  trum- 
pet blast  from  the  right  hon.  Gtentleman 
the  Irish  people  would  be  wanting  to 
themselves  and  their  religion  if  th^  did 
not  press  this"  question  fiirther.  Judg- 
ing from  their  conduct  in  the  past,  it 
was  not  difficult  to  foresee  what  would 
be  their  conduct  in  the  future.  Let  the 
House  look  at  the  conditions  of  the 
Union,  at  the  terms  entered  into  at  the 
time  of  the  Soman  Catholic  Emancipa- 
tion Act,  at  the  oaths  taken  at  the  table 
of  that  House  that  in  no  way  should  tbe 
Protestant  Eetabliahment  be  injured. 
Let  them  recollect  how  these  conditions, 
these  tenns,  and  these  oaths  had  been 
kept,  and  let  them  judge  from  the  past 
how  it  was  likely  such  promises  would 
be  kept  in  future.  What  they  had  al- 
ready gained  formed  tiut  a  sm^  portion 
of  that  bit-by-bit  policy  of  encroachment 
by  which,  ever  since  the  Beformation, 
the  Boman  Catholics  had  endeavoured, 
bit  by  bit  and  step  by  st«p,  to  gain  hack 
the  ground  they  had  then  lost,  and  they 
looked  to  the  complete  acquiring  of  the 
lost  ground,  when,  according  to  the 
words  of  Archbishop  Manning,  this  Im- 
perial Enghsh  and  iSxttestant  race  should 
have  been  entirely  subjugated.  It  was 
under  these  circumstances  that  he  as- 
serted the  present  settlement  would  be 
disregarded  as  had  been  those  of  the 
past.  But  it  might,  perhaps,  be  said 
that  no  Boman  Catholic  would  venture 
to  attack  the  Act  of  Settlement.  He 
had,  however,  a  recollection  of  what  had 
occurred  during  the  laat  Session,  when 
a  Boman  Catholic  Gentleman  who  was 
now  a  Member  of  the  Govemment  (Sir 
Colman  O'Loghlen),  had  given  notice  of 
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a  Uotion  vitli  refennos  to  the  Coronation 
Oath  which  directly  tended  against  the 
Act  of  Setdement,  and  to  the  effect  of 
vbich  be  had  called  attentiou  at  the 
time.  It  was  true  the  right  hoD.  Qen- 
tleman  had  been  comfortably  muzzled. 
He  right  bon.  Oentlemau  found  himself 
comfortably  seated  on  the  Treasury 
Bench,  whereby  two  things  were  gained 
— in  the  first  place,  Her  Uajest^e  Go- 
Teroment  had  aileaced  an  indiecreet 
Friend,  and,  secondly,  the  Session  had 
been  t^ortened,  according  to  the  moat 
careM  calculation,  by  at  least  ten  days. 
He  mentioned  this  iact  to  show  that  ttie 
Act  of  Settlement  might  be  assailed,  not 
merely  by  a  wild  Iri^  fioman  Catholic, 
but  by  one  who  was  a  (Gentleman  and  a 
lawyer,  who  was  well  knows  to  that 
House,  and  who  had  been  thought  wor- 
thy of  a  high  and  comfortable  office  in 
the  Govemmeot.  It  might,  however, 
be  said  that  this  was  only  the  eocentrio 
act  of  an  over-zealous  Homan  Catholic, 
but  that  no  practical  person  would  think 
of  endeavouring  t«  attack  the  Act  of 
Settlement.  He  would,  however,  call 
into  court  a  witness  whose  evidence  be 
did  not  think  the  right  hou.  Gentleman 
tbe  First  Minister  would  repudiate — he 
meant  his  noble  Friend  Lewd  William 
Hay,  who  opposed  him  at  the  last  elec- 
tion, and  wno,  had  he  got  into  Parlia- 
ment, would  doubtless  have  occupied  a 
position  in  the  Government.  On  the 
day  of  the  declaration  of  the  poll, 
Ijord  William  Hay  expressed  his  re- 
gret that  the  constituency  of  the  county 
Ee  (Lord  Elcbo)  ^presented  had  de- 
clared itself  against  tbe  Liberal  party 
and  in  favour  of  a  principle  based  upon 
tbe  inviolable  maintenance  of  the  Set- 
tlement of  1688.  Therefore,  the  idea 
of  unsettling  the  Protestant  Settlement 
of  1668  was  not  confined  to  a  Bomaa 
Catholic  lawyer,  but  was  entertained  by 
a  Protestant,  and,  he  believed,  a  Pres- 
byterian gentleman,  who  was  well  known 
in  tiiat  House.  It  might  be  reasonably 
assumed  from  hJs  statement  that  the  un- 
settling of  Uiat  Settlement  would  form 
?art  of  the  policy  of  the  Liberal  party, 
t  was  true  that  &e  Government  had  not 
as  yet  put  forward  the  setting  aside  of 
that  Settlement  as  forming  part  of  their 
policy,  but  let  the  House  wait  for  a  short 
time,  and  they  would  find  that  the  edu- 
cation of  die  liberal  Jtarty  would  soon 
reach  tbe  desired  point,  and  would  en- 
able the  Government  to  declare  their 
Zord£lcho 
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real  views  upon  the  question.  Let  them 
for  a  moment  look  at  the  causes  which 
had  brought  about  this  Bill,  and,  as  like 
causes  were  apt  to  produce  like  effects, 
let  them  see  whether  there  was  not  a 

Srobability  that,  some  day  or  another, 
le  results  which  he  had  foreshadowed 
would  be  brought  about.  He  admitted 
that  the  chief  cause  which  had  induced 
bon.  Gentlemen  opposite  to  support  this 
Bill  was  tbe  behef  that  they  were  sup- 
religious  liberty.  Between  re- 
liberty  and  religious  equality 
tfere  was,  in  his  opinion,  a  vast  differ- 
ence ;  but  he  gave  hon.  Uembers  oppo- 
site credit  for  having  acted  under  that 
belief.  But  what  was  the  immediate 
cause  of  tbe  BUI  being  carried  P  Why, 
it  had  been  carried  by  the  Iriab  vote, 
aided  by  the  Scotch  vote.  Tbe  Iriab 
vote,  however,  was  mainly  influenced  by 
the  present  state  of  Ireland,  and  the 
Voluntary  vote  had  been  influenced  by 
the  position  of  parties  in  that  House. 
No  man  could  deny  that  the  various 
parties  in  that  House  had  always  made 
a  bid  for  Irish  Boman  Catholic  votes. 
The  Scotch  Members,  on  the  other  band, 
had  voted  in  favour  of  the  BiU,  under 
the  impression  that  they  were  thereby 
voting  m  favour  of  religious  equality — 
not  looking  beyond  or  remembering  mat 
religious  equality  and  religious  l^rty 
were  not  flie  same.  But  he  believed 
tbat  it  was  true  that  tbe  people  of  Eng- 
land, if  not  in  a  majority  against  the 
Bill  were  equally  divided  against  it,  and 
that,  therefore,  the  policy  of  a  popula- 
tion of  20,000,000  had  been  dictated  by 
a  population  of  5,000,000  Irish  and 
3,000,000  Scotch;  so  that  in  the  main 
there  were  20,000,000  people  neutral- 
ized by  8,000,000 ;  and  if  the  Irish  vote 
had  been  necessary  in  tbe  past,  did  they 
not  think  tbat  circumstances  might  again 
arise  in  which  the  Boman  Catholic  vote 
might  be  necessary  in  the  future  ?  Prac- 
tically, the  policy  of  the  Government  was 
now  directed  by  the  Voluntaiy  element 
on  that  side  of  the  House.  There  was 
a  time  when  those  who  sat  opposite  were 
divided  into  two  distinct  parties,  above 
and  below  tbe  Gangway.  Tbe  Whigs 
above  the  Gangway  formed  one  party, 
and  those  below  it  another.  Both  had 
a  policy,  but  tbe  Whigs  had  a  policy 
especiaUy  upon  questions  connected  wi^ 
land  and  the  Church  which  was  entirely 
distinct  from  the  other.  Now,  however, 
that  policy  was  mei^  in  what  was  ^^ 
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oalled  the  general  libwal  polity.  It 
vu  true  there  were  some  diatiiigmBhed 
Whigs  figDTing  in  the  Oovenunent,  bat 
the7  were  only  the  figure-heada  of  the 
ship;  and  the  position  of  the  Whig 
par^  on  this  question  was  aptly  illus- 
trated by  on  accident  which  bappened 
to  the  CSiannel  Squadron  in  a  cruise  last 
antumn.  It  bo  happened  that  in  some 
manner  the  Worrit  ran  into  the  Xoyal 
Oak,  and  the  figure-heed  of  the  Warrior 
fell  on  the  deck  of  the  Royal  Oak.  In 
spite  of  that,  the  Warrior  went  on,  and 
it  was  with  the  greatest  difficulty  the 
£oyal  Oak  was  saved  from  being  cut  in 
two.  Applying  this  incident  to  t£eWhig 
party,  they  were  the  figure-head  of  the 
ship,  and  the  First  Lord  of  the  Trea- 
SUT,  no  doubt,  commanded  the  qnarteF- 
deck  with  a  most  powerful  and  eloquent 
trumpet.  But  these  were  the  days  of 
eteam,  and  the  progress  of  a,  ship  de- 
pended on  the  eugine-ioom.  And  who 
commanded  there  ?  Why,  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  the  Member  for  Birmingham. 
He  said  advisedly  that  the  Whigs  had 
a  policy,  especially  on  Church  questions, 
and  that  it  was  not  the  policy  of  the 
right  hon.  Member  for  Birmingham 
(t£e  President  of  the  Board  of  Trade), 
or  of  the  Voluntaries  headed  by  the  ju- 
nior Member  for  Bradford.  He  heard 
an  Irish  Gentleman,  the  hon.  Member 
for  Waterford  (Mr.  Delahunty),  say  this 
Session  that  the  absence  of  a  Currency 
Bill  in  Ireland,  similar  to  that  of  Eng- 
land, was  the  arrow  that  had  pierced  the 
heart  of  Ireland.  He  considered  that 
at  the  time  to  be  a  remarkable  and 
rather  figurative  expression,  and,  with- 
out being  quite  as  figurative  as  the  hon. 
Member,  he  would  say  that  this  Bill  was 
the  saonfijiial  implement  with  which,  as 
a  party,  and  with  a  special  pohcy  of  their 
own,  the  aristocratic  Whigs  bad  per- 
formed the  aristocratic  Japanese  opera- 
tion of  the  Aort  karv.  The  last  excuse 
for  thie  Bill  was  the  exigency  of  party, 
which,  it  was  said,  had  brought  about 
this  state  of  thinge.  Now,  party  had 
been  defined  to  be  "  the  madness  of  the 
many  for  the  gain  of  the  few."  He 
would  rather  cafi  it  the  bird-call  for  the 
benefit  of  a  few  fowlers.  His  right  hon. 
Friend  the  First  Lord  of  the  Treasury 
fought  better  as  a  bird-caller  than  any 
man  who  had  filled  Office  in  that  House. 
He  had  piped  to  unwuy  Whig  birds, 
and  they  nad  Sown  into  the  net  of 
which  Archbishop  Cullen  and  the 
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rigjit  hon.  Member  for  Birmingham 
held  the  string ;  and  ha  looked  upon  the 
result  of  this  polity  as  being  as  certain 
to  lead,  sooner  or  later,  to  the  total  dis- 
ruption of  the  connection  between  Church 
and  State,  not  only  in  Ireland,  but  in 
England,  Scotland  and  Wales,  as  that 
they  were  new  discussing  the  third  read- 
ing of  &iB  Bill.  He  did  not  see  where 
the  element  of  resistance  was  to  come 
from.  This  Bill  would  surely  pass  the 
third  reading,  and  the  probabui^  was 
that  it  would  soon  become  law.  If  the 
Constitution  of  this  countiy  were  as  Con- 
servative as  that  of  America,  perhaps 
they  might  hope  to  see  some  resistance. 
What  was  the  Constitution  of  America  F 
No  constitutional  question  could  pass  the 
House  of  Bepresentatives  unless  it  was 
carried  by  a  majority  of  two-thirds.  It 
could  not  then  pass  without  coming  be- 
fore the  Senate,  which  had  the  power 
of  rejection,  and  had  as  great  an  autho- 
rity, if  not  greater,  than  the  House 
of  Bepresentatives  ;  and  although  the 
power  of  the  President  had  been  greatly 
lessened,  he  still  exercised  considerable 
power  in  such  matters.  But  what  was 
the  state  of  things  here  ?  A  majority  of 
1  could  cany  a  measure  of  great  con- 
stitutional change  through  this  House. 
By  the  writings  of  the  Press,  and  the 
language  used  both  in  and  outn^f-doora, 
it  was  now  an  assumed  thing  that  the 
Upper  House,  which  was  supposed,  ori- 
ginally, to  be  a  check  upon  we  proceed- 
ing of  die  House  of  Commons,  was 
simjdy  to  register  the  decrees  of  that 
House.  And  what  was  the  Assent  of 
the  Sovereign  ?  It  was  now  little  more 
than  the  casting  vote  of  the  Minis- 
ter. At  the  present  moment  it  had 
little  check  or  control  over  the  proceed- 
,  ings  of  that  House,  and  therefore  they 
might  reasonably  expect  that  this  Bill 
would  become  law.  But  they  might  be 
told  there  was  comfort  in  store,  and  that 
the  Protestants  in  Ireland  would  benefit 
by  the  change.  That  view  of  Protest- 
antism,  gaining  by  loosing  the  props  on 
which  the  Irish  Church  rested,  and  by  its 
becoming  a  missionary  Church,  remind- 
ed hJTTi  of  the  way  in  which  a  noble 
Marquess,  when  he  sat  in  that  House, 
proposed  to  deal  with  the  offence  of 
cruelfy  to  animals.  A  Bill  was  bronght 
in  by  which  it  was  proposed  to  put  a 
stop  to  it ;  and  one  dause  provided  that 
if  two  doge  were  found  fighting,  the  way 
to  prevent  orue%  to  animals  was  to  put 
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both  to  death.  It  waa  much  after  that 
joehion  that  the  Irish  Church  -was  to  be 
benefited  by  the  Bill  of  the  right  hon. 
Oeutlemau.  It  was  said  that  ciril  and 
religious  liberty  would  be  increased  by 
this  Bill,  but  he  did  not  believe  that 
religiouB  liberty  and  religious  equality 
were  one  and  the  Bame.  His  firm  belief 
was  that  the  best  security  ^or  religious 
liberty  and  ttderation  in  erery  way  was 
the  Frot«Btant  Settlement  under  which 
this  country  had  bo  long  flourished.  It 
might  be  said,  look  to  America,  to 
France,  to  Italy,  and  to  Spain,  and  it 
might  be  asserted  that  the  Roman  Ca- 
thdic  religion  did  not  change,  but  that 
the  Roman  Catholic  people  did.  He 
denied  the  analogy  altogether.  What 
was  the  state  of  things  in  America? 
That  was  a  countiy  with  no  history,  no 
traditions,  and  wim  no  association  of  a 
Church  such  as  existed  in  Ireland, 
friend  of  his,  who  was  travelling 
America  about  two  years  since,  met  the 
head  of  the  Jesuits,  and  asked  whether 
it  was  true  that  the  Roman  Catholics 
landing  in  that  country  threw  off,  in 
great  measure,  their  ^egiance  to  the 
priesthood.  He  replied  that  it  was  per- 
fectly true.  He  was  asked  how  he  ac- 
counted for  it,  and  he  said  that  when 
they  landed  in  America  tiiey  found  them- 
Belres  in  company  with  the  Freethinkers 
of  America,  and  the  Atheists  from  Ger- 
many, and  thus  they,  by  d^rees,  threw 
off  ueir  allegiance  to  the  priesthood. 
If  they  looked  to  Spain  and  France 
they  would  find  a  perfectly  different  state 
of  things  frwm  that  wluch  they  were 
going  to  establish  in  Ireland.  In  those 
countries  there  was  a  connection  be- 
tween the  Roman  Catholic  Church  and 
the  State,  and  a  certain  control  was  ex- 
ercised over  the  priesthood  similar  to 
that  which  existed  inthis  country  Belong 
as  an  Establislmient  was  maintained.  But 
in  Ireland,  by  this  Bill,  they  were  about 
to  establish  a  state  of  things  which 
unparalleled  in  Europe.  They  ^ 
practically  going  to  set  up  the  Irish 
man  Cathohc  Church  on  the  ruins  of  the 
Protestant  Establishment,  and  on  what 
plea  ?  On  the  plea  of  refigious  liberty. 
He  resisted  the  proposal  on  this  very 

Sound.  He  hoped  he  was  no  bigot. 
s  honoured  the  motives  of  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  at-  the  head  of  the  Go- 
vernment and  his  Colleagues,  because 
they  believed  tliey  were  nirthering  the 
great  causa  of  religiouB  liberty  by  sup- 


porting  this  Bill.  He  inisted  that  mwe 
he  had  had  the  honour  of  a  seat  in  that 
House  he  had  shown  no  reUgioos  into- 
lerance. He  had  stood  upon  the  hustings 
almost  alone  among  Scotch  If  embera, 
in  defending  a  course  which  he  thought 
to  be  juat  to  his  Roman  Catholic  coun- 
trymen. But,  as  he  did  not  believe 
that  this  was  a  real  measure  of  rehgiona 
liberty,  he  was  not  prepared  to  follow 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  at  the  head  of 
the  Government.  And  it  was  on  this  ac- 
count that,  if  he  had  a  hundred  tongues 
he  should,  in  the  name  of  that  religions 
hberty,  a  himdred  times  say  "No"  to 
the  third  reading  of  this  Bill. 

Amendment  proposed,  to  leave  out  the 
word  "now,"  and  at  the  end  of  the 
Question  to  add  the  words  "  upon  this 
day  three  months." — {Mr.  Molt.) 

Question  proposed,  "That  the  wcord 
'  now  '  stand  part  of  ^e  Question." 

Mb.  CARDWELL  :  Sir,  no  doubt  it 
ia  quite  open  to  those  who  question  the 
justice  and  policy  of  this  measure  to 
challenge  another  division  of  the  HouM 
upon  the  final  stage  of  the  Bill ;  and  it 
is  for  us  cheerfiilly  to  accept  that  chal- 
lenge, in  the  confident  assurance  that  the 
House,  by  an  undiminished  majority,  will 
on  this  occasion  record  the  sincerity  of 
its  views  and  earnestness  of  ite  convic- 
tions. It  is  necessary  that  some  aign* 
mente  should  be  offered  by  the  supporters 
of  the  Bill  in  answer  to  Uie  Amendment 
now  made  ;  but  it  is  veiy  difficult  to  per- 
suade oneself  that  the  debate  is  earnest 
or  that  the  argument  is  real.  I  am  sure 
that  I  speak  the  opinion  of  the  House 
when  I  say  in  regard  to  my  noUe  Friend 
(Lord  Elcho)  that  they  listened  with  far 
greater  pleasure  to  those  portions  of  his 
speech  m  which  he  spoke  to  us  of  the 
mode  in  which  the  aristocracy  are  dis- 
posed of  in  Japan,  of  the  conflict  which 
occurred  between  the  Jioyal  Oak  and  the 
Warrior,  of  the  general  stete  of  religion 
in  Germany  and  the  United  States  of 
America,  of  the  Act  of  Farhament  in 
relation  to  the  currency  whioh  had  piensed 
the  heart  of  Ireland,  of  the  bird-call 
which,  he  said,  was  of  peculiarly  interest- 
ing trill,  of  the  way  in  which  a  noble 
HarquesB  used  to  handle  the  subject  of 
cruelty  to  animals ;  but  that  which  gave 
them  the  greatest  pleasure  was  the  pas- 
sage in  which  his  noble  Friend  described 
how  the  Conservative  Reform  Bill  had 
■o  for  out-AmeiicaniEod  the  institutions 
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of  tbiB  oonntry  that  we  wanted  a  Con- 
■errstiTe  element  to  Teast  this  rerola- 
tionary  measure,  and  that  the  House  of 
ComuioitB,  elected  as  it  had  been,  onght 
not  to  carry  80  much  weight  as,  I  hope, 
it  will  in  the  deliberationB  of  "another 
place."  I  think  the  House  listened  with 
largreatBrp'eaeure  to  these  arguments  of 
my  noble  Iriend  than  to  the  very  limited 
ptut  of  his  speech  which  had  any  very  se- 
rious bearing  on  the  subject  we  nave  now 
under  discuBsion.  Is  it  possible  thatthe 
question  should  really  be  debated  as  a 
serious  question  after  all  that  has  passed 
in  the  former  Parliament  and  after  the 
reference  made  on  the  subj  ect  to  th^  con- 
stituandee  ?  My  noble  Friend  says  that 
this  measure  has  been  so  ikrcarrieaby  the 
Irish  vote  with — and  this  is  a  statement 
that  came  rather  ill  &om  a  Scotch  Uem' 
her — ^the  Scotch  vote  thrown  in  by  way 
of  make-weight.  Can  my  noble  Friend 
inform  us  what  part  of  the  kingdom  did 
not  by  a  large  and  decided  majority  de- 
clare in  favour  of  this  policy  of  the  pre- 
sent Government?  H  there  was  any 
proof  more  signal  than  that  which  the 
dissolution  afforded  it  was  the  step, 
highly  opportune,  wise,  and  patriotic, 
bat  the  most  marked  men  could  take — 
the  recognition  by  the  late  Qovemment 
of  the  verdict  passed  and  their  accept- 
ance of  it  by  their  retirement  from  Office. 
After  all  that  iias  occurred  during  the 
late  Parliament  and  this  Session,  I  ask  is 
it  not  ahnoBt  unworthy  occupation  of  the 
time  of  the  House  to  contend  against 
the  ftirther  progress  of  a  measure  which 
has  received  so  emphatically  the  approval 
of  the  House?  I  shall  certainly  not 
enter  at  any  Isngtb  into  argument  on 
the  subject.  But  having  taken  a  share 
in  the  government  of  Ireland,  I  own  I 
am  desirouB  in  a  few  short  phrases  to 
express,  by  more  than  a  silent  vote,  the 
sincere,  the  strong  conviction  I  feel,  that 
this  measure,  as  a  measure  of  justice  and 
equaU^,  tends  to  cement  Ireland  to  this 
part  of  the  United  Kingdom,  and 
strengthen  and  confirm  the  power  of 
England  among  the  nations  of  the  world. 
My  noble  Friend  said,  when  you  go  to 
Ireland  you  find  not  one  people  but  two 
peoples.  That  is  at  the  root  of  all  our 
difficultieB  in  governing  Ireland ;  and 
^B  measure  is  framed  to  meet  that  diffi- 
culty. Most  of  UB  are  old  enough  to 
remember  the  sensation  caused  hr  an 
eloquent  spsech  made  by  the  late  Lard 
Lyndhuxst  in  "another  place,"  in  which 


he  described  the  Boman  Catholic  portion 
ofourfellow-subjectein  Ireland  as"  aliens 
blood,  aliens  in  language,  and  atieni 
religion."  That  expression  raised 
great  controversy  at  the  time,  and  gBva 
great  offence.  That  was  not  a  prudent 
expression.  There  was  no  intention  to 
terminate  that  state  of  estrangement, 
and  it  is  not  prudent  to  tell  a  people  the; 
are  aliens  if  we  mean  to  keep  them  so. 
If  ever  they  were  aliens  it  was  because 
you  treated  them  as  aliens,  and  they  will, 
in  a  sense,  be  aliens  so  long  as  you  con- 
tinue to  treat  them  as  aliens.  You  will 
never  overcome  their  estrangement  un- 
less you  lay  broad  and  deep  in  Ire- 
land the  foundations  of  a  policy  of 
equality  and  justice.  The  great  dif- 
ference between  the  Government  of 
England  and  Scotland,  on  the  one 
hand,  and  that  of  Ireland  on  the  Other, 
is— you  have  the  same  framework  of 
institutions,  but  you  find  their  operation 
totally  different.  Why?  Because  you  can- 
not induce  the  people  of  Ireland  to  work 
together  as  the  people  in  England  and 
Scotland  do,  in  maintaining  ^ose  local 
institutions  which  constitute  the  life  and 
liberty  of  the  Government.  And  why  ? 
Trace  it  to  its  bitter  root  and  yon  will  find 
ascendancy  at  the  bottom  of  it.  Until 
you  get  rid  of  ascendancy  you  have  not 
taken  the  first  effective  step  to  the  good 
government  and  prosperity  of  Ireland. 
It  is  possible  to  reconcile  an  alienated 
people.  Afiier  1745,  Scotland  was  more 
alienated  than  Ireland  has  ever  been  in 
our  time.  "Why  did  Scotland  become 
one  of  the  most  peaceful,  one  of  the 
most  prosperous,  one  of  the  most  loyal 
portions  ot  the  United  Kingdom  ?  Be- 
cause you  ceased  to  treat  the  Scotch  as 
aliens.  It  was  the  boast  of  Lord  Chatham 
that  he  brought  about  that  change,  when 
he  enlisted  the  Scotch  Highlanders  in 
the  regiments  of  the  Hanoverian  King. 
At  the  very  time  when  Lord  Lyndhurst 
used  the  celebrated  expression  to  which 
I  have  referred,  Canada  was  far  more 
alienated  bom  us  than  ever  Ireland  has 
been  in  our  time,  and  it  is  not  long  since 
she  was  in  open  war  against  us.  Why 
has  Canada  oecome  loyal,  well-affected, 
and  attached  to  Eng^sh  institutions  ? 
Because  you  have  dealt  with  Canada  on 
the  principles  of  equality  and  justice — 
because  you  have  enabl«l  her  to  do  for 
herself  that  very  thing  you  are  now 
going  to  do  by  this  Bill  for  Ireland. 
You  talk  of  the  present  state  of  things 
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as  oementuig  tite  TJnion  between  tlie  two 
countries,  and  of  this  measure  aa  likely 
to  break  down  that  Union.  IJet  me  ask 
you,  if  Ireland  were  a  colony,  could  you 
resist  socli  a  measure  as  this  ?  Is  it  not 
certain  that  the  first  act  of  an  independ- 
ent colony  would  be  to  pass  for  iteelf 
such  a  measure  as  this  united  Parliament 
ia  going  to  pass  for  Ireland  f  Well,  if 
in  every  colony  you  possess  you  per- 
mit on  independent  colony  to  l^slate 
for  itself,  how  long  can  you  expect  Ire- 
land to  be  attached  to  union  with  you 
if  she  finds  that  she  alone  of  all  your 
dominions  is  prevented  from  attaining 
ei^uality  and  justice  ?  Show  her  by  this 
Bill  that  to  maintain  the  Union  is  to 
can?  into  effect  the  laws  of  equality  and 
justice  that  prevail  in  all  other  parte  of 
your  dominions,  and  then  you  will  find 
the  Irish  as  much  attached  to  union  as 
England  and  Scotland.  We  have  heard 
to-night  very  great  vaticinationB  of  the 
evils  that  are  to  follow  the  adoption  of 
this  measure.  Permit  me  to  oppeiEil  ttoiti 
an  English  Gentleman  (Mr.  Holt),  and  a 
Scotch  Nobleman  (Lord  Elcho),  to  two 
Friends  of  mine,  who  appear  to  me  to 
know  more  of  this  subject  troTo.  experi- 
ence— I  will  not  say  than  the  two  to 
whom  I  have  referred,  but  tban  almost 
anybody  I  know.  They  are  Friends  of 
the  noble  Lord  as  well  as  my  own.  He 
knows  tbem  intimately.  I  speak  of  the 
present  Governor  General  of  Canada 
and  of  the  late  Governor  General  of 
Canada  i  both  are  Irishmen,  both  earnest 
Protestfuite,  both  zealous  friends  of  the 
Protestant  Church  in  Ireland  in  what 
they  believe  to  be  its  essential  character. 
One  has  hod  the  opportunity  of  learning 
by  experience  in  Canada  what  is  the 
state  of  the  diaestablished  Church  of 

Canada,   and  what   the   progress,  the   _ ^ „ 

prosper!^,  and  the  contentment  of  the  the  churches,  will  not  exhibit  °i"n'ln- 


^.  B  it  has  brou^twith  it.  I  refer 
to  Ixird  Monck.  You  know  his  senti- 
ments, and  you  have  with  universal  as- 
sent appointed  hina  to  be  the  First 
Commissioner  under  this  Bill.  But 
there  is  the  still  stronger  case  of  the 
present  Governor  General  of  Canada  (Sir 
John  Young).  Hy  noble  Friend  and 
I  used  to  sit  beside  him  long  ago  in 
this  House.  He  entered  this  House  as 
a  Conservative  Member  for  the  county  of 
Cavan  in  tbe  Province  of  Ulster.  He 
was  Chief  Secretary  for  Ireland  under  Lord 
Aberdeen's  Government.  As  Chief  Se- 
cretory he  saw  the  operation  of  the  law 
Mr.  CardvtU 


by  which  the  Establislied  Ohnroh  of  Ire- 
land is  now  governed.  In  New  South 
Wales,  he  saw  results  dmilar  to  those 
which  may  be  expected  in  Ireland  when 
you  pass  this  Bill.  And  what  bad  he 
said  ?    He  has  written  to  me — 

"  The  sUlaimea  vbo  meIc  to  taim  tha  Irith 
mind  and  put  ui  end  to  tbe  DcoeMitj  for  ooeraiTa 
meuurei  ia  Inland  b;  doing  all  tbat  l«giilation 
can  do  to  enforce  ooDipltte  religioui  eqaalilf,  ind 
eniure  Mr  dealing  betaeeB  man  and  man,  nem 
to  Die  to  tend  tonrda  the  rigbteooi  higb  ideal  of 
Him 

"'Wbohild  it  more  hanune,  mora  heannlr, 
flnt 
B;  vinning  wordi  to  oonqaer  willing  hearts ; 
And  make  perauaiioa  do  tbe  vork  of  for.'" 
I  am  happy  to  be  able  to  cite  the  opi- 
nions of  two  such  distinguished  Mem- 
bers of  the  Irish  Protestant  Church  in 
support  of  the  views  I  entertain ;  and  I 
assert,  without  fear,  that  when  you  pass 
this  Bill  you  will  take  the  greatest  step 
ever  taken  in  our  time  to  improve  the 
condition  of  Ireland.  The  hon.  Gentle- 
man who  moved  the  Amendment  (Mr. 
Holt)  referred  to  the  Free  Church  in 
Scotland.  My  figures  do  not  agree  with 
those  of  file  hon.  Gentleman.  This,  I 
know — it  cannot  be  denied  that  the  Free 
Church  in  Scotland  has  built  nearly 
1,000  churches,  and  in  twenty-five  years 
has  raised  £8,000,000.  The  people  who 
compose  that  Church  are  not  me  wealthy 
nor  the  powerful,  for  the  land  of  Scot- 
land is  in  the  hands  of  the  Episcopalians, 
and,  with  r^^ard  to  the  wealthy  traders, 
many  of  them  remaiiled  with  the  Estab- 
lished Church  in  Scotland ;  and  yet  the 
portion  of  the  people  who  compose  the 
I^ee  Church  have  done  these  things 
within  the  last  twenty-five  years.  Is  it, 
then,  possible  to  suppose  ^at  the  now 
Established  Church  m  Ireland,  carrying 
with  it,  when  disestablished,  the  vested 
intereste  of  a  whole  generation  and  all 


evidence  of  energy  and  vitality?  Tbe 
Seconder  of  the  Motion,  however,  ipiu 
Sihemii  ffihemior,  attacks  us  ftom  the 
other  Sank,  and  complains  of  our  giving 
the  churches  to  the  Church,  and  the 
reversion  of  the  tithes  to  tbe  land- 
lords. So  zealous  is  he  in  the  cause 
of  the  Boman  Catholics  that  he  com- 
plains we  have  not  done  justice  to 
them,  though  in  the  peroration  of  his 
speech  he  said  that  we  are  going  to  es- 
tabli^  Uie  Boman  Catholic  Church  on 
the  ruins  of  tbe  Established  Church  of 
Ireland.  [Lord  Eloho:  Fractically.J 
We  are  not  going  to  give  any  endowment 
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to  the  Boman  Catholic  Church.  I  do  not 
know  what  my  noble  Friend  means  by  the 
word  "praobcally" — he  appeals  touee 
it  in  a  very  liberal  eense — ^but  it  appears 
to  me  that  in  giving^  to  the  disoBtabliBhed 
Chitrcb  the  means  of  &ee  government 
we  have  opened  to  it  the  prospect  of 
great  power  and  usefulness.  I  hope  that 
my  anticipations  will  turn  out  more  true 
than  those  of  the  noble  Lord ;  but,  at 
any  rate,  I  know  that  if  there  is  any 
"  weighting  "  in  this  race  it  is  in  favour 
of  the  present  Established  Church,  whidi 
carries  with  it  vested  interests  for  a 
whole  generation,  and  the  whole  of  its 
churches,  and  which  hasamongits  mem- 
bers thirteen-fonrteentha — as  I  ddni  I 
have  heard  Mr.  Whiteside  state  in  this 
Hoiue — of  thelanded  proprietors,  and  the 
greater  part  of  the  wealthy  traders  and 
educated  gentlemen  of  Ireland.  I  sincere- 
ly believe  that  when  this  measure  shall 
have  borne  its  &uito,  and  when  the  evils 
generated  by  a  ^stem  of  religious  ine- 
quality have  been  removed,  the  position 
of  the  Church  in  Ireland  will  be  im- 
proved andnot  deteriorated;  andthat,not 
only  the  Church,  but  the  people  would 
look  upon  it  as  a  just  and  beneficent 
measure.  The  declaration  of  Boman 
Catholic  nobleman  and  gentlemen  laid 
on  the  table  of  the  House  last  year,  in 
which  they  claimed  as  their  right  perfect 
religious  equality  in  Ireland,  and  stated 
that  there  never  would  be  respect  for 
law,  nor  prosperity  in  that  country  until 
that  reUgious  liberiy  was  established,  is 
the  language  of  men  worthy  to  bear  a 
share  in  a  &ee  Qoveinment  and  take  a 
part  in  &ee  institutions,  and  it  cannot  be 
disregarded.  They  are  entitled  to  ex- 
pect and  demand  tiiat  religious  equality, 
while  we  were  not  entitled  to  renise  it ; 
and  unless  we  concede  it  we  n^lect  to 
take  the  first  great  step  in  the  s^d  good 
government  of  Ireland.  You  may  be  as 
Ubeial  as  you  please  to  Ireland  out  of 
the  Consolidated  Fund ;  you  may  do 
what  you  like  in  the  way  of  gifts ;  but 
that  is  not  the  way  to  get  at  the  heart  of 
a  people.  Perpetually  giving  is  a  per- 
petual assertion  of  superiority  on  our 
part,  and  creates  a  perpetual  notion  of 
mferiori^  on  theirs.  What  they  demand 
and  what  we  desire  to  concede,  is  perfect 
equality.  We  want  to  include  them  within 
the  frame-work  of  those  free  institutions 
under  which  it  is  our  happiness  to  live, 
and  we  believe  that  by  so  doing  we  shall 
increase  the  pnM^eti^  of  Iremd,  mak- 


ing that  country  a  source,  not  of  weak- 
ness, but  of  strength  to  tiie  United 
Kingdom;  and  that  we  shall  earn  for 
this  country  a  higher  place  than  we  now 


8iB  FREDERICK  W.  HETGATE 
said,  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  (the 
Secretary  of  State  for  War)  complained 
that  there  was  no  reality  in  this  discus- 
sion, and  that  the  question  was  substan- 
tially settied.  But  he  could  assure  him 
diat  there  was  reality  in  the  discussion, 
and  that  it  was  only  now  that  the  people 
in  the  part  of  the  country  where  he  lived 
were  beginning  to  appreciate  the  reality 
of  the  great  change  that  was  awaiting 
them.  With  respect  to  the  appeal  that 
had  been  made  to  tbe  country,  he  differed 
from  the  r^ht  hon.  Gentleman  on  this 
ground,  diat  though  an  appeal  was  made 
to  the  country  it  was  not  upon  the  mea- 
sure now  before  the  House,  but  on  the 
feneral  question  that  the  subject  should 
e  token  up  and  considered.  He  be- 
lieved that,  with  the  exception  of  a  few 
confidants  of  the  right  hon.  G^tlemas 
(the  First  Lord  of  the  Treasury),  no  one 
had  any  idea  of  the  sweeping  nature  of 
the  measure  that  had  been  brought  in. 
He  would  not  have  ventured  to  trouble 
the  House  again,  but  be  thought  this 
was  a  good  opportunity  to  take  a  short 
review  of  the  consequences  and  probable 
working  of  the  Bill.  He  gave  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  credit  for  intending,  in 
bringing  forward  this  Bill,  to  benefit  not 
only  the  general  interests  of  the  coun- 
try, but  &iao  the  Church  of  which  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  was  a  member. 
But  what  were  the  supposed  advantages 
of  this  BUI?  Several  were  enumerated. 
One  was  that  the  churches  were  to  be 
given  up ;  another  was  in  reference  to 
glebes.  He  regarded  that  provision  aa 
a  mistake,  inasmuch  as  it  had  a  tendency 
to  produce  a  want  of  religious  equalily, 
while  the  professed  object  of  the  Bill 
was  to  establish  religious  equality.  The 
fifty-two  years'  arrangement  was  repre- 
sented as  a  great  boon  to  landed  pro- 
prietors ;  but  the  advantage,  such  as  it 
was,  was  not  likely  to  arise  in  the  life- 
time of  the  present  owners,  probably  not 
even  in  that  of  their  sons,  and  would, 
therefore,  only  be  of  value  to  their 
grandsons.  Tithe  rent-charge  was  hardly 
ever  sold  in  the  Incumbered  Estates 
Court  for  more  than  sixteen  years'  pur- 
chase, or  at  8  rate  paying  more  than  6 
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going  <m  or  thieatened,  the;  voold  make 
no  promiMs  vhat^rer.     Hence,  from  no 


per  cent.  Bearing  in  mind  tihat  the 
whole  of  the  tithe  rent-charge  might  be 
said  to  be  brought  into  the  market  at 
once,  and  that  TiWigliah  tithe  rent-charge 
was  Bold  at  a  rate  which  prodnced  4  or 
4J  per  dint,  6  per  cent  waa  a  very  fiiir 
st&ndard  to  adopt  ui  Ireland.  On  re- 
ferring to  the  tables  to  ascertain  the 
present  value  of  a  deferred  annuity 
to  commence  after  fifty-two  years,  he 
found  that  the  present  value  of  that  sup- 
posed advantage  vae  only  three-quarters 
of  a  year's  purchase ;  that  was  to  say, 
the  present  value  of  £100  a  year,  pay- 
able fifty-two  years  hence,  would  be 
represented  by  a  lump  sum  of  £75. 
No  doubt  the  life  interests  of  the  clergy 
were  fully  preserved.  He  was  very  glad 
that  was  done,  but  he  thought  it  was  ex- 
tremely unfair  that  the  latty  should  be 
taunted  with  the  insinuation  that  a  large 
portion  of  Church  property  was  retained 
for  their  advantage.  Ag^n,  supposing 
the  Church  Sody  to  be  called  into  ex- 
istence on  the  passing  of  the  Bill — which 
he  thought  veiy  doubtfiil — what  pros- 
pect exited  of  their  being  able  to  make 
good  to  the  Churoh  the  revenues  of 
which  she  had  been  deprived?  Those 
to  whom  the  Church  Body  would  have 
to  appeal  he  divided  into  three  classes. 
First,  there  were  tbe  indifferent,  to 
whom  it  mattered  little  whether  the  Bill 
passed,  or  what  became  of  the  Church. 
Next,  there  were  the  persons  living  in 
Ireland  part  of  the  year,  and  feeling  a 
deep  interest  in  the  country ;  when  ap- 
plied to  by  the  Church  Body  they  would 
naturally  reply  that  before  binding  them- 
Belves  by  any  undertaking  they  would 
feel  it  necesaaiy,  with  the  expectatioas 
which  were  held   out  about  the  land 

taestion  and  all  other  questions,  to  un- 
erstaad  how  they  ao^ally  stood,  how 
tar  the  management  of  property  was 
likely  to  be  t&en  out  of  their  hands, 
and  whether  it  would  be  possible  for 
them  to  remain  in  the  coimtry.  The 
Church  Body,  consequently,  would  get 
no  answer  from  them.  There  remained 
the  class  of  smaller  country  gentlemen 
resident  in  Ireland,  whose  circumstances 
and  convictions  sometimes  exposed  tiiem 
to  obloquy,  and  in  some  cases  to  danger. 
These,  however  desirous  to  join  and  to 
support  the  Church  Body,  would  say, 
and  with  better  reason  than  the  former 
class,  that  till  they  understood  what 
their  position  was  to  be  in  the  country 
in  consequence  of  the  changes  that  were 
Sir  Frtderick  W.  B^gaii 


Irish  Churchmen  could  the 
Church  Body,  assuming  it  to  be  formed, 
meet  with  a  response  enabling  them  to 
cany  on  in  a  hope^  spirit  the  minis- 
tratioDB  to  which  they  were  accustomed. 
The  Bill  was  accompanied  professedly 
with  certain  concessions  and  advantages ; 
but  the  circumstances  attendant  upon  ita 
passing,  and  the  doubts  and  fears  which 
had  been  excited,  were  calculated,  he 
believed,  to  inflict  the  greatest  injury 
upon  Irish  Protestants.  It  was  impos- 
sible, he  was  well  aware,  for  the  Govern- 
ment to  cany  two  great  meesnrea  re- 
lating to  Ireland  in  the  same  Session ; 
but  it  was  clearly  in  the  power  of  the 
First  Minister  of  the  Crown  to  announce 
the  ^^inciples  upon  which  he  intended  to 
act.  The  HretMonister  himself  had  shown 
that  this  was  possible;  for  last  year 
when  he  introduced  his  Besolutions  upon 
the  Church  question,  he  let  the  House 
know  the  principles  upon  which  he  in- 
tended to  act,  and,  having  carried  these 
Besolutions  by  a  large  majority,  he  fol- 
lowed them  up  in  the  succeeding  year  by 
legislation  consistent  with  the  principlae 
embodied  in  those  fiesolutions.  It  was 
only  just  and  fair,  then,  to  all  sections 
of  Uie  Irish  people,  that,  with  a  view  to 
the  future  prosperity  of  the  country,  the 
right  hon.  0«ntieman  should  speak 
out  his  policy  and  the  principles  on 
which  he  intended  to  act,  and  not 
continue  the  existii^  state  of  uncer- 
tainty and  alarm.  ^  hon.  Membeta 
sitting  in  the  House  of  Commons  Uinis- 
terial  declarations  upon  these  points 
might  appear  matters  of  comparatively 
small  importance,  but  it  was  upon  the 
state  of  feeling  existing  in  Ireland  that 
the  future  prosperi^  of  the  Bill  alto- 
gether depended.  He  was  perfectly  sur« 
that  all  the  complicated  provisions  which 
the  Bill  contained  would  never  work; 
he  doubted  whether  the  Church  Bo^ 
would  ever  be  formed  at  all,  but  if 
formed  it  would  be  so  occupied  and  dis- 
tracted by  differences  of  opinion  honestly 
entertained  that  it  would  never  be  able 
to  make  any  progress.  [The  power  to 
make  purchases  given  to  the  Churoh 
Body  were  only  so  many  inducements  to 
them  to  burden  themselves  with  proper^ 
which  their  future  position  would  never 
justify.  He  believed  it  would  have  been 
better  if  aU  these  so-called  advantagea 
had  been  capitalized  and  thesum  of  mosey 
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BO  Bfiamg  handed  over  to  all  the  roligioue 
bodies  having  a  proper  olaim.  to  it.  In 
that  caee  some  arrangement  that  vould 
work  might  poeeibly  have  been  carried 
out.  The  PreBbyteriana  in  the  North  of 
Ireland  had  aa  etrong  a  claim  to  their  en- 
dowment a«  the  Church.  HeoonRratulated 
the  ri^ht  hon.  Gentleman  at  the  head  of 
the  Government  upon  the  statement  made 
by  him  the  other  night  in  answer  to  the 
hon.  Member  for  SeJford  (Mr.  Charley), 
that  he  had  no  intention  of  making  any 
change  in  the  system  of  national  educa- 
tion. That  single  statement  would  give 
satiafoctioD  to  vaet  numbers  of  persons, 
especially  in  the  North  of  Ireland ;  and 
if  upon  other  subiecta  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  would  oe  equally  outspoken 
aa  to  the  intentions  of  the  Government 
he  would  confer  a  great  benefit  upon  Ire- 
land. The  intelligent  minority  of  Pres- 
byterians in  Ireland  upon  whose  support 
the  right  hon.  Gtentleman  had  so  strongly 
relied  in  former  debates,  had  been 
strangely  silent  of  late.  On  the  other 
hand,  the  reports  in  the  public  printa — if 
he  would  only  consult  them — would  show 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  that  Protest- 
ants of  all  denominations  having  just 
wakened  up  to  the  position  in  which 
they  would  find  themselves  on  the  pass- 
ing of  the  Bill,  and  to  the  irremediable 
nusfortunea  which  would  be  entailed  by 
it  upon  the  country,  were  b^iinning  at 
last  to  appreciate  the  true  n^ure  of  the 
Government  proposala.  And  how  were 
the  indignant  proteata  of  men  to  be 
measured,  with  whose  forefathers  a  de- 
liberate contract  had  been  made,  and 
who  had  done  nothing  to  forfeit  their 
title  to  the  endowmenta  ?  Of  the  right 
hon.  Gentlemen  sitting  on  the  Treasury 
Bench  opposite,  the  great  majority  were 
returned  by  lai^  town  constituencies, 
where  the  voluntary  principle  might  be 
attended  with  suocees,  but  where  the 
moat  wonderflil  ignorance  prevailed  as 
to  the  drcumstances  and  the  wants  of 
rural  districts.  How  many  of  the  right 
hon.  Gtentlemen  opposite  were  owners  of 
Irish  estatea  7  And  of  the  few  who  might 
be  in  that  position  how  many  had  re- 
dded six  or  even  three  months  con- 
tinuously in  that  country  ?  Their  ideaa 
oi  Ireland  were  probably  derived  &om 
a  tour  though  the  districts  usually  visited 
in  the  Soutti  and  West  of  Ireland,  but  it 
bad  takes  him  many  years  to  arrive  at 
anything  like  a  true  imderstanding  of 
the  real  circumBtances  and  feelings  of 
Irdond.    From  first  to  lost  he  hu  pro- 


tested against  the  Bill.  He  was  certain 
ithat  it  must  lead  to  a  serious  reflection 
and  question  as  to  the  advantages  sup- 
posed to  be  gained  by  the  connection 
-with  England,  so  long  as  Irish  affairs 
■were  always  discussed  less  with  a  view 
to  the  true  interests  of  that  country  than 
their  bearing  upon  party  questions.  The 
future  working  of  the  Bill,  if  passed, 
would  disappoint  every  person  in  this 
.country,  and  embitter  the  existing  rela- 
tione in  Ireland  between  persons  of 
various  creeds  and  claases.  In  time  to 
come  it  would  be  looked  back  upon  as 
the  greatest  mistake  ever  committed  by 
a  Liberal  Government. 

Mr.  W.  8.  ALLEN  said,  after  a  de- 
bate on  the  second  reading  of  this  Bill, 
which  lasted  four  nights,  and  a  division, 
in  which  the  princime  of  the  Bill  was 
af&rmed  by  a  majontyof  118  inaHoued 
of  625  Members,  and  after  a  discussion 
on  the  various  clauses  of  this  Bill  in 
Committee,  which  lasted  over  five  weeks, 
during  which  numerous  divisions  took 

glace,  with  majorities  in  favour  of  the 
ill  on  each  occasion,  varying  from  86  to 
123,  we  are  again  asked  to  reject  the 
BUI,  on  the  third  reading.  I  need 
hardly  say,  that  as  iar  aa  tins  House  U 
concerned,  that  request  will  be  made  in 
vain.  But  the  most  extraordinary  state- 
ment which  has  been  mode  in  the  course 
of  the  debates  which  have  taken  place, 
is,  that  last  autumn  the  country  was 
token  by  surprise,  and  that  another  op- 
portunity ought  to  be  afforded  it  of  ex- 
pressing its  opinion  upon  the  subject. 
A  more  extraordinary  statement  than 
this  was  never  made,  for  it  is  well  known 
that  for  six  months  before  the  last  Ge- 
neral Election,  the  question  of  the  Irish 
Church  was  brought  prominently  before 
the  pubUc.  Every  candidate  made  it 
the  grand  topic  of  his  election  addresses, 
and  it  is  absurd  to  say  the  people  of  this 
country  did  not  know  what  they  were 
doing  when  they  gave  their  votes  at  the 
polling  booths.  I  admit  that  the  actual 
Bill,  as  at  present  drawn,  was  not  before 
the  public,  but  the  main  principles  of 
it,  as  shadowed  forth  by  the  present 
I^rime  Minister,  in  his  Hesolutions  .and 
in  his  speeches,  unquestionably  were, 
and  I  think  the  debates  which  have 
taken  place  during  the  present  Session 
in  this  House  have  conclusively  shown 
that  there  are  not  twenty  men  in  the 
House  of  Commons  who  really  and 
honestly  believe  that  the  present  ec- 
clesiastical arrangements  in  Ireland  can 
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become  extmct.  The  hon.  Member  for 
Armagh  (Hr.  Vaoce),  a  great  authority 
on  thie  queetjon,  has  told  us,  tliat 
"  there  vul  be  an  end  of  the  Episcopal 
Church,"  and  other  hon.  Gentlemen 
have  spoken  to  the  same  effect.  For 
my  part,  I  believe  that  its  connectioii 
with  the  State  has  been  the  great  bane 
of  the  Irish  Church,  because  it  is  an  ad- 
mitted fact— admitted  b;  tha  Bishop  of 
Oxford  in  his  speech  last  year — ^ttmt 
many  of  the  Prelates,  who,  in  former 
years,  were  sent  over  from  this  country 
to  govern  the  Irish  Church,  were  men  oif 
su^  character  as  made  them  a  sooroe  of 
weakness  instead  of  strength  to  that 
Church,  and  my  firm  conviction  is  Uiat 
disestablishment  and  disendowment  wiU 
be  the  greatest  benefit  which  could  be 
conferred  on  the  Irish  Church,  because 
they  will  teach  it  to  depend  on  its  own 
exertions  for  succeee,  and  will  g^ve  it 
the  benefit  and  privilege  of  fi^e  and 
unfettered  action.  It  has  been  objected 
to  this  Bill  that  it  will  be  the  first  step 
to  a  similar  prepoaal  with  respect  to  the 
English  Chumh.  That  I  deny  olto- 
^e£er ;  the  condition  of  the  two  Churchee 
IS  80  different,  that  no  argument  for  the 
disestablishment  and  disendowment  of 
the  one  can  be  logically  drawn  from  the 
disestablishment  and  disendowment  of 
the  other,  and  in  reference  to  this,  I 
would  quote  the  words  of  the  Earl  of 
Carnarvon,  uttered  last  year.  He  is  a 
"Churchman  of  Churchmen,"  and  he 
said — 


continue  any  longer ;  but  that  in  some 
way  or  other,  the  old  policy  of  religions 
ascendancy  must  be  done  away  with, 
and  an  approximation  at  least  to  re- 
ligious equuity  must  be  substituted  for 
it,  and  that  can  only  be  done  in  one  of 
two  ways,  either  by  the  plan  favoured 
by  hon.  Gentlemen  opposite,  of  rais- 
ing other  Churches  to  the  level  of  the 
Irish  Protestant  Church,  or  by  bring- 
ing down  the  Irish  Church  to  their  level. 
We  must  choose  between  levelling  up 
and  levelling  down,  and  the  verdict  of 
the  countiy  last  autumn  was  decisive  on 
this  point,  when  it  sent  a  majority  of 
120  to  support  the  scheme  of  the  pre- 
sent Prime  Minister.  But  to  my  mmd, 
one  of  the  most  remarkable  tlunge  in 
the  course  of  the  debates  this  year  has 
been  the  persistent  manner  in  which  the 
Conservative  party  has  attempted  to 
ignore  the  fact,  that  the  Irish  Church  is 
a  real  and  substantial  grievance  to  more 
than  4,000,000  of  the  Irish  people,  and 
indeed  the  bulk  of  the  Irish  people  have 
very  clearly  shown  that  they  do  consider 
it  a  grievance,  because  in  every  Irish 
county  and  borough  in  which  the  Soman 
Catholic  electors  were  in  a  majority,  and 
were  able  to  vote  as  they  uked,  they 
sent  representatives  to  this  House,  who 
were  pledged  to  its  disestablishment  and 
disendowment.  And  I  may  also  appeal 
to  the  fact  that  the  Irish  Boman  Ca- 
tholic voters  VI  the  different  English 
constituencidg  almost  to  a  man  voted 
for  the  Liberal  candidates,  and  in  my 
own  borough,  about  326  Irish  Boman 
Catholic  voters  out  of  340  voted  for  the 
candidates  who  were  plei^ed  to  support 
the  poliCT  of  the  present  iSime  Minister 
— a  conclusive  proof  of  the  strong  feel- 
ing they  entertmned  on  the  question. 
In  tbe  course  of  this  debate,  we  have 
been  told  frequently  of  the  wealth  and 
re^ectability  of  the  Irish  Churchmen, 
and  have  been  reminded  of  the  fact  that 
they  own  more  than  seven-eighths  of  the 
land  in  Ireland.  Well,  Sir,  we  admit 
the  tact,  and  from  that  tact  wo  draw  the 
conclusion  that  they  are  quite  able  to 
suppori;  their  Chureh  when  its  endow- 
ments are  taken  away,  and  if  th^  do 
not,  it  will  be  a  great  di^^ace  to  uiem. 
And  the  thing  that  has  surprised  me 
most  in  the  course  of  these  debates  has 
been  the  great  timidity  shown  by  Church- 
men on  the  opposite  side  of  the  House, 
and  the  fears  they  express  that,  after 
the  passing  of  this  Bill,  the  Irish  Church 
will  cease  to  exist,  and  Irish  Churchmen 
Mr.  W.  S.  AUm 


''  If  [here  ia  one  lingla  aat  which  I  >haiild  b« 
prep&red  to  eondemn  mora  atrongti  than  another 
it  i*  the  ODDrta  whiah  tbej  ha*e  ikken  of  binding 
up  b;  «Ter7  poaibia  tie  tha  fortnnei  of  the 
Engliih  and  lilth  Church'i.  There  ii  no  lort 
of  tiotiogf  between  the  eiratiDutaooM  uA  OOQ- 
dition  of  thaM  two  Chnnhaa." 

In  those  sentiments  I  most  thoroughly 
concur,  and  I  believe  the  Church  of 
England  has  no  foes  so  deadly  and  no 
friends  so  foolish  as  those  who  attempt 
to  link  its  fortunes  with  those  of  tha 
Irish  Church.  Then,  Sir,  great  objec- 
tions were  raised  against  Uiis  Bill  in 
Committee,  because  of  the  amount  of 
compensation  it  gives  to  the  Collwe  of 
Maynooth,  which  the  opponents  of  tins 
Bill  assert  to  be  excessive,  and  because 
it  gives  that  compensation  from  tha 
fimds  of  the  disendowed  Irish  ¥to- 
testont  Church.  With  respect  to  the 
amoiut  of  the  compensation  being  ex- 
cessive, my  own  opinion  is  that  it  is 
juat  and  foir,  because  we  must  remam- 
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ber  that  the  Majnootli  Grant  though 
nominally  an  Mnniml  erant,  irae  in 
reality,  for  bU  practical  poipoaea,  a 
permanent  nant.  Hon,  Uenibere  op- 
posite may  doubt  thia ;  but  fortunately, 
I  hold  in  my  hand  a  report  of  a  speech, 
made  in  thia  House  on  the  1 6th  of  April, 
1845,  in  the  debate  which  took  place  on 
the  occasion  of  the  increase  of  the  Maj- 
nooth  Grant  by  Sir  Bobert  Peel,  the 
noble  Lord  the  Member  for  North 
IJeiceHt«TBhiTe  (Lord  John  MannerB),  and 
these  are  his  words — 

With  ettrf  feeling  then  of  eonfldeaoa  that  b>  ■ 
Churchmaa  I  un  not  wtlng  diiloratlj  tow>rd> 
Um  Cburab  id  MDalioaiag  ttu*  meuure,  Kai,  ai 
a  lUteRuan,  that  I  >m  promoting  the  belt 
intereiti  ofrny  oouDtrj.  T  pit  mj  rote  for  thii 
Bill  of  permanent  endowment  to  tbo  Collage  of 
HajDOotb." — [3  Haiuard,  liiii,  630.] 
These  are  tha  words  of  a  noble  Lord 
who  was  a  Cabinet  Minister  in  the  lato 
Government,  and  I  quote  them  as  my 
authority  for  stating  to  hon.  Gentlemen 
oppodto  that  the  Maynooth  Grant  was, 
to  all  intents  and  purposes,  a  permanent 
grant,  and  regarding  it  as  sucii,  I  main- 
tain that  the  compensation  thia  Bill  pro- 
poses to  give  is  not  excessive.  There  \i 
one  part  of  this  Bill  which  has  not  been 
much  alluded  to ;  which  I  regard  with 
niecial  favour,  and  that  is,  that  after 
me  passing  of  this  Bill,  the  Irish  Bishops 
will  be  reUeved  &om  the  task  of  sitting 
in  the  House  of  Lords.  We  have  it, 
on  very  high  authority,  that  no  man  can 
serve  two  masters,  a  truth  which  no 
doubt  applies  to  Bishops  as  well  as  ta 
the  rest  of  the  human  race,  and,  there- 
fore, I  am  glad  that  for  the  future  those 
eminent  men  wiU  be  able  to  devote  their 
whole  time  to  the  spiritual  supervision 
of  their  diocesea,  instead  of  attempting 

the  arduous  task  of  ruling  their  cle 

at  home  and  devoting  their  attention  to 
affaire  of  State  in  me  House  of  Lords. 
But,  Sir,  we  have  been  told  that  this 
measure  will  not  pacify  the  Irish  people. 
I  should  be  very  much  supriaed  if  it  did. 
We  might  as  well  expect  a  patient,  who 
had  been  suffering  for  many  years  &om 
a  course  of  wrong  treatment,  to  have 
his  health  restored  by  a  single  dose  of 
physic.  But  though  it  may  not  pacify 
the  Irish  pecmle,  it  will  at  any  rate  show 
them  that  the  Imperial  Parliament  is 
determined  to  do  what  is  just  and  right 
to  Ireland,  and  has  set  itself  honestly 
and  earnestly  to  the  task  of  redressing 
those  grievances  of  which  the  Irish 
people  justly  complain. 


Mb.  ADDtlRLET  said,  that  great 
stress  had  boon  laid  h^  hon.  Gentlemen 
opposite  on  the  allegation  that  a  verdict 
in  favour  of  this  Bill  had  been  pro* 
Qonnced  at  the  late  election  from  all 
parts  of  En^and,  &om  Ireland,  and  from 
Scotland.  The  Secretary  of  State  for 
War  had  even  told  them  that  night,  that 
after  such  an  expreasion  of  opinion,  it 
was  absolutely  wasting  the  time  of  the 
House  to  contlnne  to  obstruct  the  pro- 
gress of  the  Bill.  It  seemed  to  be  thought 
Uiat  hon.  Gentlemen  were  pledged  upon 
the  hustings  to  this  measure,  and  had 
come  here,  as  some  wished  all  to  come, 
merely  as  counters  in  a  division.  But 
he  maintained  that  hon.  Gentlemen  did 
not,  and  could  not,  give,  in  November 
last,  any  pledge  binding  them  to  the 
character  or  details  of  this  Bill,  which 
was  not  then  in  existence.  All  that  they 
could  he  pledged  to  were  the  abstract 
Keeolutions  submitted  to  the  last  Parha- 
ment.  Yet  they  had  seen  this  BUI  car- 
ried through  Committee  almost  without 
Amendment ;  for  whenever  one  was  sug- 
gested, OR  either  side  of  the  House, 
whether  by  an  opponent  of  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  the  First  Minister  or  oy 
one  of  his  most  ardent  supporters,  the 
objection  was  immediately  made  that 
any  such  Amendment  was  a  violation 
of  an  understanding,  and  a  mere  ob- 
struction to  the  progress  of  an  inevi- 
table measure.  The  majority  in  the 
House  had  treated  the  BiU  bom  first  to 
last  as  though  it  were  a  foregone  con- 
clusion, and  had  shown  themselves  im- 
pervious and  even  wholly  inaccessible  to 
argument.  The  Bill  was  now  just  about 
to  pass  out  of  their  hands  to  "  another 
place,"  where  he  hoped  that  some  of  ita 
evils,  at  least,  might  be  mitigated.  But 
it  was  highly  important  that  at  thia 
juncture  there  should  be  a  final  ex- 
pression of  the  opinions  entertained  by 
so  many  hon.  Gentlemen  as  to  the  cha- 
racter and  consequences  of  the  measure 
BO  thrust  upon  them.  The  Secretary  fk 
State  for  War  Imd  declued  that  this  was 
a  Bill  for  the  establishment  of  religious 
equality,  but  it  seemed  to  bim  nouiing 
more  nor  less  than  a  deadly  blow  at  aU 
Church  Establishments.  During  the 
course  of  the  debate  the  Irish  Churdi  had 
been  held  up  as  a  nuisance,  and  a  sort  of 
pest  to  the  country,  with  such  an  infinite 
degree  of  vindictive  animosity  and  hatred, 
as  showed  that  the  Bill  was  the  genuine 
triumph  of  those  who  were  the  avowed 
iThiri  Etading. 
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enranies  of  all  Cburcli  EstftblishmentB  in 
&11  places  and  under  aU  ciroumstances. 
The  Irish  Church  waa  to  be  stripped 
of  her  property,  and  the  ey  prei  claim- 
ants declared  to  be  the  lunatics  and 
idiots  of  the  country.  The  President  of 
the  Board  of  Trade,  with  what  seemed 
to  be  almost  a  sneer — ^though  it  vas 
not  uitended  as  such — ^justified  this  for- 
feiture of  Church  property  to  asylums 
by  declaring  that  mercy  vas  akin  to 
religion ;  but  he  (Mr.  Adderley)  denied 
that  meiey  was  to  be  fed  by  the  tjienated 
BUfitenance  of  religion  or  alms  to  be  ac- 
ceptably taken  out  of  plunder.  He  did 
not  think  the  Bill  coiud  commend  itself 
to  the  real  sentiments  of  the  right  hon. 
(Gentleman's  heart  or  to  the  logical  de- 
mands of  his  reason.  They  knew  &om 
the  apology  published  by  the  right 
hon.  UenUeman  that  nothmg  short  of 
absolute  necessity  had  driven  him  from 
the  opinions  on  this  subject  which  he 
formerly  held ;  he  could  not  willingly 
unchurch  the  State ;  and  as  to  the  logical 
merits  of  the  Bill  he  must  say  that,  in 
the  course  of  a  now  not  inconsiderable 
ParliamentaiT  experience,  he  could  not 
recollect  any  Bill  so  illogical  as  this,  ex- 
cept the  right  hon.  Qmitleman's  other 
BiJl  for  the  Abolition  of  Church  Bates, 
which  enacted  that  because  some  places 
did  not  desire  or  hare  church  rates, 
others  whioh  did  desire  should  not  have 
them.  The  measure  was  described  as 
an  act  of  justice,  and  as  a  means  of 
pacification  to  Irdand.  But  what  jus- 
tice was  there  in  simple  destruction  ? 
What  pacification  in  the  simple  ejec- 
tion of  one  of  the  claimants.  This  was 
a  policy  only  calculated  to  revive  old  con- 
troversieB  and  to  occasion  fresh  ones? 
Justice,  as  he  understood  it,  involved 
eomething  like  a  consideration  of  the 
case  on  both  sides,  an  adjustment  of 
oonflioting  claims ;  and  a  pacification 
might,  perhaps,  follow  upon  a  settlranent 
in  whicn  both  sides  would  feel  they  had 
obtained,  if  not  all  they  desired,  yet  as 
much  as  they  could  reasonably  e^eot 
in  mutual  arrangement.  Were  the  Pro- 
testants—  or,  indeed,  the  Boman  Ca- 
tholics— of  Ireland  likely  to  bo  animated 
by  any  such  feeling  under  the  operation 
of  this  Bill?  Its  theory— if  it  had  one 
— was  this — that  the  rehgious  endow- 
ments of  a  nation  ought  to  belong  to  the 
majority  of  that  nation ;  and  Uiat  the 
Boman  Catholics  were  the  majority  in 
Ireland.  The  logical  conclusion  was,  that 
the  endowments  of  the  Irish  Protestants 
J6-.  AtUlrrUsf 


ought  to  be  handed  over  to  thdr  mora 
numerous  Boman  Catholic  countrymen  ; 
that  Protestant  ascendancy  should  be  de- 
stroyed in  order  to  erect  Boman  Catholio 
aaoendanoT  in  its  place.  But  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  at  the  head  of  the  Go- 
vernment shrank  from  that  conclunon, 
and,  in  its  stead,  he  took  the  conclusion 
of  the  President  of  the  Board  of  Trade, 
drawn  from  a  totally  difi'erent  set  of 
premises — which  he  equally  shrunk  frcHU 
avowing — that  all  Church  Establish- 
ments were  execrable,  and  ought  to  be 
abolished.  As  the  Bill  stood  ^e  ^llo- 
gism  it  involved  was  this — that  whereaa 
tiie  majority  of  Irishmen  are  Boman 
Catholics,  and  the  Protestant  minority 
are  in  tiie  possession  of  endowments 
which  ought  to  belong  to  the  majority, 
therefore,  all  matericd  provision  for  reli- 
gion in  that  country  ought  henceforth 
to  cease.  We  were  asked  to  take  the 
Premier's  premises,  and  his  Colleague's 
wholly  irrelevant  conclusion,  and  accept 
them  together,  and  that  only  because  the 
one  dare  not  avow  his  conclusion  nor  the 
other  his  premises.  And  if  the  Ic^o  of 
the  Bill  was  bad,  its  consequences  were 
likely  to  be  mudi  worse.  He  bdieved 
that  some  of  the  hon.  Members  who  sup- 
ported this  Bill  on  "voluntary"  prin- 
ciples were  sincerely  desirous  of  pro- 
moting the  cause  of  religion.  He  asked 
them  to  reflect  whether  they  were  likely 
to  further  the  object  they  had  in  view 
by  voting  for  this  measure.  Might  they 
not  in  their  eagerness  to  take  this  oppor- 
tunity of  destroying  a  Church  Estabhsh- 
ment  be  injuring  altogether  the  interests 
of  religion  by  denudrng  a  third  of  the 
kingdom  of  all  its  provision?  It  was 
meant  to  pacify  Irebmd,  and  the  Church 
was  represented  as  one  of  the  obstacles 
to  that  most 'desirable  result.  He  be- 
lieved that  it  was  nothing  of  the  kind. 
The  legislation  of  the  last  thirty  years, 
by  BU(£  measures  as  the  Tithes  Com- 
mutetion  Act,  the  Church  bad  been 
put  out  of  view,  and  hidden  behind  the 

Question  of  the  land ;  but  those  who  had 
elped  to  place  that  screen  before  her 
were  now  among  the  first  to  pull  it  down, 
and  to  expose  ner  to  renewed  assaults. 
They  were,  however,  forced  to  rake  up 
the  old  Penal  Laws  to  re-establish  irrita- 
tion, and  revive  old  feuds.  Had  this 
Irish  Church  Bill  done  anything  in  the 
way  of  padficatioE  ?  There  were  more 
outrages  bemg  committed  in  Ireland  this 
year  than  had  been  committed  in  any 
other  year  for  a  long  time  past ;  and, 
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thongh  few  hon.  Meoaberfi  had  desired  to 
conaect  those  outrages  vith  this  measure, 
he  avowed  his  belief  that  they  were  not 
to  be  discoimected  from  some  of  the  lan- 

Siage  used  hy  ]tf  embers  of  tlie  Cabinet. 
nlf  recently  the  right  hon.  Oentleman 
the  President  of  the  Board  of  Trade, 
when  violently  attacked  and  therefore 
on  his  guard,  med  in  that  House  words 
to  thifl  effect — 

"  I  neT«T  held  s  landlord  op  to  odium ;  I  n«ver 
held  Ihs  Inndlordi  m  a  body  np  to  odium  ;  but  J 
nid.nnd  do  my,  thnC  tha  peoplg  of  Irelnnd  nsnr 
will  be  Hitiafled  till  thej  lian  marB  poueuion  of 
the  Innd." 

[Kt.  Bkioht  was  understood  to  intimate 
his  dissent  firom  the  accuracy  of  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman's  quotation.]  He 
knew  what  the  President  of  the  Soard 
of  Trade  meant  by  those  words.  He 
knew  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  meant 
that  what  he  said  was  necessary  for  the 
Irish  people  should  be  brought  about 
by  legitimate  means ;  but  a  Minister 
of  the  Crown  was  never  justified  in  using 
language  without  considering  how  it 
mi^t  M  understood  by  others.  Would 
the  people  of  Ireland  take  that  limited 
view  of  the  means  by  which  they  were 
to  ^t  posBeseiou  of  the  land  which,  no 
doubt,  the  right  hon.  Oentleman  meant  ? 
Front  the  first  the  language  used  by 
Uinistera  in  connection  with  the  Irish 
Church  Bill  had  been  violent  aUd  revo- 
lutionaty.  It  bad  been  such  as  was  cal- 
culated to  convey  to  the  people  of  Ire- 
land the  impression  that  Government 
were  ready  to  concede  everything  to 
the  most  violent  claims  of  agitators.  The 
language  of  the  original  Besolutions 
which  preceded  the  Suspensory  Bill  of 
last  Session  was  of  the  Delenda  att  Cartha- 
go style — "the  Irish  Established  Church 
must  cease  to  exist."  He  doubted  not 
that  tiie  F^ans  in  Ireland  were  now 
under  the  impresBion  tiiat  a  sort  of 
political  Saturnalia  had  set  in — that  a 
Government — to  use  the  actual  phrase  of 
the  ex-Mayor  of  Cork — "which  had 
yielded  up  the  Irish  Church  under  the 
influence  of  fear"  would  be  prepared, 
under  the  same  purpose,  to  sacrifice  the 
Irish  landlord.  Now,  he  admitted  that 
the  Irish  Church  was  not  in  all  points 
defensible  &om  the  insults  which  were 
heaped  upon  her.  Her  means  were  ill- 
distributed,  and  her  very  position  had 
warped  her  action.  Ko  doubt  some  re- 
adjustment of  her  affairs  was  neceesaiy, 
but  no  one  had  yet  ventured  to  declare 


that  her  revenue  was  too  great  for  the 
work  before  her,  if  that  work  was  to 
be  thoroughly  and  efficiently  accom- 
rJished.  The  President  of  the  Board  of 
Trade  had  pointed  to  the  Free  Kirk  of 
Scotland,  and  had  hidden  the  Irish  Fro< 
teetants  to  follow  the  example  of  self-re- 
liance thus  set  them.  But  could  there  be 
any  comparison  between  a  voluntary  se-  . 
cession  andaviolenteiectment?  Persons 
who  voluntarily  left  an  endowed  Church 
might  be  expected  to  make  provision  for 
their  own  religious  wants ;  but  could  we 
reasonably  expect  to  find  in  men  summa- 
rily and  violently  ejected  &om  anEstab- 
li^unent  the  same  zeal,  energy,  and  co- 
operation in  finding  a  substituto  that 
might  be  exhibited  by  religionists  who 
voluntarily  set  up  a  Church  of  their 
own?  Werq  the  zeal  of  rivalry  and 
cheerfolness  of  submission  equally  ani- 
mating sentiments  ?  Would  men  he  as 
eager  to  re-place  money  in  the  hands  of 
those  who  plimdered  them  as  to  furnish 
it  for  their  own  ambition  P  Equally  un- 
tenable was  the  analogy  drawn  by  the 
Secretary  of  Stoto  for  War  between  ^o 
destruction  of  the  Irish  Church  and  the 
Act  for  the  repeal  of  the  West  India 
dergr  charge  upon  the  Consolidated 
Fund.  The  right  hon.  Gentleman  said, 
"Why  not  treat  Ireland  as  if  she  were 
a  colony?"  Did  he  mean  that  Ireland 
was  to  have  self-government  and  her 
own  lepslature  ?  The  measure  adopted 
in  respect  of  the  West  India  Church, 
so  far  from  being  a  disendowment,  wad 
a  step  to  the  endowing  of  that  Church 
more  entirely  out  of  the  funds  of  its  own 
countiT ;  hut  this  Biil  wonld  throw  tha 
Church  of  Ireland  on  private  resourcea. 
He  had  yet  to  leam  that  throwing  a. 
Church  on  the  local  taxation  of  a  country 
instead  of  the  eleemosynary  aid  of  another 
country  was  the  same  tmng  as  disen- 
dowing it.  He  knew  there  were  men  on 
the  iUnisterial  Benches  who  deslTod 
when  the  West  India  Cleigy  Act  was 
passed  to  make  it  go  so  much  fkirther, 
but  they  have  not  SxxeA.  openly  to  pro- 
pose it.  Then,  again,  the  case  of  the 
Cletgy  Beserves  had  been  cited  in  sup- 
port of  the  policy  of  disendowing  the 
Irish  Church.  But  that  was  also  not  a 
case  in  point,  because  the  Clergy  Beserves 
never  were  an  endowment,  nor  thdr 
commutation  a  disendowment.  There 
was  not  the  alighteet  doubt  that  the 
Cleigy  BeoOTves  were  first  se"^  apart  in 
Canada  in  order  to  balance  in  favour 
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lieved,  no  answer  had  been  given.  "Witti 
repaid  to  the  manner  in  vuch  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  at  die  head  of  the  Oo- 
Temment  had  been  Bupported  by  a  ma- 
jorilf  of  that  House,  he  was  glad  to  aay 
that  BO  far  as  he  (Mr.  Stapleton)  knew, 
their  conetitaenta  had  not  in  any  case 
found  fault  with  them  for  the  support 
they  hod  given  to  this  Bill.  That  was 
hia  answer  to  those  who  said  that  though 
the  conetituencieB  had  approved  of  dis- 
establishment and  dieendowment  gene- 
rally they  had  not  approved  of  the  rar- 
ticular  plan  of  the  Government.  The 
right  hon.  Gentleman  (Mr.  Adderley) — 
doubtlesB  without  intending  it  —  had 
paid  the  highest  compliment  to  the  Bill 
that  it  was  possible  to  pay,  when  he 
said  that  it  had  come  out  of  Committee 
almost  imaltered ;  for  the  natural  infer- 
was  that  the  measure  hod  been 
originally  bo  skilfully  framed  that  it 
wag  impossible  to  make  any  material 
alteration  in  it  without  injury  to  the 
principle  which  had  been  accepted  by 
the  majority  of  that  House.  The  right 
hon.  GentlWon  had  suggested  a  preior- 
ence  for  some  other  arrangement ;  but 
he  (Mr.  Stapleton)  was  at  a  loss  to  know 
what  arrangement  he  meant.  Did  he 
propose  to  foUow  the  arrang^uent  of  the 
Church  Comtnissioners,  which  suggested 
that  the  funds  of  the  Church  should  be 
taken  from  the  poorer  districts  and  given 
to  the  richer  ones  F  He  was  at  a  lose  to 
know  what  policy  could  be  substinited  if 
this  BUI  should  have  the  misfortune  to  be 
rejected  in  "  another  place."  The  noble 
Lord  the  Member  for  Haddingtonshire 
(Lord  Elcho)  had  no  policy,  neither  had 
the  hon.  Member  who  spoke  on  the  same 
side,  except  the  policy  of  a  notorious 
agitator.  If  the  Bill  miscarried  there 
was  only  one  policy  which  oonld  be 
submitted  to  the  country,  and  that  was 
the  policy  advocated  by  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  the  Member  for  Bucking- 
hamshire,  and  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
the  Member  for  the  University  of  Dub- 
lin (Dr.  Boll).  No  doubt  it  was  a  great 
stroke  of  genius  to  conceive  such  a 
policy.  The  right  hon.  Gentleman  the 
Member  for  Buckinghamshire  endeo* 
voured  by  it  to  attach  Boman  Catholic 
Members  to  the  Conservative  party  ; 
but  he  must  remind  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  (Mr.  Adderley)  tbat  that 
policy  was  a  Conservative,  and  not  a 
Frotestaat  policy,  and  if  carried  out 
would  inevitably  lead  to  on  iiomuise  ao- 


of  Frotostants  the  endowments  of  the 
Boman  Catholic  Church.  From  time  to 
time  they  had  been  given  to  Protestants 
distributively,  not  only  to  the  Anglican 
Church  but  to  the  Scotch  Church  and 
to  Dissenting  bodies.  They  were  fisaUy 
given  to  Boman  Catholics  also.  The 
Act  we  passed  simply  left  it  to  the  local 
Legislature  to  do  what  they  pleased  with 
them.  That  is  all  we  did.  By  the  Cle^y 
Beserves  Act  the  Parliament  of  Canada 
put  an  end  to  the  former  system,  and 
after  securing  all  life  interests  to  the 
Church — not  on  the  narrow  calculations 
of  the  present  measure,  but  BO  as  to  leave 
ample  endowments  to  the  Chiirch  and 
other  religious  bodies — handed  over  the 
remainder,  which  hod  grown  much  be> 
yond  rehgious  requirements,  to  the  dis- 
posal of  me  mxmicipalities.  The  adop- 
tion of  the  Clergy  Heserves  Act  by  the 
Parliament  of  Canada  formed  the  first 
step  towards  anything  in  the  shape  of 
an  endowment  of  any  religious  body,  ei- 
oept  the  Boman  Catholics,  in  Canada.  He 
ad:nowledged  the  inutili^  of  attempting 
to  obstruct  this  BiU,  but  he  could  not 
help  observing  that,  it  did  not  stand  at 
all  on  its  merite,  but  that  it  had  all  along 
been  treated  as  a  foregone  condusion, 
that  the  aigumenta  in  its  favour  had 
from  the  first  been  based  on  false  prece- 
dents, and  that  those  precedents  had 
supported  a  whoUj^  illogical  syllogism. 
So  far  from  the  objects  of  the  BiU  being 
likely  to  be  attuned,  the  measure,  while 
givingno  satisfaction  to  the  Boman  Catho- 
Gcs,  who  were  maUgned  by  being  thought 
to  be  propitiated  by  mere  destruction  of 
all  religious  provision,  would  justly  irri- 
tate the  Protestants  who  were  to  have 
their  national  provision  so  gratuitously 
sacrificed. 

Ms.  STAPLETON  said,  that  the  ar- 
guments employed  by  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  tbe  Secretaiy  of  Stato  for 
War  had  been  misunderstood  by  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  who  had  just  sat 
down,  because  die  right  hon.  Gentleman 
the  Secretary  for  War  had  not  cited  the 
cases  of  Scotland  and  Canada  as  prece- 
dents of  disendowment ;  but  merely  for 
the  purpose  of  showing  that  when  the 
people  of  a  country  were  treated  as 
equals  the  discontent  which  had  previ- 
ously existed  had  subsided,  and  that  in 
the  case  of  the  two  countries  referred  to 
we  were  now  reaping  the  fruits  of  the 
wise  and  generous  pohcy  which  we  had 
adopted,  and  to  that  aigument,  he  be- 
JE&.  Add&rlty 
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cewion  of  power  to  the  Soman  Catholic 
ChuTok,  wtiich  would  then  be  in  a  better 
position  than  in  Belgium  and  France. 
Such  a  scheme  would  not  be  politic ;  it 
would  jgo  &r  to  confirm  the  Boman  Ca- 
tholic Church  in  Ireland  in  its  present 
ultramontane  character.  Protestants  and 
Boman  Catholics  would  change  places. 
Now,  the  Episcopal  Protestants  had  the 
chief  endowment,  and  the  lesser  endow- 
ments, the  £eg*um  Ihntm  and  Ifsy- 
nooth,  were  the  buttreases  by  which  it 
was  supported.  Under  the  plan  of  con- 
current endowment  the  principal  endow- 
ment would  go  to  the  Soman  Catholics, 
they  being  by  far  the  greatest  number. 
The  leaser  endowments  would  be  the 
buttresses  by  which  their  greater  en- 
dowment would  be  supported.  These 
lesser  endowments  would  only  serve  to 
mortify  Protestant  zeal.  The  effect  on 
the  Soman  Oathohcs  would  not  be  re- 
ciprocal. They  had  the  peasantry.  The 
aristocracy  would  be  attracted  to  them 
by  this  qumi  establishment,  and  as  to 
the  middle  classes  they  had  only  to  look 
to  what  was  happening  in  Vienna  and 
elsewhere  to  see  that  they  were  more 
dangerous  to  Bome — at  least  ultramon- 
tane Bome— within  than  without  her 
fold.  They  should  not  forget  the  re- 
cent attempt  to  create  a  Fenian  revo- 
lution in  Ireland,  an  attempt  which  dif- 
fered from  preriouB  movementa  in  the 
fact  that  it  was  carried  on  in  spite  of 
the  influence  of  the  Soman  Ckttholic 
clergy.  He  knew  nothing  more  humi- 
liating in  eccleaiafitical  history  than  the 
connwtion  between  the  Fenians  and 
the  Boman  Catholic  clergy.  In  the  be- 
ginning the  Boman  Catholic  Bishops 
had  gone  so  far  as  to  refuse  the  sacra- 
ments of  their  Church  to  the  members 
of  the  Fenian  brotherhood  on  the  antho- 
rity  of  a  Papal  BuH,  which,  yw  fado, 
^communicated  all  members  of  secret 
societies;  and  yet,  a  short  time  after, 
when  the  three  men  were  executed  at 
Manchester,  who  died  without  renouncing 
Fenianism,  and  who  were  therefore  ex- 
communicated, the  priests  were  com- 
pelled to  offer  up  prayers  for  them  in 
a  large  number  of  Boman  Catholic 
churches.  He  believed  this  measure 
would  have  pretty  much  the  effect  which 
had  been  anticipated  by  the  President 
of  the  Board  of  Trade.  The  Beforma- 
tion  would  hare  a  better  chance  in  Ire- 
land than .  it  ever  had  before,  whilst 
those  who  continued  Soman  Catiiolicn — 


and  he  (Ur.  Staideton)  admitted  they 
would  probably  be  tlie  great  bulk  of 
the  people — would  become  a  little  leas 
Soman  than  they  were  now.  He  would 
not  pretend  that  of  itself  it  would  satisfy 
Ireland,  and  no  doubt  other  measures 
of  conciliation  would  be  introduced  to 
effect  in  conjunction  with  it  the  pacifica- 
tion of  the  country.  The  outrages  which 
had  recently  disgraced  Ireland  deserved 
special  consideration.  It  might  be  ne- 
cessary to  adopt  strong  measures  for  tho 
detection  of  crime,  and  he  would  offer  a 
suggestion  for  what  it  was  worth.  At 
present  the  great  difficulty  was  not  so 
much  in  the  punishment  of  criminals  as 
in  the  discovery  of  those  who  perpetrated 
crime.  Magistrates couldinquireonlyinto 
matters  affecting  penwna  charged  before 
them,  and  the  police  could  not  compel  per- 
sons to  answer  questions,  but  a  coroner, 
in  inquiring  into  the  cause  of  death,  could 
call  anyone  he  chose,  and  put  any  ques- 
tion which  had  a  bearing  on  the  matter. 
Coroners,  however,  had  lost  much  of 
their  former  consideration,  for,  according 
to  Blaehtone,  a  coroner  ought  to  be  a 
knight,  and  rank  next  in  the  county  to 
the  sheriff.  The  Chief  Justice  of  Eng- 
land was  coroner  for  all  England,  and 
could  exercise  the  office  of  coroner  in 
any  part  of  England  ;  and  in  Ireland  it 
would  be  a  good  thing  to  call  upon  Lord 
Chief  Justice  Whiteside,  either  by  him- 
self or  one  of  his  Colleagues,  to  hold 
an  inquest  in  the  case  of  an  agrarian 
murder,  and  tir  to  discover  the  perpe- 
trators of  it  The  Lord  Lieutenant,  in 
his  proclamation,  said  there  were  people 
at  Mullingor  who  knew  all  about  me 
murder  of  Mi.  Anketell ;  and,  if  so, 
they  could  hardly  keep  their  secret  when 
subject  to  cross-examination  by  a  man 
like  Mr.  Justice  Keogh.  The  holding 
of  such  an  inquest  would  have  a  deter- 
rent effect  upon  those  who  contemplated 
murder  in  the  future.  It  would  make  it 
difficult  for  them  to  get  persons  to  ac- 
cept that  guilty  knowkdge  to  which  the 
Lord  Lieutenant  aUuded.  Without  that 
support  they  would  probablyshrink  &om 
canying  out  their  designs.  The  speech  of 
the  hon.  and  learned  Member  for  Bidi- 
mond  (Sir  Soundell  Palmer)  on  the  Bill 
involved  a  fellaey ;  for,  whue  he  proved 
that  religious  endowments  existed,  not 
for  the  clergy,  but  for  the  laify,  he  as- 
sumed that  iJie  laity  in  any  porticalar 
case  must  needs  be  the  congregation 
who  attended  the  clergyman's  ministra- 
{Utird  Stading. 
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abonld  express  its  faith  in  some  form  of 
Christianity,  while  it  took  oftre  that  some 
pTOTision  ahould  be  made  for  the  re- 
ligious instruction  of  the  people.  That 
■was  the  principle  on  which  these  king- 
doms had  hitherto  beoa  governed ;  and 
as  the  object  of  the  Bill  was  Xa  destroy 
the  Establishment  in  one  portion  of  Her 
Majesty's  dominioiu,  it  would  be  a  de- 
parture &om  that  ancient  national  policy 
vhich  had  lately  contributed  to  shape 
our  institutions  and  our  history.  There 
was  an  ex^igerated  doctrine  of  ttie 
Boyal  Supremacy  preralent  in  some 
quarters,  and  he  did  not  wish  to  ex- 
change a  Papacy  in  Bome  toz  a  Papacy 
in  Downing  Street,  but  he  vishea  for 
liberty  to  clergy  and  laity  under  the 
Boyal  supremacy  as  in  times  past.  The 
meaning  of  an  endowment  vaa  more 
clear  and  unmistakable.  The  policy  of 
disendowment  must  mean  that  hence* 
forth  that  property  which  had  been  ap- 
propriated to  religious  purposes  should 
be  diverted  &om  these  purposes,  and  de- 
voted to  others  of  a  secular  character. 
He  had  no  objection  to  the  employment 
of  public  money  for  the  establishment 
and  management  of  lunatic  asylums  and 
similar  institutions ;  but  the  question 
they  bad  then  to  consider  was  not 
whether  the  purposes  to  which  it  was 
proposed  they  should  apply  the  funds  of 
the  Irish  Church  were  good  or  bad  pur- 
poses, but  whether  they  had  a  right  to 
take  that  money  out'of  the  hands  of  its 
present  recipients  and  administrators. 
If  the  purpose  for  which  it  was  at  pre- 
sent employed  was  a  bad  one,  he  would 
admit  at  once  that  they  possessed  such  a 
right ;  and  he  was  aware  that  there  were 
Gentlemen  —  among  Tphom,  perhaps, 
might  be  ranked  the  right  hon.  Genue- 
man  the  President  of  the  Board  of  Trade 
-—who  believed  the  purpose  was  a  had 
one,  inasmuch  as  it  was  simply  that  of 
maintaining  in  a  stat«  of  ascendancy  a 
particular  denomination  of  Christians. 
But  unless  they  were  prepared  to  give 
up  altogether  the  principle  of  an  Estab- 
lishment theycould  not  object  to  the  ap- 
plication of  certain  public  funds  to  re- 
ligious objects.  He  did  not  believe  that 
the  f\inds  of  the  Irish  Church  were  too 
large  for  the  requirements  of  that  body, 
and  unless  they  were  ready  to  dispense 
with  every  hind  of  security  for  the  main- 
tenance of  a  religious  Establishment  in 
Ireland,  they  wotdd  not  be  justified  in 
seizing  on  the  funds  of  the  Protestant 


tiosB,  whereas  the  laity  embraced  the 
whole  body  of  pariehiouers,  as  was  ad- 
mitted in  the  debates  on  church  rates. 
"What  the  Protestant  laity  in  Ireland  had 
a  right  to  claim  was  that  the  transition 
from  one  condition  to  another  should  be 
made  as  easy  as  possible.  He  did  not  say 
that  the  Bill  was  one  which  could  not  be 
improved ;  and  if  improvements  were 
troduced  into  it  they  would  have  an  '  ^ 
portunity  of  considering  them  at  a  future 
time.  But  he  was  certain  the  Bill  could 
not  be  improved  in  the  direction  desired 
by  some  hon.  Gentlemen  opposite.  We 
had  respected  life  interests  and  given  up 
churches ;  and  if  any  change  were  made 
in  the  Bill  it  should  be  a  give-and-take 
one.  If  the  Irish  landlords,  who  were 
so  well  represented  in  the  other  House, 
vere  wiUing  to  part  with  the  bonus 
which  had  been  given  them,  he  thought 
this  House  would  not  be  unwilling  to 
forego  the  chai^  on  the  glebes.  A  fur- 
ther suggestion  he  would  offer  was  that, 
as  the  Papal  aggression  which  produced 
the  Ecclesiastical  Tities  Act  had  no  re- 
ference to  Ireland,  and  Sir  Bobert  Peel 
admitted  it  was  a  great  mistake  that 
Ireland  was  included  in  that  Act,  a 
clause  should  be  introduced  in  this  Bill 
in  the  other  House  repealing  the  Ecclesi- 
astical Titles  Act  in  Ireland,  and  repeal- 
ing also  the  24th  section  of  the  Boman 
Catholic  Belief  Act,  which  prevented 
Catholic  Bishops  in  Ireland  assuming  the 
tities  of  Protestant  sees.  In  conclusion, 
he  believed  that  Protestantism  in  Ireland 
Tould  ^in  new  strength  from  this  Bill. 
Me.  J.  G.  TALBOT  said,  that  having 
been  sent  to  Parliament  by  a  large  semi- 
metropolitan  constituency  (West  Kent), 
in  a  county  whose  several  divisions  had 
at  the  late  General  Election  pronounced 
a  unanimous  verdict  against  tiie  policy  of 
Her  Majesty's  Gbvemment,  he  did  not 
wish  to  allow  that  discussion  to  close 
before  he  had  endeavoured  to  express, 
aa  their  representative,  the  opinions 
which  he  entertained  upon  that  impor- 
tant subject.  They  were  then  asked  to 
adopt  the  principle  of  disestablishment 
and  disendowment  as  far  as  the  Irish 
branch  of  the  Church  of  this  conntry 
was  concerned.  Through  frequent  repe- 
tition the  meaning  of  tfie  words  dises- 
tablishment and  disendowment  had  be- 
come indistinct.  He  valued  the  prin- 
ciple of  establishment  because,  as  he 
nnderstood  it,  it  was  that  the  State  should 
have  a  voice  in  religious  matters,  and 
Mr.  SU^UtM 
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Episoopsl  Ohurdh  in  t&st  oonntry.  He 
found  that  axaong  the  supporters  or 
aiimiiWB  of  tlie  Cliurcli  Eatablishment 
■waa  Ustthew  Henty,  the  celebrated  Non- 
couformist  divine,  and  oommentator, 
Tho  gave  thanks  to  God  for  the  national 
estaUiehment  of  our  religion  with  that 
of  our  peace  and  civil  liberty,  "that 
the  Beiormation  iraa  in  our  land  a 
national  act,  and  that  Christianity  ihue 
purified  is  supported  by  good  and  whole- 
some laws,  andia  twisted  in  with  the  very 
constitution  of  our  Oovemment."  Those 
Gentlemen  opposite  who  were  dissenters 
from  the  Church — and  who  seemed  to 
aim  at  disestabliehment  as  a  principle — 
would,  he  believed,  do  well  to  weigh 
oarefiilly  the  opinion  thus  expressed  by 
an  eminent  member  of  their  own  con- 
nection. He  would  put  it,  too,  to  the 
supporters  of  the  BUI  whether  Members 
who  opposed  it  were  not  justified  in  re- 
presenting that  as  only  a  step  in  a 
direction  in  which  many  others  were  to 
follow.  The  course  pursued  by  Gentle- 
men on  the  Ministerial  side  of  the  House 
irredBtibly  led  to  that  conclusion.  His 
experience  in  Parliament  had  not  been 
lon^ ;  but  he  believed  those  most  ex- 
perienced would  regard  the  manner  in 
which  this  sweeping  measure  had  been 
carried  through  the  House  as  a  most 
remarkable  incident  in  Parliamentary 
history.  With  regard  to  the  conduct  of 
Her  MajeBty'sOovemment  towards  their 
opponents,  he  had  no  desire  to  raise  any 
complaint  or  quarrel.  They  had  received 
the  arguments  put  forward  by  the  Mem- 
bers of  the  ConservatiTe  par^  in  a  spirit 
of  fairness  and  moderation,  although 
they  had  not  at  the  same  time  made  any 
large  concessions.  But  the  First  Min- 
ister of  the  Crown,  who  had  been  kind 
to  his  opponents,  had  been  a  hard  task- 
master to  his  Friends  and  followers. 
Every  symptom  of  disaffection  on  the 
part  of  those  Gentlemen  had  been  met 
by  prompt  and  decisive  repression.  The 
House  had  thus  seen  on  more  than  one 
occasion  the  hon.  Member  for  the  City 
of  Dublin  (Mr.  Pirn)  go  out  into  the 
Lobby  and  vote  against  his  own  Amend- 
ments; and  the  hon.  Member  for  Bo- 
cbester  (Mr.  P.  Wykeham  Martin)  who 
had  at  first  taken  a  lenient  and  con- 
siderate view  of  the  poBition  of  the  Irish 
clergy,  had  in  a  similar  way  yielded  to 
the  authority  of  those  whom  the  Prime 
Minister  had  described  as  the  "usnal 
BourceBofinfbimation."    The  motto  of 


tiiose  who  used  these  occult  inSuenoee 
over  the  Members  of  the  party  opposite 
appeared  to  be  the  well-known  one  of 
Winchester  School — 

"  Aut  diiee  aut  diioedc." 
He  doubted  indeed  whether  even  tSie 
humiliating  option  of  the  ton  Urtta 
had  been  conwded  to  them.  And  he 
was  not  sure  whether  the  humiliating 
tori  Urtia  had  not  in  this  case  been 
preserved.  He  congratulated  the  Go- 
vernment on  the  extreme  discipline  th^ 
had  thus  maintained.  The  Opposition 
bad  been  taunted  with  eu^esting  the 
destruction  of  B^stabhshments  whioh 
GupporterB  of  the  Ch>vemment  might 
otherwise  not  have  desired  to  attack ;  But 
he  did  not  suppose  tiieir  oppon^its 
wanted  prompting,  beoauee  no  one  could 
run  over  their  names  without  coming  to 
the  conclusion  that  they  were  pledged  to 
a  course  of  complete  diseetabli^ment 
and  disendowment.  Besides  the  so  de- 
scribed "  t^ck-and-thin  supporters  "  of 
the  Government  there  were  others  below 
the  Gangway  of  various  shades  of  opinion 
who  were  enemies  at  least  to  Episcopal 
Establishment.  Boman  Catholic  Mem- 
bers would  not  deny  that  they  were,  of 
course,  opposed  to  the  establishment  of 
the  English  Church,  and  Wales  had  sent 
a  large  body  of  Nonconformists  as  op- 
ponents of  the  principle  of  Establishment 
in  every  shape.  Wales  had  even  refused 
to  send  the  Home  Secretary  to  this 
House,  though  his  Conservative  tenden- 
cies could  not  be  said  to  be  of  the  most 
alarming  character.  Bristol  and  Brad- 
ford were  examples,  also,  of  the  strength 
of  the  same  party.  When  the  hon. 
Member  for  Bristol  (Mr.  Morley)  was 
examined  before  the  Committee  of  the 
House  of  Lords  in  1859,  he  stated  in 
reply  to  Lord  Wensleydale  that  he  ob- 
jected to  a  State  religion  altogether,  and 
being  asked  as  to  the  ultimate  objects  of 
those  with  whom  he  was  associated,  he 
said  he  believed  the  great  object  was  to 
separate  religion  from  the  slightest  con- 
nection with  the  State — ^that  they  were 
of  opinion  that  Church  property  was 
nations!  property,  and  should  be  dealt 
with  aecording  to  the  judgment  of  the 
nation.  Such  were  the  sentiments  of  the 
hon.  Member  for  Bristol  ten  years  ago, , 
and,  looking  at  tiiQ  way  in  which  things 
had  proceeded  from  that  time  to  this,  he 
could  not  doubt  that  those  views,  then 
shared  by  few  Members  of  that  House, 
were  now   held  by  no   inconsiderable 
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namber.  He  knew  Her  Majesty's  Gk>- 
Ternment  could  not  dispense  with  the 
support  of  those  hon.  Gentlemen.  He 
also  knew  that  there  were,  aittiiig  on  the 
Treasury  Benoh,  right  hon.  Oentlemen 
who,  if  asked  in  private,  the  true  senti- 
ments of  their  hearts,  would  not  di^uiee 
that  these  were  the  ultimate  objects  at 
which  they  aimed.  But  believing,  as  he 
did,  that  the  establishment  of  religion 
in  tiiese  islands  and  the  holding  sacred 
the  endowments  set  apart  for  its  support 
had  been  among  the  greatest  ornaments 
of  our  institutions  and  had  assisted  to 
form  some  of  the  brightest  pages  in  our 
history,  and  believing,  too,  that  this 
measure  was  in  direct  hostility  to  those 
principles,  he  could  not  forbear,  when- 
ever an  opportunity  presented  itself,  to 
say  "  No     to  this  disastrous  measure. 

Ms.  MONSULL  said,  the  conclusion 
of  the  able  epeecb  of  the  hon.  Member, 
fbr  West  Kent  (Mr.  J.  G.  Talbot)  evi- 
dently showed  that  his  feeling  with  re- 
fard  to  that  measure  was  dictated,  not 
y  a  consideration  of  the  interests  of 
Ireland  or  of  the  Irish  people,  but  by  a 
dread  that  the  effect  of^dieestablishment 
and  disendowment  in  Ireland  would  re- 
act upon  England.  But  if  the  hon. 
Gentleman  had  reflected  for  a  few  mo- 
ments he  would  have  seen  the  manifest 
distinction  which  existed  between  the 
Establishments  of  the  two  countries. 
The  English  Establishment  confessed 
the  faith  of  the  nation,  it  cemented  Uie 
different  orders  of  society  together,  it 
created  no  jealousies,  it  was  loved  by 
tiie  people.  The  Irish  Establishment 
separated  and  divided  the  people ;  it  did 
not  confess,  hut  it  opposed  the  national 
faith,  and  therefore  no  argument  drawn 
from  the  one  Establishment  coidd  be 
fairly  ap|died  to  the  other.  The  hon. 
Member  stated  that  eveiy  Boman  Ca- 
tholic Member  of  that  House  was  op- 
posed to  the  English  Establishment. 
Now,  had  the  hon.  Member  sat  longer 
in  the  House  he  would  never  have  made 
such  a  mistake.  When  he  ^Mr.  Monsell) 
had  had  the  honour  of  aadressing  the 
House  on  these  subjects,  he  at  all  events 
— and  he  believed  he  expressed  the  feel- 
ing of  other  Roman  Catholic  Members — 
disclaimed  the  slightest  desire  to  attack 
or  injure  in  any  way  the  Establishment 
in  England.  The  Eoman  Catholic  Mem- 
bers considered  that  it  lived  by  the  na- 
tional will,  that  it  represented  the  na- 
tional faith,  and  that  it  would  be  un- 
JTr.  J.  0.  Talbot 


worthy  of  them  to  attempt,  upon  any 
religious  ground,  to  overthrow  th^ 
which  the  nation  had  established,  and 
which  it  desired  shoidd  continue  to  ex- 
He  wished  next  to  advert  to  some 
observationB  of  his  right  hon.  Friend 
the  Member  for  North  Staffordshire 
(Mr.  Adderley)  as  to  the  effect  of  the 
abolition  of  'Qie  Clergy  Seservee  in  Ca- 
nada. His  right  hon.  Friend  seemed  to 
think  that  that  was  rather  an  endow- 
ment of  the  Church  than  a  disestablish- 
ment. Why,  it  was  notorious  that  the 
result  of  that  measure  was  to  take  away 
considerable  funds  from  the  Episcopal, 
and  he  believed  also  &om  the  Fresby- 
terian  Church ;  and  he  would  read  the 
opinion  expressed  by  the  Protestant 
Bishop  of  Toronto  on  the  Act  for  the 
Abolition  of  the  Clergy  Beserves,  an 
opinion  which  would  he  found  to  have 
a  veiy  close  resemblance  to  some  of  the 
denunciations  lately  levelled  in  Ireland 
against  the  measure  now  before  the 
House     The  Bishop  said — 

PopnUr  liolenc*  ii  to  datarmine  Iha  qniii- 

;  Tuled  intereiti  >nd  the  oUirat  of  juiliaa 

■re  impedimeutl  to  b«  iwept  awajr ;  hence  th« 

(polutloD  lOught  to  be  perpetrated  bf  the  Lrgi*- 

Uture  of  Caoida  baa  no  parallel  in  colonial  bia< 

Now,  it  was  important  to  consider  what 
had  been  the  effect  of  the  ostablishment 
of  perfect  justice  in  regard  to  religious 
endowments  in  Canada.  They  allknew 
what  before  that  time  was  the  state  of 
Canada ;  they  knew  the  bitter  religious 
animosities  which  had  prevailed  in  that 
country,  and  the  political  disaffection 
which  had  so  often  called  for  the  atten- 
tion of  that  House.  To  show  the  change 
that  had  taken  place,  he  would  mention 
only  a  single  fact.  In  the  Province  of 
Ottawa  there  was  an  enormous  Protest- 
ant majority,  chiefly  consisting  of  Pres- 
byterians ;  and  yet  since  the  period  of 
the  foundation  of  that  Province  the 
Prime  Minister  of  Ottawa  had  been  a 
Catholic.  In  the  Province  of  Quebec 
the  Catholic  majority  was  preponderant; 
yet  from  the  time  when  the  Province  of 
Quebec  was  established  there  have  been 
in  the  Government  four  Protestant 
Members.  That  showed  that  ikoee 
religious  animosities,  and  that  intro- 
duction of  religion  Into  politit»  which 
were  the  curse  and  bane  of  both,  had 
disappewed  in  Canada,  under  the  influ- 
ence of  justice  and  equality.  Ani  if 
they  could  only  have  in  Ireland  what 
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Canada  had  in  those  pardculare,  the  ad- 
vancement of  that  countiT  in  civiliza- 
tion and  eveiTtliing  they  desired  would 
not  be  exceeded  by  that  df  any  country 
in  the  world.  The  right  hon.  Member 
for  North  Staffordshire,  and  the  no- 
ble Lord  the  Member  for  Hadding- 
tonshire (Lord  Meho),  had  both  stated 
that  the  measures  taken  by  the  Go- 
vernment had  in  no  degree  mitigated 
disaffection  in  Ireland,  and  the  nobM 
Lord  endeavoured  to  prove  that  asser- 
tion by  s^ing  that  Ireland  now  ran  red 
with  tiie  xAoaA.  shed  in  agrarian  crime. 
Now,  this  agrarian  crime,  horrible  and 
deplorable  as  it  wae,  prevailed  happily 
in  only  two  districts  in  Ireland;  and, 
moreover,  it  had  no  more  to  do  with 
pohtical  dieaffeddon,  or  with  animosity 
against  the  Cbvemment  of  this  country 
than  the  vtndetta  in  Corsica  had  to  do 
with  the  Government  of  France,  or 
garrotting  in  the  streets  of  London 
with  Free  Trs^e.  The  measure  before 
the  House  did  not  propose  or  attempt 
to  deal  with  the  causes  of  t^arian 
crime ;  it  proposed  to  deal  with  po- 
litical disaffection ;  and  he  could  state 
on  his  own  tuowledge,  from  information 
that  he  had  received  from  various  parts 
of  Ireland,  that  the  resTiIt  of  the  mea- 
sure in  regard  to  allaying  political  dis- 
affection had  already  been  greater  than 
even  the  most  sanguine  could  have  ex- 
pected. What  was  the  state  of  Ireland 
before  his  right  hon.  Friend  (the  First 
Lord  of  the  Treasury)  brought  forward 
his  Bill  ?  They  knew  from  Lord  Mayo's 
statement  that  among  the  lower  class 
in  three  Provinces  there  existed  almost 
universal  disaffection.  There  the  mass 
of  the  people  looked  to  Washington 
and  not  to  that  House  for  relief;  they 
turned  away  from  the  Imperial  Parlia- 
ment ;  they  said  there  was  no  hope  of 
redress  fivm  the  English  Government, 
as  they  called  it,  and  that  Ireland  was 
not  governed  according  to  the  wishes, 
feeli^s,  or  interests  of  her  people,  but 
that  her  lentdmate  inroirations  were 
sacrificed  to  Xluglish  prejudices.  That 
feeling  had  altogether  changed.  He  could 
state  most  distinct^  that  all  that  was 
going  on  in  that  House  was  looked  to 
with  the  greatest  poseible  interest  by  the 
people  of  Ireland;  that  those  who  had 
been  strongest  in  their  beUef  that  the 
English  Government  never  would  do 
anything  for  Ireland,  now  turned  with 
hope  to  that  House,  and  beheved  that 
TOL.  QXOVI.  [thdld  ssaoe.] 


their  grievances  would  be  redressed; 
and,  he  maintained  that  so  remaxkable  a 
change  having  occurred  in  so  short  a  time 
Was  a  sufficient  justification  of  the  mea- 
sure and  poUcy  of  his  ri^ht  hon.  Friend. 
But  the  noble  Lord  said  that  measure 
was  carried  by  Boman  Catholic  votes. 
Now,  he  (Mr.  Monsell)  stated  delibe- 
rately that  with  the  framing  of  that  Bill 
or  with  the  discussions  upon  it  the 
fioman  Catholic  Members  had  almost 
nothing  to  do.  It  had  been  the  work 
of  Protestants  in  every  particular ;  and 
that  was  a  part  of  the  matter  which  he 
thoi^ht  reflected  honour  and  credit  on 
the  people  of  this  country.  If  they  ab- 
stracted the  small  number  of  Homan 
Catholic  Members  of  the  House  from 
the  overwhelming  majorities  which  had 
pronounced  in  favour  of  it,  the  result 
would  remain  very  much  the  eame  ae  it 
now  was.  What  must  be  the  effect  upon 
the  progress  of  religious  liberty  through- 
out the  world  when  a  nation  like  ours 
was  seen  rising  up  as  they  were  now 
doing,  and,  although  Protestants  them- 
selves, determining  to  do  to  others  that 
which  they  would  that  others  should  do 
to  them,  and  to  relieve  the  Catholic 
people  of  Ireland  from  this  great  injus- 
tice ?  He  should  like  to  hear  from  some 
hon.  Gentlemen  opposite  what  hope  they 
entertained  of  bemg  able  to  induce  the 
people  of  this  conntiy  to  reverse  the  de- 
cision which  they  had  pronounced  ?  The 
people  of  this  countiy  uad  proved  tiiem- 
selves  just  by  the  course  they  had  taken 
in  regard  to  this  measure ;  but  he  was 
afraid  there  were  too  many  recollections 
of  old  feuds  and  differences  to  make  them 
particularly  in  love  with  the  Irish  people, 
and  he  was  sure  that  their  feeling  re- 
specting the  Catholic  rehgion  was  not 
one  of  very  cordial  admiration.  There- 
fore the  conclusion  of  the  English  peo- 
ple in  reference  to  this  matter  was  due 
not  to  enthusiastic  feeling  of  any  kind, 
but  to  a  deep  sense  of  justice  and  the 
investigation  of  the  facts  of  the  case 
by  studying  those  organs  of  pubUc 
opinion  which  had  popularized  the  in- 
formation lately  published  under  the 
direction  of  the  Master  of  the  Soils, 
bearing  on  the  question  of  the  founda- 
tion and  history  of  the  Irish  Church. 
The  people  of  England  now  knew  that 
that  Church  was  founded  in  opposition 
to  the  will  of  the  Irish  people,  and  that, 
OS  Mr.  Froude  remarked,  there  was 
hardly  a  single  honest  supporter  of  it  in 
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Ird&nd  at  die  time  it  was  established. 
The  Ai^  of  PaFUament  under  which 
it  was  eatabliehed  imposed  terniB  on 
its  ministers  which  no  Catholic  could 
accept,  and  so  transferred  the  Irieh 
ecdeaiastica]  endowments  from  1 
Catholic  to  the  Protestant  Church 
effectually  as  we  should  transfer  them 
back  i^in  if  we  were  to  make  sub- 
scription to  the  creed  of  Pope  Pius  a 
necessary  condition  for  holding  eooleai- 
astical  benefices.  A^^ainst  that  Pro- 
testant Church  the  Irish  people  had 
maintained  a  continnal  protest.  E?ery 
time  the  strong  arm  of  England  was 
removed  &om  them,  as  in  1645  and 
1690,  the  first  thing  the  Irish  did  was 
to  resume  possession  of  the  ohurciheB. 
Indeed,  every  Irish  gentlemaiL  must  ad- 
mit that  there  was  not  a  single  parish 
in  three  of  the  four  Provinces  in  Iroland, 
the  inhabitants  of  which,  if  left  to 
themeelvoB,  would  tolerate  the  exist- 
ence of  the  Establishment  among  them. 
How,  then,  could  it  be  hoped  to  change 
the  opinions  which  from  the  considera- 
tion of  focts  like  these  the  English  people 
had  formed  ?  He  was  as  much  interested 
as  hon.  Gentlemen  opposite  in  the  b 
rity  of  life  and  property  in  Ireland ;  but 
he  thought  there  could  be  no  greater 
calamity  than  would  arise  if  the  horrors 
of  reUgiouB  strife,  which  must  be  caused 
by  a  Bill  hke  this,  were  prolonged  by 
uie  progress  of  the  measure  bemg  ar- 
rested for  a  few  months.  There  was  one 
question  which  he  wished  to  submit  to 
Eon.  Gentlemen  opposite,  and  if  they 
could  roply  to  it  affirmatively,  thair  ar- 
guments would  carry  mudi  greater  weight 
wan  they  did  at  present.  He  wished  to 
know  &om  hon.  Gentlemen  opposite 
whether,  if  the  ciroumstances  wero  re- 
versed and  their  co-religionists  were 
S laced  in  the  same  position  that  the 
athoUos  of  Ireland  were  in — if  the  Ca- 
tholics were  only  a  ninth  of  the  popula- 
tion, but  were  in  possession  of  the  whole 
of  the  churches  and  all  the  religious 
property  of  the  country  —  would  thoy 
tolerate  that  state  of  things  for  a  single 
hour?  He  beheved  they  would  resort 
to  every  means  in  their  power — that  no 
agitation  would  be  too  fierce — in  order 
to  efiFeot  an  alteradon  in  a  state  of  things 
which  they  woiild  feel  to  be  unjust.  If 
so,  they  had  no  right  to  place  ^ah  Ca- 
tholics in  a  position  which  they  would 
not  accept  themselves.  As  long  as  the 
Established  Obuich  existed  in  Ireland 


w  a  badge  of  conquest  it  woald  be  im- 
possible to  hope  to  have  peace  and  se- 
curity in  that  country.  He  trusted  hon. 
Gontiemen  would  not  regard  this  as  a 
religious  question ;  but  that  they  would 
dosi  with  it  on  the  pure  broad  principle 
of  justice,  and  aa  a  matter  in  wnich  the 
credit  and  conscience  of  the  nation  was 
invcdved,  not  considering  whether  tJte 
result  of  the  measure  would  be  to  ad- 
vance the  interests  of  ajiy  particular  re- 
ligion in  Ireland.  Indeed,  he  believed 
that  no  man  could  say  what  would  be  the 
relinouB  effectof  separating  the  Protest- 
ant Church  from  the  injustice  with  which 
it  was  at  present  conneoted ;  and  of  dis- 
solving that  close  and  intimate  political 
union  which  must  exist  among  the  Ca- 
tholics as  long  aa  that  injustice  bound 
them  together.  He  was  quite  sure  t^ 
Catholics  of  Ireland  would  look  with  tar 
moro  favour  upon  the  State,  and  be  jaf>n 
ready  to  acknowledge  the  jurisdiction  of 
the  State  if  the  State  treated  them  with 
justice.  In  the  name  of  justice,  there- 
fore, he  made  his  appeal  to  the  House, 
believing  in  his  conscience  that  until  this 
measure  was  carried  tbere  could  not  be 
peace  and  prosperity  in  Ireland.  Ireland 
could  never  take  her  place  among  the 
nations  till  Parliament  removed  {torn 
her  brow  that  badge  of  inferiority  whitdi 
was  placed  on  the  brow  of  no  other  na- 
tion. And  if  he  might  be  allowed  to 
apply  the  words  of  I^rd  Bacon  to  this 
subject  he  would  say — 
"  If  Ood  bicra  ODr  kingdnm  vtth  prncs  and 


double  hi«  principiil  with  intere*t  ni  th«  kingdom 
ii  la  doubl*  hi  stock  of  ■enllb,  for  p«noa  aod 
juMic*  are  liaten  tbat  aro  aaier  wpnriiled." 

De.  BALL:*  Sir,  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  who  has  just  spoKen  (Mr. 
Uonsell)  has  asked  whether  anyone  <m 
this  side  of  the  House  can  blame  the 
Boroen  Catholics  of  Ireland  for  advo- 
cating and  supporting  this  Bill  F  If  the 
right  hon.  Qentleman  had  asked  whe- 
ther anyone  censured  the  Roman  Ca- 
tholics of  Ireland  for  desiring  a  varia- 
tion in  the  ecclesiastical  arrangements 
of  the  country,  I  should  have  answered 
him  by  saying,  "No  one,"  They,  like 
every  other  portion  of  the  community, 
have  a  clear  right  to  put  forward  what 
they  bdieve  to  be  their  just  claims.  Bat 
when  the  question  is  confined  to  this 
particular  measure,  I  tall  him  I  do  not 
believe  that  they,  any  more  than  any 
otherChuioli,  ate  justified  in  advocating 
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this  particular  measure ;  for  ite  main 
and  cardinal  principle  ie  as  much  op- 
posed to  the  TiewB  of  the  ^at  autho- 
rities of  the  Boman  Cathohc  Church  as 
it  is  to  those  of  the  Church  of  Eng- 
land —  indeed,  I  believe  it  to  bo  op- 
posed to  the  opinions  of  every  Church 
in  the  world,  except  such  nonconform- 
ing bodies  as  adopt  the  system  of  main- 
taining religion  by  voluntary  contribu- 
tions as  a  part  of  ^eir  t«nets.  Sir,  this 
main  and  cardinal  principle  of  the  pre- 
•eat  Bill,  which,  I  eay,  stands  in  direct 
antagonism  to  the  ideas  and,  perhapB  still 
more,  to  the  feelings  of  every  Church, 
is  ostentatiously  proclaimed  in  the  Pre- 
amble to  the  present  Bill  in  words  which, 
the  Prime  Minister  has  been  pleased  in 
his  speech  on  its  introduction  to  say- 
are  written  in  letters  of  iron — namely, 
tikat  the  property  heretofore  dedicated 
to  religious  purposes  shall  henceforth  be 
applied,  "notfor  thomaintenanceofany 
Church  or  clei^,  or  other  ministry,  nor 
for  the  teaching  of  religion."  And  all 
the  details  of  this  Bill,  whether  they 
consist  of  the  destroying  clauses  for  the 
overthrow  of  the  Estauishment,  or  of 
the  constructive  clauses  appropriating 
this  property  for  the  relief  of  suffering 
or  otherwise  for  the  benefit  of  objects 
of  general  benevolence,  ore  but  means 
to  an  end — ^that  end  being  to  carry  into 
operation  this  essential  prmciple  of  the 
measure.  Sir,  we  do  not  judge  —  for 
myself  I  have  no  title  to  do  so,  and  if 
I  hod  I  should  be  little  inclined — those 
vho  support  the  BUI  either  as  thinking 
the  policy  on  which  it  is  founded  right, 
or,  tnough  not  what  they  would  prefer, 
inevitable.  I  respect  many  of  its  emi- 
nent advocates,  and,  I  hope,  do  justice 
to  their  motives.  But  neither  respect 
for  them,  nor  the  lai^e  majorities  in 
this  House  in  favour  of  both  the  prin- 
eiplff  and  the  details  of  this  measure, 
nor  the  aignmenta  derived  from  con- 
siderations of  expediency  urged  during 
its  progress,  have  shaken  tlie  conviction 
which  we  at  this  aide  of  the  House  en- 
tertain ;  the  conviction  that  at  the  root 
of  the  whole  question  —  the  question 
whether  you  are  to  confiscate  for  secu- 
lar purposes  endowments  dedicated  to 
the  maintenance  of  the  teachers  of  re- 
ligion— there  lies  something  too  deep  to 
be  measured  by  any  guage  or  standard 
known  to  mere  political  philosophy. 
Bir,  it  was  no  consid^ation  of  expe- 
diency, no  prudential  foresight  of  states- 


men, that  originally  gave  endowments 
of  this  character.  They  sprang  wholly 
and  altogether  from  a  religious  impulse 
— an  impulse  not  only  superior  to  the 
calculations  of  self-interest,  but  based 
upon  the  absolute  negation  of  such  mo- 
tives. They  are  not  peculiar  to  any 
country  or  any  social  system.  One  after 
another,  eveiy  Christian  kingdom  in 
Europe  has  set  apart,  out  of  the  gene- 
ral property  of  the  community,  a  por- 
tion  reserved  as  a  fixed  and  permanent 
estate  dedicated  to  the  maintenance  of 
religious  teaching.  It  was  in  this  spirit 
Buch  property  was  originally  created,  in 
this  it  has  been  preserved  ;  and,  by  this 
protected,  it  has  survived  innumerable 
mutations  and  vicissitudes  of  govern- 
ment. It  is  with  this  religious  spirit 
we  now  come  in  contact.  It  is  against 
its  very  existence  that  alike  the  principle 
and  the  provisions  of  this  Bill  are  aimed. 
You  do  not  reform  the  institution  which 

possession  of  the  property  conferred 
by  its  bounty ;  you  do  not  re-distribute 
the  property  among  other  religious  com- 
munities ;  you  destroy  the  institution  and 
confiscate  the  property.  In  this  you  are ' 
making  a  precedent — a  precedent  in  your 
own  Mstory ;  a  precedent  in  European 
history ;  a  precedent  fruitful  of  conse- 
quences to  yourselves,  to  all  countries 
and  to  all  times ;  for  what  is  the  coun- 
try and  what  the  time  to  which  the  in- 
fluence of  your  example  may  not  reach? 
Heretofore,  you  may  have  varied  ttie  ob- 
jects to  receive,  never  the  original  pur- 
poses ;  you  may  have  varied  the  mode 
of  application ;  and  the  persons  through 
whom  to  apply  it,  never  before  directed 
the  application  into  a  totally  different 
channel,  and  accompanied  it  by  a  decla- 
ration that  no  property  derived  from 
public  sources,  no  ^ft  of  a  public  cha- 
racter shall  be  devoted  to  the  support  of 
reli^on  or  religious  worship.  In  such 
a  policy  it  is  impossible  for  us  to  parti- 
cipate. Nay,  it  is  indispensable  that  we 
should  by  our  votes  this  night  relieve 
ourselves  from  the  responslbiLty  of  pv- 
ing  such  a  measure  even  a  passive  as- 
sent. Sir,  it  is  to  express  these  opinions, 
and  explain  why,  after  the  triumphant 
progress  of  the  Bill  in  this  House,  we 
still  continue  our  opposition,  and  not  in 
order  to  re-Open  me  debates  and  dis- 
cussions which  have  taken  place  in  re- 
ference to  its  provisions,  that  I  have 
risen.  But  without  departing  from  this 
Qubject,  or  entering  upon  topics  on  which 
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BO  modi  haa  been  already  acud,  I  may 

glance  at  the  inconsistent  character  of 
10  reaaonings  of  the  advocates  of  this 
meaeure — one  party  supporting  it  upon 
the  ground  that  it  is  rignt  in  principle, 
the  otlier  because,  although  not  what 
they  approve,  it  is  unaToidable.  Those 
who  ta£o  the  former  view,  oppose  all 
endowments  from  the  State ;  indeed, 
some  go  eo  Ear  ae  to  object  to  endow- 
ments of  any  kind,  and  seem  to  confflder 
all  asaiatance  of  that  nature  ae  more  an 
incumbraiLce  than  an  aid  to  the  progress 
of  religion.  Thus  we  are  reminded  that 
tile  first  missionarieB  of  Chriatianity  were 
not  many  wise  nor  many  noble ;  that 
they  laboured  under  the  disadyantt^s 
of  personal  humility  and  poverty ;  uiat 
so  far  &6m  having  the  support  of  power 
and  authority,  they  encounterea  their 
most  determined  hostility.  But  such  an 
illustration  if  applied  to  guide  modem 
legislation,  can  load  only  to  fallacious 
inferences.  The  first  ages  of  Christianity 
were  an  exceptional  period  in  the  world's 
history,  a  period  of  miraculous  inspira- 
tion and  interposition.  The  teachers  of 
■  the  new  religion,  whatever  their  original 
position  or  opportunities,  appeared  on  the 
scenes  of  theu'  eiertions,  accomplished 
not  merely  with  all  the  advantages  which 
mental  cultivatiou  could  confer,  but  with 
gifts  and  capacities  differing  in  kind,  as 
well  aa  in  degree.  We  cannot  reason 
from  an  exceptional  period ;  we  cannot 
aiLtioipate  the  aame  results  without  the 
same  causes ;  we  axe  to  provide  for  men 
not  under  fite  operation  of  special  and 
peculiar  circumstances,  but  for  ordinary 
men,  in  ordinary  times,  imder  ordiuaiy 
influences ;  and  when  it  is  with  such 
men,  auch  times,  such  influences  we 
have  to  deal,  I  say,  that  to  withdraw 
all  endowments,  and  along  with  them 
the  elevated  thought,  refined  cultivation, 
and  high  inteUectuEd  acquirements  which 
flouri^ — and  experience  shows  flourish 
only — under  the  shelter  of  endowments, 
must  inflict  the  most  damaging  blow 
that  could  be  struck  against  the  cause 
of  Christianity,  in  the  contest  which  is 
being  waged  upon  ifa  behalf  gainst 
the  irreverent  and  sceptical  spirit  now 
abroad,  hostile  to  all  belief  and  to  every 
creed.  And  here  let  me  observe,  that,  in 
the  tone  and  manner  in  which  this  advo- 
cacy of  free  and  unendowed  Churches 
has  been  conducted,  there  is  nothing  cal- 
culated to  reconcile  us  to  these  views,  or 
abate  our  fears  of  the  consequences  of 
Dr.  Ball 


their  adoption.  We  have  heard  it  more 
than  suggested  that  the  clergy  of  every 
denomination — the  whole  clerical  order 
— are  by  no  means  conducive  to  social 
improvement;  their  opinions  on  social 
questions  have  been  designated  "eccle- 
siastical rubbish;"  in  fact,  we  are  told 
that  we  have  got  very  little  more  from 
aU  their  labours.  When  we  hoar  this 
and  observations  of  the  like  kind  accom- 
panying the  assertion  of  the  religious 
superiority  of  unendowed  Churches,  and 
observe  me  quarter  from  which  they 
proceed,  I  own  it  does  seem  rather  a 
severe  draft  on  our  charity — I  had  al- 
most said  creduliiy — when  we  are  asked 
to  attribute  tlie  opinions  advanced  to  a 
genuine  affection  for  apostolic  poverty 
and  mortification,  and  not  in  some  de- 
gree to  that  envious  eye  which  in  every 
age  democratic  ambition  haa  cast  upon 
the  distinctions  and  emoluments  which 
have  been  appropriated  by  a  policy  aa 
wise  as  just,  for  the  reward  of  learning, 
and  piety,  and  virtue.  Sir,  the  other 
party  who  support  this  BOl  have  not  the 
slightest  sympathy  with  these  views  ; 
they  prefer  endowments,  they  recognize 
the  benefit  of  EstabHshments,  but  fdlege 
that  in  the  present  case  their  abolition 
is  demanded  by  the  requirements  of  State 
necessity.  Without  pausing  to  comment 
on  the  discrepancy  and  opposition  be- 
tween these  two  claeaea  of  supporteta  of 
the  Bill,  or  of  the  natural  distrust  wo 
may  feel  of  discordant  and  contradictory 
counsels,  I  come  to  consider  what,  after 
all,  ia  this  State  neceasity?  Not  that  I 
deny  there  may  be  occasions  when  a 
statesman  must  bend  to  circumstances 
— when  not  the  measure  that  he  would, 
but  the  measure  that  he  can,  may  have 
to  be  produced;  nor  that  I  am  prepared 
to  exclude  even  the  question  of  a  Church 
Establishment  from  this  rule.  But  tbat, 
while  conceding  you  cannot  either  on 
this  or  any  other  political  question  lay 
down  one  universal  policy  for  every  age 
and  every  country,  I  do  also  assert  that 
if  there  be  endowments,  if  there  be  an 
Establishment,  if  there  be  thus  main- 
tained religious  teaching,  carrying  in  its 
train  civiluation  of  the  highest  diarac- 
ter,  the  moral  and  the  social  improve- 
ment of,  if  not  the  whole,  a  large  and 
influential  portion  of  the  community — 
the  last  resource  of  the  statesman  will 
be  ite  destruction.  It  is  one  thing  to 
reform,  it  is  another  to  destroy.  It  ia 
one  thiDg  to  re-edi^,  or  re-build,  or  re- 
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mould ;  it  is  anotlier  to  level  to  the 
KTOund,  tmable  to  renew  or  to  construct — 
Sie  ardiitect  merely  of  ruin.  But  what 
ie  the  alleged  8tat«  neceasity?  Public 
opinion  and  feeling  in  Ireland !  Against 
assertioua  of  this  kmd,  place  the  remark- 
able declaration  read  in  the  course  of 
his  able  speech  this  evening  by  the  noble 
Lord  the  Member  for  HaddingtonBhire 
(Xord  Elcho),  emanating  &om  the  Meath 
Tenant  Right  Association,  of  which 
Bishop  Niuty  is  a  member.  In  that 
declaration  it  was  stated  that  the  sole 
question  for  Ireland  is  the  laud  ques- 
tion, and  that  tho  introduction  of  the 
Church  questioD  was  only  calculated  to 
create  religious  animosity,  and  to  lead 
to  controTeraies  between  landlord  and 
tenant  in  that  country.  Such  was,  in 
1865,  the  opinion  of  the  Boman  Catholic 
people  of  Meath,  announced  through 
their  Bishop  and  cleiw.  Such,  at  this 
moment,  I  heliere  to  be  the  opinion  of 
all  dispassionate  observers.  Where,  then, 
is  Uie  State  necessity  arising  from  Irish 
feeling  ?  But  if  not  Irish,  it  may  be 
averred  Enj^Uah  Liberal  opinion  and 
feeling  coercively  dictated  this  measure. 
Have  you  even  dua  to  justify  itP  In 
the  month  of  February  last  year  (Earl 
HueaeU),  a  former  Prane  Minister,  and 
the  unquestionable  chief  of  that  Liberal 
party  whom  he  had  so  often  led  to  vic- 
tory, addressed  a  letter  to  the  Chief  Se- 
cretary for  Ireland,  in  which  he  says 
that  the  introduction  of  the  voluntary  sys- 
tem into  Ireland  would  be  attended  with 
rit  disadvantages.  Another  Leader  of 
Liberal  party  (Earl  Grey),  also  ad- 
dressed a  letter  to  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman opposite  (Mr.  Bright)  before  the 
Besolutions  of  last  year  were  brought 
forward,  in  which  he  expressly  states 
that  he  would  regard  it  as  a  great  ca- 
lamity that  any  people  should  be  left 
without  endowments  for  their  clergy,  or 
that  a  nation  should  be  divested  of  that 
acknowledgment  of  religion  which  such 
endowments  imply.  Here,  ttken,  is  what 
is  caUod  State  aeceesitj.  Not  only  is 
this  measure  not  demanded  by  the  Bo- 
man  Catholics  of  Ireland,  but  it  is  pointed 
out  to  be  subordinate  to  another.  Not 
only  is  it  unsought  by  English  Liberal 
opinion,  but  it  is  expressly  condemned 
by  two  great  Leaders  of  the  Whig  party. 
I  have  searched  in  the  speeches  of  hon. 
Gentlemen  opposite  to  see  in  what  this 
State  necessi^  really  consists,  and  I  have, 
I  believe,  discovered  from  those  speeches 


that  in  which  it  had  its  origin.  I  find 
it  more  than  once  asserted  that  the  Earl 
of  Mayo,  by  his  speech  on  the  Irish 
question  last  year,  necessitated  the  de- 
velopment of  tiie  present  policy.  How? 
The  Earl,  no  doubt,  in  that  speech 
e  forward  and  shadowed  out— 1  say 
shadowed  out,  for .  he  did  not  in  any 
distinct  form  propose — a  line  of  policy 
which  had  been  initiated  by  Pitt,  and 
re-affirmed  by  Ctuming  and  Peel,  and 
which  he  expressed  by  declaring  his 
"preference  for  elevation  and  restora- 
tion to  confiscation  and  degradation,  as 
a  means  of  efi'ecting  equality  in  the  po- 
sition of  Churches."  Place  whatever 
construction  you  please  on  these  words, 
you  cannot  deny  that,  even  if  they  did 
not  go  so  far,  they,  at  all  events,  tended 
in  the  same  direction,  as  your  own 
Leaders,  Earl  Bussell  and  Earl  Grey, 
had  publicly,  in  the  writings  I  have 
cited,  pronounced  they  were  prepared 
to  go.  How,  then,  could  Lord  Mayo's 
speech  create  a  necessity  for  the  present 
directly  opposite  and  contradictory  po- 
licy ?  Plainly  none,  so  far  aa  the  nation 
was  concerned ;  plainly  much,  so  far  as 
the  interests  of  party  were  involved. 
These  interests  it  was,  and  these  only, 
which  required  that  you  should  forth- 
with produce  something  different  from 
his  policy,  something  that  should  go  fur- 
ther. Such  a  nece^tj  and  such  motives 
it  is  a  misuse  of  language  to  dignify  with 
the  name  of  State  necessity  and  State 
motives  —  they  are  nothing  higher  or 
better  than  mere  parfy  necessity  and 
party  motives.  But  even  if  I  were  to 
concede  that  which  I  utterly  deny  — 
that  you  could  show  some  State  neces- 
sity for  the  measure — I  ask  what  State 
necessify  was  there  for  the  extr^ne  se- 
verify,  the  harshness  and  unrelenting 
rigour  with  which  it  has  been  framed  r 
I  am  not  speaking  of  existing  life'  in- 
terests, because,  while  dissentmg  from 
some  of  the  conclusions  at  whidi  they 
arrived,  I  at  once  acknowledge  that  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Prime  Minis- 
ter, and  Uie  right  hon.  Gentleman  the 
Attorney  General  for  Ireland  have  given 
considerate  attention  to  any  suggestionB 
made  on  behalf  of  individual  interests  ; 
but  what  I  am  complaining  of  is,  that 
in  dealing  with  an  institution  which  haa 
been  for  three  centuries  rooted  in  the 
soil,  and  which  haa  exercised  within  its 
own  sphere  of  operation  the  most  bene- 
ficial, social  and  moral  influence,  you 
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have  without  the  elightest  need  adopted  j  a  religioue  institatioii  is,  that  it  has  &Jled 


such  a  policy.    I  do  not,  however,  S 


obtcuning  support  from,  and  in  oon- 


aa  I  have  already  stated,  mean  to  advert  \  verting  to  its  views,  a  large  nugority  o 
at  length  to  the  reaBona  brought  forward  { the  people  of  Ireland.  For  myself,  how- 
for  this  measure,  nor  do  I  desire  to  urge    ever,  I  am  not  prepared  to  adopt  as  a 


again  those  which  have  on  former  c 
eions  been  advanced  ag ainst  it.  But  i 
connection  with  thie  plea  of  a  State  m 
ceseity — the  only  justification  of  the  Bill 
which,  if  there  was  anything  in  the  con- 
dition of  the  country  to  support  it,  would 
deserve  discussion — I  may  he  permitt«d 
to  direct  attention  to  the  testimony  which 
such  a  plea  gives  in  favour  of  the  Irish 
Church.  Other  religious  institutions,  in 
this  country  and  in  several  of  the  Con- 
tineQtal  kingdoms,  have  felt  the  band 
of  power.  There  are  few,  very  few  of 
them,  in  respect  of  which  something  in 
their  condition,  as  exorbitant  weutb, 
aloth  and  apathy  in  the  discharge  of 
du^,  .intemal  corruption,  or  other  de- 
fault,  were  not  assigned  as  motives  t< 
legislative  interference.  But  in  the  case 
of  the  Irish  Church  this  blov  has  been 
struck,  and  if  the  Church  is  to  fell,  it 
will  fitll,  not  through  any  misconduct  of 
her  clergy,  or  any  failure  of  theirs  in 
the  dischfurge  of  duty,  hut  in  consequen 
of  external  pressure  and  necessity.  Wht 
ever  may  be  the  result  of  the  Parliament- 
ary struggle  in  which  we  are  engaged, 
this  consolation  will  remain.  It  is  to 
the  honour  of  the  right  hon.  Oentleman 
the  Prime  Minister  that  he  has  given 
his  testimony — and  no  one  has  realized 
a  loftier  ideti  of  the  clerical  character — 
to  the  worth  and  merits  of  the  Irish 
clei^.  60,  also,  has  a  Bomon  Catho- 
lic f^elate.  Bishop  Moriar^,  in  a  tri- 
bute honourable  to  them  and  to  himseli^ 
epohen  of  them  as  "  blameless,  esti- 
mable, and  edifying,  accomplished  scho- 
lars, and  poHehed  gentlemen."  Andhold- 
ing  the  office  of  an  ecclesiastical  Judge 
in  the  largest  province  in  Ireland — an 
office  necessitatmg  a  knowledge  of  every 
default  —  I  may  perhaps  be  allowed  to 
add  my  voice  and  testimony  to  their 
merits,  and  speaking  with  all  thp  expe- 
rience and  opportunity  of  observation  I 
have  had,  I  fearlessly  place  the  charac- 
ter, the  intellectual  attainments,  the  pu- 
rity of  life  and  doctrine  of  the  clergy  of 
the  Irish  Church  in  competition  with 
those  of  any  other  body  of  men  engaged 
in  the  clerical  vocation  in  any  other 
country  or  at  any  other  time.  The  one 
single  accusation  that  has  been,  or  that 
can  be,  made  against  the  instinition  as 
Sr.Maa 


legitimate  cha^  t^ainst  any  Church 
that  it  has  failed  to  convince  of  the 
soundness  of  its  doctrine  those  who  are 
brought  up,  not  under  its  ministration, 
but  under  other  and  adverse  instruction. 
I  do  not  recognize  it  as  a  fault  in  the 
teacher  that  he  cannot  moke  the  whole 
nation  of  the  same  opinion  as  himself. 
The  world  has  never  seen,  and  is  never 
likely  to  see,  except  under  a  system  of 
universal  indifferentism,  absolute  uni- 
formity of  religious  profession.  And  I 
must  remind  ulo  right  hon.  Qentlemaa 
(Mr.  Lowe),  who  advanced  this  ail- 
ment against  the  Irish  Churdi,  and  who 
characterized  it  as  being  stricken  with 
the  curse  of  perpetual  baxrennese,  that 
Protestantism  itself  has  not  throughout 
the  European  kingdoms  advanced  its 


a  period  shortly  after  the  Eeformation  ; 
and,  therefore,  if  this  is  a  charge  against 
the  Irish  Church,  the  whole  Protestant 
religious  community,  of  which  both  the 
right  hon.  Oentleman  and  myself  are 
members,  must  share  it  with  them.  I 
do  not,  then,  den^  the  failure  of  the 
Irish  clergy  to  bring  within  their  con- 

nfttions  the  native  population  ;  but  I 
eny  that  this  touches,  or  ought  to 
influence,  our  estimate  of  the  piety, 
learning,  and  other  merits  of  the  Irish 
clergy.  Even,  however,  if  the  observa- 
tions of  the  right  hon.  Oentleman  as  to 
the  degree  of  missionary  success  attained 
by  the  Irish  clergy  were  entitled  to  mora 
weight  than  I  suomit  they  are,  yet  there 
would,  in  making  our  estimate  of  their 
services,  remain  to  be  weighed  no  incon- 
siderable contributions  m>m  this  body 
to  the  interests  of  literature  and  science, 
and  the  general  benefit  and  informa- 
tion of  mankind.  Ireland  and  the  Irish 
Church  are  the  country  and  Church  of 
Usher  and  Berkeley  ;  and  from  them  to 
the  distingui  shed  PrelatefBishopMagee) 
whom  the  right  hon.  Oentleman  the 
Member  for  Buckinghamshire  selected 
to  place  in  one  of  your  own  sees,  that 
Church  has  never  wanted  an  illustrious 
of  ministers  eminent  in 


every 

accomphehment  of  eloquence  and  know- 
ledge. Nor  is  it  the  least  of  the  advan- 
tages of  our  connection  with  the  sister 
ec^esiastical  EstabUehment  that  we  hare 
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added  to  tkeae  some  of  ita  greatest  names, 
and  adorned  tlie  auBale  o£  Ivdand  by 
the  adoptioD  among  its  sons  of  suclk 
men  as  Jeremy  Taylor  and  Whatelj ; 
that  we  may  elaim  as  our  ovn  the  apoa- 
tolio  piety  of  Bedell,  and  the  princely 
munincence  of  BoultOT  and  of  Bobinsoa. 
And,  Sir,  it  is  because  we  know  and  ap- 
preciate the  value  of  an  institution  which 
has  giren  ue  so  many  benefits,  because 
we  believe  that  in  the  maintenance  of 
an  endowed  dei^  we  have  the  beet 
guarantee  for  social  and  religious  im- 
provement, because  we  distrust  —  and 
everything  that  occurs  increases  that 
distnurt  —  your  prophecy  of  peace  and 
hannony,  because  we  beheve  that  the 
soundest  policy,  and  something  above 
and  beyond  policy,  demand  that  we 
should  retain  for  their  proper  usee  the 
endowments  dedicated  to  rdigion,  that 
we  now  at  this  last  stage  of  ita  pro^se 
through  the  Commons'  House,  feel  it  ta 
be  our  duty  to  again  place  on  record 
our  solemn  dissent  and  bur  determined 
opposition  to  this  Bill. 

Ma.  BUTLER -JOHNSTONE  said, 
the  Bill  had  been  called  by  a  great  variety 
of  hard  names.  The  hon.  Member  who 
hod  opened  the  debate  (Mr.  Holt)  had 
said,  for  instance,  that  it  was  unparal- 
leled, uncoostitutLonBl,  and  revolution- 
ary. Hia  own  opinion  was  that  this  last 
term  waa  one  that  it  most  certainly  de- 
served, and  that  was  one  of  its  chief 
titles  to  support.  ["Oh,  oh!"]  Itwas 
the  introduction  of  on  entirely  new  mode 
of  dealing  with  the  Irish  question — a 
mode  which  had  been  summarized  in 
the  formula — "We  must  legislate  for 
Ireland  according  to  Irish  ideas."  If 
that  formula,  however,  really  expressed 
what  they  wished  to  do,  he  could  only 
say  that  mey  had  better  let  Irishmen  le- 
gislate for  themselves ;  but  what  he  sup- 
posed was  meant  was  that  they  should 
legislate  for  ^&eland  according  to  Irish 
conditions.  The  difference  between  the 
two  phrases  was  considerable.  If  they 
legislated  for  the  Irish  Church  accord- 
ing to  Irish  ideas,  they  would  make 
over  all  the  ecclesiastical  property  of 
the  country  to  the  priests  ;  whereas  the 
Bill  proposed  to  do  nothing  of  the  sort. 
If  they  legislated  on  the  land  question 
according  to  Irish  ideas,  they  would  le- 
gislate the  Lord  knew  how  ;  but  if  they 
legislated  (m  it  according  to  Irish  con- 
dmone,  their  object  would,  at  least,  have 
piaotieal  limits,  and  it  would  be  confined 


to  an  endeavour  to  put  the  tenant,  in  & 
country  where  there  was  no  land  cus- 
tom, on  a  footing  of  equality  with  the 
tenant  in  England,  where  land  customs 
prevailed  with  mutual  ben^t  to  the 
owner  and  the  occupier.  K  they  legis- 
lated on  education  according  to  Irish 
ideas,  thay  would  hand  over  the  moral 
goveromentofthe  country  to  the  votaries 
of  a  system  on  which  the  great  majoriW 
of  the  people  of  this  country  looked 
with  distrust;  but  if  they  legidated  ac- 
cording to  Xrish  conditions  they  would 
maintain  that  mixed  system  which, 
if  not  by  any  instantaneous  or  miracu- 
lous process,  would  yet,  by  the  silent 
working  of  natural  laws,  do  more  to  re- 
move religious  discord  than  could  he 
effected  by  any  other  mode  that  thoy 
could  adopt.  Hon.  Members  talked  as 
if  they  looked  on  Ireland,  not  as  she 
was,  as  an  integral  part  of  the  United 
Kingdom,  but  as  if  she  was  a  sort  of 
chemical  constituent  of  it ;  whereas,  if 
they  would  aueceaafully  grapple  with  the 
difficulties  which  they  had  to  encounter, 
they  would  legislate  for  her  in  the  spirit 
of  a  federal  Government.  Kthey  were 
to  adopt  the  same  principle  in  Ire- 
land which  they  had  done  in  Scotland, 
in  his  opinion  they  might  look  for 
equally  satisfactory  results.  The  pecu- 
liarity of  Ireland  was  that  its  people 
were  not  homogeneous,  but  they  never 
would  become  bo  ob  long  as  the  minority 
were  supported  by  the  whole  weight  and 
power  of  the  United  Kingdom.  He  had 
the  greatest  possible  respect  for  Irish 
Protestants,  miom  he  believed  to  be  the 
finest  race  under  the  face  of  the  sun,  but 
he  should  cease  to  entertain  that  respect 
for  them  if  he  believed  what  was  stated 
by  the  noble  Lord  the  Member  for  Had- 
dingtonshire (Lord  Elcho),  that  theirs 
was  a  qualified  allegiance,  to  be  thrown 
to  the  winds  if  they  were  deprived  of 
their  privileges  and  predominant  in- 
fluence.  Throughout  these  lengthened 
debates  there  had  been  many  arguments 
about  the  abstract  value  of  tko  con- 
nection between  Church  and  Stato,  and 
oftheBoyal  Supremacy,  but  there  had 
been  very  Ettle  reference  of  any  sort  to 
the  applicability  to  Ireland  of  the  Church 
Establishment.  They  had  been  told 
that  this  Bill  was  in  direct  contravention 
of  the  Treaty  of  Union  and  the  Corona- 
tion Oath.  Now,  if  these  arguments 
were  worth  anything  they  went  to  show 
that,  under  no  supposable  circumstance 
I2%ird  Beading. 
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wliaterer,  had  Parliament  the  rigtit  to 
change  ihs  eiistmg  state  of  ubingB. 
Suppoamg  the  Proteetanta  of  Ireltmd 
were  reduced  to  half-a-dozen  families, 
did  hon.  Gentleman  mean  to  say  that, 
even  then,  it  would  not  be  right  to  dis- 
eetabliah  and  disendow  the  Iri^  Church  ? 
That  was,  he  thought,  a  reduetio  ad  abntr- 
dum  of  these  tranecendental  axgtunents. 
The  opinion  of  Dr.  Chalmers,  quoted 
by  the  noble  Lord  the  Member  for 
Haddingtonshire,  as  to  the  value  of  the 
Irish  Church  as  an  instrument  of  civili- 
zation, was  based,  of  course,  upon  its 
character  as  a  miasioiiary  Church.  If 
it  could  be  proved  that  the  Irish  Church 
had  been  making  converts,  then  there 
might  he  some  reason  for  continu- 
ing it  under  State  patronage  and  sup- 
port ;  but  it  was  a  well-known  &Gt  that, 
as  a  missionary  Church,  it  had  entirely 
f^ed.  Since  1760  the  disproportion  of 
Protestants  and  Soman  Catholics  had 
very  considerably  increased ;  and,  there- 
fore, it  was  in  vain  to  argue  that  it  was 
at  ail  lihely  to  succeed  as  a  missionar]' 
Church  while  the  present  state  of  things 
continued.  The  nght  hon.  and  learned 
Gentleman  the  Member  for  Dublin  Uni- 
versity (Dr.  Ball)  said  that  want  of  suc- 
cess was  no  disqualification  to  a  religi- 
ous communifrr-  But  this  question  was  en- 
tirely political ;  and  he  believed  that  the 
abolition  of  the  Irish  Church  EstabHsh- 
ment  would,  by  a  gradual  process,  allay 
politicaland  religious  discora,  and  would, 
in  connection  with  other  measures,  inau- 
gurate a  new  era  in  Ireland,  introduce 
peace  and  tranquillity  amongst  a  people 
now,  unhappily,  too  much  discontented, 
and  add  to  the  stability  and  greatness  oi 
the  country.  For  these  reasons  he  had  all 
through  given  his  support  to  the  BUI, 
though  it  might  be  impossible  for  him 
to  approve  of  every  provision  contained 
in  it.  He  thought  the  weak  point  of 
the  BUI  was  the  way  it  dealt  with  the 
surplus,  appropriating  a  part  of  it  to  pur- 
poses already  provided  for,  and  handing 
over  the  tithes  eventually  to  a  body  whim 
had  no  right  to  receive  it,  but  that  was  a 
email  point.  Better  far  let  the  whole  of 
the  surplus  be  thrown  into  the  sea,  than 
that  they  should  continue  a  system 
which,  more  than  anything  else,  tended 
to  create  differences  amongst  Irishmen, 
and  prevented  that  common  concord  in 
the  country  which  was  so  absolutely 
necessary  for  its  welfare. 
Ma.  W.  JOHNSTON  said,  he  thought 
Mr.  Buthr-Johnttone 
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therewas  no  slight  inconsistency  in  edtting 
upon  the  Opposition  Benches  and  utter- 
ing arguments  such  as  the  hon.  Member 
for  Canterbury  (Mr.  Butler-Johnstone) 
had  just  addressed  to  the  House,  for  if 
there  were  any  one  point  more  than  an- 
other in  which  Conservatism  consisted, 
it  was  in  the  maintenance  of  the  Pro- 
testant institutions  of  the  countiy,  espe- 
cially of  ^e  Established  Church.  Si- 
ting as  he  himself  did  below  the  Gang- 
way, and  differing  in  many  points  from 
the  Leader  of  the  Conservative  party, 
he  yet  felt  that  he  could  not  con- 
tinue to  dt  on  the  Ojnposition  dde 
of  the  House  if  he  did  not  oppose 
the  Irish  Church  Bill  of  the  Govern- 
ment. He  opposed  the  Bill  because  he 
believed  in  'Qie  truth  of  the  Protestant 
religion.  [^A  laugk.']  Hon.  Gentlemen 
opposite  might  laugh ;  but  he  repeated 
his  assertion  that  he  for  one  believed  in 
the  truth  of  the  Protestant  religion,  and, 
further,  that  nothing  which  might  be 
done  by  Her  Mtijesty's  present  Govern- 
ment, or  by  any  other  Government, 
would  crush  out  the  spirit  of  Protestant- 
ism. The  Bill  before  the  House  was 
not  the  same  issue  which  was  before  tlie 
country  at  the  time  of  the  General  Elec- 
tion. The  people  of  England  had  never 
expected  ttukt  Maynooth  was  to  be  de^t 
with  in  the  manner  it  had  been,  and  the 
Scotch  Members,  though  not  unwilling 
to  subsidize  Maynooth  out  of  tlie  funds 
of  the  Irish  Church,  would  think  very 
differently  if  the  money  came  out  ^ 
their  own  pookete.  He  protested  not 
less  strongly  against  the  proposal  of 
concurrent  endowment,  which  he  had 
heard  with  regret  advanced  &om  the 
front  Bench  on  his  side  of  the  House, 
and  which  was  also  recommended  in  an 
able  article  in  the  QvarUrly  Beview,  that 
referred  with  approval  to  the  views  of 
the  right  hon.  Gentlemen  the  Members 
for  Buckingham  shire  and  for  Dublin 
University,  as  followine*  in  the  steps  of 
Mr.  Pitt  and  Mr.  Addington.  He,  for 
one,  was  not  afraid  to  face  the  Protes- 
tant democracy  of  the  country ;  and  he 
had  no  doubt  that  if,  at  eome  fiiture 
day,  the  Archbishop  of  Westminster  or 
of  Dublin  sought  to  rest  upon  the  pre- 
sent levelling-down  poli^  as  the  basis 
of  Establishment  for  me  Boman  Catholic 
Church,  he  W0uld  be  stoutly  remsted  by 
that  Protestant  democracy.  He  admitted 
that  the  Irish  Church  needed  some  re- 
form, but  he  denied  that  it  was  neou- 
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fiory  to  destroy  it  altogether.  He  dif- 
fered firom  many  hon.  Membere  as  to 
the  Boyal  Supremacy.  If  the  Church 
of  Ireland  were  to  be  dieestablished  and 
disendowed  it  must  be  free  to  legislate 
for  itself,  and  not  be  trammelled  by  State 
interference.  Having  recently  returned 
from  the  North  of  Ireland,  he  could 
state  that  the  vast  majority  of  the  Pro- 
testants in  that  countiy  were  strongly 
opposed  to  the  Bill.  A  large  meeting 
bad  been  held  to  declare  against  it.  He 
■would  admit  that  it  was  an  Orange 
meeting,  but  they  were  a  brave,  loysd, 
and  determined  race;  true  Irishmen, 
and  as  strongly  attached  to  the  institu- 
tions of  the  country  as  any  class  of  the 
community.  They  now  thought  them- 
aetves  very  hardly  treated  by  this  coun- 
try. The  promises  held  out  that  their 
rdigion  was  to  be  maintained  had  been 
broken  without  their  being  guilty  of  any 
act  entitling  them,  to  such  treatment, 
and  in  their  name  and  liis  own  he  stre- 
nuously protested  against  the  present 
meaaore.  They  had  maintained  at  some 
risk,  as  a  colony  almost  in  a  hostile 
country,  the  supremacy  of  the  Crown. 
If  there  was  to  be  a  separation  from 
England,  if  the  disestablishment  of  the 
Church  was  to  be  followed  by  the  dis- 
union of  the  State,  then  he  believed 
that  the  Protestants  of  Ireland  would  be 
perfectly  well  able  to  take  care  of  them- 
selves. 

Kb.  MHjLER  said,  that  he  had  on  a 
former  occasion  pointed  out  the  Free 
Church  of  Scotland  as  an  example  to  be 
followed  by  the  disestabhshed  Church 
of  Ireland.  He  had  since  found  that  the 
statistics  he  then  quoted  from  memory 
were  perfectly  correct.  The  smallest 
stipend  given  by  the  Free  Church  was 
£150  a  year,  while  the  average  stipend 
of  870  idergymen  was  somewhere  ahout 
£250  a  year.  The  Free  Church,  which 
had  only  been  established  twenty-six 
years,  now  consisted  of  954  clergymen. 
It  was  B  misdonaty  Church,  and  in 
addition  to  its  regular  churches  had  a 
large  number  of  mission  churches,  the 
ministers  assisting  in  which  were  not 
supported  out  of  the  Sustentation  Fund. 
With  r^ard  to  the  United  Presbyterian 
Church,  there  was  at  one  time  an  idea 
that  that  Church  would  not  succeed,  but 
it  had  now  750  congregations  in  Scot- 
land. The  Free  Church  and  Hie  United 
Presbyterian  Church  raised  between  them 
£740,000  a  y«ar,  which  he  took  to  be 


considerably  more  than  the  endowments 
of  the  whole  Irish  Church.  These  facts 
should  encourage  the  members  of  the 
Protestant  Establishment  of  Ireland  to 
trust  to  their  own  resources  and  to  the 
Protestant  faith. 

Mr.  DISRAELI :  Whatever  may  be 
the  condition  of  the  Sustentation  Fund 
to  which  the  hon.  Member  alludes,  the 
Sustentation  Fund  of  this  debato  seems 
to  be  nearly  exhausted.  I  trust,  there- 
fore, that  the  House  will  think  that  I 
have  not  intruded  at  too  early  a  period, 
if  I  ask  their  permission  to  make  a  few 
obserratione  before  the  vote  is  taken.  I 
struck  recently,  when  meeting  a 
Member  of  this  House  who  has  long 
been  absent,  and  who,  during  that  pe- 
'  id,  has  filled,  in  a  distinguished  man- 

r,  eminent  posts  in  the  service  of  his 

Sovereign,  by  his  remark  that,  on  return- 
ing to  the  House  of  Commons,  after  more 
than  diirty  years'  absence,  he  found  we 
■vrere  debating  the  very  same  subject  aa 
when  he  left  it — Ireland !  Ireland !  Ire- 
land !  In  those  days,  when  the  disorders 
and  discontents  of  a  portion  of  the  Irish 
people  were  brought  under  the  consi- 
deration of  Parliament,  there  was  only 
one  specific  for  the  grievances  Uien  al- 
leged and  the  disturbances  then  felt. 
Statesman  and  agitator,  Whigs  and 
Tories,  all  t^reed  that  tlie  causes  of 
ttkese  discontents  and  disturbauces  were 


So,  year  after  year,  specifies  of  that  kind 
were  brought  forward  by  Ministers — Par- 
liamentary Reform,  Municipal  Reform, 
Jury  Reform,  great  schemes  of  Nationtj 
Education,  and  great  systems  of  National 
Police — all  of  them  to  ameliorate  the  con- 
dition of  the  people  of  Ireland.  Tet,  ne- 
vertheless, this  was  ever  discovered,  that 
periodically,  notwi^istanding  all  these 
measures  of  improvement.  Parliament 
found  itself  in  the  same  position,  and 
was  obliged  to  introduce  an  Aims  Bill 
or  to  pass  an  Insurrection  Act :  and  this 
was  because  all  public  men  and  all  par- 
ties persisted  in  shutting  their  eyes  to  the 
real  cause  of  Irish  disturbance  and  dis- 
content. None  of  them  would  recognize 
that  it  was  a  physical  cause,  and  pro- 
duced by  phj^cal  circumstances,  wmch, 
probably,  no  stetesman  and  no  party 
could  attempt  to  encounter  or  to  remedy. 
Yet  the  simple  cause  is  now  bettor  under- 
stood, and  we  know  that  that  disturb- 
ance and  discontent  were  occasioned  by 
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MinistoF;  and  one  of  tlie  most  eminent 
of  BritiHii  Ministers  acknowledged  that 
Ireland  was  }iiB  difficulty.  He  only  ac- 
knowledged that  that  was  his  fate  whick 
was  the  destiny  of  every  Miniater  of 
every  party  who  attempted  to  meet  BOoh 
circiunstaaces  ;  and  everybody  felt  that 
nothing  but  Bome  great  event,  imposaible 
to  contemplate,  could  possibly  remedy  a 
state  of  affairs  so  anomalous  and  irregu- 
lar as  that  which  prevailed  in  Ireland.  A 
revolution  might  have  produced  the  ne- 
cessaiy  consequences  and  changes  in  any 
other  country ;  but  a  revolution  in  Ira- 
land  seemed  impossible,  and  a  human 
and  political  revolution  was  impossible 
in  Ireland  from  its  connection  with  Eng- 
land. But  a  revolution  did  take  place. 
Not  one  of  those  great  changes  pro- 
duced by  political  parties,  because  it  was 
an  event  which  destroyed  parties ;  not 
produced  by  political  passions,  because 
it  appeased  and  allayed  all  political  paa- 
siona — one  of  the  most  appalling  events 
that  have  occurred 


this  fact — ^that  more  than  a  qnartOT  of 
the  people  of  Ireland  consisted  of  pau- 

Sers,  and  paupers  in  a  helpless  condition. 
iQ  a  square  mile  in  Ireland,  with  refer- 
ence to  the  cultivated  portion  of  the 
country,  there  was  a  population  greater 
than  is  to  be  found  in  any  European  or 
even  any  Asiatic  country.  This  population 
depended  for  their  eubsistence  upon  the 
humblest  means  that  probably  any  race 
of  men  ever  existed  upon.  All  these  facts 
are  now  recognized,  and  some  light  can 
be  thrown  on  the  state  of  Ireland.  But,  at 
that  period,  those  who  had  to  consider 
it  were  perplexed  and  appalled  by  the 
difficulties  tfkey  had  to  encounter.  They 
had  recourse  to  political  palliatives,  and 
they  trusted  they  might  at  least  gain 
time.  When  you  conceive  tiie  posi- 
tion of  a  countiy  where  one-fourth,  and 
more  than  one-fourth,  of  the  population 
were  poupers,  and  paupers  in  a  hopeless 
condition  —  when  you  know,  as  may  be 
proved  by  documents  on  this  table,  that 
there  were  600,000  families  in  Ireland 
who  were  only  employed  for  twenty  out 
of  the  fifty-two  weeks  in  the  year,  you 
can  form  some  idea  of  a  national  con- 
dition which  does  not  now  prevail  in 
any  port  of  Europe.  Eeeolleet,  also, 
that  this  poptdatlon  in  this  state  of  ex- 
treme adversity  was  not  a  stoHd  one, 
brutalized  by  their  condition,  as  has 
sometimes  happened  in  other  parts  of 
Europe,  but  a  nation  of  much  suscep- 
tibility, of  quick  feeling  and  imagina- 
tion, ready  to  place  themselves  under  the 
leading  of  any  impassioned  orator  who 
called  upon  them  to  assemble  and  dis- 
cuss the  grievances  of  their  country,  or 
quick  to  yield  to  aU  the  subdolous  ma- 
chinery which  constitutes  a  secret 


event  that  ever  happened  with  r 
to  any  European  counby.  The  limited 
means  of  sustenance  by  which  those 
2,000,000  of  hopeless  paupers  had  ex- 
isted suddenly  vanished,  as  if  stricken 
&om  the  soil.  They  p^ished  by  thou- 
sands, and  tens  of  Uiousanda.  Emi- 
gration followed  famine  and  disease. 
In  the  course  of  a  year  after  that  emi- 
gration you  had  to  pass  in  this  House 
an  Act  of  confiscation  of  many  estates 
in  that  country ;  and,  so  isr  as  revolu- 
tion is  concerned,  there  is  no  revolution 
of  modem  times  which  ever  produced 
changes  so  extensive  as  were  occasioned 
by  the  £uuine,  by  the  emigration,  and 


ety.  And  bo  you  had  in  Ireland  gigantic  by  the  Incumbered  Estates  Act  pas»d 
public  meetings  on  a  scale  that  never ,  in  1 849  by  this  House.  Well,  Sir,  when 
took  place  in  any  other  country  —  as  at   the  two  countries    had    somewhat  re- 
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hand,  you  had  Bibbon  societies  and  or- 

Sanizations  of  that  kind.  All  this  time 
lis  country  was  governed  by  a  pecu- 
liarly weak  administration.  With  institu- 
tions which,  from  drcumstances,  wore 
necessarily,  oven  if  of  a  beneficial  kbd, 
of  a  limited  iufluence,  you  had  to  en- 
counter elements  of  disorder  and  dis- 
turbance in  Ireland  with  the  weakest 
administration,  probably,  that  ever  was 
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Welln 


covered  from  these  appalling  i 

stances,  when  the  earthquake  and  the 
fire  had  passed,  and  the  still  small  voice 
of  counsel  was  heard,  it  did  appear, 
both  to  England  and  Ireland,  tnat  if 
ever  there  was  an  opportunity  in  which 
the  t«rrible  state  that  had  so  long  pre- 
vailed might  be  terminated — when  we 
could  prevent  its  ever  being  repeated — 
that  opportunity  had  arrived  Costly  as 
may  have  been  the  price,  great  as  may 


circumstances,  everyone  felt  that  the  po- 
rtion of  Ireland  was  one  which  would  al- 
ways constitute  the  difficulty  of  a  British 
Jfr.  Ditratli 


;  under  such  '  have  been  the  sacrifice,  there  was,   cit 


least,  some  compensation  in  the  convic- 
tion that  so  far  as  the  two  countries  weie 
concerned,  there  was,  at  least,  the  op- 
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portunity  of  eatablisMug  a  system  dif- 
ferent £rom  that  fatal  conditioa  whicli 
bad,  almost  for  centuriea,  baffled  the 
devices  of  Ministers  and  the  noblest 
aspirations  of  a  great  people.  Well, 
Sir,  we  can  look  back  upon  these  events 
now,  after  a  sufficient  interval,  which 
permits  us  to  calculate  with  s 
accuracy  the  consequences.  So  far  as 
t^e  means  offered,  on  the  part  of  the 
English  Ministry,  to  effect  the  moral 
improvement  of  Ireland,  I  think  it  must 
he  admitted  that  there  was  little  left  to 
be  done.  For  the  last  twenty  years — I 
might  even  say  forty  years,  but  cer- 
tainly since  the  period  of  these  great 
disast«rs — the  policy  of  the  English  Go- 
vernment to  Ireland  has  been  the  same 
and  consistent,  whatever  party  has  eat  on 
the  Bench  opposite.  To  secure  the  due 
administration  of  justice,  to  open  to  all 
oreeda  and  to  all  races  the  fair  career  of 
merit,  to  soften,  without  having  recourse 
to  those  violent  changes  which  would 
alarm  the  interests  and,  perhaps,  out- 
rage the  feelings  of  any  considerable 
part  of  the  Irish  people — to  soften,  I 
say,  those  anomalies  which,  as  yet  pre- 
vailed in  their  social  system — to  mitigate 
and  countervail  them  ;  that  waa  the 
pcdicy  of  the  English  Government,  and 
whoever  might  form  that  Government, 
whatever  party  might  sit  on  that  Bench, 
X  repeat  it,  that  was  the  system  followed 
and  has  for  years  invariably  prevailed. 
That  system,  indeed,  was  established 
and  pursued  before  the  great  calamities 
whicii  occurred  to  Ireland  in  1848 ;  but 
even  that  system  of  advancing  the  moral 
improvement  of  Ireland  was,  in  some 
degree,  assisted  by  these  great  calami- 
ties. They  had  occasioned  a  great 
interchange  of  sympathy  between  the 
two  countries,  most  prominent  at  the 
time ;  and,  indeed,  so  deep  that  at  the 
present  moment  its  effects  are  still  felt. 
An  English  Minister  after  the  iamine, 
if  he  brought  forward  any  measure  in 
this  House  the  object  of  which  was  to 
assist  the  social  improvement,  or  by 
moral  means  to  ameliorate  the  condition 
of  Ireland,  experienced  leas  difficulties 
upon  such  a  subject  than  he  did  before, 
llierewas  no  captiousness.  no  suspicion ; 
on  the  contrary,  both  aides  exhibited 
on  every  occasion  even  an  eagerness  to 
sapport  a  policy  of  that  kind.  But,  Sir, 
I  admit  that  such  a  policy  —  a  policy 
vhich  had  been  pursued  before  these 
calamities  —  however  constantly  prose- 


cuted, was  not  calculated  to  produca 
much  effect  on  the  physical  condition  of 
the  Irish  people.  That  depended,  as  I 
have  indicated  to  the  House,  upon  mate- 
rial causes.  Well,  now,  in  that  respect, 
what  has  happened  to  the  Irish  people 
since  that  time  ?  I  say  we  have  the  ad- 
vantage of  twenty  years'  experience  to 
form  an  o|)inion  as  to  the  alterations  in 
their  condition  which  have  occurred  since 
their  great  calamity.  In  the  first  place, 
their  most  considerable  industry  has  been 
completely  re-organized  on  conditions 
highly  favourable  to  the  labourers  OB 
the  soil.  I  will  not  enter  into  any  con- 
troversy now  as  to  the  degree  to  which 
agricultural  wages  have  increased  in 
Ireland,  but  Gentlemen  will  admit  that 
the  increase  has  been  considerable.  If 
I  were  to  refer  to  documents  on  our 
teble,  if  I  were  'to  adduce  the  evi- 
dence of  Bishop  Doyle,  if  I  were  to  go 
to  a  period  much  nearer — namely,  me 
Beports  of  the  Commissioners  previous 
to  the  introductitm  of  the  Poor  Law  into 
Ireland — I  could  make  statements  to  the 
House  which  would  show,  I  think,  that 
the  increase  of  wages  to  agricultural 
labour  in  Ireland  baa  been  very  con- 
siderable indeed.  But  I  am  not  anzioua 
enter  into  a  subject  on  which  contro- 
versy might  arise.  I  will  say,  therefore, 
that  we  may  fairly  assume  that  agri- 
cultural wages  of  labour  in  Ireland  have 
probably  doubled ;  but  what  is  a  much 
more  important  consideration  in  respect 
to  wages  in  Ireland  is  that  for  the  first 
time  m  that  country  you  have  had  a 
system  of  continuoue  ^bour;  and,  in- 
stead of  600,000  families  which  were  not 
employed  for  more  than  twenty  weeks 
in  the  year,  you  have  the  population 
employed  not  only  at  an  increase  of 
wages,  but  also  in  continuous  labour. 
That  is  a  most  important  fact  as  evi- 
dence of  the  amelioration  in  the  condi- 
tion of  the  people.  I  will  not  enlarge  on. 
the  circumstance  that  capital  has  been 
introduced  into  Ireland,  and  has  been 
applied  to  the  encouragement  of  manu- 
factures ;  because,  though  that  is  an  im- 
portent  consideration,  t£e  application  of 
such  capital  is  an  advantage  which  must 
necessarily  be  the  slowest  realized.  It  is, 
however,  undoubted,  for  we  have  evi- 
dence of  the  fact,  that  capital  from 
England  and  Scotland  has  been  applied 
to  mauu&ctures  in  Ireland  during  the 
last  twenty  years ;  but  what  is  of 
greater   moment   in   the  condition   of 
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the  people  of  Ireland  is  that  the  trade 
of  Ireland  has  been  imiaenaely  in- 
creased daring  the  same  period ;  that 
the  increaee  in  the  means  of  employing 
and  enriching  the  people  of  that  countiy 
by  trade  has  probably  been  greater  than, 
but  certainly  equal  to,  the  improvement 
in  the  condition  of  Uie  agricultoral  la- 
bouring classes.  We  know  from  the  Be- 
tums  relating  to  shipping  that  the  ton- 
nage of  Ireland  has  not  merely  doubled, 
but  trebled,  and  in  some  ports  qua- 
drupled ;  and  the  increase  of  tonni^  nas 
not  been  confined  to  one  or  two  ports,  but 
has  pervaded  the  whole  country.  What, 
then  has  been  the  general  result  of  all 
these  causes,  so  far  as  the  condition  of  the 
people  ia  concerned  ?  The  result  is  that 
there  baa  disappeared  from  the  country 
these  2,000,000  of  hopeless  paupers, 
whose  existence  there  was  a  source  of 
disturbance  and  discontent.  I  know 
that  there  are  some  who  say  that,  though 
these  statistical  results  cannot  be  Amy 
denied,  a  great  calamity  has  happened 
to  Ireland  in  the  reduction  of  its  popula- 
tion. I  have  never  been  one  of  those 
who  looked  on  the  reduction  of  the  po- 
pulation of  Ireland  as  an  advantage.  I 
entirely  (wree  with  what  was  said  by  the 
late  Lord  Lieutenant  of  Ireland,  the 
Duke  of  Abercom,  that  you  must  take 
Ireland  as  you  find  it  witii  all  its  exist- 
ing circumstances — its  tenure  of  land 
and  its  population — and  you  must  en- 
deavour to  govern  Ireland  with  reference 
to  those  existing  circumstances,  and  not 
with  reference  to  abstract  principles  of 
political  economy.  I  myself  deplore  the 
reduction  in  the  population  of  Ireland, 
because  I  feel  that  the  condition  of  the 
United  Kingdom  cannot  be  maintained 
in  the  scale  of  nations  unless  it  rea- 
lizes a  certain  amount  of  population; 
and,  so  far  as  I  can  form  an  opinion, 
that  amount  of  population  cannot  be  se- 
cured with  a  reduced  contribution  from 
Ireland.  Therefore,  I  look  forward  t«  the 
time  when  we  shall  see  the  ^pulation  of 
of  Ireland  increase  from  its  increased  re- 
sources, and  reach  again  the  point  fi«m 
which  it  was  dimimehed,  not  in  conse- 
quence of  legislation,  hut  from  causes 
over  which  legislation  had  no  control. 

Well,  such  as  I  have  described  was 
the  state  of  Ireland  when  the  Fenian 
conspiracy  broke  out.  We  had  had 
a  revolution  in  Ireland  —  a  revolution 
not  brought  about  by  human  means  ; 
the  condition  of  the  country  was  en- 
Mr.  Liaraeli 


tirely  changed,  and  the  cause  of  dis- 
turbance and  discontent  had  disap- 
peared. The  country  was  recovering 
was  more  than  recovering — it  had  re- 
covered ;  it  was  in  a  state  of  progressive 
improvement ;  the  people  were  better  fed 
and  clothed,  and,  as  the  last  step  in  the 
improvement  of  their  condition,  they 
were  beginnjngto  be  better  housed.  The 
wealth  of  the  country  had  immensely 
increased.  Before  the  &mine  the  stock 
of  Ireland  was  worth  little  more  than 
£20,000,000,  and  by  the  last  Eetum  it 
was  estimated  at  £50,000,000.  Simul- 
taneously with  that  increase  there  has 
been  an  increase  in  the  arable  cultiTation 
of  the  country.  Therefore,  the  allega- 
tion that  the  increase  of  wealth  has  been 
obtained  by  changing  the  system  of  cul- 
tivating the  soil  and  diminishing  the 
amount  of  human  labour  has  no  founda- 
tion. Such  was  the  condition  of  things 
when  the  Fenian  conspiracy  broke  out ; 
and  I  say  that  upon  a  right  apprecia- 
tion of  the  character  of  the  Feman  con- 
niiracy  depends  the  question  whether 
the  policy  of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
at  the  head  of  the  Government  is  a  wise, 
just  and  necessary  policy,  or  whether 
we  may  not  be  pursuing  a  policy  moat 
dangerous  and  &tal  to  this  country. 
We  approach  this  subject  under  some 
advantages.  I  can  say,  for  myself, 
that  I  can  consider  it  without  prejudice 
or  pasdon.  The  Fenian  conspiracy  did 
not  commence  when  I  and  my  Col- 
leagues were  responsible  for  the  govern- 
ment of  the  country.  It  had  already 
broken  out,  or  I  dare  say  that  there 
might  have  been  some  impartial  critics 
on  public  affairs  who  would  have  alleged 
that  that  conspirai^  broke  out  in  conse- 
quence of  our  policy.  We  inherited  the 
conspiracy  from  our  predecessors ;  but  I 
am  the  first  to  aclmowledge  that  the 
policy  of  our  predecessors  was  not  ac- 
coimtable  for  that  event.  However,  I 
and  my  Colleagues  had  to  bear  the 
brunt  of  that  conspiracy,  and  even  our 
opponents  have  generously  and  fairly 
admitted  that  we  put  it  down  with  firm- 
ness, and  yet  with  moderation.  There- 
fore, having  no  passion  or  prejudice 
on  the  subject,  I  can  express  my  opi- 
nion as  to  the  character  and  cause  of 
the  Fenian  conspiracy  with  litde  fear 
of  being  misunderstood.  I  had  the 
opportunity  of  making  myself  well  in- 
formed on  the  subject.  Hon.  Gentle- 
men know  now  a  great  deal  about  it; 
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but  somediiag  never  vill  be  known  ex- 
cept by  Uiose  who  at  that  moment  in- 
corred  the  responsibility  of  conducting 
affaire ;  and  I  will  express  my  conviction 
that  ths  Feniau  conspiracy  was  an  en- 
tirely foreign  conspiracy.  I  do  not  mean 
by  ttiat  to  say  it  was  a  merely  American 
conspiracy,  but  that  it  was  a  foreign  con- 
spiracy. It  did  not  arise  from  Ireland ; 
and  it  was  supported  &om  Ireland  veiy 
slightly.  The  whole  plan  and  aU  the 
resourcea  came  firom  abroad,  and  the 
people  of  Ireland,  as  a  people,  repu- 
diated that  conspiracy.  From  the  com- 
mencement, the  persona  who  got  up  the 
conspiracy — the  originators  and  abettors 
of  it — ^were  persons  influenced  by  obso- 
lete traditions  as  to  the  condition  of  Ire- 
laud,  and  the  temper  of  the  Irish  people, 
and  when  they  applied  their  prepara- 
tions to  Ireland  they  found  out  the  great 
mistake  they  had  made,  in  assuming 
that  they  were  dealing  with  Ireland  as 
it  waa  at  the  commencement  of  the  een- 
tuiT.  Ko  doubt  there  are  people  in 
Ireland  who  will  at  all  times  sympathize 
with  a  political  movement  of  any  kind. 
A  very  Bvely  people,  with  not  too  much 
to  do  and  Uttle  variety  of  pursuit,  will 
always  have  among  them  a  class  of 
persons  ready  to  busy  themselves  with 
any  mischief  that  is  going  on.  There 
is  a  certain  class  in  Ireland  who  are  in 
the  habit  of  saying  what  they  do  not 
mean,  and  of  doing  that  which  they 
never  intended.  But  no  class  of  any  im- 
portance, no  individuals  of  any  import- 
ance, ever  sanctioned  the  Fenian  move- 
ment ;  they  repudiated  it ;  they  felt  that 
it  was  an  anachronism,  that  it  originated 
in  obsolete  traditions,  and  was  devised 
by  people  who  were  perfectly  unaware 
that  the  Ireland  upon  which  they  were 

r rating  was  the  Ireland  in  which 
re  had  been  tlie  portentous  revolu- 
tion I  have  referred  to.  If  this  view  be 
correct,  I  sav  that  &e  inference  I  have 
a  right  to  draw  is  this — that  the  Fe- 
nian conspirat^  having  been  completely 
baffled,  having  been  met — ^I  hope  I  may 
be  allowed  to  say  with  courage  and  wis- 
dom— Bjid  having  been  completely  put 
down,  it  ought  to  have  been  allowed  to 
pass  away,  and  that  the  improvement  in 
the  condition  of  Ireland  ought  to  have 
been  permitted  to  proceed ;  so  that  in  the 
course  of  time,  in  another  ten  or  even 
twenty  years  —  and  what  are  twenty 
years  in  the  history  of  a  very  ancient 
nation  like  Ireland,  and  a  nation  which 
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has  passed  through  such  vicissitudes  F — 
we  had  a  right  to  believe  that  Ireland 
would  have  been  in  much  the  same  con- 
dition as  England  or  Scotland.  But  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  took  a  different 
view.  The  Gtivemment  sud,  in  effect 
— "  The  Fenian  conspiracy  is  a  national 
conspiracy.  Because  of  the  Fenian 
movement  we  say  that  the  whole  or  that 
a  great  body  of  me  Irish  people  are  die- 
satisfled  and  discontented  with  English 
government,  and  what,  therefore,  must 
we  do?  Why,  we  must  rescind  the 
whole  policy  of  conciliation  carried 
on  for  thirty  or  forty  years."  This 
is  the  key- stone  of  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  8  P^cy  that  I  am  now 
touching  on.  The  Government,  I  say, 
declaxed— "  "We  must  throw  aside  all 
the  material  conclusions  that  have  re- 
sulted firom  the  portentous  events  that 
occurred  in  Irel^d,  and  that  did  not 
result  from  human  legislation.  Never 
mind  the  lesson  of  tlie  famine.  Never 
mind  the  lesson  which  emigration  has 
taught  you.  Never  mind  a£  the  steps 
which,  in  consequence,  you  were  then 
obliged  to  take  in  this  country.  The 
Feman  conspiracy  proves  to  us  that  the 
whole  nation  is  disaffected.  We  must 
rescind  the  policy  of  this  country,  and  we 
must  have,  instead,  a  policy  of  great 
change  and  great  disturbance  "  —  for 
you  cannot  have  great  change  without 
great  disturbance.  I  say  that  the  whole 
question  whether  the  policy  of  the  Go- 
vernment— the  gigantic  issue  which  the 
ri|;ht  hon.  Gentleman  has  raised — is  a 
wise  or  a.  fatal  policy  entirely  depends 
upon  the  right  appreciation  of  the  Fe- 
nian movement.  [_MurmuTi.'\  We  are 
discussing  matters  of  such  gravity  that 
they  cannot  be  decided  by  a  murmur  or 
even  by  a  vote.  These  will  last;  and 
it  is  well,  therefore,  so  to  examine  them 
that  we  may  be  able  to  arrive  at  some 
clear  perception  respecting  them.  The 
right  non.  Gentleman  says — "  This  is 
a  proof  of  general  and  national  dis- 
content. There  must,  therefore,  be  a 
complete  revolution;"  and  we  have 
before  us  the  first  proposition  of  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman.  Now,  what  is 
tlus  first  proposition  ?  The  Bill  we 
are  asked  to  read  a  third  time  is  a 
Bill  to  aboUsh  the  Protestant  Church  in 
Ireland,  and  to  confiscate  its  property. 
I  will  not  repeat  the  general  objections 
to  that  policy.  On  the  third  reading  of 
the  Bill,  and  when  we  wish  to  secure 
{nkA  Siading. 
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a  division,  w«  ought  to  avoid  any 
repetition  of  ai^umente.  I  will  not, 
then,  do  more  than  remind  the  House 
that  this  is  a  change  in  the  constitution 
of  England;  that  this  is,  aa  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  aud  his  Friends  hare 
announced,  a  reTolutionary  measure. 
I  will  not  enlarge  upon  what  I  my- 
self deeply  feel — ^that  it  weakens  the 
character  of  dril  power  by  diTordng  it 
irom  the  religious  principle  which  has 
hitherto  strengthened  and  consecrated 
it.  I  will  not  touch  upon  what  is  quite 
unnecessary  to  mention  —  that  this  is 
not  a  measure  which  will  incresM  the 
confidence  in  property  in  this  country. 
I  say  willingly  that  I  am  myself  pre- 
pared, if  necessary,  to  consider  all  these 
contingencies — to  consider  whether  it 
ought  not  to  be  our  duty  to  adopt  a 
pohcy  involving  a  change  in  the  Con- 
stitution, which  ie  avowed  by  those  who 
bring  it  forward  as  a  revolutionary 
policy,  which  endangers  and  weaheus 

Eroperty,  which  may  damage  to  the 
ist  degree  tho  very  character  of  dvil 
authority  by  divesting  it  of  any  coQ' 
nection  with  religion — all  these  contin. 
gencies,  I  repeat,  I  am  prepared  to 
consider,  and,  if  necessary,  to  accept,  if 
the  supreme  safety  of  the  State  requires 
it.  But  I  say  that  we  have  at  least  a 
right  to  ask  &om  her  Majesty's  Oovem- 
ment  that  we  should  have  proofs  of  that 
necessity.  What  I  want  to  ask  the 
Bouse  on  tbia  occasion  is — prepared,  as 
I  assume  the  majority  of  the  House  is, 
to  embrace  all  these  lai^  and  violent 
propositions  —  Have  we  received  from 
the  Government  adequate  evidence  to 
prove  that  necessity — Have  we  received 
any  evidence  ?  I  want  to  know  that. 
Ireland  Is  discontonted  again,  Ireland 
ie  disturbed  again,  there  is  one  re- 
medy for  that  dJBContent  and  that  dis- 
turbance ;  it  is  the  abohtion  of  the  Pro- 
testant Church  and  the  confiscation  of  its 
revenues.  Have  we  evidence  that  if  we 
abolish  that  Church  and  confiscato  its 
revenues  we  shall  render  Ireland 
tented  and  tranquil  F  Sir,  so  far  as  I 
can  form  an  opinion,  that  evidence  does 
not  exist.  I  receive  myself  a  great  many 
letters  every  day  upon  the  state  of  Ire- 
land. We  have  heard  from  an  hon. 
Gentleman  (Sir  George  Jenkinson)  dur- 
ing these  recent  debates  how  much  he 
was  applied  to  in  the  same  manner.  I  do 
not  know  whether  his  correspondence 
exceeds  mine,  but  mine  is  of  two  kinds. 
Jfr.i>Hr<Mtf 


I  have  a  correepondsnce  from  laymen, 
iven  from  ladies.    [_A  laugh.')    ThoUj^ 

Su  may  smile,  if  I  read  some  of  those 
ters  to  the  House  yon  would  find  that 
they  are  of  a  harrowing  character.  There 
are  letters  from  Irishmen  and  Irish- 
women, describing  a  state  of  affain 
which  would  make  every  countenance 
serious  that  heard  them.  The  writers 
are  extremely  alarmed  about  the  lawless 
state  of  their  country,  and  I  am  not  in 
a  position  to  relieve  or  remove  their 
alarm.  But  I  also  receive  a  great  many 
letters  from  clergymen  of  the  Estab- 
lished Church  in  Ireland,  and  they  an 
also  alarming — but  their  alarm  is  of  a 
different  character.  These  fAsTgymva 
are  only  alarmed  at  the  conduct  of  Her 
Majesty's  Government.  They  are  not  at 
all  alarmed  at  the  state  of  uie  country. 
Some  of  those  clergymen  live  in  Tippe- 
raiyand  some  of  them  in  Westmeath;  but 
not  one  of  them  tells  me  that  he  is  in 
danger — that  his  life  is  menaced,  or  that 
he  is  under  the  least  apprehension  of 
offence  or  personal  attack  from  Ms  Irish 
fellow  -  countrymen.  Though  almost 
every  week  we  have  accounts  of  outragee 
in  Ireland,  I  have  not  heard  that  any 
clergyman  of  the  Established  Church 
has  been  a  victim.  No  Irish  cler^man 
of  my  acquaintance  has  ever  alluded  to 
disturbance.  Then,  I  say,  what  is  the 
evidence  that,  if  we  abolish  the  Irish 
Church  aud  confiscate  its  revenues  we 
shall  cause  any  diminution  of  the  dis- 
content and  diBturbauce  which  prevail 
among  a  portion  of  the  Irish  people,  in- 
asmuch as  it  does  not  appear  that  the 
discontent  and  distnrbance  arise  from 
any  of  the  aooidente  of  the  Irish  Church  ? 
Surely,  if  it  were  true  that  the  abolition 
of  the  Church  and  the  confiscation  of  its 
property  would  be  sufficient  to  remove 
that  discontent  and  disturbance  we 
should  have  some  evidence  of  the  fact 
in  assaults  on  the  persons  of  the  clergy. 
[_A  laugh.']  Will  the  hon.  Gentleman 
who  laugba  be  good  enough  to  explain 
why  it  is  that  the  landlord  should  be  as- 
sassinated  while  the  clergyman  is  left 
unharmed  ?  If  the  persons  who  commit 
these  outrages  are  discontented  with  the 
landlord  or  with  the  class  to  which  he 
belongs,  and  prove  (heir  discontent  in 
the  manner  that  has  lately  been  exhibi- 
ted, why  should  they  not  assault  the 
clergymen  if  they  are  discontented  with 
him  or  with  the  class  to  which  he  be- 
longs f    But,  on  the  contrary,  the  cler- 
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gjman  is  in  &  8tate<of  oomplete  aeon- 
rit; ;  he  makes  no  oomplaint  of  the  oil- 
cumstanoeB  of  the  locality  in  wMoh  he 
pafisea  Ms  existonoe,  and,  eo  far  oa  his 
lettere  are  oonoemed,  you  would  never 
suppose  that  hie  country  was  disturhed. 
I  again  ask,  then,  what  evidence  have 
we  that  if  wo  have  recourse  to  liis  vio- 
lent remedv  we  shall  effect  the  oure  for 
which  it  is  brought  forwaidf  But  in  itself 
the  objectJona  to  it  are  very  ooQsideTable, 
totally  irrespeotive  of  those  general  ones 
to  which  I  have  alluded.  If  the  right 
hon. Gentleman  had  proposed  to  ooufiscate 
the  propertj  of  the  Irish  Proteatant 
Church  and  transfer  it  to  the  Homan  Ca- 
titolic  Church,  though  I  should  couBider 
that  an  unwise  and  unjust  measure,  it 
woiJd  be  an  intelligible  proposition.  Il 
would  be  a  proposition  for  whioh  ail- 
ments could  DC  offered,  and  which  at  least 
would  be  consistent  with  the  principle  of 
property.  But  what  doea  tJie  right  hon. 
Gentleman  say?  "Ipropoae  to  confiscate 
the  properly  of  the  Protestant  Church, 
because  the  Roman  Catholic  Church  is 
discontented,"  What  doea  that  amount 
to  ?    To  a  recognition  of  the  principles  of 


Church  BiU. 
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and  I  think  ell  must  admit  that  tho 
coarse  we  are  pursuing  must  outn^e 
the  feelings  and  sensibly  injure  the  in- 
terest of  a  considerable  portion  of  that 
nation.  Well,  Sir,  that  is  a  break-up 
of  the  system  of  general  oonciliatioa 
whioh  has  been  pursued  for  so  many 
years.  You  have  disorder  and  disquiet 
in  Ireland,  and  you  injure  thoee  who 
are  tranquil  and  not  disorderly.  Yon 
add  their  discontent  to  existing  dieaffec- 
tion.  Under  what  circumstances  are  you 
pursuing  this  course  7  You  are  pursuing 
it  under  these  circumstanoee.  Jusuming 
that  the  Fenian  conspiracy  is  an  absolute 
proof  of  the  general  disaffection  of  the 
majority  of  the  Irish  nation — which  I  be- 
lieve to  be  the  greatest  fallacyin  the  world 
— you  announce  a  great  change  in  your 
'  policy,  you  rescind  the  ancient  jwlicy  of 
conciliation,  and  announce  a  policy  of 
change  and  revolution,  of  which  the  first 
meaeure  is  before  us,  but  several  other 
measuree  have  been  promised  and  an- 
nounced. I  wiU  not  owell  in  any  detail 
upon  them  now,  but  it  isimpossible  to  for- 
get, when  we  are  considering  the  wisdom 
of  your  present  proposition,  thatyoubave 


Booialism.     A  nmn  comes  Kirward  and  )  held  out  expectations  to  the  great  por- 
Bays,  "  I'  am  a  poor  man,  and  I  am  die-  I  tion  of  the  people  of  Ireland  respecting 


^ntented  because  another  man  has  an  |  the  tenure  of  L 
estate  and  a  park.     I  do  not  want  hia    make  quotatioi 


not  going  to 
from  the  speeches  of 


estate  and  park,  because  I  know  that  hon.  Gentlemen  opposite,  which  is  never 
every  man  cannot  espect  to  have  an  es-  j  my  way,  but  I  must  refer  to  them  when 
tate  and  a  park,  but  take  them  away  |  they  ^ect  the  public  conduct  of  their 
from  that  other  man,  and  my  political  i  party.  There  is  no  doubt  you  have  se- 
views  are  met."  Well,  that  is  SocialiBm,  i  lected  this  time  to  announce  your  policy 
and  it  is  the  policy  which  Her  Uajesty's    uponsubjeote  scarcely  leas  importantj>er- 


lUnisters  now  propose  to 
What  I  wish  to  impress 


j  haps  quite  as  important  as  the  Irish 
n  the  House  I  Church.    The  right  hon.  Gentleman  the 


is  this — ^we  have  no  evidence  whatever  to  [  Secretary  of  State  for  the  Home  Depart- 
juetify  or  even  to  colour  the  great  changes  '  ment,  the  Minister  peculiarly  chained 
which  are  proposed.     Let  us  see  what :  with  the  maintenance  of  peace  and  tran- 


will    be  the   first   effect    of  this 


quillity  in  Ireland,  haepubliclv  denoimced 


lution.  It  must  produce  thiseffeet — it  the  "infernal landlaws"  oftiiatcountry, 
will  outrage  the  feelings  of  a  consider-  <  [Mr.  BEncB  denied  having  used  the 
able  portion,  though  not  the  m^ority,  of  ,  words.]  The  statement  ha«  been  made 
the  people  of  Ireland,  because  I  am  not  i  in  thie  House,  and  the  right  hon.  Qen- 
at  all  prepared  to  admit  that  there  are  I  tleman  did  not  then  take  the  opportunity 


two  nations  in  Ireland.  I  look  upon 
the  Irish  nation  as  one  people.  For 
the  last  forty  years  they  nave  been  a 
homogeneous  people.  H  we  go  into  an 
analysis  of  the  elements  of  a  nation,  in 
the  way  which  has  been  attempted  in 
this  debate  I  am  not  sure  that  we 
shall  be  able  to  prove  that  the  Eng- 
lish people  are  so  homogeneous  as  poli- 
tioal  philosophy  now  requires  a  people 
to  be.    I  tt«at  the  Irish  as  one  nation, 


of  making  the  explanation  which  he 
probably  wiH  at  a  future  period.  Whe- 
ther the  right  hon.  Gentleman  did  or  did 
not  make  that  declaration  is  at  present 
of  httle  importance,  but  that  the  great 
portion  of  me  Irish  people  believe  that 
he  made  it  is  rd  the  utmost  importance. 
'Why  was  it  passed  over  in  silence  ? 
What  was  the  effect  of  that  declaration  ? 
Why,  Captain  Bock  came  out  of  his  re- 
tirement directly ;  again  we  found  Molly 
llhir^  £taiwtg. 
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Ma^:uire  waying  her  bonnet  and  Lady 
COaro  paying  eTening  Tidte  to  the  land- 
lords and  foimerB  of  Ireland  ?  It  ie  all 
vety  veil  for  the  right  hon.  Qentleman 
to  tell  me  in  a  half-whifiper  across  the 
table  that  he  intendB  to  deny  it,  but  he 
cannot  fo^et  that  this  paaBage  in  his 
speech  was  read  in  this  House  a  month 
ago,  and  that  he  did  not  then  make  the 
denial.  [Mr.  Bbuce  :  There  was  nothing 
in  the  speech  about  "  infernal  land 
laws."]  Perhaps  it  was  landlorda.  I 
am  nerer  anxious  to  twit  my  opponents 
with  their  speeches  and  I  did  not  bring 
the  extract  with  me,  but  I  will  send  it  to 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman.  But  I  say 
you  have  at  this  moment  nnfortnnately 
produced  every  poesible  element  that 
can  be  devised  to  disturb  Ireland.  It  is 
not  merely  that  you  propose  this  great 
measure  of  abolirfiing  the  Churci,  which 
at  once  enlists  against  you  the  feelings, 
as  is  now  proved,  of  1,500,000  ot 
the  population  of  that  country — be- 
cause it  cannot  be  estimated  by  those 
who  are  in  formal  communion  wrth  that 
Church — but,  whether  you  are  guiltlesB 
or  not,  you  have  so  contrived  it  that  you 
have  conveyed  the  impression  to  the  great 
portion  of  the  Irish  people — who  appa- 
rently were  very  content,  who  were 
gaining  much  h^her  wages  than  they 
did  twen^-five  years  ago,  and  who  were 
continuoi^y  employed — ^&e  impression 
that  a  great  revolution  is  about  to  take 

Slace  in  the  tenure  of  land.  I  do  not 
well  upon  die  subject  of  education,  be- 
cause it  has  not  produced  any  agitation 
at  present.  The  Boman  Oatholic  Ohurch 
on  the  subject  of  education  waits  in  grim 
repose.  This  is  quite  clear,  that  we 
have  now  before  us — whether  it  was 
neoesaoiy  or  not  is  another  question — 
instead  of  an  Ireland  that  was  at  leEtst 
tranquil,  that  in  my  mind  was  essen- 
tially progressive  in  its  improvement, 
that  was  not  in  any  way  oonnected  with 
originating  the  Fenian  movement — you 
have  on  Ireland  now  which  you  must  be 
prepared  to  witnesa  as  the  scene  of  dis- 
turbance— perhaps,  of  disaster.  What 
will  be  the  natural  consequence  ?  What 
is  the  state  of  afi^irs  we  must  prepare 
ourselves  for  if  Ireland  be  the  soene  of 
great  disturbances?  For  you  not  only 
have  one  body  of  the  population  agi- 
tating for  a  revolution  m  the  lamd 
tenure,  and  another — and  a  most  in£u- 
ential'body — holding  back  from  a  Oo- 
Tonment  which  they  think  has  betrayed 


them  with  respect-to  the  institution  most 
dear  to  their  feelings  and  most  prized 
by  them.  I  say,  amid  all  this  distrac- 
tion and  disorder  there  wiU  be  one  power 
ond  one  body  that  will  not  be  disordered 
and  distracted.  There  is  one  power  in 
that  country  where  you  are  preparing 
such  elements  of  disturbance  which  is 
organized  and  disciplined,  with  a  power- 
ful tradition,  and  which  is  acting  nnder 
the  authority  and  command  of  a  supreme 
and  sovereign  central  power. 

Now,  I  am  not  one  of  those  who  wish 
to  create  unnecessary  alarm  about  the 
power  of  the  Papacy.  There  are  phUo- 
BOphers  opposite  who  of  course  despise 
the  power  of  the  Papacy.  But  I  am 
not  speaking  on  this  subject  as  a  philo- 
sopher, or,  I  heme,  as  a  bigot.  I  am 
speaking  as  a  Member  of  Parliament 
looking  to  public  affairs,  looking  to 
what  I  think  will  be  the  consequence 
of  the  conduct  of  the  Ministers  of  this 
country,  and  endeavouring  to  contem- 
plate the  means  we  may  have  to  coun- 
teract those  consequences,  I  do  not  blame 
the  Papacy  if  Ireland  is  in  the  state  of 
oonAision  and  distraction  that  it  soon 
must  be  if  this  policy  is  followed.  I  do 
not  blame  the  Papacy  for  fulfilling  that 
which  with  their  convictions  must  b^ 
their  highest  duty.  One's  ordinarf 
knowledge  of  human  nature  convinces 
us  of  this — that  if  men  are  abler  than 
others ;  if  they  have  the  advantage  of 
discipline  and  organization,  when  all 
others  are  undisciplined  and  disordered, 
when  everything  is  confusion,  when 
everyone  is  discontented,  when  you  have 
Captain  Bock  among  the  peasantry,  and 
when  you  have  the  Protestants  of  Ire- 
land feeling,  as  they  will  feel,  betrayed 
and  deserted,  will  they  take  advan- 
t(^6  of  such  a  stete  of  things,  in  order 
to  advance  the  opinions  which  they 
conscientiously  behove  are  the  right 
ones,  and  avail  them  in  such  draum- 
stances  of  the  discipline  and  order  which 
they  command?  You  are  encounter- 
ing under  those  circumstances  a  foe 
with  which  you  will  find  it  very  difBcult 
to  compete,  and  to  laugh  at  such  possible 
contingencies,  at  such  highly  probable 
contingencies,  may  do  very  well  for  the 
course  of  this  debate ;  but  what  will  be 
our  condition  when  these  almost  certain 
results  happen,  and  when  you,  if  you  sit 
in  Parliament  at  that  time,  will  be  called 
on  to  devise  means  to  counteract  and  to 
prevent  a  consummation  of  oonaequenoea 
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irhioh  hitherto  have  beaa  oonceiTed  and 
held  in  this  oountry  to  be  fatal  to  our 
liberties  i    I  say,  Sir,  it  cansot  be  for 
moment — it  ought  not  for  a  moment  t 
be  concealed   from  ourselves  that  the 

SQlicy  of  Borne,  when  we  give  every  in- 
acement  and  enoouragement  to  the  pur- 
BOit  of  that  policy,  will  be  to  convert 
Ireland  into  a  Popish  kingdom.  It  will 
not  only  be  her  policy,  but  it  will  be  her 
duty.  Then  you  will  understand  what 
she  means  with  regard  to  Estabhshed 
Churches;  then  you  will  understand 
what  she  means  with  r^^ard  to  national 
education ;  tlien  you  wHl  understand 
what  that  great  system  is  which  hiUierto 
has  been  checked  and  controlled  by  the 
Soverei^  of  this  country,  but  in  a  man- 
ner which  has  never  violated  the  rights 
and  the  l^td  liberties  of  our  Soman 
Catholic  feUow-subjeota.  But  you  will 
now,  by  this  policy,  have  forced  and  en- 
counted  Bome  to  adopt  a  line  different 
&om  that  which  hitherto  she  has  pur- 
sued. What  will  happen  ?  Is  it  pro- 
bable that  the  Protestants  of  Ireland 
will  submit  to  such  a  state  of  afDurs 
without  a  stm^le?  Who  can  believe 
it?  They  will  not.  I  say  they  never 
will  submit  to  the  establishment  of  Papal 
ascendancy  in  Ireland  without  a  struggle. 
How  can  you  suppose  it?  ["Hear, 
hear!"]  How  is  it  be  preventod?  It 
may  occur,  probably  when  the  Union 
between  the  two  countries  which  is 
to  be  partially  dissolved  to-night  may 
be  completely  dissolved ;  for  it  is  very 
possible  that,  after  a  period  of  great 
disquietude,  doubt,  and  passion,  events 
may  occur  which  may  complete  that 
severance  of  the  Union  which  to-night 
we  are  commencing?  But  what  of 
that  7  I  do  not  suppose  that  if  there 
were  a  stru^le  between  the  Boman 
Catholics  and  the  Protestants  of  Ire- 
land to-morrow,  even  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  the  President  of  the  Board 
of  Trade,  or  the  most  fanatic  champion 
of  non-interference,  can  suppose  Eng- 
land would  be  indifferent.  What  I  fear 
in  the  policy  of  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man is  that  its  tendency  is  to  civil  war. 
["Oh!"]  I  am  not  surprised  that  hon. 
Gentlemen  should  for  a  moment  be 
startled  by  such  an  expression.  Let 
them  think  a  little.  Is  it  natural 
and  probable  that  the  Papal  power  in 
Ireland  will  attempt  to  attain  ascend- 
astrf  and  predominanoe?  I  say  it  is 
natural,  and,  what  is  more,  it  ought  to 
VOL.  CXCVZ.    [iBoi)  BSBiia.1 


do  it,  and  it  will  do  it.  Is  it  natural 
that  the  Protestants  of  Ireland  should 
submit,  without  a  struggle,  to  such  a 
state  of  things  ?  You  luiow  they  will 
not ;  that  is  settled.  Is  England  to 
interfere  ?  Are  wo  again  to  con- 
quer Ireland  ?  Are  we  to  have  a  repe- 
tition of  the  direful  histeiy  which  on 
both  aides  now  we  wish  to  foi^et  ?  Is 
there  to  be  another  battle  of  the  Boyne, 
another  siege  of  Deny,  another  troa^ 
of  Limerick  ?  These  things  are  not 
only  possible,  but  probable.  You  are 
commencing  a  polii^  which  will  inevi- 
tably lead  to  such  results.  It  was  be- 
cause we  thought  the  policy  of  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  would  lead  to  each  re- 
sults that  wo  opposed  it  on  principle; 
but  when  the  House,  by  a  commanding 
majority,  resolved  that  the  policy  should 
be  adopted,  we  did  not  think  it  consist- 
ent with  our  duty  to  retire  from  the 
great  business  before  ue,  and  endea- 
voured to  devise  Amendments  to  this 
Bill,  which  I  do  not  say  would  have 
effected  our  purpose,  but  which,  at  least, 
might  have  softened  the  feelings,  spared 
the  interests,  and  saved  the  honour  of 
those  who  were  attacked  by  the  Bill. 
In  considering  these  Amendmenta,  we 
were  most  scrupulous  to  propose  nothing 
that  could  counteract  and  defeat  the 
main  prindples  of  the  policy  of  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman.  We  felt  that  to 
do  that  would  be  to  trifie  with  the 
House;  would  not  be  what  was  due 
to  the  right  hon.  Gentieman,  and 
could  not  affect  the  purpose  we  had 
before  us.  There  was  not  an  Amend- 
ment which,  on  the  part  of  my  Friends, 
I  placed  on  the  table,  that  was  not 
scrupulously  drawn  up  with  this  con- 
sideration ;  there  was  not  one  of  those 
Amendments  which,  in  my  opinion,  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  might  not  have 
accepted  and  yet  have  carried  his  main 
policy  into  effect.  What  the  effect  of 
canying  these  Amendments  might  have 
been  I  pretend  not  now  to  say ;  but  at 
least,  if  they  had  been  carried,  or  if  the 
right  hon.  Qentleman  himself  had  modi- 
fied his  Bill  in  unison  wiUi  their  spirit, 
there  was  a  chance  of  our  coming  to 
some  conclusion  which  would  have  given 
some  hope  for  the  future.  I  ask  the 
House  to  recollect  at  this  moment  the 
tone  and  spirit  in  which  these  Amend- 
mente  were  received.  Bash  in  its  con- 
ception, in  its  execution  arrogant,  the 
p(Micy  of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman, 
2  M  inirdSMdins. 
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while  it  bss  secured  the  trimnpli  of  s  |  Uie  House  ever  gare.  Ton  may  have  a 
party  has  outraged  the  feelings  of  a  great  majority  now,  you  may  cheer,  you 
iiation.    If  the  right  hon.  Qcntleman   may  indulge  in  ^   the  jubilation  of 


had  met  us  in  the  spirit  in  wHoh  ve 
met  him,  at  any  rate  ve  should  have 
shown  the  Froteatante  of  Ireland  that, 
whatever  might  be  the  opinion  of  the 
majority  upon  Uie  State  necesaity  of  the 
pohcy  of  Uie  Government,  there  was  a 
desire  in  Parliament  to  administer  it  in 
a  spirit  of  conciliation  towards  those 
who,  as  all  must  acimowledge,  are 
placed  in  a  position  of  almost  unexam- 
pled difficulty  and  pain.  But  not  the 
slightest  enconregoment  was  given  to 
us;  no  advance  on  our  part  was  ever 
acepted  by  the  right  hon.  Gentleman, 
who  has  insisted  upon  the  hard  princi- 
ple' of  his  measure ;  and  it  has  beoome 
my  duty  upon  this,  the  last  day,  to  com- 
ment upon  ^le  character  of  that  prin- 
ciple and  the  possible  consequences  of 
its  adoption.  I  know  very  wall  the  dif- 
ficult position  in  which  we  are  placed 
to-night ;  I  hnow  vety  well  it  would  be 
more  convenient  if  we  did  not  ask  for 
ttio  opinion  of  the  House  to-night,  and 
allow  this  third  reading  to  pass  unchal- 
lenged; but  I  oonfeas  I  could  not  recon- 
cile that  course  with  my  sense  of  ^ubho 
duty.  If  this  Bill  be  what  I  believe  it 
to  be,  it  is  one  that  we  ought  to  protest 
against  to  the  last ;  and  we  cannot  pro- 
test against  it  in  a  maimer  more  con- 
stitutional, more  Farliamentaiy,  more 
satisfactory  to  our  constituencies  and  to 
the  nation,  than  by  going  to  a  vote  upon 
it.  We  know  very  well  you  will  have  a 
great  party  triumph,  a  lai^e  m^'ority, 
and  we  shall  have  what  is  called  "  loud 
and  continued  cheering."  But  remem- 
ber this,  that  when  Benjamin  Franklin's 
mission  was  rejected  there  was  loud  and 
continued  cheering,  and  Lords  of  the 
Privy  Council  waved  their  hats  and 
tossed  them  in  the  air ;  but  that  was  the 
commencement  of  one  of  the  greatest 
struggles  this  country  ever  embarked 
in ;  it  was  the  commencement  of  a  series 
of  the  greatest  disasters  England  ever 
expenenoed.  And  I  would  recommend 
the  House  to  feel  at  this  moment — this 
solemn  moment  —  that  this  is  not  a 
question  like  the  paper  duty,  not  a 
party  division  upon  some  colonial 
squabble ;  we*are  going,  if  we  agree  to 
this  Bill  to-night,  so  far  as  the  House  of 
Commons  is  concerned,  to  give  a  vote 
which  will  be  the  most  responsible  pub- 
lic act  that  any  man  on  either  side  of 
3Br.  DitratK 


party  triumph ;  but  this  is  a  question  a 
yet  only  begun,  and  the  time  will  oome, 
and  come  ere  long,  when  those  who  have 
taken  a  part  in  the  proceedings  of  this 
House  this  night,  whatever  may  be  their 
course  and  whatever  their  decdsion,  will 
look  upon  it  as  one  of  the  gravest  inci- 
denti  of  their  lives,  as  the  most  serious 
scene  at  which  they  have  ever  assisted. 
I  hope  that  when  that  time  shall  come, 
none  of  us,  on  either  aide  of  the  House, 
will  feel  that  he  has,  by  his  vote,  con- 
tributed to  the  disaster  of  his  countiy. 
Mb.  GLADSTONE:  Sir,  the  right 
hon.  (Gentleman  (Ur.  Disraeli)  com- 
menced his  q>eech  with  an  observation 
on  the  exhaustion  of  the  topics  relevazit 
to  this  debate,  but  I  owe  to  ntm,  in  can- 
dour, this  acknowledgment  —  that  by 
the  ai^^ument  of  the  greater  part  of  his 
discourse  he  has  imparted  an  air  of 
something  Bke  novelty  and  originality 
to  the  question.  The  speech  of  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  is  so  critical  and 
condemnatory  with  respect  to  the  policy 
of  the  measure  of  the  tbvemmeut,  that 
it  must  have  conveyed  to  the  mind  of 
his  party  a  certain  negative  satia&otiDn. 
But  when  they  look  for  positive  declara- 
tions of  policy;  when  they  ask  them- 
selves to  what  Aiture  conrse  in  any  con- 
tingency the  right  hon.  Gentleman  has 
committed  himself  with  req>eot  to  tha 
Church  of  Ireland,  and  under  what 
pledges  he  has  placed  himself  to  give 
sati^Bction  to  that  Protestant  feeling  of 
the  country — to  which  he  oocasionally 
seems  to  appeal,  I  doubt  whether  this 
result  of  their  review  of  his  speech  will 
be  altogether  satisfaotoiy.  As  regaids 
criticism  upon  us,  undoubtedly  if  it 
erred,  it  did  not  err  on  the  side  of  a 
niggardly  dispensation.  For  what  has 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  said,  if  I  may 
presume  for  a  moment  to  endeavour  to 
follow  him  in  his  lofty  flight,  and  to  repro- 
duce— stripped,  I  am  a&aid,  of  mucJi  of 
their  impressiveneBe — some  of  the  main 
propositions  of  his  speech  ?  The  right 
hon.  Gentleman  says  that  the  whole  of 
our  proceedings  are  based  upon  oertua 
views  and  apprehensions  of  the  Fenian 
conspiracy,  and  bom  that  statement  he 
takes  occasion  to  give  his  own  history 
of  Irish  affairs.  He  says,  at  a  former 
time,  pohtical  remedies  were  deemed 
necessary  for  Ireland,  but  that  of  Iwte 
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yeOTH  it  hM  jtutly  been  peroeired  that 
physical  causes  are  at  the  root  of  the 
Irish  diffloulty.  "When,  Sir,  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  made  the  first  allusioii 
to  phyaioal  causes,  I  did  not  expect  he 
vonld  have  confined  himself  to  the  shore, 
but  thought  he  would  have  referred  to 
those  maritinie  otronmatances  to  which, 
on  a  former  oooasian,  he  assigned  a 
laige  portion  of  the  responsibluty  for 
the  condition  of  Iceland.  Howerer, 
npon  this  occasion,  the  rihgt  hon.  Gentle- 
znan  has  modified  his  yiew,  and  what  he 
says  is — that  in  phyeioal  cironmstanoefl, 
exclnsiTe,  apparenuy,  of  those  oceanic 
conditions,  hee  ihs  root  of  the  matter. 

And  here,  Bir,  I  will  obserre  that  we 
do  not  propose  new  remedies  for  new 
difficulties.  At  the  time  of  the  Union 
Mr.  Pitt,  its  illustriouB  author,  and  Lord 
Costlereagh,  his  coadjutor,  saw  that  the 
attainment  of  substantial  religious  equa- 
lity was  essential  to  the  tranquillity  of 
Ireland,  and  they  proposed  the  form  of 
reli^ooa  equahty  they  thought  best 
adapted  tA  the  ciicumstances  of  the  time. 
We  now,  not,  indeed,  with  respect  to 
the  form,  but  with  respect  to  Sie  im- 
portant end  in  view,  are  proposing  to 
carry  out  the  rery  purpose  and  design 
of  Mr.  Pitt.  But  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man proceeds  to  say  Fenianiam  was  an 
insignificant  afiair — it  was  repudiated 
by  the  people  of  Ireland.  There  was 
no  doubt,  continues  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman, in  Ireland,  as  in  ottter  countries, 
a  handful  of  idls  folk  looking  for  Bmuse- 
.ment  or  for  noTelty,  and  disposed  to  give 
encouragement  to  anything,  whatever 
it  be,  that  might  grati^  those  appetites. 
That  was  his  description,  in  1869,  of 
Irish  Fenianism ;  but  what  said  Lord 
Uayo,  in  1868,  on  the  part  of  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  ?  Having  stated  that  the 
upper  and  educated  and  wealthy  classes 
in  Ireland  were  opposed  to  the  move- 
ment. Lord  Mayo  proceeded  to  use  these 
memorable  words— 

"  When  joa  dewcnd  io  ths  looul  kkIb  lad 
MUM  to  tbe  tmill  ocoDptcr*  of  Und,  70a  Bnd  > 
Bonndsrabl*  eambar  ei  that  gUu  who  maj  ha 
Mid  to  If  mpathiia,  to  ■  oeitaio  degree,  with  the 
moTemept,  tfaough  ther  bare  taken  no  aotJTe  part 
in  it.  Deicending  still  lower,  to  tbe  uneducated 
agrionllural  labourer! — to  what  in  Ireland  are 
sailed  tb«  '  faroien'  boji,'  to  the  meohanioi  and 
workiDf  UBD,  the  ahop  auiitanla  and  Mnall  clerk) 
in  town*,  fon  Bnd  Ihiiorganiiatioawideljipraad. 
I  am  lorrr  to  lajr  in  that  aooie  of  tbe  citiei  in  the 
South  of  Ireland  jaa  find  Che  masi  of  tbe  people 
of  that  elaaa  deep);  tainted  with  Fenianism,  and 
perteetljr  ready  to  ajmpathin  and  eo-operat*  with 
it  t«  anj  •stanL"— [3  MOMord,  ose.  ISMI.] 


To  this  official  statement  of  Lord  Mayo, 
fourteen  or  fifteen  months  after  it 
was  made,  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
has  to-night  placed  upon  record  his 
solemn  contradiction.  f"  No  !  no !  " 
and  "Hear,  hear."}  Well,  them,  so 
much  for  the  extent  of  Fenianism ;  now 
with  respect  to  its  results.  According 
to  the  right  hon.  Gentleman,  and  not 
only  according  to  him,  but  according  to 
his  representation  of  our  profesaionB, 
the  Fenian  conspira*^  has  in  our  view, 
and  according  to  our  declarations  sup- 
plied the  justification  for  the  measure 
that  we  now  propose.  Bir,  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  is  entirely  in  error.  In 
my  opinion,  and  in  the  opinion  of  many 
with  whom  I  communicated,  the  FenioQ 
conspiracy  has  had  an  important  io- 
flueuce  with  req>ect  to  Irish  policy ;  but 
it  has  not  been  an  influence  in  de- 
termining or  in  affecting  in  the  slightest 
degree  the  convictions  which  we  have 
entertained  with  respect  to  the  course 
proper  to  be  pursued  in  Ireland.  The 
influence  of  Fenianism  was  this — that 
when  the  Habeas  Oorpus  Act  was  stis- 
pended,  when  all  the  consequent  pro- 
ceedings occurred,  when  the  overflow  of 
the  mischief  came  into  England  itself, 
when  the  tranquillity  of  the  great  oily  of 
Manchester  was  disturbed,  when  the 
metropolis  itself  was  shocked  aiA  hor- 
rified by  an  inhuman  outrage,  when  a 
sense  of  insecurity  went  abroaid  Car  and 
wide — ^tho  right  non.  Gentleman  then 
Home  Secretary  (Mr.  Gtathome  Hardy) 
was,  better  than  we,  cognizant  of  the 
extent  to  which  the  Inhabitants  of  the 
different  t«wna  of  the  country  were 
swearing  themselves  in  aa  special  con- 
stables &r  the  maintenance  of  life  and 
property — then  it  was  that  these  pheno- 
mena came  home  to  the  popular  mind 
and  produced  that  attitude  of  attention 
and  preparedness  on  the  part  of  the 
whole  population  of  this  country  which 
qualified  them  t«  embrace,  iu  a  manner 
foreign  to  their  habits  in  other  times, 
the  vast  importance  of  the  Irish  con- 
troversy. But  is  this  our  case  alone  ? 
No ;  in  condemning  us  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  has  oondenmed  himself. 
What  were  his  propositions?  I  am 
almost  afraid  to  repeat  the  words,  which 
I  should  be  glad  if  even  now  he  were 
prepared  t<)  disavow  and  to  contradict. 
Why,  according  t«  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman that  revolution,  which  at  a  pre- 
vious period  he  had  represented  as  a 
2  M  2  imri  Smimg. 
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possible  cure  for  Irish  evils,  was  effected 
througli  another  procesa  at  the  time 
the  &imne.  From  the  time  of  the 
famine  onwards  commenced  the  career 
of  Ireland's  prosperity  and  happini 
and  in  the  year  I86B,  when  our  g^tj 
ambition  was  about  to  disturb  this 
blessed  operation,  it  had  reached  such  a 
point  of  ripeness  that,  says  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman,  in  ten  or  twenty  years 
more  Ireland  would  have  been  like 
England  or  Scotland.  That  is  the  de- 
scription which,  on  the  31st  of  May, 
1869,  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  offers 
to  the  British  Parliament  as  Ms  ~' 
count  of  the  condition  of  Ireland, 
the  time  when  the  'LnA  pohcy  of  the 

f  resent  Government  was  proposed.  Well, 
may  leave  a  proposition  like  that  to 
be  judged  on  its  own  merits.  If  there 
be  those  in  this  House  who  think  the 
condition  of  Ireland  in  the  beginning  of 
1868  was  such  that  the  country  pro- 
mised in  ten  years,  or,  at  any  rate,  in 
twenty,  if  only  let  alone,  to  be  like 
England  or  Scotland,  those  Gentlemen 
are  in  their  perceptions,  either  too  low 
or  else  too  high  for  ordinary  mortals, 
and  I  must  leave  them  to  their  own 
reasonings  as  well  as  to  their  own  con- 
victions. But  there  is  evidence  of  fact 
at  least  to  which  we  may  refer.  The 
tight  hon.  Gentleman  seems  to  have  for- 
gotten that  not  long  after  his  coming 
into  Office,  in  the  Queen's  Speech,  he 
described,  not,  indeed,  so  glowing  a 
prospect  as  that  which  he  has  given 
to-night,  but  still  he  held  out  an  ez< 
pectation  that,  under  the  auspices  of  the 
Government  that  then  ruled,  something 
very  blessed  was  about  to  arise.  On 
the  Sth  of  February,  1867,  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman,  together  with  his  Col- 
leagues, had  advised  the  Queen  to  say 
that— 

"  The  hostility  maniraated  agiintf  the  Fenian 
cenipiracr  bj  men  of  all  elnnai  and  oreedi  had 
greiitlf  tended  to  reitora  public  eonfldence,  and 
baio  rendered  bopelen  anf  attolDpC  to  diaturb 
the  general  trnnqullUty." 

And  Her  Majesty  was  made  further  to 
flay — 

"  I  trust  that  jou  m\j  conseqaentlj  be  en- 
abled to  ditpenia  with  the  continuance  of  anj  tx- 
«eptionn1  legialation  for  that  part  of  mf  do- 
minion*." 

Now,  that  was  the  feeble  essay  which 
in  1867  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
made  in  that  style  in  which  he  has 
ahown    such    infinitely    greater    pro- 
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ficiency  to-night.  But  what  was  the 
result?  In  February  the  promise  was 
given  to  Parliament  that  the  Habeas 
Corpus  Act  should  be  restored;  in 
March,  I  think,  certainly  not  much 
later,  the  Sfinister  had  to  stand  at  this 
box  and  say  that  he  must  demand  its 
continued  and  prolonged  suspension. 
Why,  Sir,  does  the  right  hoa.  Gentle- 
man think  that  when  Ireland  was  with- 
in ten  or  twenty  years  of  tte  condition 
of  Scotland,  or  of  England,  it  was  justi- 
fiable in  him  to  suspend  the  securities 
fbr  personal  liberty,  to  hold  in  confine- 
ment scores  or  hundreds,  perhaps,  of 
political  convicts,  and  to  hold  in  prison 
without  trial  and  without  charge  scores, 
or  it  may  be  hundreds,  more  cHT  persona 
whom  itwas  a  high  crime  and  misdemea- 
nour to  place  t^ere  unless  the  condition  of 
Ireland  was  one  of  exceptional  difficult 
and  danger?  But,  Sir,  even  this  is  not 
all  the  mass  of  evidence.  Why  did  the 
noble  Lord  the  Member  for  King's  I^nn 
(Lord  Stanley)  go  to  Bristol  in  the  month 
of  January,  1868,  and  say  that  the  ques- 
tion of  Ireland  was  the  question  of  the 
hour  ?  Why,  at  the  moment  when  ths 
right  hon.  Gentleman  took  the  chirf 
place  in  the  Government,  did  he  prepare 
with  considerable  formality  tiie  an- 
nouncement of  an  Irish  policy ;  and  why 
did  his  Irish  Minister,  in  the  pliue  where 
I  now  have  the  honour  to  stand,  occupy 
the  House  for  hours  with  a  description 
of  physical  advancement  in  Ireland,  and 
along  with  that  physical  advancement, 
of  an  increase  of  political  difficulty  and 
discontent,  which  the  fact  of  that  phy- 
sical advancement  only  rendered  more 
alarming  and  more  duigerous  ?  Well, 
that  being  so,  I  do  not  think  it  is  neces- 
sary to  make  an  elaborate  reply  to  the 
remaining  charges  of  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman,  who  finds  that  this  blessed 
course  of  things,  whidi  he  has  to-night 
for  the  first  time  described,  was  inter- 
rupted by  the  wanton  and  ambitioue 
course — not  that  he  has  used  any  vio- 
i  in  describing  it— of  the  Friends 
around  me,  and  my  own  course,  whereby 
we  have  dartened  the  smiling  picture 
that  was  then  presented,  thrown  ii^aoA. 
into  a  state  of  political  difhculfy  and 
danger,  and  brought  her  to  the  stage 
nearest  to  civil  war.  We  brought  her, 
says  the  right  hon.  Gentleman,  to  the 
very  verge  m  dvil  war,  at  the  very  mo- 
ment when  we  have  been  able  to  do  that 
whjdi  he  promised,  but  could  not  effect 
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—namely,  to  xeetam  in  Ireltuu)  the  rule 
of  ordinary  law.  Well,  Sir,  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  eaya  that  iix&  Feuan 
conBpiraoy  was  the  cause  and  the  war- 
rant of  the  policy  of  the  Ooyemment. 
Not,  certainly,  according  to  our  doclaia- 
tions  and  profeasiona.  If  we  aro  oaked 
why  we  thought  this  measure  necessary, 
why  we  felt  it  to  be  an  absolute  and  im<- 
perative  duty  to  propose  our  plan  in  lieu 
of  the  phuL  [vopOBed  or  sketched  on  the 
pul;  of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman — and 
possibly  why  we  might  have  found  it 
our  duty  to  propose  our  plan,  if  he  had 
abadowed  forth  no  policy  or  plan  what- 
evM — mj  answer  ia  this — wa  knew  of 
no  mtenon  by  which  institutions  in  this 
oountry  or  in  any  country  can  be  judged 
except  the  double  criterion  of  pohcy  and 
of  justice.  In  our  conviction  the  exist- 
ence of  the  Irieh  Church  is  ou  injustice 
to  the  people  of  Ireland.  In  our  con- 
fiction  it  is  marked  with  the  deepest 
features  of  impolicy,  and  has  been  per- 
haps the  crown,  perhaps  the  basis,  cer- 
tainly an  essential  and  inseparable  part 
of  that  system  to  which  the  woes  and 
miseries  of  Ireland  have  berai  owing. 
And  we  stand  supported  in  this  opinion 
not  by  our  own  judgments  and  convic- 
tione  alone,  but  by  the  voice  of  Ireland, 
rendered  through  her  constitutional  re- 
preaentatives,  and  by  the  voice  of  every 
other  ptHtion  of  Her  Uajesty'a  United 


There  was  one  other  remark  of  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  whidh  I  think  I 
ought  to  notice  with  regard  to  the  course 
that  he  has  pursued  upon  the  presentBill, 
and  with  regard  especially  to  the  Amend- 
ments whiou  he  placed  upon  the  table. 
Do  not  let  it  be  suppoeed  that  I  am 
about  to  make  any  complaint  of  the 
course  taken  either  by  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  or  by  hon.  Gentlemen  oppo- 
site in  general.  I  see  before  me  at  tnis 
moment  many  who  have  honestiy,  man- 
fully, and  ably  fought  the  battle,  and 
who  have  conducted  the  warfare  in  such 
a  temper  as  befitted  the  solemnity  of  the 
task— for  in  that  part  of  his  speech  I 
quite  agree  with  the  right  hon.  Gentie- 
man— and  the  high  position  which  th^ 
hold.  But  with  respect  to  those  Amend- 
ments I  cannot  help  saying  a  word.  I 
am  not  sure  in  what  degree  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  had  hiioself  made  a 
financial  study  of  his  own  Amendments ; 
but  when  they  appeared  in  such  formid- 
able mo^tude  and  volume,  I  did  en- 


deavour to  make  the  best  calculation  in 
my  power  of  the  compensations  of  mis- 
fortune— the  iolatia  victia  which  the  right 
hon.  Gentieman  proposed  to  administer 
to  the  Irish  Estabb^ed  Church;  and, 
putting  together  bis  fourteen  years'  pur- 
chase of  one  thing,  his  four  years'  pur- 
chase of  another,  and  the  various  grants 
and  largesses  which  he  scattered  with  a 
liberal  nflT"i|  I  found  the  result  to  be 
this — that  the  disendowment  of  the  Irish 
Church  was  to  end  in  leaving  that  insti- 
tution in  possession  of  a  somewhat  larger 
mass  of  property  than  that  which  she 
now  holds.  It  appears  that  the  right 
hon.  Gentiemau  Imil  borne  in  mind  the 
history  of  the  Fatriardi  Job.  We  all 
remember  how  the  narrative  of  the  life 
and  sufferings  of  that  excellent  man 
commence  with  a  touching  account  of 
his  disendowment  and  of  &e  admirable 
courage  with  which  it  was  endured ;  and 
how  the  narrative  cheerily  ends  with  an 
announcement  that  in  the  close  of  his 
life  he  had  more  stock  and  greater  poe- 
sessions  than  ever.  That,  Qir,  was  the 
predse  example,  the  very  model  upon 
which  the  right  hen.  Gentieman  &amed 
his  Amendments;  and  the  disendowed 
and  disestablished  Church,  which  ie  now 
the  richest  Church  in  the  world  with 
reference  to  its  numbers  and  the  work  it 
has  to  do,  would  have  been  richer  still  if 
the  benevolent  designs  of  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  had  happily  taken  effect. 
Under  these  cLrcumstancee,  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman's  powers  of  surprise  and 
astonishment  are  as  remarkable  as  hia 
powers  of  rhetoric  and  description ;  and 
therefore,  if  he  was  surprised  at  our  in- 
disposition to  admit  these  Amendments, 
I  must  not  express  any  similar  sentiment 
at  his  declaration ;  but  I  must  say  that, 
viewing  this  matter  as  a  matter  of  plain 
prose,  end  not  according  to  high  flights 
of  rhetoric,  it  a^ears  to  me  that  such  % 
mode  of  conducting  the  process  of  dis- 
endowment would  be  neiuier  intelligible 
nor  satisfactory  to  the  people  of  this 
country. 

This  is  evidently  the  time  when  if  it 
is  unnecessary,  as  I  trust  it  ie,  to  detain 
the  House  with  a  laboured  review  of  the 
arguments  in  this  case,  yet  it  is  desirable 
and  perhaps  essential  to  have  some  re- 
gard to  the  actual  position  in  which  we 
stand,  to  the  progress  we  have  made  in 
a  great  journey,  and  to  the  distance 
which  still  remains  to  be  aoconn)lished. 
We  have  seen  presented  to-night  amid 
\_Thiri  Reading. 
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signa  of  eznltolioa  —  thongli  Z  do  not 
knoT  whedtsr  they  amount  to  thfi  loud 
and  long-continued  cheering  for  whidh 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  appears  to  ea- 
tertain  a  oontempt — ^Petitions  from  t&- 
rioue  qnartere,  and  ire  hear  daily  of 
meetings  in  this  and  titat  part  of  the 
oonntry.  [CAmtj.]  It  is  <xm£dently 
hoped,  B8  appears  from  the  aheera  of 
some  Gentlemen  as  I  speok,  and  ^m 
what  is  stated  by  the  organs  of  the 
party,  that  the  people  of  England  hare 
entirely  changed  their  minds  since  they 
elected  their  repreaentatiTea,  and  that  if 
there  could  only  now  be  another  Disso- 
lution the  result  would  be  favouxable  to 
the  Eetabliahod  Church  in  Ireland.  Sir, 
as  long  as  there  is  freedom  of  speech 
and  action  in  this  oonntiT  —  and  God 
forbid  that  the  day  ahoidd  ersr  oome 
when  that  &eedc«n  shall  be  restricted ! 
— there  will  alwaya  be,  especially  upon 
qoestions  of  this  kind,  nunoritiva  with 
numhetB  and  power  Bufficiant  to  present 
Petitions  in  respectable  numbers,  and  to 
hold  meetinga  which  by  a  sanguine  ro- 
porter  may  be  even  described  as  wdl 
attended.  But,  without  the  slightest 
disrespect  to  those  meetings  or  those 
Petitions — acceding  at  once  to  the  most 
liberal-  estimate  that  any  Gentleman  op- 
podte  may  be  disposed  to  frame,  I  wish 
to  point  out  that  the  majority  returned 
to  Parliament  a  few  montos  ago  are  not 
under  the  same  neoeBsity  either  of  hold- 
ing meetings  or  of  aubacribing  Petitions 
aa  those  who  unfortunately  belong  to  the 
minority.  I  apprehend  it  is  a  doctrine 
of  the  Constitution  that  in  this  House 
ttie  Toice  of  the  people  is  qioken;  and 
if  th«  doctrine  can  be  more  indisputable 
at  one  period  than  it  is  at  another,  it 
must  be  the  most  dear  and  command- 
ing in  its  force,  of  all  times  at  this  time, 
when  we  come  here  fresh  from  contact 
with  our  constituents,  and  whan  tlie  main 
issue  upon  which  we  came  had  been 
placed  before  those  constituents  with  a 
oleameea  and  amphtude  almost  unex- 
ampled. Therefore,  hon.  Gentlemen  op- 
posite will  not  be  aurpriaed  if  we  are 
eceptacal  with  respect  to  the  re-action  of 
which  they  take  for  themselves  so  en- 
eonraging  a  view.  Again,  we  are,  I 
think,  entirely  imperviona  to  the  re- 
proach that  it  is  by  truckling  to  the 
Boman  Catholic  rote,  or  by  t^affaring 
fbr  its  attainment,  that  we  have  plac^ 
this  matter  in  its  present  position.  I  can 
remember  well  decUrotionfl  of  Leaders 


I  can  recollect  a  declaration  of  Lord 
Derby  pointing  out  which  of  the  two 
parties  in  this  country  was  the  natural 
ally  of  the  Boman  Camolica,  which  ap- 
pears to  show  that  there  was  some  small 
appreciation  of  the  Bomao  Catholic  voto 
in  those  quarters  at  a  time  when  it  was 
to  be  had.  But,  I  say,  let  every  Boman 
Oatholia  Gentleman,  if  he  be  so  disposed 
— and  God  forbid  I  should  question  his 
right  to  perfect  and  absolute  equality 
witii  US — walk  into  the  Lobby  of  the 
House  when  we  are  about  to  take  our 
division  on  the  question,  and  the  Bill 
will  still  be  carried  by  a  majority  of 
Protestant  voices  alone,  greater  perh^is 
than  has  carried  any  oonteated  measura 
»nce  the  Befonn  Bill  of  1832. 

Hy  right  hon.  Friend  the  Uember  fbr 
North  Btaffordshii«  (Mr.  Adderley),  I 
wonld  now  proceed  to  say,  apoke  at  a 
time  when  the  House  was  very  thin^  and 
for  his  sake,  aa  well  as  for  the  sake  of 
the  House,  I  regret  that  auch  was  the 
case,  because  I  was  much  edified  and  in 
some  degree  entertained — the  House,  I 
think,  would  have  shared  those  senti- 
ments —  when  I  heard  my  right  hon. 
Friend  go  over  the  oases  of  the  cronies  of 
tiuB  country  to  show  that  what  took  place 
in  Jamaica,  in  Canada,  and  elsewhere 
were  not  proceedings  in  the  direction  of 
disendowmcnt  but  rather  in  the  direo- 
tion  of  Establishment  of  Churches.  That 
point,  however,  is  not  perhaps  so  mate- 
rial aa  that  which  I  wish  now  to  men- 
tion. My  right  hon.  Friend  was  severe 
on  the-voting  in  Committee  on  this  Bill. 
He  said  that  hon.  Members  on  tiiis  side 
of  the  House  have  shown  a  flutidious 
and  excessive  attachment  to  the  pledgM 
which  they  gave  at  the  late  elections — 
that  is  to  say,  that  they  have  in  his  opi- 
nion over-construed  and  exonerated  uie 
obligations  which  they  then  contracted, 
and  he  thought  it  was  owing  to  this 
mistaken  proceeding  on  their  part  that 
they  have  supported  by  such  large  mo- 
joritiea  the  general  propositions  con- 
tained in  the  Bill  in  all  its  most  impor- 
tant clauses.  But  I  would  venture  to 
suggest  to  him  that  there  is  another 
oausfi  which  may  possibly  have  some 
connection  with  this  comparative  uni- 
formi^  of  voting.  Let  my  right  hon. 
Friend  only  for  a  moment  set  out  on 
the  hypothesis  —  in  order  to  test  the 
phenomenon  of  which  h«  speakt— that 


1069 


Mik 


(Mat  31,  186ffJ 


Chtirck  Bill. 


1070 


Genileinea  dttmg  on  these  Benches  are 
deeply  in  eomeet  in  this  matter,  and  in- 
tend, BO  for  OB  depends  upon  them,  that 
the  end  which  ve  have  in  view  ehalt  he 
attained.  I  think  my  right  hon.  !Friend 
irill  find  in  that  hypothoeie  a  more  na- 
tural and  probable  cause  of  the  manner 
in  whioh  union  of  sentiment  has  pre- 
vailed among  us  on  this  great  question 
than  in  the  explanation  which  no  him- 
B&lf  has  BUgK^ited — the  fastidiouB  ex- 
a^eration  of  oblig^ons  inourrad  on 
the  hustings. 

We  are,  I  apprehend,  aware  of  that 
iriiich  the  right  hon.  Chntleman  (Mr. 
Disraeli]  has  told  us — ^thatthisis  agreat 
and  solemn  work  which  we  have  taken 
in  hand,  and  that  it  is  hardly  possible  to 
ankggerate  the  temerity,  the  rsepon- 
ability,  or  the  guilt  of  those  who,  having 
oome  to  the  determination  that  such  a 
work  ought  to  bo  aocomplished,  then 
titrough  levity  or  folly,  or  any  pursuit  of 
minor  objects  in  themselves  good,  but 
tending,  to  the  prejndioe  of  the  major 
object,  should  allow  that  work  to  fail.  I 
think  Ineed  not  ask  my  right  hon.  Friend 
whether  he  is  not  perfectly  aware  that  in 
connection  with  the  &ture  progress  of 
ihis  measure  in  "another  place"  nothing 
nan  be  so  important  towards  securing  the 
full  efieotuation  of  the  wishes  and  desires 
of  the  nation  in  regard  to  it  as  the  man- 
ner in  whioh  the  House  of  Commons  has 
shown  its  own  unity  of  purpose  and  de- 
termination ?  I  cannot  help  saying — 
and  I  trust  I  am  not  ^ving  offence  by 
saying  it — ^that  even  ue  majoritieB  by 
which  the  various  stages  of  this  Bill  aud 
many  of  its  clauses  in  Committee  have 
been  oarried  do  not  adequately  represent 
the  relative  starength  of  the  sentiment 
which  propels  it  towards  its  final  accom- 
plishment. And  for  this  reason — Those 
who  support  this  Bill,  so  far  as  I  know, 
have  tlue  advantage,  that  they  are  oom- 
pletely  agreed  in  a  positive  poUcy  on  this 
great  national  question.  We  have  one 
and  all  oome  to  the  conclusion  that  it  is 
re^site  that  the  Established  Church  in 
Irdand  should  cease  to  exist  as  an  Eetab- 
liahment.  That  is  an  intelligible  and, 
above  all,  a  substantial  proposition, 
and  the  question  I  now  wish  to  ask  is, 
is  there  auy  oorresponding  substantive 
proposition  on  which  hon.  Gtentlemen 
opposite  are  similarly  agreed?  Rir. 
Newdeoate  .-  How  can  there  be  F1  I  en- 
tirely agree  with  the  hon.  Qentteman, 
Had  I  tdl  him  why.     Beoaiue  he,  for 


one,  retpresenting  an  important  phase  of 
cmiuion,  totally  differs  in  views  and  sen- 
tmients  from  mose  who  sit  on  the  Bench 
before  me.  The  hon.  Member  &r  Korth 
Warwickshire  (Mr.  Newdegate)  is  one 
of  those  who  pnr^od  to  maintain  the 
existing  ecclesiastioBl  arrangements  of 
Ireland,  subject  of  course  to  internal  re- 
tbrms.  Of  course  if  I  am  misrepresent- 
ing him  I  withdraw  what  I  have  said ; 
but,  at  all  events,  I  think  he  does  not 

gropose  to  endow  the  Boman  Oatholio 
hurch  in  Ireland.  If  I  am  mistaken 
iu  that  assumption — if  the  hon.  Member 
is  of  opinion  that  a  large  and  handsome 
endowment  ought  to  De  given  to  the 
Boman  Catholics  in  Ireland  out  of  the 
Consolidated  Fund  in  order  to  establi^ 
perfect  religious  equali^,  then  I  must 
apologize  to  hirn  for  havu^  entirely  mis- 
apprenended  him.  But,  at  any  rate,  it 
is  well  known  that  there  are  many  hon. 
Gentlemen  on  that  side  of  the  House  who 
will  not  shrink  from  the  avowal  that  th^ 
represent  what  is  called  the  pure  Bn>- 
testant  sentiment  of  Ireland ;  and  it  will 
be  recollected  by  them  as  well  as  by  us, 
that  in  the  great  meetingB  in  Ireland  the 
ptan  of  endowing  the  Soman  Catholic 
Church  in  Ireland  has  been  distinctly 
and  emphatically  condemned,  and  there 
are  many  hon.  Members  who  hold  that 
opinion  sitting  on  the  opposite  side.  But 
how  is  that  opinion  represented  on  the 
Bench  before  me  ?  What  is  the  sense  of 
the  right  hon.  Member  for  Buckingham- 
ahire  (Mr.  Disraeli)  upon  this  subject, 
and  what  did  he  say  with  reference  to 
his  determination  to  resist  any  attempt 
to  procure  an  endowment  for  Popery.  I 
dia  not  hear  that  portion  of  his  speech, 
in  oonsequence,  perhaps,  of  some  phjreical 
infirmity,  neither  have  I  heard  any  speech 
to  that  efiect  from  h''m  for  many  years 
past.  What  did  the  right  hon.  Gentl»- 
man  the  Member  for  Dublin  Univendty 
(Dr.  Ball)  who  has  so  well  and  so  gu- 
lantlv  done  his  duty  in  opposition  to  the 
Bill,  but  who,  like  a  man,  never  concealed 
for  a  moment  his  belief  that  libstal  ar- 
rangements with  regard  to  the  other 
religious  bodies  must  be  made  if  the 
Established  Church  was  to  be  main- 
tained. What  said  my  right  hon.  Friend 
the  Member  for  North  Staffordshire? 
He  said, — "Idon'tfindiault  with  you  for 
saying  that  the  whole  distribution  of 
eoclesiestical  property  in  Ireland  must 
be  altered ;  but  what  I  condemn  is  that 
you  ore  taking  away  the  religious  en- 
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diymnents  from  the  sapport  of  religiL. 
at  large."  Therefore  I  say  that  while 
with  perfect  consisteiicy  and  sincerity 
hon.  Gentlemen  who  sit  opposite  can 
combine  perfectly  well  together  for  the 
purpose  of  resiafing  the  snbatantial  policy 
of  Her  Majesty's  GoTemment,  they  have 
no  substantiye  policy  of  their  own,  and, 
indeed,  as  the  hon.  Member  for  North 
Warwickshire  eays,  they  cannot  have 
any  possible  concurrence  upon  any  mea- 
sure whatever,  far  the  simple  reason 
that  they  are  not  agreed  as  to  the  man- 
ner in  which  the  ecclesiastical  affairs  of 
Ireland  ought  to  be  arranged.  [Mr 
Newdeoatb  :  I  never  made  that  asser- 
tion.] I  chaT^  upon  the  hon.  Member 
no  assertion  whatever.  I  shall  be  cau- 
tions in  attributing  to  him  anything  with 
reference  to  the  Irish  Church  beyond 
what  he  has  conveyed  by  his  interjec- 
tion al  question — "How  can  there  be?" 

Now,  with  reference  to  the  Bill  before 
the  House,  we  have  endeavoured  hon- 
estly and  laboriously  to  f\ilfil  the  pledges 
which  we  gave,  and  to  attain  the  ends 
which  we  uought  such  a  measure  ought 
to  be  framed  to  meet ;  in  the  first  pli 
to  disestablish  the  Irish  Church  ;  in  t 
second  place  to  give  effect  to  the  general 
rule  of  disendowment ;  thirdly,  to  give 
an  equitable  consideration  to  the  interest 
of  persons  and  of  classes ;  and  fourthly, 
to  save  all  strictly  vested  interestB.  The 
right  hon.  Gentleman,  in  his  speech, 
which  by  no  means  abounded  in  hard 
words,  used  the  expression  that  the  mea- 
sure now  before  the  House  was  harsh  in 
conception,  and  arrogant  in  execution. 
I  am  not  sure  how  I  am  to  understand 
those  epithets  ;  but  I  tahe  them  as  sim- 
ply implying  condemnation.  I  wiD  just 
point  out  how  fer  from  being  just  such 
a  description  is  of  the  temper  in  which 
this  measure  has  been  tramed,  or  of 
the  manner  in  which  efiect  has  been 
given  to  it  by  the  votes  of  this  House. 
Wo  have  proposed  to  give  to  the  Estab- 
lished Church  of  Ireland  when  disestab- 
lished everything  in  the  nature  of  a 
private  endowment  within  the  last  200 
and  more  years,  and  to  pay  the  expenses 
for  that  religious  body  for  ascertaining 
the  titles  which  they  can  discover  and 
make  good.  No  one  on  the  opposite  side 
has  thought  fit  to  observe  in  the  way  of 
justice,  and  no  one  on  this  side  has  even 
observed  in  the  way  of  captimiscriticiBm 
that,  in  that  proposal,  we  have  gone  far 
beyond  anytJung  tha;t  was  stated  in  the 

-  Jfr.  Giadtiont 


last  Parliament.  I  am  not  aware  that 
in  those  speeches  which  have  been  con- 
stantly referred  to  for  the  purpose  of 
binding  us  to  some  general  phrase  of  the 
widest  limit  in  the  most  stringent  sense 
it  could  receive  in  favour  of  the  Estab* 
lished  Church,  that  the  least  notice  has 
ever  been  taken  of  this.  I  own  that  at 
that  time  it  had  not  appeared  to  me  that 
we  could  fairly  ask  the  House  to  go  aa 
far  as  we  have  asked  them  to  go,  and  aa 
the  House  has  agreed  to  go,  in  recogni- 
tion of  these  private  endowments.  I  say 
that  it  is  a  great  a-it  of  liberality  to  ad- 
mit that  for  more  than  200  years  past  all 
that  has  been  given  to  a  national  reli- 
gion has  been  given  to  it  in  the  same 
sense  and  manner  as  if  it  had  been  given 
to  the  unrecognized  and  private  sect. 
Much  of  what  is  given  to  a  national 
Church  is  given,  undoubtedly,  because 
of  its  national  character,  and  not  on  ac- 
count of  any  particular  preference  of  the 
l^ver  for  its  doctrines  or  discipline. 
["Oh,  oh ! "]  If  any  hon.  Oentlemaa 
doubts  that  I  am  sure  it  must  be  because 
he  has  never  given  his  mind  to  the  exa- 
mination of  these  matters  in  detail. 
There  cannot  possibly  be  a  bettor  ex- 
ample than  the  case  of  Scotland.  I  ask 
whether .  any  man  in  this  House,  who 
knows  Scotland,  supposes  for  one  mo- 
ment that  the  donations  which  the  Es- 
tablished Presbyterian  Church  has  re- 
ceived within  this  last  fifty  years  hare 
been  given  by  persons  on  account  of  the 
value  which  they  placed  on  its  religioiu 
opinions,  or  whether,  on  the  contrary,  it 
is  not  notorious  that  a  large  portion  of  it 
has  been  given  to  it  because  it  was  the 
establiBhed  religion  of  the  country.  I 
only  quote  tbiw  particular  case  because  I 
cannot  accede  and  cannot  bow  to  the 
censures  which  are  bestowed  on  this 
measure  with  respect  to  the  spirit  in 
which  it  has  been  framed ;  and  I  must 
respectfully  take  leave  to  say  that,  while 
I  am  aware  there  is  much  of  stringency 
and  much  of  severity  in  the  very  words 
disestablishment  and  disendowment,  and 
while  we  have  not  felt  ourselves  at  li- 
berty to  shrink  from  giving  ftill  and 
fair  efifeot  to  those  words,  yet  so  far  as 
we  did  find  ourselves  free  to  mitigate 
in  detail  the  application  of  our  principle, 
that  is  an  object  which  we  have  kept 
steadily  in  view. 

There  is  another  matter  in  which  we 
have  most  seriously  laboured,  and  that 
is  to  Donsider  what  are  onr  obligatioB> 
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to  the  Ctmroh  now  about  to  be  diaeBfab- 
lithed,  with  reference  to  its  ftiture  oon- 
dition.  We  might  have  adopted  pnm- 
sions  ia  the  Bill — I  take  no  credit  ior  not 
having  done  it  —  but  we  might  have 
adopted  provisions  which,  while  simply 
recognizing  the  proprietary  rights  of  in- 
diviaaals,  would  have  gone  far  to  drive 
the  liody  at  onoe  iuto  a  state  of  anarchy 
and  dissolution.  The  clauses  relating  to 
the  mode  of  fixing  tiie  con^iensationa, 
those  fixing  the  provisions  for  oommU' 
tation,  and  those  relating  to  the  lawB  by 
which  the  reli^ous  communion  wiU  be 
governed  until  it  shall  have  had  time  to 
consider  its  position  and  to  modiiy  thorn 
according  to  its  altered  cinnunstanoee, 
will,  I  tUnk,  bear  some  testimony  in  the 
&oe  of  impartial  obserrers,  to  our  sincere 
and  even  ardent  desire  that  this  areat 
diange  should  be  attended  with  as  little 
shock  as  poflsible.  We  desired  that  it 
dtould  be  effected,  not'  like  the  over- 
throw  of  a  building,  but  like  the  lanneh 
of  some  goodly  ship,  which,  constructed 
on  the  snore,  makes,  indeed,  a  great 
transition  when  it  passes  into  the  waters, 
but  yet  makes  that  transition  without 
loss  of  its  equilibritun,  and  whan  it  has 
srriTed  at  that  receptacle  floats  on  its 
bosom  calmly,  and  even  majestically. 
[A  laufh.']  And  if  the  hon.  dentlemaii 
thinks  fit  to  meet  with  laughter  that  de- 
claration, I  say  that  I  am  not  using  the 
langnage  of  romance,  which  sometimes 

Sirnaps,  may  be  heard  oven  in  this 
ouse,  but  I  am  using  words  which 
the  most  rigid  observer  and  desoriber 
would  admit  to  be  applicable  to  cases 
like  that  which  has  been  so  frequently 
mentioned  and  so  much  discuaeed  in  the 
course  of  these  debstos— the  case  of  the 
Free  Church  of  Scotlaad,  to  whose  moral 
attitude  scarcely  any  word  weaker  or 
lower  than  that  of  majesty  would,  ac- 
cording to  the  spirit  of  historical  did- 
dam,  be  justly  applicable. 

At  this  hour  of  the  night  I  will  avMd 
entering  into  the  general  argument. 
But  this  I  must  say,  that  of  the  re- 
proaches which  have  been  used  on  the 
other  side  of  the  House,  I  feel  but  little 
Buch  as  have  been  directed  against  us. 
It  is  quite  natural  that  strong  words  and 
hard  words  should  be  ntt^^ed  against 
those  who  submit  to  Parliament  projects 
of  extended  and  of  radical  change,  how- 
ever the  projeotors  of  those  plans  may 
think  them  founded  on  and  wurontod 
by  justice  and  neoessity.    And,  there- 


fore, I  do  not  for  a  moment  complain, 
even  when  the  hoc.  Gentleman  who 
moved  Uie  Amendment  {Mr.  Holt)  de- 
scribes the  polity  that  we  recommKid 
and  pursue  es  "  a  denial  of  Ood."  Un- 
doubtedly those  are  very  strong  and 
very  hard  words,  but  I  ^hiiilr  it  is  our 
dniy  to  pass  them  by,  having  regard  to 
the  droumstances  of  excitement — I  do 
not  mean  of  personal  or  of  momentaiy 
excitement,  but  of  political  excitement 
— under  which  they  were  uttered.  But 
there  has  been  another  description  of 
r^roBches  in  which  hon.  Members  op- 
posite hove  been  exceedingly  unjust;  and 
they  are  the  reproaches  which — if  I  may 
say  so — ^thay  have  uttered  gainst  them- 
selves— not  a^nat  thems^es  person- 
ally, but  against  those  whom  they  re- 
present,  especially  in  Ireland.  I  think 
that  the  most  servere  and  unjust  reproach 
thoy  can  make  ia  when  they  describe- 
as  the  hon.  Gentleman  the  Member  for 
Londonderry  (Sir  Frederick  Heygate) 
described  to-night — the  indisposition  ti 
the  Proteatanta  of  Ireland  to  support 
their  Church  without  the  aid  of  the 
State.  That  hon.  Member  likewise  ad- 
dressed unfortunately  a  veiy  thin  House, 
and  I  will,  speaking  in  hia  presence, 
mention  to  the  House  the  manner  in 
which  he  diapoaed  of  the  argument,  often 
urged  on  this  side  of  the  House,  that  the 
Insh  Church  might  subsist  hereafter  on 
the  voluntary  system.  The  hon.  Baronet, 
I  am  bound  to  say,  began  by  saying  that, 
so  far  as  regarded  all  these  aids  which 
we  have  thought  not  without  vahi^— 
namely,  the  proviaion  for  a  whole  gene- 
ration of  clergymen,  for  churches,  glebe 
hooses,  and  the  rest — he  attached  to  them 
no  value  whatever.  We  had  been  told 
that  seven-ei^htha,  or  as  Chief  Justice 
Whiteside  said,  thirteen-fourteenths,  of 
the  land  of  Ireland  ia  in  the  hands  of 
those  who  belong  to  the  Irish  Church. 
Well,  considering  that  the  land  of  Ire- 
land contains  the  great  maaa  of  the  pro- 
perty of  that  country,  it  does  appear  to 
me  that  some  small  presumntion  arose 
that  something  at  least  could  be  done 
for  the  maintenance  of  the  religioue 
communion  to  which  the  owners  of  that 
land  belong.  How  did  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  Londonderry  repel  that  ail- 
ment? He  said,  "I  diviae  these  land- 
lords into  three  claBsea.  The  first  are 
those  who  are  indifferent,  and  they,  of 
course,  will  do  nothing.  The  second 
are  the  absentee  propnetors,  and  they, 
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too,  -will  uttimilty  do  nothing.  The 
third  ore  the  amaUer  and  geneTaUy  re* 
sident  propiietOTs,  and  they,  too,  will 
naturally  do  nothing."  Yes,  that  » 
the  conclusion  to  wmch  the  hon.  Gen- 
tleman oame,  and  I  am  about  to  etato 
the  reasona  vhich  these  gentlemen  are 
going  to  tuge.  The  indi&rent  are  not 
to  urge  any  reason  at  all.  The  absentee 
proprietors,  irhat  are  they  to  say  F  The 
Ohurch  Body  are  to  kno<^  at  their  door, 
and  ask  for  a  Banknote  for  the  enpport 
of  the  Church  and  the  plea  which  the 
absentee  proprietors  are  to  urge  is  that 
the  agitation  about  their  land  is  so  dan- 
gerous that  they  are  occupied  in  con- 
sidering l^eir  own  position,  and  cannot 
consider  that  of  the  Church,  and  that 
they  could  do  nothing.  When  he  came 
to  the  resident  proprietors  he  sud  that 
they  would  be  in  the  same  oonditiou. 
They  would  say  that  the  tenure  oflanded 
property  in  Ireland  had  been  ao  under- 
mined in  value  that  even  the  actual 
rents  they  were  receiving  had  lost  their 
value,  and  that  their  fears  for  the  fiiture 
had  canocUed  their  obligations  for  the 
TM^sent.  And,  therefore,  this  universal 
blank  is  to  bd  the  result  of  the  applica- 
tion to  the  owners  of  seven-eigh^  of 
the  land  to  do  something  towards  the 
support  of  their  own  Chui«h,  at  the  mo- 
ment when  the  oott«rs  iqwn  their  own 
property  were  dividing  ahnost  their  last 
potatoe  with  the  pariui  priest  I  think 
that  the  severity  of  the  r^uxiach  is 
hardly  to  be  exaggerated.  I  know  not 
how  it  may  appear  to  others;  but  I 
own,  for  my  part,  I  beheve  that  we  are 
deeply  responsible  for  having  created, 
by  errora  long  persisted  in,  that  arti- 
fioial  state  of  mind  and  sentiment  which 
can  alone  account  for  the  extraordinary 
propoaitions  that  we  hear  in  disGuesione 
on  tW  Bubject  by  men,  not  only  of  cha- 
racter and  honour,  but  also  of  Bense, 
judgment,  uid  abUity.  Again,  when  we 
hear  Gentlemen  saying,  not  very  often 
in  this  House,  but  at  meetings  which  we 
are  told  are  iniluentiBi  and  commanding 
— when  wo  are  told  that  for  Froteatants 
to  give  up  their  special  privileges  is  in- 
tolerable, and  that  eqnaliQr  of  right  en- 
acted by  law  ia  a  great  grievance  which 
would  even  justify,  we  are  sometimes 
told,  armed  resistance — that  it  is  quite 
true  that  the  Protestants  of  Ireland  have 
been  loyal,  but  that  the  last  day  of  their 
privileges  will  be  the  last  day  of  their 
loyalty  —  I  say  that  all  these  deolavft- 


tions  are  the  spawn  of  an  nnhealth^ 
state  of  diingB ;  that  the  morbid  condi- 
tion which  ia  sometimes  attributed  to  the 
occupier  of  the  soU  is  not  confined  to 
that  class  of  Irish  society ;  and  that  un- 
natural exaltation  and  ascendancy  are 
just  as  fatal  to  the  balance  of  the  human 
mind  as  unjust  depression ;  and  depend 
upon  that  it  will  require  very  little  time 
for  all  these  clouds  of  error  to  clear 
away,  and  for  the  manful  and  intelligent 
Protestants  of  Ireland  to  assume  those 
responsibilities  which  others  leas  com- 
petent have  shown  themselves  willing 
and  able  to  bear,  and  that  they  will  be 
the  first  to  acknowledge  the  &llacy  of 
the  prophecies  in  which  they  them- 
selves have,  perhaps,  not  nnnatorally 
indulged. 

Sir,  we  have  arrived  at  a  point  at 
whidi  we  have  little  to  do  but  to  con- 
sider the  manner  in  which  we  have  dis- 
charged the  duties  of  our  stewardship, 
and  m  which  others  will  discharge  theirs. 
Up  to  this  moment,  we,  the  Commons  in 
Parliament,  have  stood  face  to  face  with 
the  nation,  and  on  the  third  reading  of 
the  Bill  it  ia  we  who  ought  to  ask  our- 
selves whether  we  have  endeavoured  to 
quit  ourselves  like  men  of  our  obhga- 
tlons.  We  pass  this  Bill  probably  to- 
night, and  then  it  will  be  the  House  of 
Lords,  who,  instead  of  the  House  of 
Commons,  will  stand  face  to  face  with 
the  nation.  I  never  presumed  to  com- 
plain of  the  course  taken  last  year  by 
the  House  of  Lords  with  respect  to  the 
Suspensory  Bill.  It  was  an  absolute 
duty  on  our  part  to  avail  ourselves  of 
the  dispoaition  of  the  then  existing  Par- 
liament to  send  forward  that  Bill,  be- 
cause that  Bill  redeemed  our  policy  and 
proceedings  from  the  charge  of  a  vapour- 
ing insincerily,  and  showed  that  we 
meant  what  we  said.  But  I  oould  not 
feel  surprised  that  the  House  of  Lords 
declined,  on  the  first  application  so  made, 
and  esperaally  at  a  penod  when  an  ap- 
peal to  the  people  was  likely  to  occur  at 
the  earliest  date,  to  commit  thentselveB 
even  to  a  qualbSed  recognition  of  so 
great  a  change  as  that  ^^ch  we  were 
known  to  contemplate.  And  having 
made  no  complaint  of  that  exercise  U 
power  I  will  not  for  one  moment  be  ao 
unjust  to  the  House  of  Lords  as  to  snp- 
I>ose  that  it  will  u|>on  this  great  occa- 
sion fail  te  disoem  ite  duty,  tail  to  dis- 
cern the  just  claims  upon  it  of  an  em- 
pbatie  declaration  fnwi  the  nation,  &il 
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to  disoam  vhat  ia  due  on  tlie  oae  haiid 
to  tlie  people  of  this  kingdom  and  on  the 
other  to  its  own  permanent  digni^  and 
utility  as  a  great  institution  of  the 
realm. 

Now,  Sir,  there  is  one  form  of  re- 
proach often  brought  against  us  which  I 
must  emphatically  though  respectfully 
repel.  It  is  often  said  that  we  for,  ii 
not  unworthy,  at  any  rata  secondary 
purposes,  hare  discarded  higher  prin- 
ciples. I  read  in  a  passage,  I  think  in  a 
recent  episcopal  charge,  this  expression 
— that  we  were  pursuers  of  temporal  ex- 
pedieuCTf  "wd  some  contrast  was  at- 
tempted to  be  established  between  this 
temporal  expediency  and  some  higher 
principle  we  were  eupiK>eed  to  surrender 
and  forego.  Sir,  I  know  of  and  admit 
no  such  distinotion.  We  are  not  pursuers 
of  utility  in  any  sense  in  which  utility 
is  distinguished  &om  duty.  The  opposi- 
tion is  a  false  one.  There  is  no  such 
thing  as  utill^  in  politica  that  ia  apart 
&om  duly.  It  ia  as  a  measure  of  duly 
and  a  measure  of  justice  that  we  pray 
and  trust  this  measure  may  stand  or 
fidl,  and  any  other  object  or  purpose  we 
emphatically  disclaim.  What  is  it  that 
we  are  doing  ?  We  have  in  Ireland  at 
this  moment  the  richest  Church  in  the 
world.  We  are  told,  indeed,  and  I  be- 
lieve truly,  that  there  remains  but  one- 
fiith  of  tiie  original  of  what  the  Ghnreh 
property  of  Irehind  would  have  been  had 
none  of  it  been  wasted.  Well,  Sir,  four- 
fifths  of  this  property  having  disappeared 
without  any  charge  of  robbery,  sarai- 
lege,  spoliation,  or  plunder,  under  die 
kind  and  friendly  hands  of  those  chil- 
dren of  the  Church  who  have  had  the 
exoluaive  management  of  its  afi^irs, 
we  now  look  this  institution  in  the  face, 
and  we  find  that,  even  with  its  one- 
fifth,  it  is  still  the  richest  Church  in  the 
world ;  and  in  respect  of  its  wealth,  in 
respect  of  its  Establishment — I  do  not 
for  a  moment  hesitate  to  admit — under 
these  aspects  we  seek  to  destroy  it. 
Another  fabric,  I  trust — another  in  re- 
spect at  least  to  these  particulars — will 
rise  in  ite  place — ^less  adorned,  undoubt- 
edly, with  the  goods  of  this  world,  but 
separated  also  from,  the  unjust  privi- 
leges, separated  &om  the  false  associa- 
tions, separated  &om  all  those  bitter 
memories  and  traditions  which  form  the 
unhappy  heritage  of  the  Established 
Church  in  Ireland — memories,  and  tra- 
ditions, and  privileges,  aad  aaaodationa, 


which,  if  ve  were  to  use  the  language  of 
figure,  it  might  not  be  wholly  improper 
to  describe  as  themselves  the  angels  of 
the  Evil  One  polluting  by  their  presence 
the  temple  of  the  Mo^  High.  The  right 
hon.  Gentleman  (Mr.  Disraeli)  said  in  a 
remarkable  speech,  delivered  on  a  former 
occasion,  he  feared  we  were  going  to 
drive  forth  the  Sacred  Ft'eaence  mim  the 
portals  of  the  Constitution.  No !  The 
spirit  we  seek  to  expel  is  a  spirit  veiy 
different  from  that.  We  have  endea- 
voured to  impart  no  shock  to  the  doc- 
trine, ^%  discipline,  or  eoolesiaetical 
arrangements  of  tiie  Established  Church 
in  Ireujid.  Her  creeds,  her  orders,  her 
mission  stand  entirely  unimpaired.  Deal- 
ing with  her  temporalities,  we  have 
striven  to  deal  with  them  alone.  We 
may  even  have  a  lingering  sentiment  of 
regret  that  she  should  be  deprived  of 
them  in  cases  where  any  hardship  may 
follow.  But  at  the  same  time  we  feel 
that  she  will  be  for  ever  rid  of  aUianoea 
which  have  been  fatal  to  her  moral 
power  aa  a  national  Establishment  of  re- 
ligion. And  setting  aside  those  unhappy 
and  evil  auguries,  in  which  many  of  ner 
Mends  abound,  we  hope  she  ^nll  pass 
through. the  oideal  she  has  to  endure, 
and  come  out  of  it  with  a  clearer  con- 
sciousness of  her  mission  and  a  greater 
singleness  of  purpose  for  the  ftilfilment 
of  her  work,  when  she  is  separated  &om 
political  aseooiationB.  If  that  be  so, 
although  she  may  have  much  to  forego 
in  respect  of  temporal  splendour,  yet  the 
day  may  come  Men  it  will  be  said  of 
her,  as  was  said  of  the  later  and  smaller 
Temple  of  Jerusalem,  that  &e  glory  of 
the  latter  house  ia  greater  than  the 
glory  of  the  former ;  and  when  the  most 
layeX  and  faithful  of  her  children  will 
learn  not  to  regret  that  the  Parliament 
of  England  took  courage  to  itself,  and 
that  the  day  at  length  arrived  when  the 
Irish  Church  was  disestablished  and  dis- 
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IJKh,  G. 
Locke,  J. 

Lome,  Marques*  of 
Lowe,  rt.  ban.  R, 
Lush,  Dr. 
Lusk,  A. 

Lyilelton,  bon.  C.  G. 
H'Arthur,  W, 
M'Ulean,  J.  R. 
M'Cluro,  T, 
M-CoDibie,  W. 
MnoE»or,  E. 
Maefle,  II.  A. 
Mackintosh,  E.  W. 
Magair«,  J.  F. 
M'Lugnn,  P. 
M'Laren,  D. 
M-Mabon,  P. 
Hsitlnnd,  Sir  A.  C.B.G. 
Msiniao,  C. 
Marling.  S.  S. 
Martin,  C.  W. 
Martin,  P.  W. 
A. 


Moore,  0.  H. 
Morgna,  G.  0. 
Morlej,  S. 
Morrison,  W. 
Hnndella,  A.  J. 
Monti,  P.  U. 
Morphy,  H.  D. 
Kicliolson,  W. 
Niool.J.  D. 
North,  F, 
Norwood,  0.  U. 
O'Brien,  Sir  P. 
O'Conor,  D.  M . 
O'Conor  Don,  Tbe 
O'Donoghae,  The 
OfilTj.  Sir  J. 
O  l.oBhlen,  rt.  bon.    ir 

Onslow,  G. 
O'Heilly,  M.  T. 
Otwny,  A.  J. 
Palmer,  J.  H. 
Parker,  C.  S. 
Pento,  J.  W. 
Peel,  A.  W. 
Pel  ham,  Lord 
Philips.  R.  N. 
Pim,  J. 
Piatt,  J. 
PlRffair,  L. 

PlilUBOll.  S. 

Polbird-Urqohart,  W. 
PortmBn,bon.W.H.B. 
Potter,  E. 
Potter,  T.  B. 
I'ower,  J.  T. 
Price,  W,  E. 
Prioo,  W.  P. 
Ramsden,  Sir  J.  W. 
aatl>bon^  W. 
Rebow,  J.  G. 
Reed,C. 
Riohard,  H. 
Richnrda,  E.  H. 
Robertson,  D. 
Roden,  W.  S. 
Roibachitd.  Bni.UH.d* 
Rothaahild,Brl).M.A.d« 
Roihsehild,  N.  M.  it 
Ruaaell,  A. 
Ruasell,  F.  W. 
Rtuaell,  H. 
Russell,  Sir  V. 
Ryknila,  P. 
8t.  Aubyn,  J. 
St.  Lawrence,  TiaBOHDt 
Salomon  a,  Mr.  Aid. 
Samada,J.  D'A. 
Satnualaon,  B. 
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Seott,  Sir  V. 
S*elT,  C. 
Slinw,  R. 
Shnir.  TT. 
Sl»ridiin,  II.  B. 
Sherlock,  D. 
Sherriff,  A.  0. 
Simaon,  Sir  J. 
Simon,  Mr.  Sarjautt 
Smith,  J.  B. 
Smith,  T.  E. 
Stacpools,  W. 
Stnniaip,  hon.  W.  O. 
Sbin>rcld.  K.  boD.  J. 
Staplelon,  J. 
Stepnej,  Colonel 
SteTcnton,  J.  0. 
Stone,  W.  H. 
Strait,  ban.  H. 
SuilUan,  rt.  hon.  E. 
Sjkea,  Cot.  W.  H. 
STn»n,  E.  J. 
Talbot,  C,  R.  H. 
Tnjlor.  P.  A. 
Titr,  W. 

Tollemnche,  hon.  F.  J. 
Torrent,  W.  T.  M'C. 
True*,  boD.  O.R.  D.  n. 
Tniill,  0. 


Adderler,  rt.  bon.  C.  B. 
Allen,  Major 
AmphUlt,  K.  P. 
AnoMlejr,  hon.  Col.  II. 
Atxhdall,  Copt.  M. 
Arliwright,  A.  P. 
Arkwrlght,  R. 
Auhoion,  R. 
BagfEC,  Sir  W. 
Bailor,  Sir  J.  R. 
Bait,  J.  T. 
Baring,  T. 
Barnelt,  H. 
Bkrringlon,  ViMoant 
BarroT,  W.  H. 
Barttelot,  ColoDtl 
Batrion,  Sir  T. 
Bathunt.  A.  A. 
BMoh,  Sir  H.  H. 
Beaeh,  W.  W.  B. 
BeoilTo,  Earl  of 
Bentiock.  (i.  O. 
Birlof,  H. 
Booth,  Sir  R.  G. 
Bbnfko,  hoa.  R. 
Bourne,  Colooel 
Brirhl,  R. 
BriScoo,  J.  I. 
Briae,  Col.  R. 
Broodier.  W.  H.  H. 
Brodriek,  bon.  W. 
Brace,  Sir  H.  H. 
Bmen,  H. 
Buckler.  Sir  E. 
Barrel!,  Sir  P. 
Cvtwright,  F. 
CaTr,  It.  bon.  S. 
Cnwler,  C.  £, 


{Hat  31,  1869} 


Vandetoor,  Oolooel 
Vemer,  Sir  II. 
Villler(,K.haii.C.P. 
Vi.inii,  A.  r. 
Vivinh.  H.  H. 
Vlfian.  Cap.  hn.J.C.ff. 
Walter,  J. 
Wedderhum,  Sir  D. 
Weguelin,  T.  H. 
Welle,  W. 
Weat,  II.  W. 
Weitheftil.  J.  V.  B. 
Whatmon,  J. 
Wliiibreair,  S. 
White,  hon.  Cap.  C. 
White,  J. 
Whitaell,  J. 
Whilworth,  T. 
Wllliame,  D. 
Wiiliami,  W. 
Willianvion,  Sir  H, 
Willynnia,  E.  W.  B. 
Wineflpld,  Sir  0. 
Winterbotham,  H.  S.  P. 
Woode,H. 
Young,  A.  W. 
Toung,  Q. 


Cecil,  Lord  E.  H.  B.G. 
Chaplin,  H. 
Clinrre^  W.  T. 
Child.  Sirs. 

Col.  hon.  O.  W. 


Clo* 
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Cole,  Col.  hon.  H.  A. 
Collina,  T. 
Oorbett.  Colonel 
Cormnoe,  F.  S. 
Corrr.rt.  hon.  IT.  T.  L. 
Courtennr,  Viicount 
C  rich  ton,  Viioouttl 
Croft,  Sir  U.O,D. 
CroH,  R.  A. 
Cabitt,  G. 
Curion,  Vitcount 
DalrjnupU,  C. 
Daliroy.  M.  R. 
Damer,  Capt.  Dawton- 
Davenport,  W.  B. 
Daveon.  R.  P. 
DoGrej.bon.T. 
Deniaon,  C.  H. 
Diokaon,  Mnjor  A.  G, 
Dimednle,  R. 
Disraeli,  rt.  hon.  B. 
Oo«deB«el1,  W.  E. 
Drmi.  J.  S.  W.  S.  E. 
Dunoombe,  bon.  Col, 
Dn  P<«,  C.  G. 
Djott,  Ool.  R. 
Ejiilwick,  E.  B. 
Eaton,  U.W. 
Eforton,  hon.  A.  F. 
Egerton,  R,  0. 
Egerlon,  Sir  P.  G. 
Egertoo,  boo.  W. 


Elcbo,  Lord 
Klliot,  G. 

Blphinilone,SirJ.D.E, 
Feihien,  H,  M. 
Fellowe*.  E. 
Finlden,  I. 
Fiegina,  J, 
Finch,  G.  H. 
Flojer,  J. 
Forde,  Colonel 
Foreeter,  n.  hoD.  Gen. 
Fowler,  R.  N. 
Galirnj,  ViMMMtnt 
Garliei,  Lord 
Gii[Nn,  Col. 
Goldner,  O. 
Goooh,  Sir  D. 
Gore,  J.  R.  0. 
Grant,  Colonel  bon.  J. 
Gravea,  S.  R. 
Grnjr,  Lieut  .-colonel 
Greene,  E. 
Gregorj,  G.  B. 
Gumt,  A.  E. 
Gurnejr,  rt.  boo.  K. 
Hrnnbro,  C. 
Hamilton,  Lord  C. 
Hflinilton,  LonI  Q. 


1,1.  T. 


Kami  Icon,  Mnrqnen  of 
Ilardr,  rt.  bon.  G. 
Ilardj,  J. 
Ilardr,  •!'  &- 
tienler,  rt,  hon.  J.  W. 
Hoaniker  •  Major,  bon. 

J.M. 
Honrj,  J.  S, 
Iloi'bert,  rt.bon.Oen.P. 
Ilermon,  E. 
Ilerver,  Urd  A.  □.  C. 
Ileskelh,  Sir  T.  G. 
Ilejenig,  SirF.W. 
Hlck,J. 

Ilildrard,  T.  B.  T. 
Hill,  A.  9. 
Hoare,  P.M. 
Hollord,  R.  S. 
ITolmeadale,  Tiiconnt 
Bolt,  J.  M. 
Hood,  Captain  ban.  A. 

W.  A.  K. 
Hope,  A.  J.  B.  B 
tlombr,  B.  K. 
Uowee,  E. 

Hunt,  rt.  hon.  G.  W 
Hut  ton,  J. 
Ingram.  H.  F,  M. 
Jnckion,  R.  W. 
Jerria,  Colonel 
Johntton,  W. 
Junei,  J. 

Kav.inngh,  A.  MaoM. 
Kekewich,  S.  T. 
Keown,  W. 
Knight,  F.  W. 
Knightler,  Sir  R. 
Knoi.  Don.  Col.  S. 
Lncon,  Sir  B.  H.  K. 

Langton,  W.  fl.  P.  G. 
Lailatt,  W. 


Leah,  Lt. Col.  G.C. 
Legb.  W.  J. 
Lennox,  Lord  G.  O. 
Lennox,  Lord  U.  G. 
Leilie,  C.  P. 
Lidilell,  hon.  11. 0. 
Linda.tr,  Hon.  Col.  0. 
Lindear,  Cot.  R.  L. 
Lopes,  II.  C. 
Lopea,  Sir  M, 


Manners,  Lord  G.  J. 
Manner),  rt.hn.  Lord  J. 

Maroh,  Earl  of 
Mellor,  T.  W. 
Merrick,  T. 
Millei,  hon.  Q.W. 
Milla,  C.  H. 
Miiford,  W.  T. 
Montagu,  rt.hn.ljird  R, 
Montgomerj,  Sir  G.  0. 
Morgan,  C.  0. 
Horgnn,han  Mnjor 
Ilowbriir,  n.  hon.J.R. 
Ksnlle-arrnrille,  R. 
Newdegate,  C.  H. 
Newport,  Viacount 
North,  Colonel 
Northcote,  rt.  bon.  Sir 

S   H. 
O'Neill,  hon.  E. 
Paget,  R.  H. 
Pnklngion,  rt.  hn.Sir  J. 
P.-ilk,  Sir  L. 
Piilmer,  Sir  R, 
Parker,  Major  W. 
Patten,  rt.  hon.  Col.  W. 
Peek,  II.  ST. 
Pell,  A, 

I'emberton,  E.  L. 
Peroj,  E.irl 
Pbippa,  C.  P. 
Powell,  W. 
Raikea,  U.  C. 
Read,  C.  S. 
Bidlej,  M.  W, 
Round.  J. 
Roraton,  VtseouDt 
Sandon,  Viscount 
SaundcrsDO,  E. 
Selater-Boolh,  G. 
Sconrfleld.  J.  11. 
Selwin  -Ibbetsoa,    Sir 

H.J. 
Sermour.  Q.  H. 
Shirler.  S.  E. 
Sidabottom,  J. 
Simond).  W.  B. 
Smith,  A. 
Smith,  F.  C. 
Smith,  R. 
Smiib,  S.  O. 
Smith,  W.  II. 


Stanlcr,  Hon.  F. 
Slnnlej,  Lord 
Starhio.  J.  P.  0. 
Stopford,  S.  G. 
Strongs.  Sir  J.  H, 
Stun,  H.  G. 

[mrdBtadmf. 


StmiunuBiU— 


Shut,  Lt.  CdI.  S. 

Wribr.W.  E. 

SjkM,   C. 

Wethered,  T.  0. 

Tribal.  J.  G. 

T«rlor.rt.boD.Col. 

Vbitmare,  H. 

ThyDne.  Lord  H.  F. 

Willumi,  0.  H. 

T^f.W. 

WillUmi,  F.  U. 

TolleiMohe,  J. 

WiloM*,  H. 

Tmor,  Lord  A.  E.  H. 

Winn.  E. 

Tnrner.  C. 

WiM.  H.  0. 

Tamor,  E. 

Wright,  ColoMd 

Tuoo,  J. 

Vrndhwn,  hon.  P. 

VeniBr,  E.  W. 

■Wjnn.  Sir  W.  W. 

Vicken,  S. 

WjnD,  C.  W.  W. 

Wtlksr,  M^  G.  G. 

Walpole.  hoD.  F. 

TILLIU. 

■W»lpole.  rt-hon.S.H 

Noel,  G.  J. 

W>Uh,hc.D.  A. 

Djk.,  W.  H. 

■W»Wrtouw,  S. 

IfiuiL  Question  put,  and  agretd  to. 
Bill  read  the  third  time,  aadpautd. 


JOINT  STOCE  ODUPAHIEB  ASOAKQEUZNT 
BILL. 
On  Motion  of  Mr.  Hikst  B.  Sribidut,  Bill 
to  r*oUlute  ComproDiins  and  Amngementi  b«- 
tireeo  Orediton  and  Sharsbolden  of  Joint  Stock 
Campania*  in  Liquidatioo,  ordtrtd  to  be  brought 
in  b;  Mr.  Hmni  B.  SnmuDiK  and  Mr,  Seijeant 

BUi'tmmtKaI,  and  read  the  lint  lime.  [BUI  1 10.] 


HOUSE    OP    LORDS, 

TMtday,  UtJunt,  1869. 

jnNTITES.J— PtTBuo  Bim— fVrrt  Rtoding— 
ETiden«e  Amendment' (110);  Iriih  Churoh* 

(109). 

i  iZemftf^— Stuoariei  <98). 


(109). 
SteondB 


STANNARIES  BILL-<Ne. 
(ITie  Lord  Fortman.) 
BEOOHD    BlUsniO. 


Order  of  tho  Day  for   the   Seoond 
Beading,  read. 

Lord  FOBTMAIT,  in  moring  that 
the  Bill  be  no^  read  the  Becond  time, 
said,  its  object  'vas  to  amend  the  law 
relating  to  mining  in  Cornwall  and 
facilitate  arrangements  for  working  the 
existing  system.  The  distress  which  ex- 
isted in  the  mining  districts  of  Cornwall, 
and  which  had  led  to  the  emigration  of 
a  considerable  number  of  miners,  had 
induced  the  consideration  of  a  variety 
of  remedies  with   a  view  of  rO'inTigtH 
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rating  tiie  mining  interest.  This  mea- 
sure IS  one  of  them,  and  as  the  Cornish- 
men  know  well  what  is  best  for  tiieir  in- 
terest, and  earnestly  support  this  BUI, 
he  (Lord  Fortman)  could  eafely  advise 
their  Lordships  to  pass  it.  It  was  only 
due  to  the  inhabitants  of  that  great  county 
to  state  that,  in  spite  of  the  great  pressure 
to  which  they  had  been  subjected,  they 
had  refused  to  solicit  any  extraneovia 
aid,  and  had,  within  their  own  borders, 
raised  all  the  funds  necessary  to  meet 
the  emergency.  They  were,  therefore, 
entitled  to  the  utmost  consideration  of 
Parliament,  and  they  looked  forward 
with  hope  to  the  future  on  account  of 
having  discovered  a  means  of  working 
the  ore  more  cheaply,  and  of  having 
also  discovered  large  lodes  of  tin  where 
it  could  least  have  been  expected — 
for  hitherto  tin  had  been  found  above 
the  copper ;  but,  the  latter  having  been 
worked  through,  tin  had  been  found 
below  it,  and  was  likely  to  prove  exceed- 
ingly vtduable.  It  had  seemed  deeira- 
ble  that  there  should  be  greater  facili- 
ties given  for  improving  the  "  cost- 
book  "  system,  being  that  by  which 
the  mines  were  jwincipally  worked. 
Under  this  system  a  body  of  neigh- 
bours put  their  funds  ti^ether  and 
worked  a  mine  at  their  own  expense, 
the  accoimts  being  adjusted  at  monthly 
or  quarterly  meetings;  but  in  course 
of  tune,  many  of  those  shtires  had  be- 
come the  property  of  persons  living  in 
all  parts  of  the  world,  rendering  it  very 
difficult  to  enforce  the  calls  which  were 
necessary  for  the  working  of  the  mine. 
Uoreover,  whereas  formerly  sixteen 
shares  was  the  usual  number,  and  lat- 
terly 200  had  not  been  un&equent,  now 
6,000  or  7,000  are  more  usual,  and  the 
holders  are  scattered  all  over  the  world. 
It  was,  therefore,  proposed  to  apply  the 
Law  of  Partnership  m  such  a  way  as 
would  facilitate  ttie  working  of  the 
"coat-book"  system.  The  latter  part  of 
the  Bill  had  been  suggested  by  the 
Vice  "Warden  of  the  Court  of  Stannaries, 
Mr.  Smirke,  who  deserved  great  credit 
for  the  pains  he  had  taken  to  carry  on 
the  business  of  the  court  in  a  most  satis- 
factory manner.  He  (Lord  Portxaan) 
could  have  wished  that  the  BID  had  been 
placed  in  the  hands  of  one  of  the  Law 
Lords,  who  would  have  better  understood 
the  subject  than  he  could  pretend  to  do. 
But  he  had  taken  the  responsibility  as 
the  Oomioh  mine-owners  deeiTed  him. 


..CoCH^Ic 


lops     0^  »/  Under  StentMry    { Jmri  1, 

M  "Warden  of  the  Staanariea,  so  to  do. 
He  would  readily  attend  to  any  eugg;ea- 
tion  that  may  be  made  to  him  jkrior  to 
the  going  into  Committee. 

Motion  atp-Md  U;  Bill  read  3*,  and 
committed  to  a  CommittM  of  the  Whole 
House  on  Tuesday  next. 

OFFICE  OF  UNDER  SECRETARY  TO  THE 
LORD  UEUTENANT.— QUESTION. 
Thb  Eabl  of  LONGFORD,  punnant 
to  notioe,  aaked  if  the  recent  appoint- 
ment of  Under  8ea«taiy  to  the  Loid 
Lieutenant  of  Ireland  had  been  made 
aa  a  permanent  appointment,  and  whe- 
ther a  militaiy  commission  was  held  to 
be  a  disqufjification  for  the  office  F 
Doubts  had  been  expressed  as  to  the 
l^opriety  of  making  this  a  permanent 
appointment,  and  his  Question  was 
therefore  put  merely  with  the  view  of 
obtaining  information,  and  not  with 
any  intention  of  raising  a  discussion 
on  Irish  affairs  generally,  or  of  rais- 
ing any  objection  to  the  appointment 
that  had  recently  been  made.  His 
second  Question,  however — whether  a 
mihtary  commission  was  held  to  he  a 
diequaMcation  for  the  office — required 
some  words  of  explanation.  The  late 
Qoremment,  not  long  before  their  re- 
Bignation  of  Office,  nominated  the  late  Sir 
Edward  Wetherall  to  the  post  in  ques- 
tion— an  appointment  very  creditable  to 
themselves,  and  entirely  for  the  ^blic 
interest.  It  did  not,  however,  suit  the 
views  of  a  noisy  party  in  Dublin,  who 
londly  cavilled  against  it ;  and  the  pre- 
sent Oovemment  on  coming  into  Office 
adopted  the  unfavourable  view  of  the 
appointment  th:en  in  oiiculation.  He 
would  not  say,  indeed,  that  they  acted 
at  all  in  concert  with  the  gentlemen  to 
whom  he  had  alladed,  but  their  sym- 
|>athiee  apparently  took  the  same  direc- 
tion. Earl  Spencer,  the  new  Lord  lieu- 
tenant, on  arrivinK  at  Dublin,  frankly 
told  Sir  Edward  ^t  it  was  under  the 
consideration  of  the  Government  whe- 
ther his  appointment  should  be  recog- 
nized. The  Chief  Secretary  for  Ireland, 
however,  took  another  course ;  fbr,  with- 
out any  intimation  to  Sir  Edward,  with 
whom  he  was  at  the  time  in  daily  com- 
munication, ha  opened  a  oorrespondence 
with  the  Commander-in-Chie^  with  the 
view  of  obtaining  military  empbyment 
for  him — even  suggesting  a  command  in 
India  aa  a  convenient  solution  of  the 
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difficulty,  sinoe  it  would  remove  Sir  Ed- 
ward Wetherall  from  Dublin,  and  would 
leave  the  office  at  the  disposal  of  the 
Government.  This  would  have  been 
l^veming  Ireland  according  to  Irish 
ideas ;  for  nothing  could  be  more  in  ac- 
cordance with  ideas  than  the  crea- 
tion of  vacancies  for  the  purpose  of 
fillii^  them  up  with  political  friends. 
He  doubted,  however,  whether  their 
Lordships  would  altogether  approve  such 
a  principle — ^indeed  it  would  only  be  a 
parallel  case  if  the  Under  SoCTetary  at 
the  Home  Office  were  promoted  by  sur- 
prise to  the  judicial  beudi  at  Hong  Eong. 
The  Commander-in-Chief  had,  at  the 
time,  no  means  of  making  the  arrange- 
ment suggested,  and  nothing  iiirther 
was  done ;  but  the  local  press  and  those 
who  inspired  it  continued  to  express 
their  disapproval  of  Sir  Edward's  con- 
tinuance in  Office.  In  March  the  Go- 
vernment, having  an  opportunity  of 
giving  their  opinion,  stated  that  the 
appointment  had  been  regulsj-ly  made 
by  their  predecessors,  who  were  quit« 
competent  to  make  it;  adding,  however, 
that  two  serious  errors  of  judgment  had 
been  committed  —  one  in  the  time  of 
making  the  appointment,  the  other  in 
the  selection  of  a  milita^  ofQcer — and 
that  they  consequently  hdd  themselves 
free  to  provide  some  other  employment 
for  Sir  Edward,  and  c^  upon  hiTn  to 
accept  it.  The  Chief  Secretary,  on  be- 
half of  the  Government,  spoke  in  compli- 
mentary terms  of  Sir  Edward  Wetherall, 
regarding  him  as  quite  blameless,  and 
as  innocently  placed  in  a  false  position 
— though  it  was  difficult  to  imderetaud 
how  a  gentleman  who  had  been  re- 
gularly appointed,  and  who  was  com- 
petent for  ^e  office,  could  be  described 
as  occupying  a  &lse  position.  The 
Chief  Secretary  further  stated  that 
nothing  had  occurred  prejudicial  to  Sir 
Edwam  Wetherall's  character  or  un- 
worthy of  his  high  reputation — a  remark 
in  which  he  (the  Earl  of  Longford) 
quite  agreed ;  but  he  doubted  whether 
as  much  could  be  said  of  all  the  other 
parties  concerned  in  this  business.  The 
present  Government,  it  seemed  to  him, 
had  imported  into  it  quite  as  many  blun- 
ders as  those  they  chaiged  on  their  pre- 
deeeesors ;  for,  if  they  hod  not  dealt  with 
it  in  a  party  spirit,  thoy  had  so  dealt  with 
it  as  to  render  it  difficult  to  distinguish 
between  their  action  in  the  matter  and  a 
pure  par^  proceeding.    When  an  office 
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of  this  kind  was  reg^olarly  filled  up  and 
the  appomtment  completed,  the  person 
appointed  ought  to  have  as  much  title  to 
permaneucj  as  an;  Judge  on  the  Bench. 
Again,  it  was  but  just  that  the  bolder  of 
such  an  office  should  look  with  confi- 
dence for  the  support  of  his  superiors 
in  any  emergency ;  whereas  Sir  Edward 
Wetherall  was  left  to  discharge  the  du- 
ties of  an  important  post  under  notice  to 
Juit,  leaving  the  impression  that  if  any 
iffieulty  arose  he  would  receive  but 
slender  support. ,  He  did  not  say  that 
the  Government  would  have  left  him 
in  the  lurch,  but,  &om  the  language  of 
the  Government,  those  with  ^om  "-  - 
was  dealing  had  that  impression, 
was  not  judicious,  moreover,  to  o 
a  gratuitous  a&ont  to  all  the  members 
of  an  honourable  profession  by  ^o- 
nouneing  a  military  of&cer  of  Sir  Ed- 
ward Wetherall's  capacity  unfit  for 
the  office.  Military  men  were  not  dis- 
posed to  listen  patiently  to  the  asser- 
tion that  they  were  disqualified  for  an 
office  which  had  frequently  been  held 
by  members  of  their  profession.  They 
could  not  claim  any  appointment  outside 
their  commission;  but  they  did  claim 
that  they  should  not  be  pronounced  in- 
eligible for  appointments  for  which  they 
had  hitherto  Deen  considered  competent. 
He  (Lord  Longford)  was  ashamed  to  find 
himself  even  entering  upon  Sir  Edward 
Wetherall's  qualifications  for  such  an 
office ;  but  he  might  shortly  mention 
that,  in  addition  to  a  distinguished  mili- 
tary career,  during  which  he  successMly 
directed  several  administrative  depart- 
ments, ho  hod  completed  the  two  years 
course  of  study  at  l^e  senior  department 
at  Sandhurst,  and  had  lately  resided  for 
five  years  in  Dublin,  with  an  office  in 
Dubhn  Castle  almost  as  much  of  a  civil 
OS  a  military  ciiaracter,  which  constantly 
brought  Mm  into  communication  with  the 
Government.  This,  at  least,  ought  to  have 
protected  hi'm  &om  being  represented 
aa  almost  an  incumbrance  to  the  Ldsh 
Government.  The  Qovemment  having 
declared  themselves  at  liberfy  to  remove 
him — an  intention  which,  if  challenged, 
they  might  have  carried  out — he  had 
refrained  from  bringing  forward  the 
question,  lest  he shouldlprecipitate an ' 


o  Sir  Edward  Wetherall  and  an 
injury  to  the  public  interest;  but  the 
calamity  which  had  deprived  himself 
and  many  others  of  so  esteemed  and 
Talued  a  Friend  had  enabled  him  to  call 
The^rlo/LongfuTi 
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attention  to  this  breach  of  the  prinraples 
of  good  government  and  good  uith,  and 
to  protest  against  its  standing  on  record 
as  a  Ministerial  statement  that  such  an 
appointment  was  "  a  serious  error  of 
judgment." 

LoKD  DTTNSAirrsaid,  he  did  notques- 
tion  the  right  of  Her  Majesty's  Govern- 
ment to  make  such  appointments  or  such 
changes  of  appointments  as  they  might 
think  for  the  advantage  of  the  public 
service ;  but  he  thought  it  would  hare 
been  better  had  the  Prime  Minister 
acted  on  the  nuudm — "  Do  what  is  right, 
but  do  not  give  your  reasons;"  for  it 
might  turn  out  that  though  the  thing 
done  was  right,  the  reasons  given  might 
he  so  unsatisfactory  as  to  give  rise  to  a 
suspicion  of  the  motives ;  and,  in  this 
case,  the  reason  given  for  disapproving 
the  appointment  —  namely,  mat  Sir 
Edwanl  Wetherall  was  a  military  man 
— was  so  insufficient  as  naturally  to  ex- 
cite suspicion  of  something  behind.  He 
would  remind  the  House  that  among 
the  many  other  qualifications  a  militaijr 
man  possessed  for  filling  an  office  satis- 
factorily was,  that  be  had  learned  both 
how  to  command  and  how  to  obey,  and 
was,  moreover,  generally  animated  by 
a  very  strong  sense  of  duty.  It  had 
been  represented  as  undesirable  to  moke 
a  military  appointment  in  Ireland  ;  but, 
as  an  Inshmon,  he  believed  there  was 
no  more  prominent  trait  in  the  Irish 
character  tiion  their  military  genius,  and 
their  liking  for  military  appointments. 
The  objection  was  the  more  strange, 
too,  in  this  case,  inasmuch  as  Genmd 
Sii-  Thomas  Larcom  had  filled  this  very 
office  of  Under  Secretary  for  fifteen 
years,  and  another  military  man  pre- 
viously held  it  with  the  approbation  of 
the  whole  Liberal  party.  People  in 
Ireland,  not  accepting  the  alleged  reason, 
naturally  believed  that  a  certain  gentle- 
man who  was  wholly  unobjectionable, 
being,  no  doubt,  a  veiy  capable  man, 
was  to  be  Sir  Edward  Wetherall's  sue- 
oesBOr;  and  if  asked  the  reason  why, 
the  answer  was  because  he  was  a  Bo- 
mau  Catholic.  Now,  he  shonld  be  eony 
to  say  that  Boman  Catholics  ought  not 
to  be  appointed  to  high  offices  in  Ire- 
land, for  his  nearest  rations  and  some 

his  beet  friends  were  members  of  that 
Church ;  but  this  office  was  a  very  im- 
portant one,  aa  was  shown  by  the  com- 
mon saying,  which,  like  other  sayings, 
though  possibly  exaggerated,  oontsined 
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much  tmth — "  The  Government  of  Ire- 
land meass  Larcom  and  the  police." 
Ireland  was,  to  a  great  extent,  governed 
by  the  Under  Secretary,  and  this  'was 
a  reason  why  a  nulitaiy  man  was  the 
least  objectionable,  for  he  was  not  gene- 
rally so  much  connected  with  a  particu- 
lar party  as  civilians ;  and,  while  know- 
ing now  to  obey,  there  was  one  kind  of 
obedieooe  to  which  he  was  not  much 
disposed — obedience  not  to  lawful  su- 
periors, but  to  those  who  set  up  a  claim 
to  authority  and  control.  It  would  be 
an  objection  to  a  man  having  the  direc- 
tion of  the  police,  that  he  was,  to  a  cer- 
tain extent,  in  the  hands,  not  of  Her 
Majesty's  Oovenunent,  but  of  the  Bo- 
man  hierarchy,  and  an  occasion  might 
arise  to-morrow — and  it  was  very  liiely 
to  arise  in  July  —  when  impartiali^, 
fimmess,  and  moderation  on  the  part  of 
the  police  might  save  the  country  &om 
much  bloodshed.  Some  time  a^  there 
was  a  little  election  row  in  Dublin,  the 
offenders  being  undergraduates  and  stu- 
dents at  the  TTniversity,  and  the  police, 
after  receiving  considerable  provocation, 
made  an  onslaught  on  them.  This  affair 
caused  much  discussion,  and  the  remark 
was  made  that  all  the  Ihiblin  police 
were  Soman  Catholics.  This  was  in- 
deed the  fact,  though  he  would  sot  say 
they  were  wanting  in  temper  or  discre- 
tion;  but  this  instance  showed  how 
easily  suspicion  arose ;  and  the  police 
might  be  Milled  upon  to  act  in  Orange 
demonstrations  in  the  North — ^which  no 
one  deprecated  more  than  himself — in 
which  case  the  instructionH  issued  by 
the  Under  Secretary,  though  perfectly 
proper,  might  lead  to  much  misconcep- 
tion. In  Ireland  the  authority  of  Lords 
Xiieutenaot  and  local  magistrates  had, 
to  a  great  extent,  been  superseded,  there 
remained  only  the  action  of  the  stipen- 
diary magistrates  and  of  the  police,  un- 
der the  Under  Secretary.  Ho  had  no 
doubt  the  Government  luid  appointed  a 
veiy  good  man ;  but  he  regretted  that 
they  liad  contemplated  the  removal  of 
BO  excellent  an  officer  as  Sir  Edward 
Wetherall,  though  he  would  give  them 
credit  for  having  a  better  reason  than 
that  which  they  had  given. 

Earl  GEANVHiLE  swd,  he  objected 
to  the  statement  of  the  noble  Earl  (the 
Earl  of  Longford)  that  it  was  usu^  to 
create  vacancies  in  order  to  fill  them 
with  political  friends.  [The  Earl  of 
LoNOFOHD  denied  that  he  had  said  that.] 

VOL.  CXOVI.  [thibd  esRise.] 
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The  Government  had  adopted  the  usual 

course  in  this  case ;  and  it  was  competent 
for  them,  acting  for  the  pnbHc  good,  to 
remove  any  officer.  The  noble  Earl 
asked  whether  this  appointment  was  a 
permanent  one?  He  (Earl  Granville) 
answered,  yes,  though  not  exactly  in  the 
sense  understood  by  the  noble  EarL 
The  noble  Earl  had  argued  that  the  late 
much-regretted  Under  Secretary  had  the 
same  right  to  his  of&ce  that  a  Judge 
had;  but  for  his  own  part  ho  (Earl 
Granville)  held  any  civil  servant  might 
for  any  grave  reason  be  removed  by  a 
Minister  of  the  Crown,  acting  on  his  own 
re^>onsibili^  and  for  the  public  good. 
With  regard  to  the  noble  Earl's  second 
Question,  whether  a  mUitaiy  commission 
was  held  to  be  a  disquwification  for 
holding  this  office,  he  had  to  say  that  it 
was  certainly  not  a  disqualification.  The 
objection  to  the  gentleman  whose  loss 
was  so  much  to  be  regretted  was  that, 
although  a  most  distinguished  and  gal- 
lant soldier  and  the  son  of  a  gallant  sol- 
dier, he  had  not  that  knowledge  of  Irish 
civU  business  which  made  him  fit  for  the 
particular  office  for  which  he  was  se- 
lected. Not  a  word  had  been  said 
against  his  character  or  reputation  as  a 
soldier  ;  but  it  was  felt  that  one  of  the 
most  difficult  posts  in  Ireland  required  a 
person  of  great  experience  in  civil  ad- 
ministration, and  not  one  who  had  chieSy 
devoted  himself  to  the  militair  profession. 
He  had  not  before  heard  of  the  saying 
that  "the  Government  of  Ireland  was 
I^rcom  and  the  police ; "  but  he  was 
quite  sure  that  was  not  the  right  mode 
of  governing  Ireland,  and  that  it  was  by 
other  means  than  mere  police  adminis- 
tration that  we  must  undertake  to  govern 
that  country  satisfactorUy.  There  had 
been  no  better  Under  Secretaries  than 
Colonel  Dnimmond  and  Sir  Thomas 
Larcom,  both  of  whom  were  officers  of 
Engineers — a  corps  from  which  a  great 
number  had  been  selected  te  fill  civil 
offices — and  both  of  them  having  been 
long  employed  in  civil  services  m  Ire- 
land, were  intimately  acquainted  with 
the  country.  The  late  lamented  Under 
Secretary,  on  the  other  hand,  had  had 
no  period  of  civU  service,  and  though  he 
should  he  sorry  to  disparage  his  merits 
as  a  soldier,  the  Government  did  not 
think  him  the  proper  person  for  a  diffi- 
cult civil  position. 

The  Eart,  oe  DERBY  said,  he  saw 

no  reason  to  complain  of  the  speech  of 

2  H  „glc 
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the  noble  Eail  (Earl  Qrauville},  or ' 
to  object  to  tlie  principle  Ke  bad  laid 
down — that,  the  office  being  in  its  nature 
a  permanent  one,  it  was  not  competent 
for  the  Qovernment  to  diamias  the  bolder 
of  it  except  for  some  cause  of  unfitness. 
That  principle,  however,  ran  counter  to 
the  proposition  which  he  even  now  ap- 
peared inclined  to  support — that  they 
irould  have  been  justifiea  in  setting  aside 
the  appointnient,  because  the  gallant 
officer  had  had  no  previous  experience 
of  civil  basinees.  In  justice  to  nie  right 
hon.  Friend  who  was  at  the  time  CMef 
Secretary  (Colonel  Wilson-Patten),  be 
was  bound  to  say  there  was  a  most 
anxious  desire  to  appoint  not  only  a 
person  fully  qualified,  but  a  person 
against  whom  on  political  grounds  no 
objection  could  be  taken ;  indeed,  one  of 
the  foremost  men  on  the  hat  of  candi- 
dates was  the  very  Mr.  Burke  who  had 
since  been  appointed,  and  it  was  matter 
of  serious  consideration  whether  his 
claim  should  not  be  preferred  even  to 
Sir  Edward  WetheniB's.  Immediately 
after  bis  death  a  very  prominent  member 
of  the  Liberal  party  called  on  his  right 
hon.  Friend  and  said — "I  hope  from  ttiis 
time  the  question  of  Sir  Edward  We- 
therall's  competency  will  be  entirely 
dropped  and  the  case  forgotten ;  because 
I  am  bound  to  say  that,  having  since 
the  appointment  had  constant  means  of 
communication  with  him,  I  never  found 
B  man  with  whom  it  was  so  satisfactory 
to  deal,  or  who  discharged  the  duties  of 
his  high  office  so  entirely  to  the  satis- 
faction not  only  of  his  friends  but  of  Ms 
opponents."  He  did  not  feel  at  liberty 
to  state  the  name ;  but  this  gentleman 
was  a  strong  poHtical  opponent  of  the 
late  Government.  He  thought  the  noble 
Earl  had  sufBciently  answered  the  ques- 
tion as  to  the  disqualification  of  military 
men  for  the  office  by  a  reference  to  Sir 
Thomas  Larcom  and  Colonel  Drummond ; 
and  he  himself  could  go  a  little  further 
hack,  for  when  Chief  Bccretaiy  for  Ire- 
land the  person  who  held  the  office  of 
Under  Secretary  was  Sir  William  Ooaset. 
Indeed,  the  preaent  was  the  firstoccaaion 
aince  1831  on  which  a  civilian  had  been 
appointed. 

ViscouKT  HALIFAX :  There  was  Sir 
Thomas  Redington. 

The   Earl  of   DEEBY  said,   there 

had  at  nny  rate  been  three  military  men 

who  had  in  recent  times  held  the  office. 

He  had  felt  it  due  to  the  memory  of  Sir 

Hm  Rtrl  of  Dtrby 
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Edward  Wetherall  to  say  thus  much  to 
show  that  he  was  not  undeserving  of 
the  appointment,  and  that  it  was  not 
made  &om  political  motives,  hut  after 
due  consideration,  and  willi  a  desire  to 
find  not  only  the  man  most  fitted  bat 
one  to  whom,  in  the  event  of  a  change 
of  Qovemment,  which  then  appearad 
probable,  the  present  Administration 
could  not  have  tiie  slightest  reason  for 
objecting. 

Lons  CE  BOS  felt  bound  to  bear 
testimony  to  Sir  Edward  Wetherall'a 
distinguished  services,  his  career  havinff 
commenced  under  his  own  command. 
The  late  Lord  Hardlnge,  when  appointed 
Chief  Secretary,  liad  had  no  experience 
of  Irish  afiaira,  but  his  natural  ability 
for  business  very  soon  made  him  per- 
fectly qualified,  and  no  man  oould  hav« 
discharged  the  office  better. 

REMOVAL  OP  HDNICIPAL  MAGIS- 
TRATES.—ftU  ESTION. 

E&Bi.  GREY :  On  rising  to  ask  my 
noble  Friend  the  Secretary  of  StatA  for 
the  Colonies,  Whether  it  is  the  intention 
of  Her  Uajesty'e  Government,  during 
the  present  Session,  to  submit  to  Par- 
liament any  measure  to  TO^>vide  for  re- 
moving &om  municipal  offices,  to  which 
magisterial  functions  are  attached,  per- 
sons who  may  have  been  guilty  of  mis- 
conduct ?  I  need  hardly  say  that  X  have 
been  influenced  by  -whki  has  recently  oc- 
curred with  regard  to  the  late  Kayor  of 
Cork.  Tour  Lordships  will  remember 
that  this  person  had  so  conducted  him- 
self as  to  lead  to  an  almost  universal 
conviction  in  this  country  that  he  could 
not  be  allowed  to  retain  hie  office,  and 
in  virtue  of  it  administer  the  law  as  a 
magistrate,  without  great  jmblio  scandal : 
but  the  Government,  shanngthat  general 
conviction,  found  there  was  no  way  of 
meeting  the  scandal  except  by  bringing 
in  a  BiU  for  the  removal  <KrUr.  O'Sulh van 
from  his  office.  Now,  I  am  not  sure  that 
the  passing  of  that  Bill  would  not  have 
been  almost  a  greater  evil  than  the  con- 
fessed^ great  evil  of  allowing  him  to  re- 
tain office.  Bills  of  Pains  and  PcnaJdes 
are  in  the  highest  degree  objectionable. 
It  is  now  above  a  centuiy  aince  any  such 
measure  has  been  pasaed  by  Parliament, 
and  I  should  have  been  eony  to  see  so 
bad  a  precedent  revived;  fiir  we  all 
know  that  a  measure  of  that  kind, 
though  passed  for  very  strong  i 
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is  too  apt  to  become  s>  precedent,  and 
that  a  Bad  precedent  once  estabUslied 
it  has  a  tenaonof  to  become  more  and 
more  freq^uent,  and  to  lead  to  very  great 
abuse.  For  that  reason  I  was  of  o^nion 
that  to  have  recourse  to  a  BUI  of  Paine 
and  Penalties  was  in  the  bighest  degree 
dangerous  to  tbe  liberties  of  the  coun- 
try. Fortunatoly  the  Government  were 
saved  fkim  the  great  misfortune  of  hav- 
ing either  to  submit  a  Bill  of  Fains  and 
Penalties,  or  to  allow  tbo  late  Uajra  of 
Cork  to  remain  in  office,  by  hia  moat 
properly  and  judiciously  resigning  the 
office  which  he  held.  Now,  however, 
that  the  question  is  entirely  disencum- 
bered of  all  personal  concdderatlons,  it 
appears  to  me  to  be  desirable  to  con- 
Bider  whether  some  means  should  not 
be  taken  to  prevent  our  being  again 
placed  in  the  position  of  having  to  choose 
between  two  such  evils.  There  are  se- 
veral municipal  offices  the  holding  of 
which  gives  the  right  of  acting  as  a 
magistrate,  and  those  I  believe  are  the 
only  officers  in  the  kingdom  concerned 
in  the  administration  of  justice  fchom 
there  is  no  recognized  means  of  re- 
moving if  guilty  of  misconduct.  With 
regard  to  me  highest  judicial  officers, 
the  Judges  of  the  land,  an  Address 
from  both  Houses  of  Parliament  to 
the  Crown  affords  a  means  of  removing 
them ;  those  who  are  put  in  the  Com- 
mission of  the  Peace  by  the  authority 
of  the  Crown  can  be  removed  by  the 
flame  authority,  if  sufficient  cause  be 
shown;  but  those  who  become  magis- 
trates by  election  to  mujudpal  offices 
cannot  be  got  rid  of  in  either  of  those 
modes.  The  question  may  now  be  dealt 
with  with  penect  calmness  and  impar- 
tiality; and  though  an  Address  by  both 
Houses  of  Parliament  is  far  too  cumbrous 
a  machinery  to  be  adopted — for  it  is  not 
proper  that  the  time  of  Parliament  should 
bo  occupied  with  such  matters — the  Go- 
vernment may  easily  discover  a  plan 
which,  without  being  open  to  abuse, 
would  provide  for  the  removal  of  ma- 
gistrates guilty  of  grave  misconduct. 

Tke  lord  CHANCELLOE  :  1  hope 
the  noble  Earl  will  not  think  it  discour- 
teous if  I  answer  the  Question  which  he 
has  addressed  to  my  noble  Friend  (the 
Secretary  for  the  Colonies).  It  is  impos- 
sible that  such  an  event  as  that  which 
has  recently  occurred  should  not  have 
attracted  the  attention  and  consideration 
of  the  Government,  and  I  am  not  sui- 
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prised  that  the  noble  Earl  should  think 
it  right  to  ask  what  are  our  intentions 
in  the  matter?  Now,  I  believe  that  the 
old  adage  with  reference  to  judicial  ad- 
ministration is  equally  applicable  to  legis- 
lation— "  Hard  cases  make  bad  law" — 
and  a  course  of  procedure  founded  on 
individual  or  even  local  instances  of  mis- 
conduct would  be  a  systom  open  to  the 
same  objection.  It  is  not  desirable  to 
l^slate  upon  the  spur  of  any  individual 
or  local  miscarriage  which  surpasses  the 
usual  limits  for  which  the  law  has  pro- 
vided. I  may  cite  an  instance  which 
will  show  that  it  is  not  desirable  to  act 
hastily  in  matters  of  this  description. 
Some  years  ago,  when  the  conspiracy  of 
Orsini  occurred,  it  was  felt  to  be  a  ^oea 
abuse  of  the  hospitality  afforded  bv  Eng- 
land to  men  of  all  countries,  who  are 
obliged  from  political  causes  to  take 
re^ge  here,  and  there  was  a  general 
feeling  of  indignation ;  the  Government 
of  the  day  shared  in  the  general  feeling, 
and  their  first  suggestion  was  to  bring 
a  Bill  intended  to  remedy  the  evil  under 
the  consideration  of  Farhament.  It 
passed  the  first  and  second  readings; 
but,  after  a  very  able  address  from  a 
noble  Earl  (Earl  EusseU),  the  House  of 
Commons  thought  it  unadvisable  to  pro- 
ceed with  it,  and  to  this  day  no  measure 
has  been  passed  on  the  subject.  That 
was  a  case  of  individual,  now  take  the 
case  of  local  agitation.  Only  last  night 
your  Lordships  were  engaged  in  repeal- 
ing Acts  which  were  passed  on  the  spur 
of  local  agitetion  and  local  alarm,  when 
a  great  deal  of  excitement  existed  with 
regard  to  political  offences.  They  were 
Acts  of  a  very  serious  character,  and  it 
was  singular  that  they  should  have  re- 
mained so  long  unrepealed.  We  were 
rather  taunted  by  the  noble  and  learned 
Lord  (Lord  Cairns)  for  having  put  them 
in  execution  on  an  emergency  which 
had  occurred,  though  on  the  whole  we 
thought  it  desirable  that  they  should  be 
repealed.  This  shows  the  desirableness 
of  taking  time  to  consider  questions  of 
this  sort ;  and,  without  pledging  the  Go- 
vernment to  propose  any  legislation,  I 
may  state  that  the  subject  will  be  deli- 
berately considered.  It  is  not  altogether 
BO  simple  a  matter  as  the  noble  Earl 
seems  to  suppose.  The  soble  Earl  has 
correctly  stated  that  the  difficulty  exists 
only  in  the  case  of  persons  who  become 
magistrates  by  virtue  of  their  being 
elected  to  a  municipal  office.  Well, 
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there  is  the  great  Corporation  of  the  Citj 
of  London,  who  have  always  had  the 
right  of  electing  its  Aldoimen,  who 
thereupon  become  magistratea  for  life ; 
and  from  the  time  of  the  Conqueet 
downwards  no  occasion,  as  fax  as  I  am 
aware,  has  arisen  for  removing  an 
Alderman  foi-  misconduct  parallel  to  the 
case  of  the  late  Mayor  of  Cork.  Tinder 
the  Corporation  Act,  moreover,  borougliB 
are  entitled  to  elect  mayors,  who  thereby 
become  magistrates  for  their  year  of 
office  and  the  ensuing  year ;  and  that  Aot 
has  now  been  in  force  thirty-four  years, 
and  up  to  this  recent  case  there  has  been 
no  complaint  of  the  working  of  the  Act 
either  in  England  or  Ireland.  This  is, 
therefore,  an  individual  and  very  excep- 
tional case.  We  have  to  consider  bow 
far  it  would  bo  desirable  that  these 
officers,  elected  by  their  fellow-towns- 
men, should  be  subject  to  control  by  the 
Crown,  which  control  might  create  a  not 
unreasonable  jealousy  on  the  part  of  the 
electors.  A  coroner,  it  is  true,  is  sub- 
ject to  removal  for  misconduct ;  but  that 
office  b  one  of  a  peculiar  character,  and 
is  distinct  &om  the  administration  of 
justice,  he  being  an  officer  of  the  Crown, 
though  elected  by  the  county.  Under 
these  circumstances  the  best  course  for 
the  Qovemment  is  to  avoid  hasty  legis- 
lation, in  consequence  of  one  case  of  mis- 
conduct— for  it  would  not  be  veiy  ac- 
ceptable to  the  various  corporations  that 
they  should  be  dealt  with  in  consequence 
of  the  misconduct  of  one  eccentric  indi- 
vidual— and  to  consider  the  matter 
maturely  without  reference  to  any  in- 
dividual. 

The  Eabl  of  BANDON  begged  to 
remind  their  Lordships  that  ttis  was 
not  the  late  Mayor  of  Cork's  first  offence, 
he  having  been  removed  &om  the  Com- 
mission of  the  Peace  for  refusing,  when 
accused  of  having  subscribed  to  Fenian 
funds,  to  offer  any  explanation.  He  was 
afterwards  elected  Mayor  of  Cork,  where 
he  repeated  and  aggravated  bis  offence ; 
for  an  advertisement  appeared  doily  in 
some  of  tho  Irish  newspapers  appealing 
for  aubscrlptlous  to  bo  aaministcred  by 
Mr.  O'SuUivan,  as  treasurer  of  the  fund 
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the  FeoUn  moTemiDt  for  that  tard;  meunn  of 

For  three  months,  during  which  Mr. 
O'Sullivan  held  the  office  of  Mayor  of 
Cork,  the  mnnicipEd  business  of  that  city 
was  involved  in  the  utmost  concision, 
and  was  conducted  in  the  most  improper 
manner ;  and  since  be  had  resigned  tnat 
position  he  had  been  a  pairty  to  this 
advertisement.  What  he  particularly 
wished  to  press  upon  Her  Majesty's  Go- 
vernment was  that  language  such  aa 
this  was  doing  incalculable  miachief  in 
Ireland,  and  be  wished  to  know  whe- 
ther they  had  disavowed  the  statements 
attributed  to  the  Prime  Minister.  Mr, 
O'Sullivan  hod  not  been  silent  since  his 
resignation.  In  a  rooent  speech  be  bad 
said — 

.  uij  man  look  to  ths  meaniDg  oF  Hr. 
I  epeeoh  on  tba  IHih  Cbnrob  question  ie- 
s  l.iat  rortnight.  What  it  the 
ipoMh  t  It  il  tbl>-~that  tba 
to  be  banded  OTcr  to  tbe  poopls 
of  tbe  eountrjF.  [Load  eriet  oj  '  Hear,  hear,' 
and  amtinutd  cAmWi^,]  Wben  MiniaMn  in 
England  give  forth  that  opinion  would  I,  I  Mk 
joa,  be  an  honest  man  if  I  for  one  moment  ilood 
in  the  -vaj  of  the  part;  vbo  >aj  that  Ireland  mmt 
be  goTcrned  Rcoording  to  Irish  idcu,  that  the 
Catholie  moat  be  maitor  In  bia  Own  land,  and 
that  there  must  be  in  Ireland  do  dsnominatloo 
either  of  race  or  creed." 

People  should  not  be  allowed  to  put  for- 
ward these  statements  as  conveying  tbe 
opinions  of  the  Government  unchecked. 
He  might  say  that  of  all  places  in  Ire- 
land the  City  of  Cork  had  the  least 
reason  for  being  disaffectsd.  His  con- 
viction was  that  some  power  should  be 
given  to  tbe  {Jovemment  t«  veto  the 
election  of  certmn  persons  to  municipaJ 
offices,  in  order  to  prevent  the  cMef 
cities  of  Ireland  from  being  left  to  the 
mercy  of  any  injudicious  man  who  might 
happen  to  be  appt^ted. 

BouM  ai^um«d  at  ft  qnariar  paat 

Six  o'olook,  to  Ttaundaj  next, 

balfpMt  Tano'cloek. 


"  Vie  would  itio  remind  those  who  took  upon 

the   proposed  disendowment  of  the   Eitabliihed 

Ohnroh  at  a  boon,  that  BScoriliBg  lo  die  ttatfl- 

mant  of  the  present  Premier  thej  are  indebted  to 

The  Lord  Chaneeller 


3y  Google 


1097        Sriiiih  Coinmhia—  {  Jdme  1,  1869)         Motion /or  Papen. 


HOUSE    OF    COMMONS, 
Tuetday,  lit  Junt,  1869. 

MINUTES.]— SoFFbT—emuuierfd  m  Conunitue 

Setdutioa    [Max    31]  reported — Kicbequer 

Bond*  (£3,300,000). 
Fdblid  BiLU  --  Second  Reading  —  FaorH«lief 

(Ireluid)  Act    (leaS)    AoHiidiiniK *    [111}: 

Oxferd  (JniTenitr  Sututea'  [136]. 
Contidtred   at    amended  —  BmrhontM,    Jui.  ' 

(1 10-141], 
Third   Rtadinff  —  Hartal^    hlnnd    Biihopric* 

[104];  Cattoma  and  InUod  BeraniwDutlM' 

[tSS],  ■Bdj>aM«rf. 

CIVIL  OFFICES  PENSIONS  BILL. 

QTJEaTION. 

Mtt.  FAWCETT  saii  he  would  beg 
to  ask  the  First  Lord  of  the  Treasury, 
Whether  it  will  he  poaaible  for  a  person 
deriving  a  pension,  either  from  ^e  In- 
dian or  Colonial  Bevenues,  at  the  same 
time  to  receive  a  pension  under  the 
Civil  0£Bce8  Pensions  Bill;  and,  if  so, 
whether  it  is  the  intention  of  the  Go- 
vernment to  meet  such  a  case  by  intro- 
ducing &  new  Clause  upon  the  Report  of 
this  Bill? 

Mb.  GLADSTONE,  In  re^ly,  said, 
his  hoQ.  Friend  would  peroeive,  from 
Clause  6  of  the  SiU,  that  its  intention 
was  to  impose  a  stringent  limitation 
upon  the  receipts  of  these  political  pen- 
sions. He  did  not  think  the  restrictions 
in  the  Bill  would  apply  to  Indian  and 
colonial  pensions.  Be  proposed,  there- 
fore, to  re-consider  the  question,  and  to 
insert  a  clause  which  would  be  uniform 
in  its  apphcation,  as  the  circumstances 
connected  with  the  two  cases  were  en- 
tirely different.  He  b^^d,  therefore, 
to  move  the  pos^nement  of  the  Order 
for  Consideration  till  Monday  next. 

TAXES  ON  SERVANTS.— <tl]ESTI ON. 

ViscoiTNT  QALWAT  said,  he  would 

b^  to  ask  Mr.  ChanoeUor  of  the  Exche- 

Juer,  Whether,  under  the  Customs  and 
oland  Eevenue  Duties  Bill,  a  farm  ser- 
vant hying  in  the  house  of  his  employer 
will  be  hable  to  be  taxed  to  the  amount 
of  fifteen  shillings  ? 

The  CHANCELLOR  of  the  EXCHE- 
QUER replied  that  hving  in  the  house 
made  no  difference.  A  farm  servant  or 
labourer  employed  solely  in  that  capa- 
eit;  would  not  make  his  master  liable 
to  the  tax  by  living  in  the  house ;  but 
if  he  were  employed  in  any  of  the  capa- 
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cities  mentioned  in  the  Bill  the  fact 
that  he  was  a  farm  servant  woidd  not 
secure  his  master  exemption. 

TiscoTTST  GALWAY  swd,  he  wished 
to  ask,  Whether  the  farm  servant  living 
in  the  House  would  become  an  under 
gardener  if  he  were  occasionally  em- 
ployed in  the  garden  ? 

^m  CHANCELLOR  of  the  EXCHE- 
QUER said,  that  point  involved  the 
question  of  skilled  labour.  If  the  man 
worked  as  a  gardener  his  master  would 
become  liable ;  if  he  worked  only  as  a 
labourer  no  liability  would  be  incurred. 

BRITISH    COLUMBIA. 
Motion  FOE  PAPBBfi. 

Sir  HARRY  VERNEY  rose  to  call 
attention  to  the  regult  of  the  negotiations 
of  the  Government  with  the  Hudson's 
Bay  Company  and  the  Govenmient  of 
Canada.  The  most  opposite  accounts 
as  to  the  value  of  the  territories  of 
that  Company  are  to  be  found  in  the 
Papers  presented  to  Parliament.  In 
some  it  had  been  stated  that  the  ter- 
ritory between  Lake  Superior  and  the 
Rocky  Mountains  consisted  entirely  of 
uninhabitable  regions  frozen  duringhalf 
the  year,  where  cereals  could  not  grow, 
and  where  settling,  without  costly  protec- 
tion, was  impossible  owing  to  the  enmity 
of  the  Indians ;  but  others,  disinterested 
and  conversant  with  the  facts,  stated 
that  the  country  west  of  Lake  Superior 
was  hkely  to  become  of  very  high  im- 
portance and  value ;  that  large  portions 
of  the  district  were  very  fert3e  and  ca- 

gftble  of  producing  cereals  ;  and  that  the 
adians  wore  friendly,  thanks  to  the  fair 
dealing  of  the  Company,  and  ready  to 
work  for  adequate  remuneration.  The 
approach  to  the  Rocky  Mountains  from 
Litke  Superior  was  said  to  bo  excellent 
— travellers  from  the  East  could  tell 
when  they  had  reached  the  height  of 
land  between  the  Atlantic  and  the 
Pacific  only  by  the  flow  of  the  water 
to  the  West,  so  gradual  was  the  as- 
cent, and  it  would  be  an  easy  thing  to 
make  land  and  water  communication  be- 
tween Lake  Superior  and  the  Rocky 
Mountains.  But  as  these  points  were 
in  dispute  he  desired  to  have  the  autho- 
ritative statement  of  the  Under  Secre- 
tary for  the  Colonies  upon  them.  Up 
to  this  time  there  had  been  a  friendly 
feeling  between  ti^e  Hudson's  Bay 
Company  and  the  Indians,  for  both  had 
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Qit  same  interest,  and  both  desired  that 
the  land  should  be  the  resort  of  the 
trapper  and  the  hunter ;  but  it  was  not 
certain  that  when  Canadians  and  Ame- 
ricans and  our  own  couutrfmen  re- 
sorted there  for  the  purpose  of  settling 
that  the  Indians  would  view  the  new- 
comers witii  favour.  Arrangements 
ought  to  be  made  for  respecting  native 
rights,  and  regulating  their  legal  posi- 
tion and  dealings  with  the  Europeans. 
It  was  cerMvtnat  the  Americans  had 
an  eye  to  the  countiy.  They  had  sent 
Commissioners  thither,  who  had  declared 
that  out  of  the  Hudson's  Bay  territory 
four  or  five  first-class  American  States 
might  be  formed.  It  was  also  alleged 
that  the  Conuuissionere  said  that  it  was 
a  country  worth  fighting  for,  and  had 
made  some  offer  wMch  had  been  enter- 
tained by  the  authorities  of  the  United 
States.  K  the  favourable  reports  which 
had  reached  us  were  true,  tins  vast  ter- 
ritory might  afford  a  solution  of  some  of 
the  difficulties  which  created  anxiety 
among  us  from  time  to  time.  It  was 
stated  ou  high  authori^  that  there  was 
land  in  this  territory  extensive  and  fertile 
enough  to  maintain  a  population  as  large 
as  that  of  England  and  Wales,  and 
that  railway  communication  might  easily 
be  established.  It  was  of  great  import- 
ance that  encouragement  should  be  given 
to  the  commerce  of  Europe  and  Asia 
passing  through  British  territory ;  and 
he  entertained  a  hope  that  we  might 
yet  see  that  country  inhabited  by  an  in- 
dustrious, well  -  conducted  population, 
which  might  spread  the  honour  and  the 
influence  of  England.  There  was  a  class 
of  politicians  who  were  of  opinion  that 
our  colonies  were  of  no  value  to  us.  To 
that  opinion  he  could  not  subscribe. 
He  held  that  they  greatly  enhanced  our 
power,  our  influence,  and  our  abihty  to 
do  good  to  the  world.  Those  who  had 
never  left  their  own  home  were  little 
aware  how  affectionately  the  old  coun- 
try was  viewed  by  some  of  those  who 
had  located  themselves  in  America  and 
other  of  our  possessions,  and  how  j  ealous 
these  people  were  with  regard  to  all 
that  affected  the  honour  and  the  wel- 
ftoe  of  this  country.  He  entertained 
sanguine  hopes  that  rapid  communica- 
tion might  be  established  in  a  short  time 
with  \^couver's  Island  and  with  Bri- 
tish Columbia.  That  district  contained 
a  great  amount  of  mineral  wealth,  but 
in  the  mining  part  sufllcient  fbod  could 

Sir  Harry  Vernejf 
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not  be  grown  for  those  who  arrived 
there.  On  the  one  side  of  the  Eocl^ 
Mountains,  however,  there  were  millioiis 
of  acres  which  might  be  cultivated,  and 
which  would  afford  food  to  those  who 
worked  the  mines  to  the  west.  He 
trusted  the  Government  of  Canada  would 
take  up  this  question  in  the  way  it 
ought  to  be  viewed,  and  that  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  the  Under  Secretary  for 
the  Colonies  would  be  able  to  inform 
the  House  that  the  Parliament  and  Qo- 
vemment  of  Canada,  as  well  as  the  au- 
thorities of  British  Columbia  and  the 
Hudson's  Bay  Company  had  come  to 
some  agreement,  so  that  those  vast  ter- 
ritories might  be  utilized.  He  begged 
to  move  for  any  Papers  on  the  union  of 
British  Columbia  with  the  Dominion  of 
Canada. 

Mb.  E.  N.  FOWLBE,  in  seconding 
the  Motion,  said,  he  would  take  that  op* 
portuni^  of  making  an  appeal  on  behalf 
of  the  Indians  resident  in  the  Hudson's 
Bay  territory.  The  Hudson's  Bay  Com- 
pany had  never  rec<^fnized  the  Indian 
title ;  but  as  they  had  never  been  a  cob- 
nizing  company,  and  had  always  dis- 
couraged colonizafaon,  that  was  not, 
practically,  a  point  of  great  importance. 
The  queetion  now,  however,  was  about 
to  assume  a  different  aspect;  we  were 
going  to  annex  that  country  to  Canada, 
and  we  all  hoped  that  colonization  would 
go  on.  Under  these  circumstances  it 
was  most  important  that  the  question 
affecting  the  Indians  should  he  care&illy 
considered  both  by  the  Home  and  Co- 
lonial Government.  On  this  point  he 
might  quote  Professor  Hinde,  who  said 
that  when  he  asked  an  Ojibhowav  chief 
at  the  Lake  of  the  Woods  whether  he 
would  pennit  one  of  his  tribe  to  guide 
him  tlirough  a  swampy  district,  said — 
"  It  is  haid  to  deny  your  request ;  but 
we  see  how  the  Indians  are  treated  far 
away.  The  white  man  comes,  looks  at 
their  places,  their  trees,  and  their  rivers ; 
others  soon  follow ;  the  lands  of  the  In- 
dians pass  &om  their  hands,  and  they 
have  nowhere  a  home."  Such  was,  he 
could  not  help  thinking,  a  very  natural 
feeling  on  the  part  of  the  Indian ;  look- 
ing at  the  way  in  which  colonization  had 


driven  the  Indians  into  the  fiar  West 
in  other  porta  of  the  American  conti- 
nent. A  Petition  of  Indian  chiefs  was 
presented  to  that  House  in  1660.  The 
mtitioners  complained  that  the  Hudson's 
Bay  Company  had  sold  thair  lauda  in 
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the  valley  of  the  Bed  Kiver  and  the 
Assniboine,  and  they  prayed  the  Houae 
to  take  the  matter  into  its  serious  con- : 
aideratioii ;  to  "  grant  to  them  and  their  \ 
people  the  customary  native  title  to  their  ^ 
lanOB,  and  ordain  faicilities  for  conveying 
the  same  to  each  other,  and  to  Uieir 
children's  children."  The  House  had 
now  an  opportunity  of  anewering  that 
Petition.  He  eameBtly  hoped  that  be- 
fore the  negotiations  which  were  now 
g)ing  on  were  terminated.  Her  Majee^'e 
OTenunent  would  make  due  proTieion 
for  protecting  the  righta  of  the  Indiana, 
^e  question  was  not  rendered  difficult 
by  there  being  a  very  large  number  of 
tliem.  Sir  Qeorge  Simpson,  in  reply 
to  a  question  put  to  him  by  a  Committee 
of  that  House  which  sat  in  1827,  stated 
that  his  estimate  of  their  uumher  was 
5S,570.  Since  that  period  he  under- 
etood  there  had  been  an  emigration  of 
Xndiane  from  the  United  States  into  the 
Hudson's  Bay  territoiy,  and  therefore  the 
number  might  be  fumier  iacreased.  The 
Duke  of  Buckingham,  when  Secretary 
of  State,  in  c»njunctiDn  with  the  right 
hon.  Oeutlemannearhim(Mr.  Adderley), 
contemplated  an  equitable  settlement  of 
the  Indian  title.  InaPaper  dated  the  1st 
of  December  last  the  Doke  of  Bucking- 
ham proposed  that — 

"  Such  liD(l>  ■■  Her  Mkjeitj'i  Goiartinient 
•hall  deem  neceiurj  lo  be  xt  ailde  tor  thii  ttw  of 
lbs  oalira  ludinn  popalatioD  •hall  bs  reicrKil 
allogalhcr  frnni  this  Brranganusnl,  and  (he  Com- 
pany (hull  not  b«  entitled  to  [ha  pajfintnt  of  »nj 
than  of  TBcfipia  or  anj  rojalt.T  tberafrom  or  rigbt 
of  Mlcelion  tbvreof,  under  prcviouiarCLcIsi ;  unleii 
far  tiioh  p.-irt,  irnnjr,  ol  thcBS  I»ndg  ni  mnj  be  np- 
proptlatnl,  »iih  ths  coniant  of  Che  Crown,  to  anj 
oihar  porfiose  tban  that  of  tba  benaflt  of  tha 
Indian  natlxi." 

Canada  had  always  been  honourably 
diatinguished  for  the  course  it  had  taken 
towards  the  Indians,  and  he  did  not 
wish  to  speak  as  distrusting  the  kindly 
intontiona  of  the  Canadian  Government. 
But  in  others  of  our  colonies  and  colonial 
Parliaments  he  feared  there  had  often 
been  a  disposition  not  to  deal  kindly 
towards  the  natives.  He  would  appeal  to 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  (Mr.  Monsell) 
to  ma^e  provision  for  the  protection  of 
the  Indians  before  the  power  over  the 
Hudson's  Bay  territories  passed  altoge- 
ther out  of  the  hands  of  that  House, 
as  that  wasprobably  the  last  occasion  on 
which  the  House  would  have  an  oppor- 
tunity of  discuBSiDg  the  afihirs  of  the 
Hudson's  Say  Company.  OntheSthDe- 
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cember,  1867,  both  Houses  of  the  Cana- 
dian FarUament  forwarded  an  Address 
to  the  Queen,  in  which  they  promise — 

"  That  upon  Ihe  tranifeience  of  iba  territone* 
in  questioa  to  the  Canudiao  Govemmanl,  (be 
oIniiDB  ol  the  IndJKn  trlbri  to  compentallon  far 
landg  nqnimd  for  pnrpoiei  of  tattlcment  will  b« 
conaiderad  and  aeltied  in  aonCorniitT  with  tba 
equiubia  prinriplea  which  have  nniiormij  ni- 
nrned  the  Briti.li  Crown  in  it)  dciJiiigi  with 
the  aborigines." 

He  hoped  Her  Majesty's  Government 
and  the  Canadian  Parliament  would 
carry  out  the  spirit  of  that  address.  On 
this  subject  he  would  read  two  extracto 
&om  a  letter  which  had  been  written  to 
him  by  Mr.  Isbister,  a  gentleman  who 
had  long  been  connected  with  the  Bed 
Biver  Settlement,  but  who  now  resided 
in  this  country,  and  was  the  headmaster 
of  the  Stationers'  School.  That  gentle- 
man was  considered  an  authority  on 
this  question.  He  was  examined  as  a 
witness  before  the  Committee  of  1857, 
and  in  a  former  debate  h'e  had  been 
quoted  as  such  by  no  less  a  person  than 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  opposite  the 
First  Minister  of  the  Crown.  Mr.  labiater 

"  Tha  futidtmanlal  prinoipla  in  the  biatorj  of 
thecoloniution  of  Uanada  ia  Ibol  referred  to  in 
the  Report  of  the  Commigiionen  ippolDted  to  in- 
reiligaia  the  Indian  affair*  of  the  Pro'lnoe  in 
1847 — '  Although  the  Crown  olaima  the  lerrltorial 
eiCata  and  eminent  dcrminion  in  Canada,  aa  in 
olher  of  tha  older  eolontea,  it  bai  aiar  linee  it* 
poiaeiaien  of  the  TroTince  oonceded  to  tho  In- 
diani  ibe  right  of  occupancy  tipon  iheir  old  hnnl* 
ing  grounds,  nnd  a  elnim  to  eotnpenaacion  for  ita 
■arrender.  rescrring  to  ilielf  the  exclnain  priri- 
Irgs  of  treating  wilb  Iheni  tor  the  lurrrnder  or 
parchate  ofanTponions  of  tholnnil.  Th>*  ia  dii- 
liiicllT  laid  down  in  the  l-rDolaimttion  of  ITS-I.nnd 
tbia  pHnoiple  baa  since  bei-n  generall;  ocknoir- 
lerlged,  nnd  rsrelj  infringed  upon  bj  the  Goiern- 
nient.'  Tlia  Proclamation  liere  referrerl  to,  ei- 
taudisg  the  WTereigntf  of  Great  Britain  Over 
Cunada  (ao  iar  na  relatea  to  tbe  Indinos)  ia  aa  lol- 
lowi — and,  conaidering  the  important  retulli  it 
baa  been  (be  meani  of  securing  for  Ihe  proiince, 
la  well  worth;  of  atlcntionnt  the  present  juncture, 
whan  we  are  entering  upon  an  expurinwDt  ia 
colonicatios  in  many  reipecla  analogous  to  tbe 
early  aettlement  of  that  great  and  praiperoua 
colony  : — '  And  we  dofuriher  declare  it  lo  be  our 
Royal  will  and  plensure,  for  the  present  na  afore* 

and  dominion,  fur  the  uaa  of  (he  said  Indiana,  nil 
the  taiMta  apd  territories  lying  to  the  wetivnrd  of 
the  (oaro*  of  tbe  riren  which  fall  into  Ibe  sea 
from  tbe  west  and  north  >e>t  as  nforeiaid.  And 
we  do  hereby  alrictly  lorbid,  on  pain  of  our  dia- 
pleaaorc,  all  our  lo'ing  sulijecis  fmm  mnking  any 
purobaw*  or  selllamFnia  whn(e*er,  or  taking  poa- 
sewion  of  tbe  landa  above  renerved,  without  uar 
special  leafo  and  lioanse  for  (bat  porpoae.'  What 
I  would  Tenture  to  suggest  is,  thai  tke  term*  oT 


i,Cex>^Ic 


1103 


Britith  Columbia — 


tUi  PrMlamition,  or  BomethiDK  Miiinleiit  to 
tbem,  ibonld  be  embodied  in  the  Froelunilion 
uiDeziDg  tbe  Hudion'i  Bajr  ttnUorj  Co  Cuudi, 
ID  order  thmt  there  ihoold  be  no  mil undoraUn ding 
Irom  tbe  outset  a>  to  the  principles  on  whicli  the 
aettlement  and  adminiitratioi)  of  the  country  &n 
to  prooeed." 

As  the  Indians  could  not  protect  them- 
Bolvea,  he  thought  it  was  the  duty  of 
Her  Majestj'B  GloTemment  to  make  euch 
arrangements  as  would  secure  the  rights 
and  interests  of  these  our  fellow-subjects 
on  the  handing  over  of  the  Hudson's 
Bay  territories  to  the  Dominion  of  Ca- 
nada. There  was  another  point  in  con- 
nection with  this  matter — there  was  a 
laig^e  native  population  of  Indian  origin 
inhabiting  these  territories.  They  had 
not  lost  their  sympathy  with  the  Indian 
race,  and  might  be  made  of  great  use 
in  facilitating  the  new  airangementB. 
He  hoped  Her  Majesty's  Government 
would  endeavour  to  secure,  in  the  nego- 
tiatjons  that  were  going  on,  that  ample 
reserves  of  land  should  be  given  to  the 
Indian  population. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 

"  That  an  bambte  Addrai*  be  preienled  to  Her 

H^e(t7,  that  She  will  be  gno^nilj  plealed  to 

S'n  direotiont  tbftt  there  be  laid  before  thii 
ouaa  maj  Fapere  on  tbe  Union  of  Britiih 
Calambik  with  the  DonuniOD  of  Canada." — {Sir 
Sorry  Veritey.) 

Mr.  SINCLAUt  AYTOHN  said,  he 

did  not  believe,  whatever  ends  might  be 
answered  by  the  negotiations  between 
the  Government  and  the  Hudson's  Bay 


1  beneficial  to  the  people  of  this 
country.  As  to  the  acqiusition  of  new 
territory,  we  had  already  more  than 
enough  territory  to  last  us  for  100  years 
to  come  in  North  America,  Australia, 
and  the  Cape  of  Good  Hope;  and  he 
believed  that  the  opening  up  of  new 
countries  to  colonization  under  those 
circumstances  would  only  tend  to  in- 
crease the  patronage  of  the  Miniafers  of 
the  Crown.  He  wished  to  know  from 
the  Under  Secretary  for  the  Colonies 
whether  the  Government  had  any  in- 
tention to  ash  tiie  House  to  sanction  a 
guarantee  of  money  to  be  raised  hy 
Canada  for  the  purtiose  of  purchasing 
the  rights  of  the  Hudson's  Bay  Com- 
pany, or  for  iu  any  way  facilitating  the 
changes  which  were  to  be  effected ; 
and,  if  so,  whether  the  matter  would 
be  brought  before  the  House  before  the 
Session  had  drawn  towards  its  close  F 
3fr.  R.  N.  Fmhr 
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Of  all  the  bad  modes  in  which  the  public 
money  could  be  disposed  of,  he  thought 
guarantees  were  the  very  worst  possible ; 
and  at  a  time,  when  they  were  reoedving 
intelligence  tbat  the  money  raised  under 
the  Canada  Loan  Act  of  1867,  tor  the  ex- 
press purpose  of  being  applied  to  the 
construction  of  tbe  Intercolonial  Eailway, 
was  being  expended  by  the  Canadian 
Government  in  p^ing  the  old  debts 
of  the  Canadian  Dominion,  it  became 
doubly  important  that  the  House  should 
have  timely  intimation  from  the  Govern- 
ment of  any  such  intention  as  he  had  re- 
ferred to  being  entertained  by  them,  in 
order  that  hon.  Members  might  be  in 
their  places  to  oppose  any  such  proposaL 
Mr.  KINNAIRB  said,  he  thought  &e 
hon.  Gentleman  seemed  to  be  in  per> 
petual  terror  of  g^oarantees  as  applied 
to  colonial  interests.  The  real  question 
before  the  House  related  to  the  state  of 
the  negotiations  between  the  Hudson's 
Bay  Company,  the  Government,  and  the 
Canadian  Dominion,  which  was  a  matter 
of  Imperial  interest.  He  thanked  the 
hon.  Member  for  Falmouth  (Mr.  B.  N. 
Fowler)  for  bringing  forward  the  pre- 
sent pof^tion  of  the  Indians,  and,  he 
must  say,  to  the  credit  of  the  Hudson's 
Bay  Company,  that  never  in  history  waa 
there  a  case  in  which  the  aboriginea 
had  been  treated  better,  or  in  which 
more  had  been  done  in  every  way  for 
their  oomfort  than  had  been  done  by  that 
company  in  a  veiy  inhospitable  climate ; 
and  he  earnestly  hoped  that  the  Colcwial 
Office  would  taka  care  tbat  the  Tndintm 
should  not  suffer  by  the  proposed  transfer 
of  territory,  and  meir  condition  not  be 
deteriorated  by  it,  but  that  ample  re- 
serves of  land  and  proper  protocttoo 
would  be  secured  to  them.  Referring  to 
another  point,  the  sbortost  route  to  China 
lay  through  North  America;  and  we 
ought  to  remember  what  the  United 
States  wore  doing  in  that  matter.  They 
had  now  completed  the  new  route  from 
New  York  to  San  Francisco,  and  the 
journey  could  be  completed  in  seven  days 
and  nights  in  the  most  comfortable  man- 
ner, by  means  of  sleeping  cars, '  restau- 
rants, 4c.,  which  were  provided  for  pas- 
eengen.  He  should  like  to  inquire  now 
we  should  have  stood  in  r^ard  to  rail- 
ways in  India  without  guarantees  f  He 
hoped,  therefore,  that  the  Government 
of  this  country  would  sanction  gaaian- 
teea  in  order  to  develop  the  route  re- 
ferred to  by  the  hon.  Baronet  tiie  Hem- 
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ber  for  BuDkmghani  (Sir  Hairy  Vomey) 
and  that  they  would  not  be  deterred 
teoia  doinff  bo  by  the  alaim  of  the  hon. 
Member  who  had  spoken  laet. 

Colonel  SYKES  said,  he  waB  much 
disposed  to  sympathiEe  in  the  alarm  of 
the  hon.  Member  for  Kirkcaldy  (Mr. 
Aytoim)  aa  to  guarantees.  We  were  now 
pledged  to  tlurteen  or  fourteen  ^iiaran- 
tses  and  were  obliged  to  pay  the  u)t«rest 
on  some  of  them,  tbe  parties  to  whom 
those  guarantees  were  given  being  on- 
able  to  do  BO,  ^id  ultimately  we  might 
be  obliged  to  pay  the  capital.  The  ex- 
tenaion  of  the  guarantee  system  was 
highly  impolitic,  mischievous,  and  con- 
trary to  the  wishes  of  a  great  part  of  the 
people  of  this  coantn[.  As  to  a  short 
and  direct  route  to  China  through  the 
Bocky  Mountains  or  through  Canada,  he 
was  ^aid  the  views  of  the  hon.  Member 
for  Perth  (Mr.  Kinnaird)  were  a  little 
visionary. 

Mk.  B.  SAMUEL80N  ui^ed  that  it 
was  impossible  for  theutobe  too  jealous 
about  guarantees,  and  submitted  mat  the 
caae  of  India  could  not  be  justly  quoted 
as  a  precedent  in  the  ease  tmder  oonsi- 
deration.  In  India,  our  dominion  being 
despotic,  we  were  directly  reeponsiblt 
for  the  good  government  and  for  the  de- 
velopment of  that  country.  But  the 
case  was  altogether  difTereut  in  respect 
to  any  of  our  Anglo-Saxon  colonies. 
The  time  had  come  when  we  ought  to 
endeavour  to  free  ourselves  as  much  as 
possible  from  any  espenditure  on  behalf 
of  those  oolonies.  They  were  well  able 
to  take  care  of  themselves ;  and  the  la- 
bouring man  out  there  earned  a  much 
larger  income,  witlt  no  more  fatigue, 
than  bis  fellow-subjects  of  the  same 
n'ade  in  the  mother  country.  The  hon. 
Baronet  (Sir  Harry  Vemey)  had  given 
a  veiy  fair  account  of  the  country  in 
re^tect  of  which  we  might  be  hereafter 
oallsd  upon  to  incur  great  expense.  It 
appeared  that  we  knew  very  bttle  about 
the  country,  except  that  it  containad 
a  tract  of  fertile  land  about  the  size 
of  these  kingdomB.  That  of  courae 
could  not  be  compared  with  the  vast 
tracts  of  land  which  our  own  country- 
men were  cultivating  in  the  Weston 
States  of  America.  The  questicMi  which 
the  hon.  Baronet  had  brought  forward 
might  be  extremely  interesting  to  the 
Canadian  Parliament  or  the  Boyal  Geo- 
graphical Society;  but  in  hia  opinion  the 
House  of  Commons  ought  not  to  give 
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itself  too  much  concern  about  it.  The 
more  we  considered  our  position  with 
regard  to  Canada,  the  more  we  should 
be  led  to  hope  that  the  bonds  between 
Canada  and  this  country  might  be  still 
further  loosened,  and  that  Canada  might 
ultimatelybecome  entirely  independent  of 
the  mother  country.  We  ought  to  be 
especially  careful  to  keep  clear  of  all 
difficulties  in  connection  with  Canada, 
not  only  on  account  of  the  proximity  of 
that  colony  to  the  United  States,  but  also 
beoauBe  we  hod  not  found  in  our  North 
American  fellow-subjects  any  great  diB- 
position  to  be  gratefrtl  for  our  interfer- 
ence with  their  affairs.  Within  the  last 
few  SeBsions,  Petitions  had  been  pre- 
sented from  Wova  Scotia  to  that  House, 
and  powerfully  supported  by  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  the  President  of  the 
Board  of  Trade,  complaining  that  that 
colony  had  not  been  consulted  on  the 
subject  of  the  consolidation  of  tiie  Domi- 
nion of  Canada.  The  prayer  of  those 
Petitions  was  supported  by  politicians  of 
mark  in  the  colony,  and  yet  in  a  short 
time  theBe  veiy  men  turned  completely 
round,  and  now  approved  the  arrange- 
ments which  were  then  entered  into.  Wo 
had,  in  fact,  no  sure  means  of  aeoortain- 
ing  the  real  state  of  public  opinion  in  the 
coionieB,  and  therefore  the  less  we  meddled 
with  questions  of  this  kind  the  better. 
It  was  evident  that  our  connection  with 
Canada  could  only  be  a  source  of  anxiety 
both  to  the  Canadians  and  oiirselvea.  In 
the  event  of  a  dispute  with  the  United 
States,  we  ehould  not  be  able  to  render 
the  Canadians  prompt  and  efficient  as- 
sistance, and  they  would  therefore  havo 
to  bear  the  brunt  of  the  contest.  The 
mere  attempt  on  our  part,  fiuitless  as  it 
was,  to  defend  Canada  would  involve  an 
expense  during  the  present  year  of 
£300,000  sterlmg,  and  if  the  cost  of 
stores,  the  transport  of  troops,  and  all 
the  itemB  of  the  non-effective  service  were 
added,  the  total  cost  would  be  nearly 
double  the  amount  he  had  mentioned. 
If  war  broke  out  between  this  conntry 
and  the  United  States  to-morrow,  every 
soldier  in  the  Dominion  would  pro- 
bably be  taken  prisoner  if  he  were  not 
speedily  withdrawn.  He  waa  glad  the 
hon.  Member  for  Kirkcaldy  (Mr.  Aytoun) 
had  called  attention  to  the  posrabilitf 
of  our  being  called  upon  to  give  guaran- 
tees on  behalf  of  some  scheme  of  com- 
munication which  might  be  hereafter 
proposed ;    and  he   trusted   the  right 
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hon.  QeatA/eanaa  tfie  XToder  Secretary  for 
the  Colonies  would  not  only  be  able  to 
gife  an  assurance  that  nothing  of  the 
kind  waa  intended,  but  that  he  would 
also  be  aUe  to  announce  that  it  was  the 
policy  of  the  Oovenuuent  to  withdraw 
as  iar  ae  possible  £rom  all  oonnection  or 
interference  with  Canadian  affairs.  The 
hon.  Gentleman  who  seconded  the  Motion 
(Mr.  E.  N.  Fowler)  wished  this  House 
to  beoome  a  great  Aborigines'  Protection 
Society,  and  to  provide  that  in  any  ar- 
rangemuit  between  the  Hudson's  Bay 
Company  and  the  Dominion  of  Canada, 
reserves  should  be  made  for  the  Indians. 
But  surely  the  result  of  our  dealings 
with  the  natives  at  the  Cape — in  New 
Zealand — and  elsewhere,  was  such  as 
ought  to  make  us  extremely  cautious  in 
iuterferiug  in  such  matters.  At  all  erente 
the  Dominion  of  Canada  would  be  per- 
fectly compet«Lt  U>  take  care  that  the 
Indiana  of  the  Hudson's  B^  Company 
were  properly  protected.  He  hoped  it 
would  not  Bo  forth  to  those  tribes  Uiat 
we  were  about  to  pledge  ourselves  to 
make  war  for  their  defence  against  the 
nnit«d  States,  or  that  we  intended  to 
interfere  in  any  way  with  the  measures 
which  the  Oovemment  of  Canada  might 
deem  BufGcient  for  their  protection  against 
tlioee  who  settled  within  the  territoty. 
The  main  stream  of  emigration  flowed 
to  the  United  States,  and  in  bis  opinion 
it  would  be  impossible  to  divert  its 
oouree  by  a  system  of  bountieB  and 
guarantees.  At  all  events  the  more  this 
Goontry  ab^ained  firom  ell  such  attempts 
at  the  expense  of  the  tas-payers,  the 

Mb.  MONSELL  said,  he  hoped  the 
hon.  Qontleman  who  had  just  eat  down 
would  pardon  Mm  if  he  confined  himself 
chiefly  to  the  question  of  the  Hudson's 
Bay  Company,  instead  of  entering  into 
those  general  questions  of  colonial  policy 
to  which  the  hon.  Gentleman  had  directed 
his  remarks.  He  might,  however,  state 
at  once  that  it  was  the  policy  of  Her 
Majesty's  Government  to  throw  on  the 
ooloni&B,  as  far  as  was  possible,  the  cost 
of  their  own  self-defence.  They  had 
already  taken  steps  in  that  direction, 
which  had  saved  a  considerable  amount 
of  public  expenditure.  They  also  meant 
to  extend  that  course  still  tiirther  in  the 
ensuing  year,  and  to  make  arrangements 
that,  where  it  was  absolutely  necessoiy 
thai  Imperial  troops  should  be  kept  in 
any  self-gorveming  colony,  the  oolony 
Mr.  B.  Samuelwn 


should  pay  t3ie  whole  cost  of  the  tax^s. 
He  would  now  return  to  the  quesbon 
put  by  his  hon.  Priend  who  had  brought 
this  subject  forward,  and,  in  llie  first 
place,  he  miist  sincerely  thank  his  hon. 
Friend  for  the  great  courtesy  he  hod 
shown  to  him  in  bo  often  postponing  the 
subject  during  the  progress  of  the  nego- 
tiations  between  the  Hudson's  Bay  Com- 
pany and  the  Canadian  Commissioners. 
The  result  of  those  negotiations  had,  he 
believed,  been  altt^ther  satisfactory; 
for,  although  Her  Majesty's  Government 
had  not  at  present  received  any  official 
account  of  them,  yet,  as  the  Canadian 
Parliament  had  consented  to  the  ar- 
rangement approved  by  the  Commis- 
sioners and  accepted  by  the  Hudson's 
Bay  Company,  and  also  taking  into  con- 
sideration the  addresses  presented  in 
Canada  to  Sir  George  Cartier,  and  his 
replies  to  them,  he  had  no  doubt  that 
the  arrangement  was  regarded  in  Canada 
as  a  sati^ctory  one,  and  that  it  would 
be  ratified  by  IlLe  Canadian  Faxliament. 
He  entirely  concurred  with  his  hon. 
Friend  in  his  estimate  of  tlie  importance 
of  this  question.  It  was  not  a  mere 
question,  as  the  hon.  Gentleman  who 
last  spoke  seemed  to  suppose,  of  some 
few  hundred  thousand  acres  of  land 
being  conceded ;  it  was  a  question 
of  opening  a  gi-eat  and  fertile  territmy, 
trom  whidi  cmonization  and  civilization 
had  been  entirely  excluded  by  the  pro- 
ceedings of  a  fur  trading  company ;  of 
opening  tlie  way  to  civilization;  and  of 
satisfTisg  the  just  and  legitimate  ambi- 
tion of  the  Canadian  Government  to  ex- 
tend their  dominion  from  the  Atlantic 
to  the  Pacific,  and,  in  addition,  to  re- 
move a  source  of  oonsiderable  incon- 
venience from  the  Imperial  Government, 
which  had  ta  be  responsible  for  the  acts 
of  Her  Majesty's  subjects  in  a  districts 
where  there  was  no  sufficient  guarantee 
for  law  or  order,  and  where,  as  he 
should  show  in  the  course  of  his  re- 
marks serious,  difficulties  arose  willun 
the  last  four  or  five  years  with  the 
neighbouring  American  Government  on 
account  of  me  absence  of  any  proper 
control  within  the  Hudson's  Bay  terri- 
tory.    His   hon.  Friend  had  asked  his 


opinion  a 


the  value  of  the  different 

_.   had   quoted  as   to   the 

fertihty  of  the  Bed  River  Settlement 
and  the  district  which  extended  from  tlie 
Saskat^ihewon  to  the  Bocky  Mountains. 
The  GDvemment  had  the  mghest  possi- 
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ble  authority  on  the  subjact,  the  autbo- 
ri^  of  Colonel  Palliaer,  who  Tras  sent  ■ 
out  specially  to  investigate  the  matter, 
and  the  high  autboribr  of  the  noble 
Lord  the  Member  for  Weat  Totkahire 
(Yiscount  Milton)  who  bad  written  a 
most  interesting  volume  with  respect  to 
that  country.  They  stated,  and  the 
Btatement  waa  amply  confirmed,  that 
there  were  millions  of  acres  of  the  very 
richest  land,  producing  several  products 
which  in  this  country  we  oould  not  pro- 
duce— maize,  for  isstanco,  and  wheat — 
in  the  greatest  abundance,  and  that 
there  was,  besides,  the  most  excellent 
meadow  and  grass  lajid,  and  that  in 
every  way  the  county  was  one  that  in- 
vited colonization.  But  there  was  ano- 
ther reason  why  there  could  be  no  doubt 
ataU  on  the  subject.  The  neighbour- 
ing territory  of  Minneaota  was  on  the 
average  less  fertile  than  the  Bed  Biver 
Settlement,  and  proved  what  could  be 
done  in  a  few  years  by  the  exertions  of 
energetic  men.  The  point  was  one,  in- 
deed, upon  which  it  was  rather  painful 
for  us  to  reflect.  "When  the  present 
subject  had  been  brought  before  the 
House,  some  twen^  years  ago,  for  the 
first  time  in  recent  years,  by  his  noble 
Friend  the  late  Buke  of  Newcastle,  there 
were  in  Minnesota  only  2,000  inha- 
bitants, while  there  were  now  400,000. 
There  were  also  562  manufacturing 
establishments  there;  more  than  500 
miles  of  railway  constructed  or  in  the 
course  of  construction ;  and  in  a  very 
short  time  all  the  prominent  partfl  of 
the  State  would  be  brought  into  com- 
munication by  railway  with  Chicago. 
Contrast  that  state  of  things  with  the 
position  of  the  Hudson's  Bay  terri- 
tory. In  its  case  there  had  been  no 
advance,  or,  at  all  events,  a  very  amall 
advance  in  population ;  there  had  been 
no  colonization  and  no  progress  of  any 
kind.  The  absence  of  any  system  of  go- 
vernment in  the  Hudson  s  Bay  territory 
had  also,  he  might  add,  led  to  very 
serious  international  complication  e.  In 
1664,  the  inhabitants  of  uie  Bed  Biver 
Settlement,  in  order  to  obtain  protection 
against  the  Indians,  were  obliged  to  ask 
the  American  Govermnent  to  send  troops 
to  take  care  of  them.  In  1 867,  an  appli- 
cation was  made  by  the  American  Go- 
vernment for  permission  to  send  Ameri- 
can troops  intothe  Hudson'sBay  territory 
for  the  purpose  of  preventing  it  being 
made  a  resort  by  Indiano  who  were 


1110 

earning  on  war  against  the  Govemme&t 
of  the  United  States.  Not  only,  there- 
fore, colonial,  but  Imperial  interests 
were  mixed  up  in  the  matter ;  for  it  was 
not  desirable  that  there  should  be  any 
portion  of  Her  Majesty's  dominions  in 
which  she  should  not  be  able  to  preserve 
law  and  order,  or  do  that  which  was 
necessary  to  keep  on  terms  of  amitv  with 
a  neighbouring  State.  His  hon.  Friend 
had  asked  him  a  <^ue3tion  with  respect 
to  British  Columbia.  There  had  been 
several  Indications  by  means  of  public 
meetings  and  by  addresses  to  the  Legis- 
lature, of  a  great  desire  on  the  part  of 
the  inhabitants  of  British  Coluim)ia  to 
beoome  connected  with  the  Dominion  of 
Canada.  The  most  recent  information 
waa  to  the  effect  that  they  had  under- 
gone a  change  in  that  respect ;  but 
whether  they  had  changed  their  minds 
or  not,  he  was  quite  sure  they  would 
chan^  them  back  (^aiu,  ibr  it  was  per- 
fectly obvious  that  it  was  to  the  advan- 
tage of  British  Columbia  to  be  connected 
with  Canada,  and  that  the  rich  valley  of 
the  Saskatchewan  was  almost  a  necessary 
complement  to  her  territory.  There  was 
in  British  Columbia  vast  mineral  wealth, 
and  also  in  Vancouver's  Island  the  find- 
ing  of  coal  was  going  on  very  rapidly. 
Of  that  fact  there  could  be  no  better 
proof  than  that  the  dividends  of  the 
Vancouver's  Coal  Company  bad  risen 
from  2  or  3  to  20  per  cent,  at  which 
price  they  stood  at  present.  In  Van- 
couver's Island,  too,  and  in  Queen  Char- 
lotte's Island,  the  best  bed  of  coal  was  to 
be  found  which  could  be  found  in  that 
part  of  the  Pacific — a  matter  of  great 
importance  in  the  development  of  the  re- 
sources of  a  country.  The  proposal 
which  had  been  made  by  his  noble 
Friend  (Earl  Granville),  and  whidi  had 
been  accepted  by  the  Hudson's  Bay 
Company,  and  which  he  hoped  and  be- 
heved  would  be  accepted  by  the  Cana- 
dian Qovemment,  would,  of  course,  in 
no  way  touch  British  Columbia.  This 
question,  so  for  as  it  affected  them,  the 
inhabitante  of  British  Columbia  would 
have  to  decide  for  themselves ;  but  the 
Government  would  afford  them  eveiy 
facility  should  they  wish  to  join  the 
Dominion  of  Canada,  and  he  entertained 
very  little  doubt  that  they  would  very 
soon  adopt  that  course.  The  subject  to 
which  his  hon.  Friend  had  called  atten- 
tion was  one  which  had  now  been  under 
the  notice  of  the  Qoveramcoit  for  many 
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years.  Ever  emce  the  Committee  of 
1857  successive  Goremmenta  had  endea- 
voured to  arrange  terms  between  the 
Canadian.  Oovemment  and  the  Hudson's 
Bay  Company.  It  had  beeu  held  that 
that  was  the  only  true  solution  of  the 
question  and  the  only  way  of  opening 
Uie  Hudson's  Bay  territory  to  civili- 
zation. "When,  however,  the  present 
Government  came  into  Office  they  were 
ahnost  reduced  to  despair  in  the  matter. 
In  a  letter  dated  the  9th  of  Februaiy 
last  Sir  George  Cartier,  addressing  his 
noble  Friend  (Earl  Granville),  expressed 
it  to  be  bis  opinion  that  no  money  which 
might  be  offered  by  either  the  Canadian 
or  the  Imperial  Government,  and  which 
they  might  deem  reasonable,  would  he 
accepted  by  the  Hudson's  Bay  Company. 
His  noble  Friend,  however,  was  not  dis- 
couraged, and  the  result  of  the  negotia- 
tions had  been  the  success  which  he  had 
to  state  to  the  House.  His  hon.  Friend 
toot  a  great  interest  in  the  guarantee, 
and  a^ed  whether  any  promise  of  a 
guarantee  had  been  given.  There  was 
an  eng^ement  that  a  sum  of  £300,000 
which  was  to  be  paid  by  Canada  to  the 
Hudson's  Bay  Company  was  to  be  gua- 
ranteed ;  but  that  matter  would  be 
brought  before  the  House,  and  the  ful- 
lest opportunity  of  discussing  it  would 
be  afforded.  His  hon.  Friend  had  un- 
intentionallv  misrepresented  the  steps 
which  had  been  taken  by  the  Canadian 
Government  with  regard  to  the  money 
raised  under  the  guarantee  given  two  or 
three  years  ago.  His  statement,  as  he 
imderstood  it,  was  that  the  Canadian 
Government  had  appropriated  that 
money  to  the  payment  of  certain  debts 
of  the  Dominion,  What,  however,  they 
had  really  done  was,  that,  finding  they 
had  £1,500,000  which  had  been  raised 
imder  the  guarantee  at  a  vety  low  rat© 
of  interest,  and  that  they  were  paying  a 
very  high  interest  for  debts  due  by  the 
Dominion,  they  paid  off  those  debts 
with  the  money,  securing  at  the  same 
time  by  means  of  the  credit  which  they 
had  with  Messrs,  Glynn  and  Baring  for 
£250,000  or  £300,000,  and  another  cre- 
dit they  had  with  the  Montreal  Banh, 
that  when  the  money  was  required  for 
the  purposes  of  the  railway  it  should  be 
immediately  forthcoming.  He  did  not 
express  any  opinion  upon  the  matter: 
but  it  was  due  to  the  Canadian  Govern- 
ment that  the  true  facts  of  the  case 
should  go  forth,  and  that  it  should  not 
Mr.  MonteU 


be  supposed  that  they  had  deliberately 
taken  the  money  to  pay  the  debta  of  the 
Canadians.  He  felt  with  his  hon.  Friend 
(Mr.  Fowler)  that  they  had  a  duty  to 
perform  with  regard  to  the  Indians,  and 
he  might  say  ^at  the  Hudson's  Bay 
Company  had  always  discharged  that 
duty  in  a  way  that  reflected  the  highest 
credit  upon  them.  The  Government 
had  communicated  their  opinion  upon 
this  to  the  Canadian  Government,  and 
had  expressed  their  conviction  that  the 
Canadian  Government  would  not  forget 
to  bestow  due  care  upon  the  Indians. 
He  beheved  that  this  was  a  perfectly 
wise  course  to  taJce,  and  they  had  re- 
ceived the  assurance  of  those  distin- 
guished men  who  had  negotiated  the 
matter  that  the  rights  of  the  Indians 
should  be  carefully  attended  to.  He 
thought  that  it  was  better  to  rely  upon 
the  Cfmadian  Government  to  pursue  the 
same  course  of  conduct  which  they  had 
hitherto  pursued  towards  the  Indians  in 
their  own  dominion,  rather  than  endea- 
vour to  bind  them  down  by  any  stringent 
conditions.  He  hoped  the  propiraed 
arrangement  would  be  brought  to  a  sa* 
tisfactory  conclusion,  because  he  believed 
that  it  would  result  in  the  great  territory 
of  the  Hudson's  Bay  Company  being 
civilized  by  colonization,  and  that  it 
would  be  beneficial  to  Canada  and  re- 
doimd  to  the  honour  of  the  British  Em- 
pire. There  would  be  no  objection  to 
produce  the  Papers. 

8m  STAFFORD  NOETHCOTE 
wished  to  say  a  few  words  in  conse- 
quence of  an  observation  made  by  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Under  Secre- 
tary for  the  Colonies,  and  which,  he 
thought,  was  open  to  be  understood  in 
a  way  not  intended  by  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  himself.  Speaking  of  the 
country  in  question,  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman sai*i  that  there  were  fine  terri- 
tories, which  were  capable  of  develop- 
ment, but  that  civilization  and  coloniza^ 
tion  had  been  hitherto  excluded  &om 
them  by  a  fur-trading  company.  No 
doubt  l5ie  expression  was  not  used  to 
cast  blame  upon  the  Hudson's  Bay  Com- 
pany, but  still  it  might  lead  to  misun- 
derstanding. It  was  quite  true  that  a 
very  appreciable  proportion  of  this  enor- 
mous district  was,  by  its  natural  advan- 
tages of  BoU  and  climato,  capable  of  sus- 
taining a  large  population — that  was  to 
say,  it  would  yield  a  very  considerable 
produce.  This,  however,  was  not  all  that 
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was  reqttired  to  render  a  coimtry  capable 
of  settlement  by  oolonization.  It  was 
also  reqtiired  that  there  should  be  con- 
venient means  of  access  ;  and,  moreover, 
it  was  Tequired,  when  settlers  were  in- 
vited to  go  to  a  territory,  that  they 
should  be  certain  that  when  they  got 
there  they  would  have  tbe  advantage  of 
a  regnlax  form  of  govenunent;  that  they 
would  have  prot^tion,  and  the  means 
of  carrying  on  their  affairs.  Until  a 
comparatively  recent  period  this  bad  not 
been  Uie  case  with  the  territory  to  which 
reference  had  been  made,  and  that,  not 
owing  to  any  fault  on  tiie  part  of  the 
Company,  but  owing  to  the  compara- 
tively slow  progress  of  the  neighbouring 
countries.  The  right  hou.  Gentleman 
(Mr.  Monsell)  had  contrasted  Minnesota 
with  the  E«d  River  Settlement,  but  it 
should  be  borne  in  mind  that  Minnesota 
had  immediate  connection  with  the  United 
States,  and  tbat  population  had  been  ad- 
vancing 4o  Itinnesota  with  comptuative 
ease ;  whereas  to  get  to  the  Bed  Biver 
Settlement  a  very  difficult  countiy  had 
to  be  traversed.  There  was  also  the 
question  as  to  what  was  to  be  the  posi- 
tion of  the  settlers  when  they  did  get 
there.  In  Mionesota  there  could  be  no 
difficulty,  for  the  American  Constitution 
provided  for  the  case ;  but  with  regard 
to  the  Bed  Elver  Territory  there  was  a 
difficulty  because  of  the  peculiar  position 
and  powers  of  the  Company.  It  was  a 
Company  which  had  been  formed  for 
the  purposes  of  trade ;  it  had  certain 
rights,  and  powers  to  administer  go- 
vernment, but  those  rights  were  very 
imperfect,  and  It  was  improbable  that  a 
proper  settlement  of  territory  could  be 
made  unless  the  powers  of  the  Company 
were  extended,  or  unless  the  Imperial 
Government  took  the  matter  In  hand, 
and  formed  a  colony  there  ;  or  lastly, 
unless  there  were  some  arrangement 
for  annexing  the  territory  to  a  British 
colony.  The  administrators  of  the  Hud- 
Bon'sSay  Company  had  always  expressed 
themselves  ready  to  aid  the  Oovemment 
in  the  adoption  of  any  measures  which 
might  be  taken  for  liie  settlement  of 
that  portion  of  tiheir  territory  capable  of 
aettlement ;  but  there  was  an  enormous 
tract  of  country  which  never  could  be 
made  suitable  for  settlement,  and 
which  the  flir  trade  would  continue  to 
be  carried  on.  The  directors  of  the  Hud- 
son's Bay  Company  had  alw^  been 
ready  to  co-operate  with  the  Lnperial 
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Government ;  but  the  uncertain^  which 
had  existed  during  the  last  six  or  seven 
years  in  relation  to  the  proposed  Con- 
federation of  the  American  Ptovmces  had 
kept  things  back.  And  further,  it  was 
at  the  request  of  tlie  Imperial  Govom- 
mettt  that  the  Hudson's  Bay  Company 
had  abstained  from  coming  to  arrange- 
ments to  develop  the  country,  and  they 
were  very  pleased  to  find  that  arrange- 
ments were  now  being  made  to  open  up 
the  country.  They  thought  that  it  was 
far  better  ^at  these  arrangements  should 
be  made  through  the  instrumentality  of 
the  Government  than  by  giving  to  the 
Company  a  character  that  would  be  fo- 
reign to  them,  or  than  by  the  Govern- 
ment eatablishlng  aCrown  colony,  though 
something  might  be  said  for  this  latter 
course.  Those  who  were  best  Informed 
were  convinced  that  it  would  be  for  the 
advantage  of  Canada  that  she  should 
have  this  territory  connected  with  her, 
and  at  the  same  time  he  believed  that 
such  an  arrangement  would  be  the  best 
for  this  country,  and  the  best  calculated 
to  develop  the  territory  of  the  Com- 
pany. Feeling  that  this  was  a  matter 
in  which  the  honour  and  interests  of  the 
Imperial  Government  were  concerned, 
he  tJiought  that  the  Government  should 
facilitate  the  arrangements  which  Canada 
was  TnH.king,  and  which  arrangements 
would  tend  to  relieve  this  country  of 
responsibility.  For  instance,  there  was 
this  question  of  our  relations  to  the 
Indians,  in  which  we  should  be  relieved 
of  responsibilitv.  The  Hudson's  Bay 
Company  had  always  done  the  best  th^ 
could  to  preserve  the  Indian  tribes  witii 
whom  they  came  into  communication. 
They  had  done  a  good  deal  to  prevent 
the  introduction  of  spirits,  and  had  done 
other  things  to  promote  the  welfare  of 
the  tribes.  He  believed  that  it  was 
owing  to  the  great  skill  with  which  the 
noble  Lord  (Earl  Granville)  had  managed 
this  matter  that  there  was  a  chance  of 
a  satisfactory  settlement.  No  doubt  that 
when  the  question  of  guarantee  was 
raised  in  such  a  form  as  that  It  could 
be  discussed  in  that  House  the  matter 
would  be  more  thoroughly  gone  into ; 
but  at  present  he  would  content  himself 
with  thanking  the  Government,  and 
more  especially  the  noble  Lord  (Earl 
Granville),  for  the  patience  with  which 
they  had  dealt  with  the  matter,  and  in 
their  not  having  despaired  of  the  settle- 
ment when  there  seemed  very  little  hope 
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of  its  bein^  brought  about.  Ho  felt  «or- 
toin  he  was  only  oorreotly  representiiig 
what  was  the  right  hon.  Qentlemui'a 
meaning  in  saying  that  he  (Mr.  MonaeU) 
had  no  intention  of  casting  any  refiection 
OS  the  Hudson's  Bay  Company. 

Mb.  M0N8ELL  Baid,  that  faia  right 
hon.  Friend  iras  correct  in  assnming 
that  it  woe  not  bis  intention  to  oast  any 
reflections  on  the  Company. 

Yiscomrr  BURY  said,  be  bad  taken 
for  many  yearH  past  great  interest  in  tbis 
territory.  He  bad  not  anticipated  any 
diBoussion  on  the  Motion  before  the 
House,  because  be  bad  understood  that 
the  Papers  asked  for  would  be  presented, 
and  he  believed  that  bttle  now  remained 
beyond  expressing  satisfaction  at  the 
termination  of  a  long  and  tedions  dis- 
pute that  hod  for  years  existed.  In 
spite  of  what  bad  fallen  &om  tbe  right 
hon.  Baronet  the  Member  for  North 
Devon  (Sir  Stafford  Northcote),  be  main- 
tained that  (be  Hudson's  Bay  Company 
had  abut  up  tbe  territory  &om  any  possi- 
bility of  development,  and  had  kept  it 
entirely  to  themselves.  He  was  gUd 
that  this  peaoe^  solution  bad  been 
brou|;bt  about,  and  had  it  been  other- 
wise he  should  have  been  prepared  to 
argue  that  the  claims  of  tbe  Hudson's 
Bay  Company  were  unt«nBbls  and  indO' 
fensible.  He  trusted  the  Canadian  Qo- 
venunent  would  see  that  they  would  be 
incurring  great  responsibility  by  tiirow- 
ing  obstacles  in  the  way  of  a  peaceful 
Bobition  of  tbe  difficulty.  They  were,  no 
doubt,  of  opinion  that  tbe  rights  of  the 
Hudson's  Bay  Company,  if  mey  existed 
at  all,  bad  been  very  muob  ex^;gerated ; 
and  tbey  might  perhaps  tbinh  it  unfair 
that  tbe  £300,000  wbicb  they  were  called 
upon  to  pay  should  come  out  of  their 
podcete,  or  be  a  ch£^  upon  them.  As 
one  who  agreed  with  tbe  Canadians  in 
the  main,  he  nevertheless  trusted  that 
they  would  not  raise  aucb  an  objection, 
but  that  tbey  ahould  take  tbe  long  tenure 
of  the  Hudson's  Bay  Company  as  a 
guarantee  that  tbeir  rights  did  exist  in 
some  way  or  another.  At  all  events,  if 
he  were  a  member  of  the  Canadian 
House  of  Assembly,  he  would  not  raise 
Buch  an  objection,  but  would  accept  the 
settlement  now  arrived  at  as  the  best 
that  could  be  devised.  Tbe  right  hon. 
Baronet  who  had  just  sat  down  had 

geaded  very  strongly  in  favour  of  the 
impany,  and  he  seemed,  to  argue  that 
the  Company  had  done  the  beet  they 
Sir  Stafford  IfortMcoU 
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oould  for  tbe  Indians.  He  (Tiscount 
Bury)  did  not  think  that  was  tbe  case. 
The  Hudson's  Bay  Company,  of  course, 
wanted  people  to  procure  the  fiirs  for 
them,  and  for  tbis  purpose  they  employed 
the  aborigines.  But  they  took  little  care 
of  them.  They  always  diecouraged  any 
attempt  to  educate  tbe  Indians,  and  tbe 
backwardness  of  &b  country  was  en- 
tirely due  to  tbe  course  tbey  pursued. 
As  tte  right  bon.  G«atleman  at  tbe  head 
of  tbe  Government  said  some  years  since, 
tbey  placed  a  "  No  Thoroughfare"  board 
at  tbe  entrance  to  tbeir  dominions,  and 
prohibited  all  access  to  tbem.  There 
was  enough  fertile  land  to  afford  a  farm 
and  homestead  for  eveiy  man,  woman, 
and  child  in  tbe  British  dominions,  and 
it  was  that  which  they  were  about  to 
obtain  for  the  £300,000  to  which  allusion 
bad  been  made.  The  only  way  into  it 
had  been  through  tbe  B«d  Biver,  and 
there  tbe  Hudson's  Bi^  Company  estab- 
lished a  military  post  for  the  purpose  of 
cutting  off  communication  with  tbe  in- 
terior. That  post  was  established  in 
1812  by  Lord  Selkirk  to  prevent  the 
North-west  and  Canadian  Companies' 
hunters  from  entering  tbe  Hudson's  Bay 
territories,  who  interfered  with  tbeir  for- 
bearing animals,  and  that  post  bad  been 
maintained  ever  since.  So  far,  however, 
from  tbe estabtisbmentoftbatpost being 
a  friendly  act  towards  the  Indians,  be 
regarded  it  solely  as  showing  that  the 
Company  had  determined  to  hold  the 
territory  as  long  as  they  could.  The  bon. 
Member  for  Banbury  (Mr.  B.  Samuel- 
son)  had  expressed  a  doubt  whether 
emigration  could  be  attracted  into  this 
country — because  the  tide  of  emigration 
was  exclusively  turned  towards  the 
Unit«d  States — from  tbeir  being  no  acce^ 
to  this  land.  He  (Viscount  Bury)  hoped 
that  now  ea^  access  would  be  given  to 
tbe  interior,  in  which  case  there  would 
be  as  vast  and  as  rapid  a  tide  of  British 
emigration  into  that  country  as  there 
now  was  into  the  West  of  fiie  United 
States.  A  man  when  be  landed  in 
America  was  forwarded  on  to  ike  fertilo 
prairies  of  tbe  West,  but  if  he  went  to 
Canada  be  had  to  hew  down  a  vast  forest 
before  he  oould  plant  his  first  crop.  A 
man  did  not  like  to  encounter  such  labour 
and  toil  when  he  knew  that  by  going  a 
little  south  of  tbe  49th  parallel  he  came 
on  a  vast  tract  of  prairie  land,  where  he 
could  at  onoe  commence  bis  ploughinff 
and  sowing  operations,  and  in  the  course 
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of  a  year  reap  a  harrest.  If  Canada 
did  her  duty — a&  lie  waa  sure  aha  'would 
— ^tihey  would  have  a  fair  and  &ee  access 
to  land  as  fertile  as  that  which  vas  bo 
eagerly  sought  after  in  the  United 
States.  No  man  who  had  not  seen  this 
oountry  oould  form  any  conception  -trhat 
wealth  nature  had  placed  there.  A  great 
deal  had  been  said  about  the  barrenaess 
of  the  oountrr.  It  had  been  compared 
to  Siberia  and  the  rocky  regions  around 
the  North  Pole.  Some  portions,  un- 
doubtedly, were  inaoceeaibre  to  coloniza- 
tion ;  but  others  were  equal  to  any  part 
of  Europe  in  the  abundance  of  CTops 
that  they  offered  in  return  for  moderate 
labour  and  moderate  tillage.  He  hoped, 
too,  that  by-and-by  we  ^ould  througih. 
Iliia  territory  have  an  excellent  route  to 
our  poBseefiions  in  tiie  £aat ;  and  he  be- 
lieved that  within  the  lifetime  of  many 
now  living  there  would  be  established, 
by  ship,  canal,  railroad,  and  telegraph, 
direct  communication  between  the  At- 
lantic and  the  Pacific.  The  naTigation 
required  improvement  he  believed  only 
in  three  places  in  order  ta  admit  of  their 
taking  a  ship  straight  from  England  to 
the  foot  of  me  Bool^  Monntalns  with- 
out di8chai^:ing  cargo.  The  land,  too, 
could  be  easQy  adapted  to  the  laying  of 
railways,  as  the  gradi^itsto  be  overcome 
were  very  few  and  very  slight.  The 
enterprize  was  a  magnificent  one  in  an 
engineering  point  of  view,  but  appre- 
heneions  had  been  expreseod  that  it  could 
never  be  a  good  commercial  speculation, 
since  being  constructed  in  part  upon  the 
slopes  of  the  Sierra  Nevada,  it  could  not 
be  worked  during  some  months  in  winter. 
Another  line  somewhat  lower  down  had 
been  designed,  but  not  ^et  conetmcted, 
and,  if  carried  out,  thjs,  he  believed, 
would  be  a  route  in  every  way  suited  to 
the  trafSc  of  which  he  had  spoken.  But 
there  was  another  line  passing  through 
Canada,  and  lying,  as  it  were,  ready  to 
our  hands,  and  our  Canadian  fellow- 
eubjects  were  not  the  men  to  let  ahp  an 
t^ortunity  without  improving  it.  Hav- 
ing held  the  office  of  superintendent- 
general  of  the  Indian  tribes  during  the 
time  that  he  was  in  Canada,  he  had  to  a 
certain  extent  studied  the  Indian  question 
and  felt  conBiderably  interested  in  it.  He 
hoped  the  Government  would  not  faU  into 
mifitakoH  similar  to  those  which  had  been 
committed  on  former    occasions.       The 

rtioe  of  setting  aside  reserves  of  land 
lodiaUB  he  believed  to  be  an  erro- 
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neoue  policy ;  for  if  the  lands  were  well 
placed,  and  suitable  for  purposes  of  set- 
tlement,  in  time  they  became  mere  baits 
to  attract  the  cupidity  of  squatten,  who 
must  be  displaced  in  favour  of  the  In- 
dians if  faim  were  to  be  kept  with  thenL. 
There  had  been  a  painful  illustration 
already  of  the  mode  in  which  engage- 
ments entered  into  with  the  Indians  had 
been  dealt  with.  When  the  lands  were 
taken  from  the  Indians  and  apportioned 
unong  tiie  settlers  the  Indians  were  pro- 
mised British  protection,  and  told  in  the 
figurative  language  of  their  own  treaties, 
that  as  long  as  grass  grew  and  water 
ran  they  should  receive  certain  annual 
presents  from  the  British  Government. 
These  were  given  to  them  for  many 
years,  till  a  time  came  when  the  British 
Government  grew  tired  of  the  payments, 
and,  supposing,  apparently,  that,  being 
savages,  they  were  incapable,  as  a  mass, 
of  civilization,  proceed^  to  act  upon  the 
principle  that  the  faith  of  treaties  need 
not  be  kept  up  with  them.  At  the  time 
when  he  himself  was  in  OfBce  he  was  in- 
structed, as  his  predecessor  had  also 
been,  to  prepare  a  scheme  by  which, 
once  for  all,  those  presents  from  the 
British  Government  should  be  discon- 
tinued. They  had  been  discontinued, 
and  a  great  breach  of  faith  with  the 
Indians  had  been  committed.  It  was 
one  of  those  things  that  were  gone 
and  past,  but  he  could  not,  when  he 
looked  back,  but  lament  it.  Ee  had 
been  often  asked  by  the  Indians  them- 
selves, whether  their  great  mother  across 
the  Atlantic — as  they  called  the  Queen 
— really  knew  of  the  fraud  which,  they 
said,  had  been  committed  upon  the 
children  of  those  who  had  taithfully 
served  her  fathers  in  former  years.  This 
question  was  one  which  he  could  not 
answer,  and  he  had  felt  the  shame  of 
being  obliged  to  hold  his  tongue  before 
these  untutored  savages.  He  hoped  that 
we  should  avoid  these  errors  in  future, 
and,  while  extending  to  the  Indians  the 

Erotectton  of  British  Law,  we  should  no 
inger  keep  them  under  perpetual  tute- 
lage, teachmg  them  to  look  to  the  Go- 
vernment for  the  food  they  ate  and  the 
plough  they  tilled  the  land  with.  We 
Lad  made  the  property  of  the  Indians 
not  that  of  the  individual,  but  of  the 
tribe ;  we  had  made  them  incapable  of 
being  sued  for  debt,  incapable  of  even 
running  up  a  tavern  score.  He  himself 
had  seen  a  new  plough  left  in  the  soil, 
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remaining  as  ehe  was,  with  one  lialf  of 
the  contiueut  of  Amerioa  in  her  hands, 
her  future  proepeots  were  not  inferior  to 
those  of  the  United  States.  The  GEtna- 
dians  had  been  brought  up  under  the 
British  flag — they  were  attached  to  our 
form  of  gorermnent — they  revered  our 
belored  Uueen,  and  he  was  persuaded 
that  nothing  would  induce  them  to 
change  the  form  of  govenunent  under 
which  they  had  commenced  such  a  happy 
era  of  prosperity. 

Mb.  EIXICE  concurred  to  the  fullest 
extent  iq  all  that  his  noble  Friend  (Vis- 
count Buiy)  had  asserted  req)ectin^  the 
loyalty  of  the  Canadians,  but  wiahed 
that  even  a  part  of  his  great  expecta- 
tions, aa  to  the  future  progress  of  the 
North-west  territory,  might  be  fulfilled. 
He  thought  that  the  OoT^imient  had 
taken  a  proper  step  in  the  settlement 
they  had  made  with  the  Hudson's  Bay 
Company.  He  agreed  that  a  trading 
company  was  the  worst  possible  body 
to  do  the  work  of  colonization ;  but, 
at  the  same  time,  he  did  not  think 
that  the  past  mauf^ement  of  the  Hud- 
son's Bay  Company  had  been  o^n  to 
all  the  criticisms  of  his  noble  Friend. 
The  North-weat  territoir  was  the  only 
British  colony  where  there  had  been 
a  considerable  expenditure  of  British 
capital,  which  had  not  cost  the  tax- 
payers of  this  country  a  single  sixpence. 
With  req)eot  to  the  Indians,  it  was 
the  interest  of  the  Company,  suppos- 
ing they  were  influenced  by  no  other 
motive,  to  nurae  and  to  maintain  them ; 
and  it  was  perfectly  well  known  that  if 
the  Company  were  to  be  withdrawn  to- 
morrow from  that  territory,  the  Indians 
would  starve.  They  had  given  up  their 
primitive  habits  in  hunting  for  the  service 
of  the  Company,  and  by  the  Company 
they  were  supported.  Ho  agreed  with  the 
noble  Lord  tl^t  reserves  were  of  no  use 
for  the  Indians.  It  was  useless  to  shun 
the  fact  that  the  Indians  and  civilization 
were  incompatible  with  one  another,  and 
that,  aa  civilization  advanced,  so,  in  Ca- 
nada, as  in  the  United  States,  the  In- 
dians would  disappear.  As  long,  how- 
ever, as  the  Hudson's  Bay  Company  ex- 
isted, as  a  tiir-trading  company,  they 
could  not  do  without  the  Indians;  and 
it  was  to  that  Compajiy  that  the  House 
must  trust  for  their  future  protection  and 
maintenance.  With  respect  to  the  settle- 
ment proposed  by  the  Colonial  Office,  it 
was,  upon  the  whole,  iair  and  equitable. 


a.  new  seine  left  on  the  bank  of  the 
river,  simply  because  no  one  was  re- 
sponsible for  the  care  of  their  imple- 
ments, which  belonged  to  the  tnbe. 
Had  Uie  Qovemment  acted  towards  them 
on  a  different  principle,  the  Methodists — 
who  were  by  fax  the  best  miasionanee — 
would  soon  have  taught  them  the  value 
and  the  duty  of  protecting  property. 
Some  of  the  native  ibidians  were  quite  ca- 
pable of  civilization — he  had  kuown  one 
who  was  a  barrister,  and  a  very  able  one, 
too — but,  he  was  bound  to  confess  that, 
as  a  general  rule,  they  were  not  up  to 
the  mark  of  the  average  of  the  popula- 
tion. In  Lower  Canada  they  were  more 
nearly  on  a  level  as  regards  intelligence, 
but  in  Upper  Canada  the  comparison 
was  not  quite  fair,  for  the  average  intel- 
ligence there  was  much  greater  than 
amongst  the  rest  of  the  population.  The 
separation  in  point  of  language  between 
the  Indians  and  the  Engli^-speaking 
population  was  the  real  difficulty  in  the 
way  of  the  progress  of  the  tribes.  He 
would  not  discuss  the  question  of  the 
rights  of  the  Hudson's  Bay  Company. 
If  they  were  merely  sitting  round  a 
table,  some  one  possibly  might  advance 
the  opinion  that  the  Company  had  no 
rights  at  all ;  but  he  thought  it  most  un- 
desirable that  any  such  question  should 
be  raised,  and  he  conjureil  the  Oovem- 
meut  to  let  it  alone.  He  could  not  sit 
down  without  protesting  against  the 
doubt  which  had  been  thrown  out  by 
some  hon.  Members  in  the  course  of  this 
debate,  as  to  the  loyalty  of  the  Cana- 
dians and  their  attachment  to  the  Queen 
and  British  institutions.  Putting  the 
matter  on  the  lowest  ground  of  self- 
interest,  he  could  see  no  reason  why  the 
Canadians  should  wish  to  join  the  Con- 
federacy of  the  United  States.  Why 
should  they  who  possessed  complete  auto- 
nomy, be  anxious  to  throw  Uiemselves 
in  the  arms  of  that  democracy?  The 
yoke  of  the  Queen  did  not  press  heavily 
upon  the  Canadians,  and  they  escaped 
from  finding  themselves  every  four  years 
involved  in  the  throes  of  what  resembled 
the  sublimated  essence  of  a  general 
election — the  election  of  a  Preeident, — 
which  was  no  sooner  decided  than  they 
were  thrown  afresh  into  the  turmoil  of 
canvassing  for  his  successor.  Canada, 
moreover,  in  place  of  diminishing  her 
taxation,  by  joining  the  United  States, 
would  have  to  take  over  a  share  of  the 
existing  debt.  On  the  other  hand,  by 
Vitmtmt  Bvry 
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and  beneficial  to  this  ccnmtxj ;  becanee, 
as  long  as  there  was  an  independent 
territory  in  America  having  no  means  of 
protectiBg  itself,  and  olaiming  protection 
from  this  country,  there  was  always  an 
element  of  danger  in  the  oonneefion. 
Now  that  it  was  united  to  Oanada,  the 
Goremment  of  that  country  must  take 
charge  of  it,  and  this  country  would  cease 
to  be  reBponsible.  He  trusted  that  the 
Colonial  Office  had  reoeived  a  guarantee 
&om  the  Colonial  Govemment  for  the 
establiahment  of  a  proper  Government 
in  the  Bed  Eiver  teiritOTy,  He  thought 
it  wise  on  the  part  of  the  Colonial  Office 
to  give  the  guarantee  of  £300,0l)(},  if 
it  succeeded  in  effecting  a  settlement 
with  the  Hudson's  Bay  Company,  and 
relieving  this  oountiy  of  all  responsi- 
bility with  regard  to  me  settlement ;  but 
the  Colonial  Of&ce  ought  to  insist  that  a 
Government  should  be  placed  by  Canada 
in  the  Bed  Biver  to  enforce  the  law, 
and  maintain  good  order  in  the  settle- 
ment. 

Sib  CHABLES  DILKE  said,  that 
as  the  House  might  not  have  another 
opportunity  of  discussing  this  question, 
he  waa  anxious  to  make  a  reply  to  one 
or  two  of  the  points  raised  by  lie  noble 
Lord  (Tisoouut  Bury).  When  the  noble 
Lord  represented  it  to  be  a  matter  of 
vital  im^rtance  that  there  should  be  a 
oommunication  through  the  British  ter- 
ritory from  the  Atlantic  to  the  Pacific, 
and  drew  an  analogy  with  the  case  of  the 
United  States,  he  (Sir  Charles  Dilke) 
desired  to  point  out  that  this  communi- 
cation— in  the  case  of  the  United  States 
— was  mainly  established  for  political, 
and  not  for  commercial  reasons ;  where- 
as, in  the  case  of  Canada,  if  the  consi- 
deration there  was  also  political,  then  it 
was  for  the  conBiderabon  of  the  Colo- 
nial and  not  of  the  Home  Government ; 
or,  if  it  was  to  be  alleged  that  the 
through  communication  was  desirable 
for  commercial  purposes,  then  be  took 
exception  to  that  statement  alt<^;ether. 
In  the  fxTst  place,  the  American  line  had 
got  the  start;  and  further,  he  was  con- 
vincejl  that  no  line  of  railway,  whether 
English  or  American,  could  ever  compete, 
in  tiie  China  and  India  trade,  with  water 
can^age.  The  main  articles  of  that  trade 
we^  tea  and  silks,  and  both  suffered 
grmt  damage  from  repeated  tranship- 
ments. The  time  occupied  by  the  jour- 
~'\  was  of  no  great  importance,  but  it 
V  strictly  necessary  to  avoid  the  four 

WOL.  OXOVI.   [thikd  bxbibb.} 
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shipments  and  transhipments  that  would 
be  needed  if  the  goods  were  sent  &om 
the  Faoifio  to  the  Atlantic  by  land.  It 
might,  perhaps,  be  said  that  uie  railway 
was  required  for  the  purpose  of  open- 
ing-up  the  country  to  emigration  from 
B^land,  but  he  much  doubted  the 
truth  of  that  representation,  because 
European  emigrants  generally  remained 
in  the  cities  and  large  towns,  and  the 
natives,  vriiose  labour  they  displaced, 
sought  the  plains  of  the  West.  He 
made  these  remarks  because  he  was 
afraid  that  an  opinion  prevailed  in  Ca- 
nada tbat  this  country  would  be  inclined 
to  guarantee  an  extension  of  the  Inter- 
colonial BaUroad. 

Mr.  ASDEBLET  said,  he  was  ^lad 
attention  had  been  called  to  this  subject, 
because  what  had  been  stated  by  the 
Under  Secretary  for  the  Colonies,  by  the 
noble  Lord  the  Member  for  Berwick-on- 
Tweed  (^Viscount  Bury),  and  the  discus- 
sion which  had  followed,  would  spread 
abroad  in  the  country  a  knowledge  of 
the  great  resources  which  the  fertUs 
belt  in  the  Hudson's  Bay  territory 
would  offer  to  colonization.  It  was  a 
misfortune  to  this  country  that  so  much 
ignorance  should  prevail  among  the  peo- 
ple with  reference  to  the  space  of  country 
which  belonged  to  them.  It  had  often 
struck  him  mat  in  our  primary  schools 
every  geography  was  taught  but  that  of 
our  colonies.  Americans  who  visited 
this  country  were  astonished  that  so 
little  attention  was  given  to  this  subject 
in  the  primary  education  of  the  great 
mass  of  the  people.  Our  colonies  ought 
to  be  as  valuable  to  us — as  a  means  of 
relieving  over-population  and  the  pent- 
up  industries  of  the  kingdom — as  the 
Far  West  was  to  the  United  States. 
They  should  be  almost  a  guarantee 
gainst  the  prevalence  of  chronic  poverty 
among  us ;  out  for  want  of  information 
and  uuniharity  their  advantages  were 
never  looked  to  as  a  provision  for  the 
poor  and  enterprizing,  if,  indeed,  they 
had  not  purposely  been  kept  in  mystery 
not  to  use  the  horrors  of  transportation. 
Bepresenting,  to  a  certain  extent,  the 
late  Government,  he  offered  his  congra- 
tulations to  Her  Majesty's  Ministers  on 
the  snccessfiil  tormination  of  the  n^o- 
tiations  with  the  Hudson's  Bay  Com- 
pany. The  late  Government  had  con- 
ducted the  negotiations  trom  the  time  of 
the  Confederation  of  Canada  upon  the 
foundation  of  the  previous  n^otiationa 
2  0  ~'g\c 
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pledged  himself  never  to  do  anything  ot 
the  Mnd  again.  In  the  present  instanoe 
he  acquiesced  in  the  proposal  as  special 
and  exceptional,  beoause  they  gained  an 
enoimoue  advantage  at  very  little  cost. 
He  quite  agreed  with  the  Under  Seore- 
tary  that  this  was  not  eimply  a  Canadian 
question ;  it  was  one  of  very  great  Im- 
perial interest.  There  could  not  be  a 
doubt  about  it.  England  had  a  great 
interest  in  makiiig  this  arrangMnent  as 
easy,  speedy,  and  perfect  as  possible. 
We  had  to  stand  out  of  the  way  of  a 
great  country's  growtii,  impeded  by  an 
old  charter  of  one  of  our  Kings.  We 
were  removing  that  barrier  we  had  our- 
selves created ;  and,  having  done  so,  we 
undertook  no  more  than  to  unite  with 
our  fellow-oountrymMi  in  Canada  in 
opening  up  the  reaouroes  of  this  vast 
tract,  and  rendering  it  as  available  to 
those  who  emigrate  hence  as  to  those 
who  live  on  the  spot.  When  it  was  said 
that  recent  expressions  of  opinion,  espe- 
cially in  British  Colmnbia,  had  run  in 
favour  of  annexation  to  the  United  States, 
it  was  well  to  remember  that  the  reason 
was  this — that  the  greater  part  of  the 
present  population  of  Columbia  —  98 
per  cent — had  come  &om  the  United 
States,  and  therefore  it  was  natural  that 
their  inclination  should  be  stronger  for 
their  own  country  than  towards  Great 
Britain ;  but  when  once  the  interven- 
ing territory  was  opened,  the  tide  of 
population  from  this  country  would  be 
greatly  increased,  an  English  population 
would  spread  over  it;  English  connec- 
tion and  attachment  would  supersede  the 
alien  sympathies,  and  a  territorial  provi- 
sion would  become  available  for  every 


y  the  Duke  of  Newcastle. 
The  negoliationB  had  extended  over  a 
great  number  of  years,  and  had,  by  the 
intricacy  of  claims,  and  doubtfulness  of 
rights,  become  a  great  deal  too  comph- 
cated ;  but  their  complication  bad  been 
very  much  curtailed,  and  he  had  to 
compliment  the  Government  on  the  sim- 
pler arrangement  which  had  been  made 
with  the  Company.  He  thought  the 
payment  of  a  sura  of  £300,000  down,  in- 
stead of  a  sum  gradually  accumnlating 
by  instalments  over  a  number  of  years, 
was  greatly  preferable ;  the  reserves  of 
land  were  also  simpler,  and  the  position 
of  the  Company  for  the  fiiture  wa«  im- 

§  roved.  Canada  undertook  at  once  both 
le  territory  and  its  government.  He 
said  this  particularly  with  reference  to 
the  observation  of  the  hon.  Member  for 
6t.  Andrew's  (Mr.  Ellioe),  who  said  he 
hoped  that  some  stipulation  had  beeu 
made  with  Canada  as  to  govemment. 
They  handed  over  the  reins  to  Canada, 
and,  of  oourse,  Canada  was  to  govern ; 
if  not  the  negotiations  would  tall  t£rough. 
Canada  woiUd  undertake  the  promotion 
of  all  those  objects  which  had  been  al- 
luded to  in  the  debate  connected  with  the 
opening  up  of  the  country.  As  to  re- 
serves of  land  for  Indians,  the  late 
Government  had  made  no  stipulations. 
Scrupulously  avoiding  laying  down  any 
specific  recommendations  as  to  the  treat- 
ment of  the  Indians,  they  had  expressed 
a  hope  that  they  would  be  scrupu- 
lously considered,  as  they  should,  and, 
no  doubt,  would  be,  but  leaving  it  en- 
tirely to  the  wisdom  of  the  Canadian 
Government  how  they  should  be  treated ; 
for  the  Canadian  Govemment  were  as 
good  judges  of  the  interests  of  the  In- 
dians as  we  could  be,  and  so  far  much 
better,  because  they  would  have  to 
suffer  by  any  unwise  arrangement  they 
might  make.  These  things  were  left  to 
Canada,  and  all  we  took  on  ourselves 
in  the  negotiations  was  the  guarantee 
proposed  for  the  loan  by  which  the 
£300,000  was  to  be  raised.  If  that  was 
all,  the  habili^  we  incurred  in  so  suc- 
cessful an  arrangement  as  this,  he  must 
say  a  great  object  had  been  gained  for 
the  country  at  very  little  cost  or  risk  to 
ourselves.  He  quite  ^^esd  as  to  the 
general  impolicy  of  offering  guarantees. 
He  had  himself  had  the  misfortune  to 
have  the  task  of  proposing  to  the  House 
the  guarantee  in  connection  with  the 
Intercolonial  Bailway,  and  he  bad 
Mr.  Addtrlty 


family  in  England  that  chose  to  go  there. 

Mr.  E.  T.  HAMILTON  agreed  in  the 
desirability  of  making  known  in  this 
country  facilities  for  communication  with 
other  parts  of  Her  Majesty's  dominions, 
but  he  also  thought  it  desirable  that  no 
delusive  hopes  uiould  be  held  out.  He 
understood  from  the  resident  (Jovemor 
of  the  Hudson's  Bay  Company  that  the 
settlement  from  Canada  of  the  'fertile 
tract  of  territory  which  had  been  alluded 
to  was  almost  impossible.  If  that  s^^tle- 
ment  were  effected  it  must  be  fronJ  the 
overflow  of  population  &«m  Minnestota, 
and  not  from  Canada.  < 

Mk.  GLADSTONE:  There  are  *)ne 
or  two  topics  tbat  have  been  mentioi^ed 
in  this  debate  on  which  I  wish  to  mn^e 
a  few  remarks.    I  cannot  but  say  I  ^un 


1125        SritM  CWiMtit'a —         (June  1,  1869]  Motion  for  Paptri. 

exceedingly  glad  that  the  time  has  at 
IsngilL  arriTed  vhen  a  very  difficult  pro- 
blem has  reached  its  solution.  Twenty 
years  ago,  when  discusdons  took  place 
in  this  House  having  in  view  the  veir 
object  that  is  now  a^ut  to  be  attained, 
X  was  one  of  those  who,  at  the  time, 
feeling  a  very  lively  interest  in  the  ijues- 
tion,  entered  keenly  into  the  matter,  and, 
perhaps,  did  somewhat  less  than  justice 
to  the  Hudson's  Bay  Company,  to  whom 
now  eveiTone  would  wish  that  the  ftdlest 
justice  should  be  done.  At  the  same 
time  I  think  that,  Amdamentally,  we 
were  right  in  the  policy  we  then  endea- 
voured to  recommend,  because  it  has 
been  frankly  admitted  in  this  debate, 
and  is  now  generally  conceded,  in  Uie 
first  place,  that  the  Hudson's  Bay  Com- 
pany, as  a  company  with  exclusive  pri- 
vileges, and  constituted  for  the  purpose 
of  &  trading,  neither  was  nor  possibly 
could  be  a  good  steward  of  the  great 
interests  involved  in  the  government  of 
a  lai^  continent;  and,  in  the  second 
place,  that  it  was  not  possible  for  this 
country  to  take  upon  itself  and  to  ad- 
minister directly  the  responsibihties  that 
were  then  incumbent  upon  the  Hudson's 
Bay  Company,  Canada  evidently  was 
pointed  out  by  nature  and  by  circum- 
stances OS  the  proper  person  to  come  into 
that  position,  and  that  position  she  is 
about  at  length  to  adopt.  My  hou. 
Friend  the  Member  for  St.  Andrew's 
(Mr.  EUice)  asks  us  whether  we  took 
engf^ment  from  Canada  for  the  govern- 
ment of  this  territoiy,  and  I  shall  repeat 
on  the  part  of  the  Government  the  an- 
swer mode  by  my  right  hon.  Friend  the 
Member  for  North  Staffordshire  (Mr. 
Adderley),  that  It  would  be  neither  be- 
coming nor  possible  to  ask  Canada  to 
give  such  an  engagement.  Canada 
would  be  senseless  unless  she  entertained 
the  fullest  sense  of  her  respoosibihty 
and  duty  in  this  matter,  and  her  in- 
terests are  as  much  connected  with  the 
fulfilment  of  this  duty  as  in  any  possible 
case  they  could  be.  There  was  a  remark 
that  feU  &om  my  noble  Friend  the 
Member  for  Berwick  (Viscount  Bury) 
that  I  am  loth  to  pass  without  some 

[ualiflcation.  I  must  thank  Viim — and 
think  I  express  the  general  feeling — 
for  the  interesting  and  able  speech  wfieh 
he  dehvered.  I  am  sure  he  will  excuse 
me  if  on  one  point  I  venture  to  say  a 

word  for  the   honour  of  this  country, 

though  in  apparent  opposition  to  what  he 
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said — I  mean  with  respect  to  that  very 
animated  censure  whidk  he  passed  nnon 
the  course  t^en  by  the  British  Parlia- 
ment in  regard  to  the  presents  made  to 
the  Indians,  and  which  he  did  not  scm- 
ple  to  describe  as  a  gross  breach  of  Mth, 
of  which  the  undivided  responsibility 
lay  with  this  country — if  with  this  coun- 
try, then  necessari^  and  exclusively 
witii  this  House.  Thd  ground  of  my 
noble  Friend's  charge  was  this — that  a 
covenant  had  been  made  with  tlie  In- 
dians that  these  presents  should  be  an- 
nually given  to  them  "so  long  as  the 
grass  grew  and  the  water  ran.'  I  will 
not  attempt  to  escape  from  the  strin- 
gency of  that  covenant ;  but  this  I  will 
say,  that  I  do  not  think  it  necessary  for 
me  to  attempt  to  defend  England  against 
a  charge  of  gross  breach  of  faith  by 
shifting  the  responsibility  elsewhere. 
But  this  I  do  say,  that  that  covenant  to 
give  presents  to  the  Indians  was  strictly 
and  essentially  on  incident  of  the  posi- 
tion which  we  then  held  in  regara  to 
Canada.  At  the  time  when  we  entered 
into  that  covenant  we  held  Canada  not 
so  much  for  the  benefit  of  Canada  as  for 
the  benefit  of  this  country,  and  Canada 
was  managed,  not  according  to  her  own 
will  and  discretion,  but  acoordingto  ours. 
In  process  of  time  that  state  of  things  was 
fundamentally  changed.  Every  power 
that  we  had  exercised  over  Canada  for 
our  own  use  or  supposed  advantage  was 
successively  given  over  into  the  hands 
of  Canada.    With  these  powers  the  peo- 

§le  of  Uiis  cotmtry  practically  came  to 
le  conclusion  that  it  woe  necessary  that 
the  incidental  costs  and  burdens  ^ould 
be  hkewise  handed  over,  and  among 
those  incidental  coste  and  burdens  that 
of  the  annual  presents  to  the  Indians. 
That  is  the  real  ground  on  which  this 
House  proceeded.  I  do  not  think  it  was 
any  part  of  our  duty  to  determine  whe- 
ther the  covenant  with  the  Indians  was 
liable  to  change  in  consequence  of  the 
altered  circumstances.  The  question  to 
which  we  looked  was  whether  we  could 
fairly  and  justly,  under  this  covenant, 
continue  to  ask  the  tax-payer  of  this 
country  to  pay  a  sum  ot,  I  tlunk,  a  good 
many  thousands  a  year  for  the  purpose 
of  these  presents  to  the  Indians,  when 
Canada  became  a  country  for  every  prao- 
tical  purpose  perfectly  independent.  The 
House  of  Commons  arrived  at  the  con- 
clusion that  it  was  not  reasonable  or  just 
to  make  that  demand  upon  the  people  of 
2  0  2 
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England.  I  notice  this  part  of  my  noble 
Friend's  epeech,  because  nothing  can  be 
more  unworthy  of  an  Assembly  like  the 
present  than  to  have  it  supposed  that,  in 
respect  to  the  engagements  we  con- 
cluded, we  adhered  to  them  less  fiuth- 
fidly  when  deaUng  with  a  weak  people 
than  when  stipulating  with  a  strong 
country.  With  regard  to  the  other  topic 
of  debate,  I  must  say  it  certainly  is  a 
question  of  the  greatest  interest  to  con- 
sider what  will  be  the  course  of  events 
with  respect  to  the  future  settlement  of 
the  great  valley  of  Saskatchewan.  There 
is  very  conflicting  testimony  on  the  sub- 
ject; and  probably  it  is  affected  by  so 
many  circmnstences  of  which  as  yet  we 
have  no  experience,  that  the  soundest 
judgment  and  the  most  extensive  know- 
ledge cannot  speak  with  confidence  upon 
it  at  the  present  time.  When  Sir  George 
Simpson  |>ublished  that  int«resting  ac- 
count of  his  voyage  round  the  world  he 
spoke  in  the  most  sanguine  terms  of  this 
territory;  but  subsequently  when  he 
gave  evidence  before  a  Committee  of 
this  House,  he  veiy  much  qualified  and 
almost  contradicted  his  former  state- 
ments. The  future  alone  can  tell  what 
are  the  capabilities  of  this  territory.  I 
think  it  necessary  to  say  a  word  with 
regard  to  continuing  colonial  guarantees. 
1  believe  that  in  the  private  relations  of 
life  it  often  happens  that  a  man  who  is 
ready  to  undertake  an  engagement  on 
the  part  of  somebody  else,  by  the  foot  of 
his  undertaking  such  engagement,  in- 
stead of  leaving  on  the  mind  of  the  other 
party  the  impression  that  he  ought  not 
to  apply  to  him  again,  leaves,  on  the 
contrary,  the  impression  that  he  is  an 
accommodating  person,  and  that  nothing 
but  a  succession  of  pertinacious,  or  at 
least  energetic  applications  is  required 
in  order  to  extend  the  process  of  entering 
into  engagements.  I  hope  our  excellent 
Canadian  fellow-subjects  are  not  under 
an  impression  of  this  kind ;  but  whether 
they  are  or  not,  I  feel  content  to  bear  my 
testimony  to  what  the  right  hon.  Oentle- 
mau  opposite  (Mr.Adderiey)  has  said  on 
colonial  guarantees.  I  cannot  adopt  an 
absolute  rule  on  this  subject.  It  is  im- 
possible to  say  that  there  will  be  no  such 
thing  proposed  to  this  House  as  a  colo- 
nial guarantee.  But  whenever  a  Go- 
vernment has  proposed  a  colonial  gua- 
rantee in  the  past,  this  House  has  always 
expected  that  Government  to  show  that 
the  proposal  was  made  with  a  view  of 
Mr.  Gladttom 


Estohtiom. 


1128 


&om  the  kind  of  relations 
under  which  alone  such  a  guarantee  was 
required,  and  of  establishing  freer  rela- 
tions under  which  our  colonial  fellow- 
subjects  would  bear  their  own  burdens 
and  leave  us  to  bear  ours.  In  conclu- 
sion, I  thank  the  hon.  Member  for  Chel- 
sea (Sir  Charles  Dilke)  for  having  given 
the  House  the  benefit  of  his  experience 
with  regard  to  the  difficulties  wim  which 
this  portion  of  the  subject  is  beset. 

YiBcouiTF  BUBT  apologized  if  he  had 
used  too  strong  expressions  with  regard 
to  our  treatment  of  the  Indiana ;  but  he 
had  had  in  his  mind  at  the  time  a  cover- 
ing despatch  from  Sir  Edmund  Head, 
who  said  that  he  approached  the  subject 
with  pain  and  misgiving,  never  having 
been  able  to  persuade  himself  that  the 
conduct  of  this  country  towards  the  In- 
dians had  been  consistent  with  good 
faith.  ^^ 

Mb.  HADFIELD  said,  it  was  strange 
that  the  opportunities  for  emigration 
which  these  vast  regions  presented  were 
so  much  neglected  by  the  English  peo- 
ple. While  those  regions  were  inviting 
settlers,  England  was  over-run  with  popu- 
lation, often  hard  driven  to  find  employ- 
ment. He  regretted  greatly  that  the  sons 
of  our  aristocracy,  instead  of  remaining 
at  home  to  fill  up  all  the  places  wlu(£ 
they  could  obtain  in  the  army,  the  navy, 
the  church,  or  the  law,  did  not  follow 
the  examples  of  their  ancestors,  and  set 
themselves  the  task  of  colonizing  fresh 
regions  of  the  earth.  He  had  heard  it 
said  that  the  reason  why  the  younger 
sons  of  the  aristocracy  remained  at  home 
was  because  they  did  not  wish  to  leave 
the  luxuries  of  their  fathers'  tables.  It 
was  a  poor  reason  ;  and  he  thought  that 
the  teeming  population  of  this  country 
ought  to  be  better  instructed  as  to  the 
position  and  advantages  of  our  colonies 
as  fields  for  emigration. 

Motion  put,  and  agr»ei  to. 

MAIL  CONTRACTS.— RESOLUTIONS. 

Mr.  SEELT,  in  calling  attention  to 
tho  Report  of  the  Select  Committee  on 
the  American  Mail  Contracts,  said  that 
these  contracts  bad  been  objected  to  last 
year  on  various  grounds.  It  was  said 
that  they  ought  not  to  have  been  entered 
into  for  so  long  a  period  as  eight  years ; 
that  it  was  unwise  to  pay  a  fixed  sub- 
sidy annually  to  certain  firms,  irreeniec- 
tive  of  the  nomber  of  letters  earned ; 
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and  that  to  do  bo  was  not  onl;  injurious 
to  the  public  purse,  but  likewise  to 
priTate  snipping  finufi  not  subsidized. 
■  It  was  ai^ed,  on  the  other  hand,  that 
these  contracts  would  be  self-supporting, 
Eutd  that  the  rate  of  increase  in  the 
number  of  letters  had  of  late  years  been 
such  as  to  justify  a  reasonable  expecta- 
tion that  we  might  gradually  reduce  the 
postage  to  the  United  States,  without 
loaa  to  the  revenue.  The  question  whe- 
ther these  contract  would  be  self-sup- 
porting came  under  the  consideration  of 
the  Select  Committee,  and  by  the  term 
"eelf-supporting"  it  was  understood 
that  the  sea  postage  of  4d.  would  cover 
the  payments  to  Messrs.  Canard  and 
Inman.  The  Committee  reported  that 
for  the  year  1868  the  amount  of  sea 
postage  had  been  £68,400,  and  that 
horn  Queenstown  it  hod  been  £SI, 600. 
The  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  late 
Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  alleged 
that  the  sea  postage  in  186S  was 
£101,000 ;  and  he  apprehended  that  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  was  supplied  with 
a  statement  of  the  gross  amount  of  the 
postage  at  Bd. — id.  for  the  sea  postage 
and  2d.  for  the  inland  'postage.  In  the 
calculation  of  £112,000  given  to  the 
Committee  for  the  postage  for  this  year, 
it  was  Bupposed  that  there  would  be 
2,738,457  single  rates  of  letters,  which 
would  have  amounted  to  £76,068.  At 
6d.  he  believed  that  these  letters  would 
only  amount  to  £68,461,  so  that  there 
was  an  error  there  of  £7,607.  In  the 
same  estimate  £16,742  was  taken  as  the 
receipta  firom  newspapers  at  2d.  each, 
but  on  the  let  January,  1869,  the  post- 
age was  reduced  to  Id.,  so  that  £8,371 
must  be  struck  off  from  that  amount, 
making  a  difference  of  £15,978  to  be 
deducted  from  the  £112,000,  which 
would  leave  £96,022.  But,  further,  one- 
third  must  be  taken  off  that,  as  the 
amount  of  the  two  inland  rates  of  Id.  at 
each  end,  making  £32,007.  So  that  in- 
stead of  £112,000  they  arrived  at  a  sum 
of  about  £64,000 ;  and  instead  of  the 
contract  being  self-supporting,  it  would 
probably  entail  a  loss  of  upwards  of 
£40,000,  which,  if  the  North  German 
ZJoyd  contract  was  continued,  would  be 


right  hon.  Qeatloman  calculated  that 
the  £112,000  would  arise  from  an  in- 
crease of  10  per  cent  on  the  amount  of 
last  year.    Mr.  Ohetwynd,   in  hia  evi- 


Jietoluliens. 


1130 


deuce  before  tii6  Committee,  stated  that 
the  numbers  of  letters  to  and  fr«m  the 
United  States  had  been  as  follows : — In 
1863,  2,461,440;  in  1865,  3,367,670; 
in  1866,  4,066,284;  in  1867,  3,916,759; 
and  in  1868,  4,875,802;  but  Mr. 
Chetwynd  did  not,  until  he  was  cross-  . 
'  examined,  state  that  he  had  taken  as  the 
bases  of  his  calculation  the  year  of  the 
Civil  War  in  America,  when  the  number 
of  letters  foil  off  1,250,000,  and  that  he 
compared  it  with  the  year  1866,  when 
the  posti^  was  reduced  from  U.  to  Gd., 
and  when  the  number  of  letters  other- 
wise would  have  been  3,750,000;  so 
that,  instead  of  the  annual  average  in- 
crease being  19  per  cent,  it  would  have 
been  only  }  per  cent.  Therefore,  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  was  not  justified 
in  assuming,  from  the  figures  of  the  past 
year,  that  ttiere  would  be  an  increase  of 
10  per  cent.  If  it  were  to  be  said  that 
the  sea  postage  was  the  measure  of  the 
loss,  ana  that  the  United  States  did  not 
pay  as  much  as  they  were  expected  to 
pay,  he  asserted,  on  the  authority  of  a 
Parliamentary  Paper  (No.  42,  letter  of 
the  28th  of  November,  1866,  page  56), 
that  it  was  known  at  the  time  the  cal- 
culation was  made  that  the  United 
States  would  not  pay  more  than  15  cents 
per  ounce  for  letters  to  England ;  and 
it  must  have  been  known  at  the  same 
time  that  Messrs.  Cunard  would  have 
only  one  day's  letters ;  and,  therefore, 
there  was  no  reason  for  supposing  that 
the  amount  that  would  be  received  for 
postage  by  Messrs.  Cimard's  vessels 
would  be  much  more  than  was  realized. 
Of  course,  a  Chancellor  of  the  Exche- 
quer could  not  be  expected  to  examine 
tiiese  figures  minutely;  but  heads  of 
Departments  ought  to  be  very  careful 
that  these  calculations  were  intrusted  to 
competent  persons.  A  ground  taken  in 
defence  of  these  contracts  was,  that  no 
better  offers  could  be  obtained ;  but  per- 
sons sometimee  created  dif&culties  for 
themselves,  and  it  was  so  in  this  instance. 
No  doubt  the  Post  Office  had  bettor 
offers  in  1867  than  in  1868:  in  1867 
Mr.  TnmnTi  tendered,  but,  according  to 
his  own  account,  he  was  not  dealt  with 
fairly,  and  he  complained  that,  although 
his  vessels  were  as  good  as  the  Cun^d 
Company's,  a  preference  was  shown  to 
Messrs.  Cunard  both  in  regard  to  pay- 
ments which  he  was  not  to  have,  and 
exemption  from  penalties  to  which  he 
was  to  be  subjected.    Mr.  Inman  an- 
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dently  thought  it  vaa  of  no  use  fighting 
this  leviathaii  Company,  and,  therefore, 
he  thought  it  more  politic  to  coalesce  with 
it.  Thus  the  country  was  depriyod  of  a 
very  excellent  shipping  competition  for 
the  public  service.  The  Hamburg  Com- 
pany did  not  ofi'er  as  good  terms  in  1 868 
as  ^ey  did  in.  1867,  because  they  were 
harshly  treated  by  the  levying  of  penalties. 
In  February,  1868,  they  paid  a  penalty 
of  £300  because  a  vessel  did  not  start  at 
the  hour  fixed,  although  she  reached 
her  destination  thirty-four  hours  before 
the  time  stipulated.  Another  ship  which 
started  in  May  last  behind  time  arrived 
eighteen  hoiirs  before  the  stipulated 
time,  but  had  to  pay  the  penalty.  It  y/OB, 
therefore,  little  to  be  wondered  at  that 
private  companies  viewed  the  regula- 
tions of  the  Post  Office  with  particulax 
aversion.  He  understood  that  the  Trea- 
sury had  given  notice  of  their  intention 
to  tenninate  their  contract  with  the  North 
German  Lloyd's  Company,  to  the  great 
disadvantage  of  American  correqion- 
dents  in  London  and  the  southern  coun- 
ties. A  Betum  published  by  the  Com- 
mittee showed  that  during  the  six  mouths 
ending  September  31,  1866,  75  per  cent 
of  the  American  lett^  went  by  way  of 
Queenstown  and  25  per  cent  by  way  of 
Southampton ;  hut  there  were  three  days' 
collection  of  letters  for  Queenstown  and 
only  two  for  Southampton ;  and  if  South- 
ampton had  had  three  days'  collection  its 
percentage  of  the  despatch  would  have 
been  nearly  40  per  cent.  The  calcula- 
tions proved  beyond  dispute  the  advan- 
tages of  the  route.  Though,  perhaps, 
such  matters  should  not  be  decided  on 
the  principle  of  generosity,  it  could  not 
be  tfenied  that  the  North Oerm^iLIoyd's 
had  some  claims  upon  the  Gbvemment, 
because  there  was  no  doubt  that  but  for 
the  existence  of  this  company  the  Post 
Office  would  have  been  unable  to  make 
the  bargain  they  had  made,  bad  as  it  was. 
It  had  been  urged  on  behalf  of  theCunard 
Company  that  loss  was  incurred  by  call- 
ing at  Queenstown.  Mr.  Bums  estimated 
the  loss  at  £10,000,  Mr.  Inman  at  about 
the  same;  but  Mr.  Guionput  the  loss  down 
at  a  £10  note,  and  it  was  supposed  the 
former  witnesses  included  in  IJieir  esti- 
mate the  whole  of  their  establishment 
chaiges  atQueenstown,  while  Mr.  Guion 
spoke  only  of  the  additional  expense  on 
the  presumption  that  an  estahlishment 
at  ^eenstown  was  not  necesaaiy.  Ail 
tlie  shipping  companies  going  between 
ifr.  Seely 


I 


Liveipool  and  the  States  called  at  Qneena- 
t«wn ;  and  it  was  to  the  interest  of  all 
to  go  r^ularly,  to  ke^  the  utmost  punc- 
tuuity,  and  make  the  greatest  speed  . 
possible.  Their  success  as  passenger  and 
caigo  ships  depended  on  these  consider- 
ations, and  therefore  there  was  no  neces- 
sity for  Government  to  pay  any  company 
additional  rates  on  any  one  of  these  ac- 
counts. Nor  was  it  necessary  for  00- 
yemment  to  pay  extra  for  fixed  days, 
because  the  National  Stoamship  Com- 
pany of  Liverpool,  for  instance,  had  600 
agents  in  ev^r  part  of  the  world,  and 
any  change  in  we  days  of  starting  would 
cause  the  companies  great  expense.  It 
was  alleged  Uiat  they  would  not  get 
vessels  to  run  in  the  winter;  but  tho 
fact  was  that  Mr.  Inman's  ships  were 
running  in  the  winter  during  fourteen  or 
fifteen  years,  and  those  of  &&.  Guion  for 
four  or  five  years.  Although  the  Com- 
mittee appointed  to  inquire  into  the 
postal  contracts  recommended  that  they 
should  not  be  confirmed,  they  had  be- 
come valid.  Hon.  Members  were  perhaps 
aware  that  by  a  Eesolution  of  the  24.th 
of  July,  1860,  mail  contracts  were  to  ba 
laid  upon  the  table  of  the  House  for  one 
month  before  they  could  be  regarded  oa 
binding ;  but  the  contracts  he  alluded  to 
were  signed  on  the  llth  or  12th  of  De- 
cember, and  it  would  have  been  a  farce 
to  lav  them  on  the  table  when  it  was 
well  known  the  House  would  adjourn  in 
a  day  or  two,  and  not  re-assemble  for  more 
than  a  month.  By  the  first  portion  of 
hie  Motion  he  proposed  to  make  it  obli- 
gatory to  have  the  contracts  on  the  table 
during  thirty  days  on  which  the  House 
sat,  so  as  to  prevent  the  possibility  of  a 
miscarriage  under  similar  circumstances. 
In  this  case,  however,  the  oontracts  were 
laid  on  the  table  on  the  2nd  of  March, 
and  within  two  days  he  moved  that  they 
be  disapproved.  In  deference  to  the 
wish  of  some  Mends  whose  opinion  he 
respected,  he  altered  hie  Motion  by  re- 
questing an  inquiry  upon  the  subject, 
and  on  the  12th  of  March  a  Committee 
was  granted.  It  was  not  possible  for 
the  Committee  to  meet  until  the  17th  of 
March,  and  with  the  greatest  diligence 
on  their  part  they  were  not  able  to  report 
until  the  23rd.  On  that  day  Parliament 
adjourned  for  the  Baster  fiecess  until  the 
Ist  of  April.  If  the  word  "  month,"  in 
the  Resolution  had  meant  a  calendar 
month  there  would  have  been  time  to 
take  the  matter  into  oonmderaticai  on  the 
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day  th£  House  met ;  bat  there  were  con- 
flicting opinions  on  the  subject,  and  the 
ireight  of  testimony  was  ihfA  a  lunar 
month  waa  meant.  The  time,  therefore, 
had  expired  before  Farliainent  met,  and 
thus  it  nappened  that  they  were  unable 
to  discuss  the  question,  and  ako,  as  he 
feared,  were  saddled  with  a  Tery  heavy 
loss.  It  was  with  a  view  to  prevent  such 
B  thing  happening  again  that  he  was 
about  to  propose  his  first  Beeolution. 
With  regard  to  his  second  Eesolution, 
he  was  met  by  this  argument — "  We  are 
saddled  with  these  contracts  for  eight 
years ;  what  is  the  use  of  talMng  about 
them  now?"  There  had  been  three 
Committees  on  the  subject — one  in  1853, 
another  in  IS60,  and  the  third  this  year 
— and  all  of  them  had  practically  come 
to  the  condnHion  that  it  was  not  wise  to 
enter  into  contracts  for  carrying  the  mails 
to  the  United  States  for  any  lengthened 
period,  and  that  it  was  not  necessary  to 
remunerate  the  contractors  by  a  fixed 
payment.  Now,  if  all  PostmasterH  Ge- 
neral were  of  the  same  mind,  it  might 
perhaps  be  needless  to  lay  down  any  very 
specific  rules ;  but,  if  after  the  Committee 
of  1853,  the  subject  had  been  taken  into 
consideFatioTi  by  the  House,  and  the 
Beeolution  bearing  on  it  adopted,  the 
country  would  have  saved  a  large  amount 
of  money.  In  the  Beport  of  1 860  it  was 
stated  that  in  1867  Messrs.  Cunard  ap- 
plied for  an  extension  of  their  contract, 
which  did  not  expire  until  1 862 — that  was 
nearly  five  years  in  advance.  The  Duke 
of  Aigyll,  then  Postmaster  General,  pro- 
tested strongly  gainst  this  extension,  on 
the  ground  that  it  was  opposed  to  the  re- 
commendation of  &e  Committee  of  1853, 
andthatitwouldpreventthediniinutionof 
the  cost  of  mails  across  the  Atlantic,  and 
thus  the  reduction  of  the  postage.  On 
the  2nd  of  March,  1858,  the  ^asury 
refused  to  grant  the  extension.  Then 
came  a  very  singular  affair.  On  the 
20th  of  the  same  month,  only  eighteen 
days  after  this  refusal,  Messrs.  Cunard 
made  a  second  application.  Between 
the  two  periods  there  had  been  a  change 
of  Government ;  on  the  29th  of  Mardi, 
&e  Admiralty  recommended  the  Trea- 
sury to  comply  with  the  demand ;  and 
on  the  20th  of  May,  1858,  the  Treasury 
did  agree  to  the  extension  of  the  con- 
tract, &om  the  let  of  January,  1862,  to 
the  Slat  of  December,  1867.  The  sub- 
sidy of  £173,000  to  the  Meaars.  Cunard 
was  Koecffdingly  continued  tor  another 
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period  of  ax  years.  Lord  Stanley  of 
Alderley  was   Postmaster   General   in 

1866,  and  in  a  Paper  bearing  date  the 
8th  of  February,  of  that  year,  lie  said — 

"  Had  the  oootreot  with  Hesara.  Cunard  bcoa 
kltoirgd  to  expire  on  tbe  Slit  of  Decemhsr,  1661, 
a  great  portion  of  the  annual  lo»  ubiob  «a  lu^ 
tained  vould  tutTe  been  aaied."  . 

He  furdier  said  that  contract  prevented 
the  diminution  of  the  postage  &om  1«. 
to  6i. ;  and  further,  that  the  Liverpool 
and  New  York  Steam  Company  bad 
offered  to  take  the  mails  for  the  ocean 
postage  from  and  to  the  United  States, 
and  they  had  run  with  great  regularity 
with  the  mails  of  the  United  States  for 
tbe  ocean  postage.  On  the  26th  of 
April,  1866,  Lord  Stanley  of  Alderley 
a^ed  the  l^easury  to  authorize  him  to 
contract  for  the  conveyance  of  the  mails 
to  the  United  States  upon  the  basis  of 
of  the  sea  postage ;  and  on  the  13th  of 
June,  1666,  the  Treasury  gave  him  the 
authority  to  do  so.  But  Lord  Stanley  of 
Alderley  ceased  to  be  Postmaster  Gene- 
ral, and  they  had  now  these  two  con- 
tracts entered  into  for  a  fresh  period  of 
eight  years.  Now,  he  would  say  there 
ought  to  be  some  uniformity,  not  in  the 
opinions  of  Postmasters  Q«neral,  but  in 
their  principles  of  action ;  that  it  was 
desirable  to  limit  the  period,  and  that 
they  should  put  all  companies  on  the 
same  footing.  The  Committee  of  1853 
reported  that  the  preference  given  to 
subsidized  lines  was  calculated  to  injure 
other  lines,  and  that  opinion  Mr.  Inman 
stated  very  distinctly  in  a  letter  to  the 
Treasurv,   on  the   26th  of    November, 

1867.  The  result  of  all  that  was  to  raise 
up  a  sort  of  power  that  could  hold  its 
own  against  the  Government  of  Eng- 
land, and  even  of  the  United  States; 
for,  in  answer  to  Question  1611,  Mr. 
Inman  actually  stated  that  he  had  no- 
thing whatever  to  do  but  telegraph  that 
night  to  the  United  States  to  stop  all 
postal  communication  between  one  coun- 
try and  the  other.  Now,  he  was  not 
fond,  as  the  Chancellor  of  the  Exche- 
quer had  said  the  other  night,  of  "  cock- 
ering up"  such  institutions  or  firms  as 
might  tuunage  us  hereafter ;  and  it  was 
with  a  view  to  prevent  such  conse- 
quences that  he  should  propose  bis  se- 
oond  Kesolution.  Now,  what  was  the 
result  of  our  policy,  and  that  of  the 
United  States,  in  dealing  with  the  same 
business?  Up  to  1868,  we  paid  yearly 
to  Messrs  Cunard  £173,000 ;  the  United 
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States,  fhoiigh  they  sent  rather  more, 

fot  their  mails  conveyed  for  less  than 
40,000.  For  the  next  ei^t  yeare  we 
must  inevitably  pay  £105,000  to  Ueaare. 
Gimard  and  luman ;  and  if  ve  continued 
to  employ  the  fforth  Oerman  Lloyd,  as 
he  hoped  we  should,  the  entire  amount 
would  be  £120,000;  but  he  ventured  to 
Bay  that  in  that  period  the  United  States 
would  not  pa;  £50,000.  Looking  there- 
fore, to  the  recommendations  of  three 
CommitteeB,  of  two  Poatmaaters  Gene- 
ral, and  of  Treasury  Minutes,  the  House 
might  justly  come  to  the  conclusion  that 
there  was  no  necesaitj  for  fbied  sub- 
sidies for  a  term  of  years  in  the  case  of 
the  service  in  question.  The  Duke  of 
Montrose,  then  Postmaster  General,  on 
the  13th  of  December,  1867,  gave  notice 
to  the  United  States  to  terminate  the 
Convention  entered  into  on  the  18th 
June,  1867  ;  and,  being  anxious  tbat  the 
whole  of  the  facts  relating  to  that  mat- 
ter should  be  in  the  hands  of  Members, 
he  had  himself  moved  for  a  Ketiim 
which  should  have  contained  all  the  par- 
ticulars to  which  he  was  about  to  allude. 
But  the  Post  Office  was  not  aide  to  give 
a  portion  of  the  Papers  which  he  a^ed 
for.  It  was  not  able  to  g^ve  the  Memo- 
randum of  Mr.  Trollope.  He  should 
mention  that,  when  the  Duke  of  Montrose 
gave  notice  to  the  United  States,  to 
terminate  the  Convention,  his  Grace  as- 
signed no  reasons,  but  said  he  would 
send  over  Mr.  Trollope  to  explain  hie 
reasons  and  negotiate  a  new  Convention. 
Mr.  Trollope  accordingly  went  over  and 
gave  to  the  Postmaster  General  of  the 
United  States  a  Memorandum,  dated 
April  26,  1868 ;  and  there  was  a  reply 
from  the  American  Postmaster  General 
to  Mr.  Trollope,  dated  May  23,  1868. 
It  was  a  most  singular  thing  that  the 
English  Post  Office  had  no  copy  of  that 
memorandum  of  Mr.  Trollope,  and  there- 
fore conceived  that  it  could  not  give 
either  tbat  document  or  the  reply  to  it. 
Now  he  found,  from  a  pamphlet  which 
he  had  ia  his  hand,  that  the  reasons  as- 
signed by  Mr.  Trollope  for  terminating 
the  Convention  were  that  we  paid  24 
cents  per  ounce  for  the  letters  we  sent 
to  the  United  States,  while  the  United 
States  paid  only  15  cents  per  ounce  for 
the  letters  they  sent  to  England ;  and 
Mr.  Trollope  very  properly  said  in  his 
memorandum  that  the  ships  which  went 
backwards  and  forwards  were  the  same, 
and  therefore  there  was  no  reason  why 
Jfr.  8e«ly 


we  should  pay  more  than  the  United 
States  did.  But  Mr.  Trollope  under- 
stated his, case,  because  the  24  cents 
per  ounce  that  we  paid  were  only  for  the 
sea  postage,  whereas  we  paid  not  only 
the  sea  postage,  but  also  the  whole  of 
the  gross  postage;  and  the  entire  6d. 
rate  was  swallowed  up  in  the  payments 
to  the  contreotoTs.  Beplying  to  Mr. 
Trollope' s  obaervatiou,  the  American 
Postmaster  General  said  that  that  was 
owing  to  the  different  mode  of  inviting 
tenders  adopted  on  this  side.  Mr. 
Trollope  proposed  that  there  should  be 
a  joint  contract  between  the  two  coun- 
tries for  a  term  of  five,  four,  or  three 
years ;  hut  the  American  Fostmaster 
General  answered  that  by  law  he  could 
not  enter  into  contracts  for  more  than 
two  years,  and  that  he  thought  it  better 
to  leave  to  each  Post  Office  the  power  of 
making  its  own  contract.  He  would 
neitproceed  to  direct  the  attention  of 
the  House  to  tbe  third  Resolution.  The 
Select  Committee  of  this  year  had  belbre 
them  the  representative  of  the  National 
Steam  Ship  Company  and  Mr.  Guion, 
who  stated  that  ^ey  had  made  an  offer 
to  convey  letters  weekly  by  Queenstowii 
throughout  the  year  at  tiie  rate  of  Id. 
an  ounce  or  one-third  of  Id.  per  letter. 
He  might  be  told  that  the  boats  of 
those  gentlemen  were  not  so  fast  as  tbose 
of  the  Messrs.  Cunard.  He  admitted 
that  they  were  not  as  fast  as  the  Messrs. 
Cuuard's  quick  boats,  but  it  was  ex- 
tremely probable  that  they  were  as  fast 
as  their  slow  boats ;  and,  moreover,  if 
persons  preferred  to  pay  the  slow  Id. 
rate  to  the  quick  6d.  rate,  ho  did  not  see 
why  the  House — supposing  no  loss  were 
sustained  by  the  airangement — should 
object  to  it.  Let  the  mercantile  com- 
munity have  their  6i.  rate  by  the  subd- 
dized  lines,  and  let  the  poorer  elates 
have  a  Id.  rate  by  the  vessels  of  the  Na- 
tional Steam  Company,  or  other  parties 
whose  boats  might  reach  New  Tork 
one,  or  even  two  days  later.  They  had 
now  two  rates  to  Brazil,  two  to  several 
other  States  of  South  America,  and  two 
also  to  India.  By  a  Id.  rate  be  meant 
a  Id.  rat«  from  any  part  of  the  United 
Kingdom  to  any  part  of  the  United 
States.  It  might  be  said  it  would  not 
pay,  but,  at  all  events,  they  would  only 
take  one-third  of  Id.  for  the  ocean  post- 
age, whereas  they  now  took  the  whole 
6^.  for  the  ocean  postage,  and  thus  en- 
tirely sacrificed  toe  two  inland  ntes  to 
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oonrey  tlie  letters  of  tlie  meroantils 
commumty.  The  Duke  of  UontFOse, 
writing  io  the  Lirerpool  Ohamber  of 
Oommeroe  in  December,  1B68,  admitted 
that  it  was  by  no  means  certain  that  be- 
tween the  large  towns  here  letters  might 
not  be  colleflted  and  delivered  for  a  half- 
penny. Mr.  Scudamoro  said  that  the 
Post  Office  authorities  had  ascertained 
as  well  as  they  could  that  the  aTerage 
cost  of  collecting,  transmitting,  and  de- 
livering inland  letters  was  about  three 
farthings  each ;  and  he  added  that  if  no 
letters  were  sent  to  the  United  States 
the  expenses  of  the  Post  Office  would  be 
very  little  diminiahed;  and,  fiirtlier, 
that  even  supposing  there  was  a  loss  in 
the  case  of  auoh  mails— that  was,  for  the 
mercantile  community — it  was  quite  fair 
to  apply  the  gross  postage,  namely,  M., 
for  their  conveyance  across  the  AtlantJo. 
Why,  then,  he  asked,  should  they  not 
equally  apply  the  groaH  postage  oS  \i. 
for  the  conTeyance  of  the  letters  of  the 
poorer  olaBses  across  the  Atlantic  if  it 
was  required,  which  he  did  not  think  it 
would  be?  It  might  be  said  that  if 
tii^  bad  two  rates  there  would  be  fewer 
letters  at  the  6i^.  rate  ;  and  he  frankly 
admitted  that  there  might  be.  Bnt  if 
the  question  were  not  complicated  by 
the  €d.  rate,  together  with  these  atro- 
cious contracts,  they  would  have  no  dif- 
ficulty in  the  matter.  The  letters  oagbt 
to  be  sent  at  the  rate  they  actuaUy  cost, 
instead  of  the  poor  man  having  to  pay 
more  in  order  mat  the  rich  man  might 
pay  less.  It  should  be  borne  in  nund 
that  the  great  bulk  of  tiie  letters  which 
would  go  under  &  \i.  rate  would  pro- 
bably never  be  written  if  they  were 
ehaig:ed  6A  He  now  wished  to  call  the 
attention  of  the  House  to  the  large  num- 
ber of  people  who  were  interested  in 
this  question.  He  bad  obtained  an  ap- 
proximate account  of  Uieir  number. 
The  hon.  Member  for  Longford  (Major 
O'Keilly)  had  procured  &om  a  friend  a 
Ketum  which  he  said  might  be  relied 
upon,  and  which  stated  that,  in  1860,  there 
were  in  the  United  States  no  fewer  than 
2,199,079  persons  who  were  natives  of 
the  United  Kingdom.  He  also  learnt 
from  the  Emigration  Commisaionere  that 
from  1860  to  1868,  both  years  inclusive, 
960,734  persons  had  gone  from  the  Uni- 
ted Eln^iom  to  the  United  States.  He 
might  assume,  indeed,  that  there  were 
at  least  3,500,000  of  peo^  in  the  Uni- 
ted States  who  had  relatiTee  or  trienda 
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the  United  Kingdom ;  for  it  was  highly 
probable  that  a.  considerable  number  of 
those  who  had  gone  to  the  United  States 
did  not  declare  themselvea  British  sub- 
jects, having  a  motive  to  make  them- 
selves out  to  be  United  States'  citizens. 
Altogether  he  calculated  that  there  were 
10,000,000  people  interested  in  the  ques- 
tion of  a  1^.  postage  to  America.  It 
was  no  easy  thing  for  a  poor  man,  whose 
wages,  perhaps,  were  only  6«.  or  7».  a 
week,  to  pay  6d.  for  the  postage  of  a 
letter ;  besides,  he  believed  the  lowering; 
of  the  rate  would  be  an  advantage  to 
the  mercantile  community  as  well  as  to 
the  poor.  The  companies  which  carried 
Id.  letters  would  enter  into  a  generous 
rivalry,  and  their  vessels  would  in  the  end 
make  tiie  passage  more  rapidly.  Eveiy 
Member  of  that  House  was  no  doubt 
anxious  to  do  anytiiing  which  would 
tend  to  bind  the  two  countries  together, 
and  what  was  more  likely  to  bring  about 
BO  desirable  a  result  than  the  adoption 
of  these  KesolutionB  ?  Perhaps  it  might 
be  said,  however,  that  the  United  States 
would  re&se  to  consent  to  such  a  plan. 
Well,  if  they  did,  we  should  not  have 
injured  ourselves  by  proposing  to  im- 
prove the  postal  communication  between 
the  two  countries.  But  he  did  not 
think  a  refiisal  on  the  part  of  the  United 
States  was  at  all  probable.  It  was  evi- 
dent, &om  documente  published  in  the 
United  States,  as  well  as  here,  that  the 
authorities  in  the  United  States  were 
anxious  to  reduce  the  rate  of  postage, 
while  it  was  our  own  Post  Office  autho- 
rities who  had  placed  obstacles  in  the 
way.  Mr.  Seward,  in  particular,  had 
dedared  that  he  was  desirous  to  see  the 
rate  reduced  to  the  lowest  practicable 
standard.  He  expressed  an  earnest  hope 
that  the  House  would  agree  to  the  Be- 
eolutions,  as  he  felt  it  would  be  a  dis- 
graceful thing  if,  in  the  first  Session  of 
a  ^Reformed  Parliament,  it  did  not  give 
to  the  poorer  classes  of  this  counf^  a 
cheap  means  of  communication  with 
their  fiiends  and  relatives  in  the  United 
States. 

Ms.  BATT.TJTY  seconded  the  Motion, 
being  profoundly  convinced  that  the  re- 
duction of  the  rate  of  ocean  postage 
would  not  only  he  a  great  convenience 
to  oommeroi^  men,  hut  tax  advantage 
to  the  whole  communilj.  If  these  ser- 
vices were  thrown  open  to  the  shi|rping 
interest  generally,  not  only  would  pnvate 
Tessels  perform  the  passages  quiver  in 
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the  end,  but  there  would  he  a  Banni^  of 
at  least  £750,000  to  the  nation  aunudly, 
so  that  in  an  economical  point  of  view 
alone  the  reduction  of  the  rate  would 

Erove  of  immense  importance.  The 
lie  Govenunent  had  committed 
error  in  not  allowing  sufficient  time  for 
competitors  to  oome  forward  when  they 
advertified  for  tenders  for  contracts. 
Companies  and  merchants  who  purposed 
entering  into  competition  for  the  convey- 
once  of  the  mails  required  time  1»  pre- 
pare vessels  for  the  eervieo  and  to  make 
their  arrangements.  Now,  the  two  or 
three  months  which  the  late  Govern- 
ment gave  for  competitors  to  declare 
themselves  was  not  sufficient  for  this 
purpose.  He  hoped  that  in  future  Oo- 
vemment  would  give  ample  time  for 
tenders  being  offered  by  people  who 
were  capable  of  conveying  the  mails 
effidenUy  and  expeditiou^y.  TTnlese 
Bomethiag  like  a  year's  notice  were 
given  neither  economical  nor  efficient 
tenders  could  be  obtained.  As  regarded 
the  duration  of  the  contracts,  he  thought 
that  they  should  only  be  made  for  three 
instead  of  eight  years.  He  hoped  also 
that  &om  this  time  we  should  begin  les- 
sening the  amount  of  subsidies.  He  re- 
garded them  as  httle  better  than  a 
waste  of  public  money,  for  no  one  could 
doubt  that  the  resources  of  private  tra- 
ders were  amply  sufficient  for  the  con- 
veyance of  our  ocean  mails,  and  we 
could  not  do  better  than  throw  ourselves 
upon  their  energies.  Upon  the  whole 
he  was  of  opinion  that  great  good  woiild 
result  from  the  adoption  of  the  Besolu- 
tions. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
"  Thit  CoDtraoli,  nude  labjeat  to  the  judg- 
ment of  tbe  Eoase,  ibould  ba  gubmitted  to  the 
HooM  at  sa  earlj  a  period  in  tbe  Seasioa  ai  poi- 
tlble  ;  ihould  lie  apoa  tbe  Table  for  thjrtj  ditji 
on  vbioh  tbe  Hobm  liti ;  and,  upon  refarenae  to 
ft  Seleot  Committn,  efaoald  be  aubjeot  to  tbe  de- 
oisioD  of  the  Uodm  od  tbe  Report  of  tbe  Cem- 
mittee." — (Jfr.  Steli/.) 

Us.  GBAYES  said,  that  no  one  could 
regret  that  the  fullest  inquiry  and  dis- 
cussion had  not  taken  place  before  the 
contracts  were  entered  into  more  than 
the  contractors  themeBlves,  and  they  had 
even  been  willing  that  the  period  for 
the  ratification  of  the  contracts  should 
be  enlai^d  rather  than  that  the  Becess 
should  be  shortened.  A  report  that 
Her  Majesty's  Government,  at  the  insti- 
gation of  iha  hon.  Member  who  took  an 
Mr.  Btttltj/ 


intMreat  in  this  qoastion,  would  call  ibe 
House  together  before  the  expiration  of 
the  lunar  month,  in  order  to  taJb:e  tiie 
sense  of  the  Hotiee  on  the  contracts,  had 
become  generally  circulated,  and  reach- 
ing the  ears  of  tiie  contractors,  they  au- 
thorized him  to  state  that  they  would  ex- 
tend tiie  time  for  oonsideration  rather 
than  inconvenience  hon.  Members ;  but 
no  action  having  been  taken  with  refer- 
ence te  it,  he  had  not  felt  it  to  be  his 
duty  to  inform  the  House  at  the  time  of 
the  intentions  or  the  wishes  of  the  con- 
tractors, though  he  had  named  it  at  the 
time  to  the  late  Chancellor  of  the  Exche- 
quer and  other  Members  of  the  late  Go- 
vernment. The  hon.  Member,  in  intro- 
ducing this  question  tiiat  night,  had 
done  so  with  considerable  moderation, 
and,  looking  at  the  matter  &om  his 
point  of  view,  with  some  force  and 
ability ;  but,  in  alluding  to  the  Report 
of  the  Committee  adverse  to  the  con- 
tracts, he  had  omitted  to  state  that  it 
was  only  owing  to  a  mere  accidental 
circumstance  that  a  Beport  approving 
the  contracts  moved  by  an  hon.  Member 
did  not  become  the  Beport  of  the  Com- 
mittee. He  did  not  wish  to  place  too 
much  stress  upon  that  fact ;  but  he  would 
ask  the  House  to  look  at  the  evidence 
laid  before  the  Committee  and  to  judge 
for  itself,  rather  than  to  rest  too  much 
upon  the  Beport  itself.  He — and  ho 
believed  many  of  his  Colleagues — had 
been  greatly  struck  with  the  peculiarity 
of  the  evidence  laid  before  the  Committee 
on  behalf  of  the  Post  Offloe.  It  was  not 
unnatural  that  the  authorities  of  that 
Department  should  have  placed  their 
views  before  the  Committee,  hut  it  was 
rather  surprising  that  they  should  hare 
thought  fit  to  place  before  the  Committee 
the  view  of  Mx.  Pearson  HiD,  a  subor- 
dinate clerk  in  a  Department  which  bad 
nothing  whatever  to  do  with  these  con- 
tracte.  Of  the  evidence  of  Mr.  Frederick 
Hill,  the  uncle  of  that  gentleman,  he 
must  speak  with  more  respect,  because 
his  age,  official  position,  and  experience 
entitled  it  to  considerable  weight,  though 
no  one  could  help  feeling  tiiat  he  had 
been  pursuing  a  tiieory  of  his  own  for 
many  years,  which  only  showed  that 
there  were  as  many  mfferences  and 
rivalries  in  the  Post  Office  as  in  the 
outer  world.  Mr.  F.  Hill  had  stated 
his  behef  that  the  time  had  arrived  when 
these  subsidies  might  be  abolished ;  but, 
though  he  had  held  diese  opinioos  fer 
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many  years,  whenerer  he  had  sought  to 
put  them  into  practice  they  had  Sways 
been  found  deluHive.  The  evidence  of 
Mr.  Soudamore,  a  gentleman  veil  known 
to  that  House,  if  it  did  not  absolutely 
prove  the  case  of  Uie  ooati^ctors,  shoved 
that  the  contracts  were  the  most  favour- 
able that  the  Oovemment  could  obtain. 
Ho  would  not  follow  the  hon.  Member 
through  the  long;  course  of  his  argu- 
ments; but  he  would  just  allude  to  one 
or  two  points  which  he  thought  should 
be  thoroughly  understood  by  the  House. 
The  hon.  Member  had  alluded  to  the 
slow  boats  of  the  Cunard  aervico  which 
sailed  on  the  Tuesday,  and  he  had,  to 
some  extent,  compared  tham  with  the 
boats  of  the  National  Company.  He 
had  no  desire  to  draw  comparisons  be- 
tween the  Cunard  and  the  Tt'nt'<-n  boats, 
and  any  other  companies  which  were 
not  under  review  ;  but,  aa  a  good  deal 
depended  upon  the  matter,  he  should  be 
obliged  to  compare  the  working  of  the 
steamers  of  the  various  companies  which 
had  been  carrying  our  maUs  during  the 
first  three  months  of  this  year.  He 
found,  from  a  Betum  which  was  moved 
for  by  the  hon.  Member  who  introduced 
this  Motion,  that  in  the  first  month  of 
the  present  year,  the  North  German 
Lloyd's  vessels,  sailing  on  Tuesday,  had 
been  overtaken  three  times  by  the 
Cunard  boats  sailing  on  the  some  day, 
while  the  latter  had  been  six  times 
overtaken  by  the  former,  while  the  In- 
man  boats  had  only  twice  being  over- 
taken by  those  vesisels.  The  average 
duration  of  the  passage  of  the  various 
boats  was  as  follows— 5Tie  Cunard  fast 
boats,  or  Sunday  vessels,  1 1  days  and 
4i  hours  J  the  North  German  IJoyd's, 
12  days  flj  hours;  the  Cunard  Tuesday 
boats,  12  days  12^  hours ;  and  the 
Inman  boats,  12  days  and  20^  hours. 
These  figures  showed  that  the  service 
aa  now  conducted  secured  the  regular, 
speedy,  and  safe  transmission  of  the 
mails  across  the  Atlantic.  The  hon. 
Member  had  alluded  to  the  North  Ger- 
man Llovd's  as  having  been  nnfidrly 
dealt  wiui,  but  when  the  matter  came 
to  be  thoroughly  investigated,  it  would 
turn  out  that,  so  far  from  Uie  North- 
German  Lloyd's  or  any  other  foreign 
company  sufiering  under  their  competi- 
tion wim  those  of  England,  they  were, 
on  the  contrary,  highly  favoured  in  the 
ocmtest  Thus,  for  instance,  the  French 
line  received  a  aubeidy  of  16*.  per  mile 
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as  against  the  2(.  or  the  2*.  6d.  that  the 
English  companies  received ;  while  the 
North  German  Lloyd's  carried  all  the 
mails  of  the  North  of  Europe,  in  addition 
to  a  shore  of  the  English  moils,  whereas 
the  English  companies  were  prohibited 
&om  carrying  foreign  mails.  The  re- 
ceipts of  IJie  North  Gterman  Lloyd's  for 
carrying  the  foreign  mails  must,  therefore, 
be  regjuMjed  as  a  subsidy  in  their  favour 
as  compared  with  the  English  companies. 
Then  the  English  vessels  were  liable  to 
o  number  of  surveys  &om  which  foreign 
vessels  were  exempt,  and  Mr.  Inman 
stated,  in  his  evidence  before  the  Com- 
mittee, that  the  T-^iglJHh  vessels  had  to 
undei^  as  many  as  ^ht  surveys  before 
they  could  leave  port,  and  that  if  they 
were  relieved  &om  those  surveys  they 
could  carry  the  mails  at  a  much  lower 
cost.  The  lightness  of  the  build  of 
foreign  steamers  SuRj  accounted  for  their 
speed,  and  he  was  greatly  aggrieved  by 
his  vessels  being  brought  into  compe- 
tition with  them.  Then,  coming  to  the 
United  States,  there  were  no  steamers 
sailing  under  that  fiog  in  the  Atlantic — 
at  least,  none  of  any  importance.  The 
United  States  were  naturally  desirous 
of  doing  what  they  could  in  the  shape 
of  reduction  of  posta^  when  they 
thought  the  expense  of  that  reduction 
was  to  be  thrown  upon  other  coun- 
tries. But  they  had  a  preference  for 
their  own  flag,  and  a  decided  prefer- 
ence it  was.  To  European  vessels  they 
did  give  only  15  cents  per  ounce ;  they 
now  gave  20  cents ;  but  there  was  a  law 
in  the  TTnited  States  providing  that 
every  vessel  sailing  under  the  Ame- 
rican fiag  carrying  the  mails  should 
receive  the  fiill  postage — from  30  to  33 
cents  per  ounce.  It  might  be  said  that 
Act  was  passed  in  I8SB ;  but,  to  show 
that  the  feeling  then  existing  was  still 
dominant,  an  Act  passed  the  Congress 
on  the  27tb  of  July  last  for  a  weekly  or 
semi-weekly  mail  &om  New  York  to 
Bremen,  touching  at  Southampton  and 
liTerpool.  The  sea  and  inland  post, 
according  to  the  Act  of  IBdS,  was  to  be 
given  tiU  it  reached  400,000  dollars. 
The  Company  might  also  issue  bonds, 
the  interest  not  to  exceed  250,000  dol- 
lars, and  the  bonds  to  be  certified  by  the 
Post  Office.  The  Postmaster  General 
of  the  United  States,  in  his  last  Report, 
alluding  to  this  particular  Act,  authoris- 
ing and  empowering  him  to  oontraot 
with  the  Commercial  Navigation  Com* 
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pany  of  the  State  of  New  Tort  under 
froecial  oharter,  stated  that,  after  a 
thorough  examination  of  the  subject  in 
all  ite  bearings,  and  having  consulted 
the  Attorney  General  on  the  legal  ques- 
tions involred,  he  had  decided  that  it 
■was  impracticable  to  make  a  contract  for 
only  weekly  or  semi-wookly  service,  and 
accordingly  he  had  declined  to  execute 
the  contract.  He  had,  however,  advised 
the  Company  of  his  willingness  to  make 
a  conditional  contract  by  American 
steamships  of  sufficient  number  to  form 
a  service  of  at  least  four  times  outward 
per  week.  Another  Act,  or  rather  Bill, 
was  introduced  last  Session  into  Congress 
for  another  steamship  company,  to  be 
called  the  National  Company,  and  by  it 
the  Postmaster  General  was  authorized 
to  make  a  contract.  The  compensation 
for  mail  service  was  to  be  the  amount  of 
land  and  sea  postages  to  arise  from  mail- 
able matter  during  the  period  of  fifteen 
years.  The  rates  established  by  law 
ranged  from  30  to  33  cents  per  ounce 
under  the  American  flag.  He  was, 
therefore,  justified  in  stating  that  other 
nations  seemed  to  look  after  and  give  a 
preference  to  vessels  under  their  own 
nag ;  and  he  hoped  in  this  great  desire 
for  competition,  and  for  the  encour^^- 
ment  of  foreign  competition,  we  should 
not  lose  sight  altogedier  of  the  national 
advantages  connected  with  those  great 
steam  lines,  and  where  the  natural  trade 
was  insofBcient  to  support  them  as  they 
ought  to  be  supported  this  country  would 
not  permit  them  to  be  over-weighted  by 
the  more  &voured  vessels  of  another 
nation.  But  would  moderate  postal  con- 
tracts give  that  encouragement  to  na- 
tional enterprize  which  he  thought  our 
great  steam  companies  had  a  right  to 
expect  from  the  country?  With  regard 
to  the  fact  that  the  Messrs.  Ounard's 
Tuesday  service  was  not  really  what 
lihey  would  wish  it  to  he,  or  what  they 
meant  it  to  be,  the  hesitating  tone 
adopted  by  this  House  had  prevented  the 
ordinary  increase  of  their  fleet ;  but  since 
their  contract  had  been  ratified  they  had 
entered  on  the  construction  of  two  or  more 
vosseb  of  large  size  and  superior  class, 
and  when  they  could  bring  those  new 
vessels  to  bear  on  the  service  they  would 
find  the  Tuesday's  service  as  satisfac- 
torily conducted  as  their  other  service, 
with  which  no  one  could  find  the  slight- 
est &ult.  It  was  true  they  had  a^ed 
Sixt  the  two  services  £70,000,  but  he 
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called  that  an  extremely  moderate  sum 
for  two  services.  Then,  it  had  been 
asked,  why  pay  as  much  for  the  Tues- 
day's service  as  for  the  Saturday's? 
It  was  not  so,  and  if  he  were  asked  to 
divide  the  gross  annual  sum,  he  would 
say  £50,000  should  be  allotted  to  the 
latter  and  £20,000  to  the  former.  It 
should  be  remembered  that  the  Satur- 
day service  went  to  Queenstown  for  the 
mails,  and  mails  only,  and  did  not  take 
steerage  passengers,  owing  to  Emigra- 
tioa  Act  regulations,  whUe  the  Tues- 
day boats  were  enabled  to  embark  steer- 
age passengers  as  well  as  mails.  Now, 
let  us  contrast  the  efficiency  of  such  ser- 
vices with  the  arrangement  with  the 
United  States  for  the  conveyance  of  our 
homeward  mails  ?  It  was  a  most  irre- 
sponsible service.  The  arrangement  was 
made  from  week  to  week.  There  was 
no  obligation  to  be  ready  on  a  certain 
day  and  at  a  certain  hour.  Notice  was 
sent  to  the  Post  Office  of  the  time  the 
vessels  would  leave;  the  letters  were 
sent  on  board,  and  the  steamers  left ; 
but  there  was  no  penalty  to  enforce 
punctualily.  The  charge  was  fixed,  till 
lately,  at  Id  cents  per  ounce,  but  the 
parties  combined  and  demanded  20  per 
cents,  which  the  Postmaster  Oeneral  of 
the  United  States  was  obliged  to  give ; 
but  there  was  nothing  to  prevent  them 
demanding  25  or  30  cento  per  ounce; 
and  the  United  States  Postmaster  Ge- 
neral would  be  obhged  to  yield.  Under 
these  contracte  su^  uncertainty,  such 
combinations,  such  demands,  would  be 
simply  impossible.  Now  as  to  the  Reso- 
lutions of  ttie  hon.  Gentleman,  he  (Mr. 
Graves)  cordially  concurred  in  a  lai^ 
portion  of  the  first.  He  thought  that 
the  Government  were  much  to  blame  in 
not  having  laid  the  contracts  before  the 
House  this  Session,  sufficiently  early  as 
to  afford  an  opportunity  for  their  con- 
sideration before  they  were  ratified  by 
the  Government.  Verjr  early  in  the 
Session  he  had  put  a  Question  to  the 
Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer,  whether 
the  Treasury  had  approved  of  the  ratifi- 
cation of  those  contracte,  and  had  an< 
thorized  the  Post  Office  authorities  to 
complete  them?  He  was  at  the  time 
aware  that  a  draft  contract  had  been 
sent  to  Mr.  Inman,  of  Liverpool,  for 
his  approval  and  signature,  and  he  na- 
turally concluded  that  such  a  step  would 
not  have  been  taken  without  the  sanc- 
tion of  the  Treasury.    Now,  although 
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the  rig^M  hon.  Gentlemaii  answered  him 
in  the  negative,  it  came  out  in  the  evi- 
dence of  the  Poet  Office  given  before 
the  Conmiittee  that  the  present  Treasury 
had  sanctioned  those  contracts.  There 
was  thus  a  discr^ancy  between  the 
statements  of  the  Ghanoellor  of  the  "Ex- 
ohsqnoT  and  the  evidence  before  the 
Committee  which,  if  tlte  rig^t  hon.  (Gen- 
tleman vere  present,  he  thought  de- 
manded some  explanation.  It  was  proved 
that  the  contracts  entered  into  by  the 
late  Government  had  been  ratified  as 
far  as  possible  in  Februaiy  by  the  pre- 
sent Oovemment.  With  regard  to  the 
second  Kesolution  of  the  hon.  ^[ember, 
he  (Mr,  Graves)  felt  some  doubt  whe- 
ther it  was  wise  for  the  House  to  biad 
itself  by  abstract  Besolutions  which  ^ 
to  come  into  effect  some  eight  yeara 
hence.  During  the  last  nine  yeara  this 
House  had  been  adopting  Ilesolutjona 
with  regard  to  contracts  which  were 
found  to  be  valueless  when  the  time 
came,  because  the  fact  was  overlooked 
that  there  must  be  two  parties  to  every 
bargain.  And  the  Government,  receiv- 
ing no  response  when  it  advertised  for 
tenders,  ought  not  to  incur  the  risk  of 
being  put  into  a  position  in  whichit  might 
£ul  m  obtaining  any  suitable  carriage 
whatever  for  the  nuils.  It  was  well 
known  that  the  North  German  XJoyd'e 
and  Hamburg  Company  positively  re- 
fused to  go  to  Queenstown,  Uie  onlv 
other  company,  besides  these  two,  whiah 
tendered,  oeing  the  National  Company, 
whose  veesels  at  present,  whatever  they 
might  he  hereafter,  were  certainly  un- 
equal to  the  requirements  of  the  postal 
service.  The  reason  given  by  the  North 
German  Lloyd's  for  declining  to  oall  at 
Queenstown  was  remarkable  and  de- 
served the  fullest  consideration ;  it  was 
that  their  veesels  would  have  to  cross 
the  track  of  outward  and  homeward 
bonnd  ships,  and  this  they  considered 
could  not  be  done  without  endangering 
life  and  property.  The  third  Kesohition, 
to  which  his  hon.  Friend  doubtless  at- 
tached the  chief  importance,  was  that 
which  contemplated  the  establishment 
of  an  ocean  Irf.  postage  system.  To  that 
proposition  he  had  on  a  former  occasion 
stated  two  objections  which  he  then 
entertained — first,  that  it  would  have  the 
effect  of  unsettling  the  whole  postal  as- 
tern of  the  country,  inasmuch  as  it  would 
be  difficult  to  resist  a  demand  for  the 
reduction  of  inland  postage  if  letters 


were  carried  &om  London  to  New  York 
for  the  same  uniform  rate  of  Id.;  and, 
secondly,  because  it  would  be  imprac- 
ticable to  carry  out  a  mail  service  such 
as  the  country  required  upon  a  basis  of 
ocean  \d.  postage.  If  we  attempted  to 
throw  over  the  existing  contracts  with  a 
view  of  leaning  upon  ocean  \d.  post^e, 
carried  on  in  such  vessels  as  would  agree 
to  that  arrangement,  wo  should  be  rest- 
ing upon  a  broken  reed.  At  the  same 
time  he  confessed  he  had  considerable 
v^pathy  with  the  hon.  If  ember  in  his 
desire  to  bring  about,  not  probably  a 
penny  rate,  but  a  cheaper  rate  of  postage 
than  the  present.  And  it  was  well  worth 
considering  whether,  in  vessels  such  as 
those  of  the  National  Company  or  of 
Messrs.  Guion  and  others — ^vessels  of  the 
best  class,  and  entitled  to  every  confi- 
dence— letters  not  requiring  great  speed, 
might  not  be  conveyed  at  a  dteaper  rate 
of  postage.  But  such  restriction  should 
not  be  confined  to  letters.  Anybody  who 
knew  anything  of  the  class  of  communica- 
tions passing  between  emigrants  in  Ame- 
rica and  their  friends  at  home  knew  that 
correspondence  was  mainly  kept  up  by 
newspapers  rather  than  by  letters.  So 
much  was  this  the  case  that  out  of  100 
sacks  of  mails  landed  at  Queenstown  he 
ventured  to  assert  that  eighty  would  con- 
tain newspapers.  Among  the  dasses  to 
whom  he  alluded  newspapers  were  ac- 
tually more  valuable  ^au  letters,  for 
thought  was  more  freely  interchanged 
and  knowledge  more  widely  dissemi- 
nated by  the  aid  of  newspapers  than  by 
letters,  which  briefiy  and  with  dif&cul^ 
they  were  able  to  write.  But,  however 
beneficial  might  be  the  effects  of  any 
reduction  in  ocean  postage,  he  trusted  it 
would  not  interfere  with  the  reasonable 
and  more  moderate  demand  which  he 
had  brought  forward  some  time  ago  for 
a  reduction  upon  printed  matter  under 
twoouncesauduponnewspapers.  Charity 
began  at  home,  and  if  times  were  favour- 
able to  a  reduction,  inland  postage,  he 
considered,  had  a  primary  claim.  He 
had  only  to  add  a  few  words  by  way  of 
explanation.  On  a  former  occasion  he 
had  made  some  remarks  implying  that 
there  had  been,  on  the  part  of  the  uoble 
Marquess  at  the  head  of  the  Post  Office 
(the  Marquess  of  Hartington),  a  want 
'  'mpartiali^  in  dealing  with  this 
question.  He  had  not  then  at  his  com- 
mand the  same  complete  information 
which  he  now  possessed,  or  he  should 
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not  haTe  made  any  saggestioii  touch- 
ing ths  impartiality  of  the  noble  Lord. 
He  aeoordingly  felt  bound  to  state  now 
that  if  any  obstacles  hod  been  thrown 
in  the  way  of  the  ratification  of  these 
contracts  they  hod  not  been  obstacles 
created  by  thenoble  Lord.  He  made  this 
statement  in  justice  to  the  noble  Lord,  and 
hoped  his  remarks  would  be  accepted  in 
the  spirit  in  which  they  were  offered. 

Mb.  OANBLISH  said,  no  one  could 
call  in  question  the  way  in  which  the 
Messrs.  Onnard  had  performed  this 
service.  The  question  concerned  the 
future  rather  than  the  past,  and  he 
hoped  the  QoreriLmeut  would  see  their 
way  to  accept  the  Itesolutions,  especiaUy 
the  second  and  third.  In  1867  a  most 
important  contract  with  the  Feniosular 
and  Oriental  Company  was  laid  upon 
the  table  a  few  days  before  the  end  of 
the  Session,  when  it  could  not  receive 
the  attention  of  the  House  because  the 
Bession  was  practical^  at  an  end,  all 
but  a  few  Members  baring  left  town. 
That  contraxtt  involred  twelve  years  ser- 
vice, and  an  outlay  of  not  less  than 
£6,000,000.  It  should  be  remembered 
that  these  contracts  were  only  likely  to 
be  brought  before  the  House  by  inde- 
pendent Members,  and  th^  had  prac- 
tically  no  access  to  the  House  for  a 
month.  A  notice  of  thirty  days  was, 
therefore,  the  more  necewary.  With 
respect  to  the  third  Besolutioii,  he  did 
not  see  how  the  Government  could  resist 
it,  seeing  that  it  would,  if  carried  into 
effect,  provide  for  the  conveyance  of 
three  letters  for  li.  when  the  charge 
was  now  6rf.  Two  firms  in  Liverpool 
were  ready  to  enter  into  a  contract  for 
this  purpose,  and  he  did  not  see  how  the 
Government  could  consent  to  the  pay- 
ment of  a  larger  amount.  It  was  for 
the  interests  of  civilization  to  bind  to- 
gether countries  which  could  not  be  too 
strongly  and  closely  drawn  to  each  other. 

Ms.  DENT,  as  the  Chairman  of  the 
Committee  to  whose  Beport  the  boo. 
Gentleman  had  called  attention,  said  he 
had  heard  with  regret  the  remarks  made 
in  disparagement  of  the  evidence  given 
by  Mr.  Frederick  Bill  before  the  Com- 
mittee. With  respect  to  the  contracts 
that  came  before  the  Committee,  it  ap- 
peared to  him  that  the  clause  giving 
the  House  power  to  confirm  or  euppreea 
them  was  only  operative  in  two  cases 
— in  cases  of  public  policy,  and  where 
there  was  the  imputation  of  fraud  or 
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political  jobbery.  IS  a  qnestion  arose 
in  regard  to  pubUc  policy,  it  was,  in 
his  opinion,  a  very  bad  and  injudi- 
cious course  to  refer  a  matter  to  a  Se- 
lect Committee  which  could  be  better 
discussed  and  decided  by  the  House  it- 
self. It  was  the  duty  of  the  Govern- 
ment either  to  defend  the  oontract  or 
five  it  up,  and  not  to  put  the  responsi- 
ility  upon  a  Committee.  The  policy 
of  the  Post  Office  had,  up  to  1867,  been 
in  favour  of  the  views  now  advocated  by 
the  hon.  Member  (Mr.  Seely) — that  the 
ocean  mail  contracts  should  be  for  ^ort 
periods.  But,  in  1867,  a  change  seemed 
to  have  come  over  the  Department,  and 
the  result  was  the  contracts  with  Messrs. 
Ounard  in  1868.  He  thou^t  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  the  late  Chancellor  of 
the  Exchequer  showed  some  weakness 
in  thin  matter.  When  Mr.  Inman  of- 
fered his  contract  the  late  Government 
ought  to  have  stood  by  him,  and  not  to 
have  made  those  terms  with  Messrs. 
Cunard.  Mr  Inman  then  saw  it  was  of 
no  use  fighting  aUy  longer  the  battle 
which  he  had  so^allanQy  fought  for 
seventeen  years.  He  thought,  too,  that 
the  Post  Office  were  excessively  blame- 
able  for  the  information  they  suppUed 
to  the  late  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer, 
as  to  the  results  obtained  firom  the  post- 
age, and  on  which  information  he  ap- 
proved the  contracts  referred  to.  He 
thought  that  contracts  entered  into  by 
the  Government  ought  to  be  adhered  to, 
as  a  general  rule ;  but  still,  if  it  could  be 
shown  that  they  were  founded  on  an  in- 
correct basis  of  figures,  the  Honse  would 
be  bound  to  take  action  in  the  matter. 
The  only  difficulty  he  felt  was  with 
regard  to  the  third  proposition.  Had 
the  present  contract  not  been  in  exist- 
ence he  should  have  had  no  hesitation 
in  supporting  it ;  but  he  felt  oonsidera- 
ble  difficulty  in  doing  so  seeing  that  the 
contract  was  to  last  for  eight  years,  and 
that  it  might  occasion  a  loss  which  the 
Revenue  could  not  afford  to  bear.  Whe- 
ther he  should  be  able  to  give  his  sup- 
port to  that  Besolution  must  depend  on 
what  the  noble  Lord  at  the  head  of  the 
Post  Office  might  say  on  the  subject, 

Thu  Masquers  of  HARTINGTON 
said,  the  hon.  Member  for  Lincoln  (Mr. 
Beely)  had  attacked  the  hon.  Gentleman 
the  Member  for  Scarborough  (Mr.  Dent), 
and  had  also  characterized  the  inform- 
ation placed  before  the  late  Government 
by  the  officials  of  the  Post  Office  as  fal- 


Mail  ContrtetB—  [Jvhr  1,  1869) 


1149 

ladooB.  These  ohargea  were  not,  in  hie 
opinion,  well  founded.  Ihe  hon.  Uem- 
'ber  for  Linooln  seemed  to  think  that  the 
l&te  OhanoeLIor  of  the  Exchequer,  in 
eanotioning  the  contractfi,  was  under  the 
impreBBion  that  the;  were  to  be  eelf- 
■upporting,  taking  into  consideration  the 
sea  postage  only.  But  in  a  lettor  signed 
by  the  Duke  of  Uontrose,  the  late  Post- 
master Oeneral,  he  recommended  the 
Treasury  to  adr^  the  contract,  stating 
that  the  subsidy  of  £105,000  would  be 
more  than  covered  by  the  oorrespond- 
ence  conveyed,  which  would  produce 
£112,000.  It  was  quite  clear  Uiat  the 
calculation  was  founded  on  the  gross,  and 
not  on  the  mere  sea  postage.  The  Com- 
mittee stated  that  under  no  circumstances 
would  the  gross  postage  e}cceed£I02, 600, 
and  supposing  the  Southampton  convey- 
ance to  continue  the  amount  would  be 
diminished  by  £12,000.  The  Committee 
had  taken  as  the  ground  of  their  calcu- 
lation not  the  sums  which  the  Post  Office 
would  receive  for  the  service,  but  the 
sum  which  the  various  companies  would 
have  received  if  they  had  been  paid  ac- 
cording to  the  weight  of  the  letters  con- 
veyed, and  not  by  a  fixed  subsidy.  The 
two  sums  were  not  identical.  The  hon. 
Member  for  Lincoln  had  discovered 
several  gross  errors  in  the  calculation 
by  which  the  £112,000  was  arrived  at. 
It  was  possible  that  in  the  huny  of  cal- 
culation some  errors  might  have  arisen ; 
but  if  there  were  any,  they  were  errors 
not  in  tiie  total  of  the  sum  received,  but 
in  the  number  of  letters  on  which  the 
calculation  was  founded-  The  £112,000, 
which  was  assumed  to  be  the  gross 
amount,  was  received  in  the  last  year, 
and  the  probability  was  that,  at  tiie  or- 
dinary rate '  of  increase,  a  larger  sum 
would  be  received  in  tiie  present  year. 
The  Post  Office  had  been  attacked  for 
not  laying  these  contracts  on  the  table  at 
an  earlier  date.  The  fact  was  that  they 
were  finally  signed  by  the  Duke  of 
Montrose  in  September;  bnt,  owing  to 
certain  negotiations  which  were  pending, 
it  was  not  until  the  end  of  February  that 
the  necessa^  signatures  of  the  contrac- 
tors were  obtained.  With  regard  to 
the  Beeolutions  of  the  hon.  Member  for 
Lincoln,  he  mnst  state  that  he  could  not 

S've  his  full  assent  to  any  one  of  them, 
ough  he  sympathized  with  the  hon. 
Member  in  respect  to  the  motives  which 
induced  him  to  bring  th^n  forward,  and 
he  should  be  glad  as  far  as  posmble  to 
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meet  his  views.  He  concurred  in  the 
statement  in  the  first  Besolution  that 
these  contracts  should  be  submitted  to 
the  House  at  as  early  a  period  of  the 
Session  as  possible,  and  he  would  sug- 
gest that  they  should  be  presented  to  the 
House  in  such  a  way  as  to  afford  ample 
opportunity  for  their  conBideration.  The 
Besolution  went  on  to  say  that  the  con- 
tracts should  lie  on  the  table  for  thirty 
days  on  which  the  House  sat.  If  that 
portion  of  the  Besolution  should  be 
adopted,  it  would  make  the  period, 
which,  he  believed,  was  now  a  fixed 
period,  an  uncertain  period.  Now  it 
would  not  be  fair  to  contractors  if  any 
additional  element  of  uncertainty  were 
introduced  into  the  matter,  and  he  greatly 
feared  that  any  element  of  that  kind 
would  t«nd  to  restrict  competition.  He 
would  mention  the  case  of  a  contract 
now  under  consideration.  Advertisements 
would  veiT  shortly  be  issued  for  the  con- 
veyance of  the  mails  between  Dover  snd 
Calais,  and  they  proposed  that  tenders 
should  be  sent  in  on  the  let  of  October. 
It  was  probable  that  within  two  months 
from  that  date  the  Post  Office  and  the 
Treasury  would  be  able  to  make  np 
their  minds  as  to  the  contract  they  would 
accept,  but  under  the  existing  rule  the 
contract  would  have  to  be  laid  on  the 
table  in  the  month  of  February,  so  that 
it  would  not  be  valid  until  March.  Thus, 
under  the  most  favourable  circumstances, 
the  new  contractors  would  only  have  two 
or  three  months  to  collect  their  shkis, 
get  their  staff  ready,  and  make  other 
arrangements.  The  existing  rule,  there- 
fore, tended  very  much  to  restrict  com- 
petition. It  was  quite  evident  that  the 
old  contractors  under  this  system  had  a 
great  advantage,  for,  their  ships  and 
staff  being  ready,  they  could  risk  nothing 
by  tendering  for  a  renewal  of  the  con- 
tract, whereas  a  new  contractor  might 
either  be  driven  to  delay  his  prepara- 
tions until  he  was  sure  of  the  contract, 
and  would  then  have  to  make  them  in 
a  great  hurry,  or  he  would  make  pre- 
parations which  might  be  unavailing,  as 
the  contract  might  not  be  approved  by 
the  House.  It  might  be  said  that  the 
contract  ought  to  be  completed,  so  that  it 
might  be  laid  on  the  table  during  the 
present  Session.  But  there  was  a  great 
disadvantage  in  that  also.  It  was  not 
desirable  to  make  arrangements  so  loi^ 
in  advance  as  that.  The  public  would 
lose  under  such  circtunstances  all  the 


Ufil 


Mat!  CmlfoHt—  fCOMMONS) 


Raoktimi. 


U52 


lome  new  compebtOT  Goming 
forwFird,  of  Home  la^e  contractor  haviiig 
a  portion  of  his  capital  disengaged  at 
the  time ;  and,  in  fact,  vinleas  in  the  case 
of  some  great  service,  like  the  American 
or  PeninBular  and  Oriental,  he  did  not 
think  that  tenders  should  be  invited  a 
very  long  time  before  the  eervice  was  to 
begin.  Of  course,  all  the  inconvenience 
vluch  would  occur  under  the  present  ar- 
rangements vould  be  a^igravated  by  any 
change  which  made  the  time  longer  or 
more  uncertain.  He  beheved  that  the 
thirty  days'  system  did  give  sufficient 
opportunity  for  this  House  to  call  in 

fuestion  any  contract.  It  was  an  acci- 
ental  and  miforeseen  circumstance  which 
caused  the  failure  of  the  present  year, 
and  it  was  hardly  worth  while,  in  con- 
sequence, to  lay  down  a  rule  which 
might  he  practically  inconvenient,  in 
the  way  he  had  described.  As  to  the 
second  Iteeolution,  his  hon.  Friend  had 
anticipated  the  olfaction  to  it.  It 
asked  the  House  to  affirm  what  should  be 
the  policy  of  this  countiy  with  r^ard 
to  mail  contracts  seven  years  hence. 
Now,  it  was  not  very  desirable  that 
the  House  should  so  bind  itself.  He 
firmly  believed  that  the  contracts 
now  in  ezistonce  were  the  last  of  that 
nature  which  would  ever  be  entered  into 
for  the  American  mail  service.  It  was 
not  probable  that  contracts  for  fixed  sub- 
sidies and  long  tonus  of  <rears  would 
again  be  made.  But  he  did  not  tbinV 
that  the  position  was  strengthened  by 
laying  down  principles  on  which  the 
House  was  to  proceed  seven  years  hence. 
His  hon.  Friend  reminded  ttte  House  of 
an  instance  in  which  the  contract  hod 
been  renewed  four  or  five  years  before 
the  expiration  of  the  old  one.  That  was 
true,  but  there  was  no  chance  of  the  re- 
currence of  such  an  event.  A  new  con- 
tract could  not  be  made  without  being 
laid  on  the  table,  and  the  House  had  a 
better  opportunity  of  rejecting  acontract 
made  under  such  circiuustances,  which 
had  not  come  into  immediate  operation, 
than  it  had  in  the  case  of  an  ordinary 
contract.  As  long,  therefore,  as  the 
rule  of  a  month's  notice  existed,  there 
was  no  fear  of  the  House  being  taken 
by  surprise.  The  third  and  most  im- 
portant Besolution  would  bind  the  cotm- 
trv  fo  enter  into  negotiations  with  the 
United  States  Post  Office  for  the  estab- 
lishmentof  Ii^^riostage.  He  understood 
that  his  hon.  friend  favoured  the  plan 
Th»  Marqvtu  ofSiirlinffim 


of  a  double  postal  service  between  this 
country  and  America— one  to  be  con- 
ducted by  the  present  steamers  at  a  com- 
paratively high  rato  of  postage,  and 
another  to  be  conducted  by  slower 
steamers  at  a  very  cheap  rate.  He  was 
sure  that  the  House  would  sympathize 
very  much  with  his  hon.  Friend  in  hia 
wi^  to  extend  the  benefit  of  cheap 
postal  communication  between  this  coun- 
try and  the  United  States,  and  no  doubt 
it  was  a  subject  of  very  ^eat  importance 
that  meaos  of  communication  between 
the  two  countries  should  be  cheapened 
and  facilitated.  Still,  ho  could  not  help 
thinking  that  his  hon.  Friend  and  the 
advocates  of  Id.  ocean  postage  some- 
what overrated  both  the  posJbility  of 
the  change  and  the  results  which  would 
follow  it.  They  seemed  rather  to  anti- 
cipate that  the  same  great  resulte  which 
had  followed  the  establishment  of  Id. 
inland  postage  would  follow  the  estab- 
lishment of  Id.  ocean  postage.  Well,  he 
could  not  help  thinking  that  that  expec- 
tation was  a  very  exaggerated  one.  In 
the  first  place,  they  must  consider  that 
many  of  the  conditions  were  entirely 
dissimilar.  It  was  impossible  that  cor- 
respondence should  be  multiplied  as  it 
was  in  the  case  of  the  inland  postage. 
A  letter  could  not  be  despatched  to 
America  in  less  than  three  weeks  and 
an  answer  received ;  while  in  the  United 
Kingdom  a  great  many  letters  might  be 
despatched  and  answered.  It  was  im- 
possible, therefore,  that  in  this  way  only 
could  correspondence  multiply  to  the 
same  extent.  Besides,  there  were  lai^ 
classes  of  the  popidation  of  the  two 
countries  who  were  not  in  any  commu- 
nication whatever  with  each  other,  or 
were  ever  likely  to  be.  In  the  United 
Kingdom  it  was  impossible  to  say  with 
whom  they  might  not  be  in  correspond- 
ence within  any  given  time.  But  most 
of  us  knew  that  under  no  circumstanceB 
whatever  would  our  correspondence  with 
America  become  a  very  large  one.  There 
were  certainly  two  classes  of  the  com- 
mimity  who  corresponded  very  exten- 
sively between  the  two  countries  — 
namely,  merchants  and  emigrants.  Now, 
the  mercantile  community  were  not  very 
greatly  interested  in  tliis  question  of 
Sieap  postage.  What  they  wanted  waa 
a  certam,  rapid,  and  safe  means  of  com- 
munication, and  he  believed  they  were 
quit«  willing  to  pay  a  much  higher  rato 
to  secure  uiose  advantages  Oiaa  they 
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would  be  to  pay  a  lower  rate  and  forego 
any  of  them.  No  doubt  to  tbe  other 
class — the  emigrante — Id.  postage  with 
America  would  be  a  veiy  great  boon  ; 
but  he  doubted  much  whether  it  would  be 
as  great  as  some  suppottera  of  the  ocean 
penny  postage  imagined.    In  the  first 

flace,  the  emigrants  did  not  generally 
elong  to  a  clais  to  whom  letter-writing 
cams  very  easily,  or  who  corresponded 
much  even  at  home;  and  it  was  also 
true,  as  had  been  already  stated,  that 
they  adopted  another  very  conTenient 
and  perhaps  tolerably  satiKfaetory  mode 
of  correspondence  by  an  interchange  of 
newspapers.  That  tjiis  waa  so  was 
shown  by  the  relative  proportions  of 
letters  to  newspapers  that  passed  be- 
tween the  two  countries.  Last  year, 
when  the  postage  on  a  newspaper  was 
2d.,  the  proportion  of  newspapers  to 
letters  was  five  to  six,  whereas  in  the 
case  of  inland  correspondence  the  propor- 
tion was  one  to  ten.  It  was  probaole, 
therefore,  that  the  expectation  of  man^ 
persons  on  this  subject  would  be  disap- 
pointed. No  doubt,  if  the  posta^  on 
letters  were  reduced,  it  was  probable  that 
a  considerable  number  of  tidditional  let- 
ters would  be  sent  instead  of  newspapers. 
But  that  change  would  not  in  any  way 
benefit  the  revenue.  There  was  ano- 
ther point  for  consideration.  He  should 
be  glad  to  see  a  penny  postage,  though 
ho  thought  that  exaggerated  expectations 
were  entertained  as  to  the  benefits  that 
it  would  produce.  But  if  a  change  were 
made  there  must  be  two  parties  to  it. 
The  American  Government  must  be  con- 
vinced as  well  as  the  English  Govern- 
ment. Now,  his  hon.  Fnend  had  not 
given  quite  a  candid  account  of  the  ne- 
gotiations between  the  two  Govemmenta. 
It  was  not  the  case  that  the  United  States 
Qovemment  had  always  been  anxious  to 
reduce  the  postage,  and  the  English 
Government  always  interposed  obstacles. 
It  was  our  Qovemment  which,  in  1657, 
proposed  a  reduction  from  1$.  to  6d.,  and 
it  was  the  United  States'  Government 
which  by  refusing  to  adopt  so  low  a  rate 
delayed  that  step  until  1867.  It  was 
true  that  previous  to  1867  the  American 
Government  took  a  very  difi'erent  view, 
and  in  1867-8  suggested  a  reduction  to 
Sd.  Not  one  worn  which  had  been  said 
or  written  tended  to  show  that,  if  a  penny 
postage  were  adopted  the  American  Go- 
vernment would  accept  one-third  of  a 
Id.  for  the  inland  postage,  which  would 
VOL.  CXCVI.    [thikd  seeies.] 


be  a  lower  sum  than  they  charged  for 
their  own  letters.  Again,  he  did  not 
know  what  special  reason  there  was  for 
making  the  postage  to  America  so  much 
cheaper  than  it  was  to  other  foreign 
countries.  To  India  the  chai^  was  It. 
or  9d. ;  to  China,  1«. ;  to  Oanada,  6^. ; 
and  to  Austraha,  6d.  There  could  be 
no  doubt  that  if  a  cheaper  rate  were 
adopted  for  America,  there  would  be  an 
outCTy  which,  probably,  would  be  suc- 
cessful for  a  reduction  of  the  postage  to 
many  other  foreign  places,  llat  might 
be  a  very  good  thing ;  but  it  could  not 
be  effected  without  a  serious  sacrifice  of 
revenue,  because  experience  had  shown 
that  a  reduction  of  postage  to  a  foreign 
country  was  not  followed  by  any  very 
rapid  increase  in  the  number  of  letters. 
The  House  must  therefore  be  prepared 
to  consider  whether  those  advantages 
were  worth  a  considerable  sacrifice  of 
public  revenue.  He  must  also  point  out 
that  the  alternative  system  proposed  by 
his  hon.  Friend  would  be  a  complete 
novelty.  It  would  be  novel  not  only  to 
this  country  but,  he  thought,  to  any 
country.  It  had  not  hitherto  been  the 
plan  of  any  country  to  adopt  two  rates 
of  postage  for  letters  passing  between 
the  same  places  by  the  same  route.  The 
system  hitherto  adopted  in  this  coimtry 
had  been  to  adopt  the  best  system  of 
transit  we  could,  and  pay  a  fair  remu- 
neration fbr  it.  They  did  not  charge 
one  rate  for  letters  by  the  Limited  Uail 
to  Scotland,  and  then  send  another,  at  a 
cheaper  rate,  by  the  luggage  train.  He 
did  not  mean  to  say  that  the  fact  of  the 
plan  proposed  by  his  hon  Friend,  being 
against  all  previous  practice,  was  an  in- 
superable objection  to  it,  nor  did  he 
mean  to  say  that,  except  the  loss  of 
there  was  any  great  objection 


what  sacrifice  of  revenue  i1 
because  we  could  not  say  how  much  of 
the  purely  mercantile  correspondence 
would  continue  to  go  by  the  quick 
steamers,  and  how  much  would  go  by 
the  slow  steamers ;  but  no  doubt  the 
loss  of  revenue  would  be  considerable. 
In  accordance  with  the  terms  of  our  Con- 
vention with  America,  we  were  bound 
to  consider  the  question  of  the  reduction 
of  the  postage  at  a  time  not  now  very 
far  distant ;  and  if  his  hon.  Friend  were 
not  diq»osed — as  he  hoped  he  was  not — 
to  press  his  Eesolutiona  to  a  division,  he 
could  assure  him  that  he  was  willing  to 

^P  ,„  Google 


Moil  Contraoti—  { COMMONS ) 


1155 

consider  with  the  TTnited  States  Oovem- 
ment  what  rednctioa  might  be  made  in 
the  whole  of  the  postage  between  the 
two  oountriea,  and  aleo  to  consider  hie 
hon.  Friend's  proposal  of  alternative 
rates.  Hie  hon.  Friend  would  Bee  that, 
■while  he  thought  there  were  objeetions 
in  detail  to  all  of  his  !BeBolutions,  which 
went  rather  further  than  was  expedient, 
be  empathized  with  him  in  principle. 
He  beheved  it  was  quite  possible,  with- 
out any  sacrifice  of  revenue,  to  make  the 
reduction  proposed  by  the  United  States 
Government— a  reduction  to  Sd. — even 
under  the  existing  contract,  in  three  or 
four  years,  and  if  the  House  should  be 
wilHng  to  malte  some  sacrifice  of  revenue, 
.that  reduction  might,  perhaps,  be  made 
at  an  earlier  period.  Under  these  cir- 
cumstances, he  hoped  his  hon.  Friend 
would  notprees  his  Kesolutions. 

Mk.  SEELY,  referring  to  the  evidence 
of  the  late  ChancelloF  of  the  Exchequer 
(Hr.  Hunt),  sud  that  the  right  hon. 
Qentleman  told  the  Committee  that, 
when  he  spoke  of  the  sum  of  £101,700, 
he  alluded  to  the  sea  poatai^.  He 
thought  that  the  Eeformed  House  of 
Commons  would  only  do  a  gracious  thing 
in  reducing  the  postage  in  such  a  manner 
as  would  enable  poor  people  to  commu- 
nicate with  their  relatives  across  the  At- 
lantic, and  he  beheved  they  might  do  so 
without  loss  of  revenue.  If  the  United 
States  would  not  a^ee  it  was  not  their 
fault.  All  he  aek^  the  House  to  do  was 
to  pass  a  Eesolution  which  would  compel 
the  Postmaster  General  to  enter  into  ne- 
gotiations with  his  brother  Postmaster 
General  of  the  United  States. 

Mb.  hunt  said,  he  had  not  intended 
to  take  part  in  the  debate,  unless  some 
attach  were  made  on  his  conduct,  and  as 
he  understood  none  had  been  made  he 
did  not  consider  it  necessary  for  him  to 
occupy  the  attention  of  the  House  upon 
the  Motion,  having  so  fully  addressed 
the  House  upon  the  subject  on  a  former 
occasion.  He,  however,  felt  bound  to 
make  one  or  two  observations  on  what 
had  been  said,  because  the  hon.  Gentle- 
man the  Member  for  Lincoln  (Mr.  Seely) 
had  pointed  out  tbat  ho  had  stated  in 
his  evidence  before  the  Committee  that 
the  sea  postage  and  not  the  gross  postage 
amounted  to  £101,000.  The  noble  Lord 
the  Postmaster  General,  in  order  to 
show  that  he  (Mr.  Hunt)  knew  that  the 
£112,000  upon  which  the  calculation  was 
baaed  was  the  gross  postage  and  not  the 
7%«  JSarqveti  of  Sartingtm 
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sea  post^e,  had  quoted  a  letter,  dated 
the  12th  of  October.  But  the  noble 
Lord  had  failed  to  observe  that  that  was 
a  letter  to  the  Treasury,  and  referred  ia 
a  conununication  which  had  been  pre- 
viously made  to  himself,  and  also  to  a 
letter  of  the  let  of  October  to  the  oon- 
tractors.  Now,  the  fact  was  that  he  gave 
authority  to  make  the  reduced  offer  to 
the  contractors  in  one  of  the  last  days  of 
September — he  believed  it  was  the  very 
last  day  of  that  month — and  the  letter 
from  tbe  contractors  to  the  Post  Office 
was  written  on  the  1st  of  October.  The 
letter  of  the  12th  of  October,  to  which 
the  noble  Lord  referred,  was  the  official 
communication  recounting  all  the  pro- 
ceedings sent  by  the  Post  Office  to  the 
Treasury,  and  that  was  not  the  letter  he 
received  before  being  empowered  to  make 
the  contract.  What  occurred  between  the 
Post  Office  officials  was  by  word  of  mouth. 
When  he  asked  for  the  estimate  of  the 
postage  that  would  be  earned  he  certainly 
understood  that  the  estimate  given  re- 
ferred to  the  sea  postage,  ttiough  it  waa 
but  fair  to  the  gentleman  who  gave  that 
estimate  to  state  that  that  gentleman 
understood  it  otherwise.  It  was,  how- 
ever, on  the  understanding  that  it  waa 
the  sea  postage  that  he  made  the  con- 
tract, and  it  was  on  that  supposition  that 
he  addressed  the  House  the  other  day, 

Mb.  GLADSTONE  said,  his  noble 
Friend  the  Postmaster  General  had 
pointed  out  the  difficulty  which  would 
attend  the  substitution  of  an  uncertain 
for  a  certain  period  in  reference  to  the 
contracts,  but  his  noble  Friend  had 
omitted  to  state  what  would,  he  believed, 
be  more  satisfactory  to  his  hon.  Friend 
the  Member  for  Lmcoln  (Mr.  Seely) — 
that  the  Government  intended  to  propose 
that  in  these  cases  where  it  was  the  prac- 
tice to  lay  the  contract  on  the  table  of 
the  House  a  plan  should  be  substituted 
by  which  the  judgment  of  the  House 
should  be  distinctly  taken.  It  was  the 
intention  of  the  Government  ttiat  on  such 
occasions  a  Vote  should  be  asked  for  and 
then  the  opinion  of  the  House  would  be 
distinctly  taken  and  the  responsibility  of 
the  Government  become  complete.  This 
change,  however,  involved  much  con- 
sideration, and  would  require  that  the 
Resolution  by  which  proceedings  were 
now  directed  should  be  rescinded.  He 
trusted,  however,  that  his  hon.  Friend 
would  be  content  with  t' 
and  not  press  his  Motion, 
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Me.  ATBTON  observod  that  the  sug- 
gestioa  made  by  hia  right  hon.  Friend  at 
me  head  of  the  OoTemment  could  not 
be  carried  out  at  once,  because  it  vould 
be  necessary  that  the  Besolution  by  which 
the  present  j)Tactice  wna  r^ulated  should 
first  be  rescinded.  The  su^estion,  when 
acted  upon,  would  relieve  the  Houso 
from  considerable  embarrasament,  be- 
cause at  present  there  was  no  rule  by 
which  the  dedsiou  of  the  House  should 
be  inrited ;  and  that  opinion  might  be 
taken  either  at  the  inetfuice  of  a  private 
Member  or  by  a  Member  of  the  Govern- 
ment. He  hoped,  after  what  had  been 
stated,  the  hon.  Member  (Mr.  Seely) 
would  withdraw  his  Besolution. 

Mr.  SEELT  said,  he  would  withdraw. 
his  first  Besolution,  and  propose  the  se- 
cond one  of  which  he  had  given  notice. 

Motion,  by  leave,  mthdravm. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
"Thmt  CoDtnuU  for  Iba  ooDTirancs  of  Maili 
to  the  Dnitad  Statei  ihould  not  in  future  be  made 
far  loDier  tban  three  jou-b,  t,aA  that  the  pajments 
(hould  be  regnlaled  bj  tbe  nomber  or  weigbt  of 
lettar*,  nsvipapen,  dio,  canrefed." — {Mr.  setly.) 

Mb.  GLADSTONE  said,  that  Uie  Be- 
solution was  one  which  could  not  be  said 
to  err  as  far  as  its  matter  waa  concerned. 
The  Government  were  not  prepared  to 
say  that  it  might  not  be  possible  to  go 
even  fiirther  than  this  Besolution  did, 
and  to  take  even  a  shorter  period  than 
that  mentioned  by  Ms  hon.  Friend.  As 
he,  however,  believed  that  they  were  not 
at  present  in  a  position  when  the  House 
could  fairly  be  asked  to  decide  such  a 
matter,  he  should  certainly,  if  the  Beso- 
lution were  pressed,  move  the  Previous 
Question. 

Mb.  SEIELY  said,  he  would  withdraw 
the  Besolution,  but  would  certainly  press 
tho  third,  which  he  now  proposed. 

Motion,  by  leave,  withdravm. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
"  Tliftt,  proporali  baving  been  made  for  a  regu- 
lar eooTe;aoce  of  Maila  to  tb*  United  Statei  at 
tbe  freight  of  a  peanj  par  onnoe  oF  lelteri  eon- 
Tejed,  negotiatioDi  ihould  be  entered  Inio  wilb 
the  United  Slalea  Poat  Offloe,  ibr  tbe  eaubliata- 
ment  of  a  penn;  pottage,  which  shall  include  the 
Island  ratei  in  the  two  oonntriea,  ■■  veil  >>  tbe 
wa  ooDTaruioe." — (JTr.  Seely.') 

Ma.  ATBTON  trusted  that  hia  hon. 
Friend  would  not  press  his  Besolution  in 
the  terms  in  which  it  was  framed  after  the 
assurance  which  had  been  given  by  the 
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Government,  because  it  was  quite  im- 
possible that  that  House  should  in  a 
moment  commit  itself  in  a  most  precise 
manner  to  the  particular  form  in  which 
arrangementa  ehould  be  made  for  fixing 
the  rate  of  poet^^  to  the  United  States. 
The  hon.  Gentleman  had  rendered  great 
service  by  bringing  this  question  imder 
ttie  consideration  of  the  House,  and  the 
hon.  Gentleman  must  be  aware  that  no- 
body sympal^iized  more  than  he  himself 
did  with  the  object  in  view.  Indeed,  in 
the  last  Parliament  he  was  one  of  those 
who  pressod  its  consideration  very 
strongly  upon  the  late  Government,  and 
he  was  then  very  anxious  to  obtain  an 
opinion  of  the  House  averse  to  the  course 
pursued,  because  he  felt  that  if  we  were 
to  be  committed  to  any  prolonged  con- 
tract it  would  interpose  very  serious 
obatacles  in  the  way  of  a  reduction  of 
the  postage  to  the  United  States.  The 
House,  however,  in  the  last  Session  re- 
fused to  adopt  the  view  he  advocated, 
and  the  contracts  having  been  mode 
before  the  advent  of  the  present  Gkirem- 
ment  to  power  they  now  found  them- 
selvea  in  a  veiy  different  position.  But 
it  was  now  aunost  impossible  for  the 
House  to  bind  and  pledge  itself  that  it 
would  take  the  precise  course  su^^ted 
by  hie  hon.  Pnend,  although  me  Go- 
venmient  were  as  anxious  as  his  hon. 
friend  was  that  the  postage  between 
this  country  and  tbe  United  States  should 
be  reduced  at  the  earliest  possible  period, 
and  in  the  manner  that  mieht  be  found 
most  practicable.  He  would,  therefore, 
suggest  to  his  hon.  Friend  that  he  ehould 
be  content  with  the  general  expression 
of  opinion  which  had  been  given  that 
evening.  H  his  hon.  Friend  waa  not 
content  with  the  assurances  which  he 
had  received,  he  would  propose  that 
those  aasurances  should  be  put  tn  a  more 
distinct  form  by  the  Besolution  that  he 
would  now  propose — 

"  That  it  ia  expedient  that  Her  Majeetj'i  Go- 
Ternment  ibould  iake  into  oonaideration,  and 
■houid  endeaTour  to  team  b^  comnmnioation  with 
the  GoTernment  of  the  United  Statei,  whether  it 
ii  practicable  to  eatablith  a  greatlr  reduced  rate 
of  Postage  between  the  two  Countriei." 

It  was  quite  clear  that  Her  Majesty's 
Government  could  not  take  this  matter 
entirely  into  their  own  hands.  It  must 
necessarily  be  the  subject  of  cousiderablo 
negotiation  with  the  Government  of  the 
United  States,  and  he  sliould  like  to 
know  what  would  ho  tho  position  of  Her 
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Majesty's  Mmiaters  if  they  were  com' 
pelled  to  approach  the  GoTernmeiit  of 
the  United  States  with  precise  instruc- 
tions &om  the  House  of  Commons.  He 
would  be  rid  of  all  rosponsibility  as  a 
negotiator;  but  if  he  went  with  a  general 
indication  of  what  was  desired,  he  would 
have  all  the  advantages  he  had  a  right 
to  dentand  in  carrying  ou  negotiations. 
Therefore,  he  trusted  the  House  would 
not  take  a  course  so  embarraasing  to  the 
Gtovemment  as.  that  suggested  by  the 
hon.  Member,  but  would  believe  in  the 
assurance  given  by  the  Government,  and 
put  in  the  form  of  the  Resolution  he  had 
read ;  and  he  hoped  the  hon  Member 
would  leave  the  matter  in  the  hands  of 
the  Gflveniment  to  be  earned  out  as  time 
and  circumstances  might  permit.  He 
concluded  by  moving  the  Besolution  as 
an  Amendment. 

Amendment  proposed, 

To  leiTB  out  rrom  the  word  "Th»t"  to  Iha 
end  of  the  Qaestion.  in  order  to  add  the  irordi 
"  it  ii  expedient  tint  Her  MsJetCf's  Govemment 
■hould  take  into  coniideration,  and  sboald  en- 
doaiouT  to  le»rn  bj  communicalion  with  the. Go- 
vernment of  the  United  Platen,  whether  it  ia 
practicable  to  eilabliah  a  greatly  reduced  rnte  of 
Poatage  between  the  two  Coantriea."  —  ( Jfr, 
Ayrton.) 

Mr.  E.  T.  HAMILTON  said,  the 
Besolution  proposed  to  be  substituted 
for  that  of  the  hon.  Member  for  Lincoln 
was  nothing  but  a  vague  undertaking  on 
the  part  of  the  Government  to  enter  into 
negotiation  with  the  Post  Office  authori- 
ties at  Washington.  Ho  should  be  sorry 
to  throw  distrust  on  the  sincerity  of  the 
Government,  but  he  could  not  forgot  an 
observation  which  had  fallen  from  the 
noble  Lord  the  Postmaster  General, 
which  showed  that  he  endorsed  the  views 
of  Mr.  Scudamore,  and  was  of  opinion 
that  we  were  justified  in  taking  the 
whole  postage  as  a  set-off  against  the 
subsidy.  For  that  reason  he  hoped  the 
hon.  Member  would  adhere  to  his  Beso- 
lution as  being  much  more  definite  than 
that  of  the  Government.  A  serious  ob- 
jection to  the  latter  was  that  it  omitted 
to  record  the  important  fact  that  a  dis- 
tinct offer  had  been  made  to  cairy  the 
letters  fi^m  this  country  to  the  United 
States  at  Irf.  per  oimcp,  or  one-third  of 
a  Irf.  per  letter. 

The  Maeouess  of  HABTINGTON  : 
The  objection  we  feel  to  the  Eesolutton 
of  the  hon.  Member  for  Lincoln  is  that 
it  is  somewhat  too  definite.   It  prescribes 

Mr.  Ayrton 


precisely  the  manner  in  which  we 
are  to  ^proach  the  Government  of  the 
United  States  and  to  conduct  the  nego- 
tiations. No  doubt,  it  is  an  important 
element  in  the  case  that  the  offer  referred 
to  has  been  made;  but  it  is  perhaps 
assigning  too  much  importance  to  it  to 
embody  it  in  the  Besolution.  Offers 
have  been  made  by  respectable  com- 
panies to  carry  letters  at  a  Id.  per  ounce, 
but  we  have  no  absolute  security  that 
these  companies  would  be  willing  and 
able  to  continue  for  a  length  of  time  to 
carry  the  mails  at  that  rate. 

Mr.  GLADSTONE :  The  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  Lincoln  has  already  expressed 
his  willingness  to  withdraw  his  own 
Besolution.  It  is  hardly  consistent  with 
respect  to  a  foreign  Government  to  in- 
dicato  so  precisely  in  a  Besolution  of  the 
House  of  Commons  the  method  to  ho 
adopted.  Nothing  could  be  more  busi- 
nesslike than  the  speech  in  which  my 
hon.  Friend  eketehed  his  plans,  and  I 
should  be  glad  if  his  expectations  could 
be  realized,  but  it  would  not  be  conve- 
nient to  the  Government  to  go  to  the 
Government  of  the  United  States  hound 
so  minutely,  and  it  would  not  be  respect- 
ful to  commence  negotiations  with  a 
definitoness  which  should  rather  belong 
to  their  conclusion. 

Question,  "  That  the  words  proposed 
to  be  left  out  stand  part  of  the  Ques- 
tion," put,  and  negatived. 

Words  added. 

Main  Question,  as  amended,  put,  and 
agreed  to. 

Retolued,  That  it  ia  expedient  tbat  Her  Ha- 
jeatf'a  Gorerament  ahouldtake  intocanaideration, 
and  should  endearoar  to  learn  bj  communioalioa 
with  the  Government  of  the  United  StaCea,  whe- 
ther it  ia  praotiuable  to  eatabliahagreatl;  reduoed 
rale  of  Poalage  between  the  two  Coantriea. 


IRELAND  —  PRESS    PROSECDTIOHS— 
CASE  OF  MR.   O'SULLIVAN. 

MOTIOS  FOB    A    SELECT  COMMllTEE. 

Mr.  G,  H.  MOORE  rose  to  call  the 
attention  of  the  House  to  a  statement 
made  by  Mr.  O'Stillivan  of  Kilmallocfe, 
having  reference  to  his  detention  and 
treatment  as  a  prisoner  in  Ireland  under 
the  Lord  Lieutenant's  warrant;  and  to 
move  for  a  Select  Conunittoe  to  inquire 
into  the  treatment  of  prisoners  who 
may  be  detained  tmder  such  circum- 
stances, and  against  whom  no  chai^ 
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may  be  preferred.  Alihonfth  the  Iioiir 
was  late,  he  hoped  that  the  Hoiwe  would 
listen  to  the  case  of  hie  Buffering  fellow- 
cDtmtrjman,  who  had  been  subjected 
to  a  lone  and  cruel  imprisonment,  to 
great  andunaecesaary  personal  pain  and 
indignity,  without  a  Irial,  without  any 
chaise  having  been  preferred  against 
him,  and  without   the   opportunity 


Cork,  belonged  to  a  class  that,  of  all 
others,  had  deserved  the  support  and 
assistance  of  the  Irish  Government,  for 
upon  the  good- will  of  that  class  the  peace 
and  prosperity  of  the  island  mainly  de- 
pended. He  was  a  most  respectable,  in- 
telligent and  industrious  man.  He  was  an 
hotel  keeper,  a  conunercial  man,  an  agri- 
culturist, in  fact,  engaged  In  all  the 
spheres  of  industry  that  were  open  to 
an  Irishntan  in  his  native  country ;  he 
was  a  man  of  influence  and  worth,  and 
as  such  he  had,  of  course,  laUen  under 
the  suspicion  of  the  spies  and  myrmidons 
of  the  Government.  It  thus  happened 
that  when  the  flame  of  discontent  buret 
out  in  the  South  of  Ireland,  Mr.  O'Sul- 
livan  was  looked  upon  as  one  of  the 
exciting  elements  of  the  disturbance. 
He  would  assume,  for  the  purpose  of 
argument,  that  Mr.  0'8ullivan  was  ar- 
rested upon  Buf&cient  grounds,  and  he 
had  no  cnarge  to  bring  against  the  Go- 
vernment, vrho  were  no  i£>ubt  actuated 
by  honourable  and  praiseworthy  motives. 
Did  he  regard  the  cruelties  and  indig- 
nities inflicted  upon  Mr.  O'SuUivan  as 
exceptioDal  he  woiild  not  have  troubled 
the  House  with  his  case ;  but  it  was  be- 
cause they  were  recognized  as  proper  in 
the  case  of  men  against  whom  no  actual 
offence  had  been  diarged,  that  he  wished 
to  call  attention  to  the  subject.  No  one 
ought  to  be  treated  as  guilty  until  he 
had,  at  any  rate,  been  charged  with 
some  offence ;  and  even  though  it  might 
be  necessary,  in  exceptional  circum- 
stances, to  arrest  men  against  whom  no 
reific  chat^  was  alleged,  he  thought 
t  such  men  should,  during  their  im- 
prisonment at  any  rate,  be  treated  with 
exceptional  consideration.  Mr.  O'Sul- 
livan  stated  in  his  petition  that  he  was 
arrested  on  the  Sth  of  March,  1867, 
taken  twenty-one  miles  to  Kilmarnock 
the  same  night,  taken  before  a  magis- 
trate, and  was  sent  to  prison  as  a  Fenian 
agent.  Five  days  after  he  had  been  ar- 
rested the  governor  of  the  prison  in- 


formed him  that  he  had  received  the 
Lord  Lieutenant's  warrant  for  his  de- 
tention. He  was  not  allowed  to  write 
to  his  wife,  or  to  write  to  any  one  of  the 
nine  firms  for  whom  he  did  business, 
though  he  represented  that  the  ruin  of 
his  buainesa  would  follow  from  his  not 
being  able  to  write  to  his  employers. 
On  zke  night  of  bis  'arrest  he  was  put 
into  a  bed  the  sheets  of  which  were 
black  with  dirt,  but  when  he  complained 
of  the  dirt  he  was  told  that  the  sheets 
could  not  be  dirty,  ^  because' the  last  man 
who  slept  in  them  had  only  committed 
an  assault.  He  asked  to  be  allowed  to 
wear  his  trousers  during  the  night,  but 
was  refused,  and  stripped  naked  to 
search  him,  and  his  clothes,  with  Uie 
exception  of  his  shirt,  were  thrown  out- 
side the  cell.  He  cotild  not  deep  in 
consequence  of  the  thinness  of  the  cover- 
ing, and  had  to  get  out  of  his  bed  during 
the  night  with  cramps.  [^Laughter.']  He 
(Mr.  Moore)  did  not  see  what  there  was 
in  this  description  to  excite  lauditer. 
The  warder  called  the  petitioner  "SuUi- 
von,"  and  when  he  said  there  was  an 
"  0 "  to  his  name,  the  warder  asked 
him  how  dare  be  dictate  to  him,  and  or- 
dered hJTn  into  bis  cell,  and  the  gover- 
nor deprived  the  petitioner  of  that  day's 
exercise.  A  number  of  mice  got  out  of 
his  bed  clothes,  and  he  had  to  strike  the 
bolster  to  drive  them  away,  and  th^ 
nibbled  a  hole  in  his  pocket.  One  day, 
when  going  round  the  ring,  be  saw  a 
young  man  &om  Kilmaltook,  and  smiled 
at  him,  and  the  warder  said  he  would 
cool  him  by  putting  bim  on  bread  and 
water  if  he  loughed  any  more.  He  was 
fourteen  days  imprisoned  before  he  could 
see  an  attorney,  twenty-eight  days  be- 
fore he  could  write  a  letter,  and  120  days 
before  be  could  see  his  wife  and  chil- 
dren. He  had  to  walk  round  the  ring 
without  speaking  a  word,  though  the 
convicted  prisoners,  comprising  pick- 
pockets, were  allowed  to  speak.  He  saw 
a  convicted  prisoner  with  sore  eyes 
washing  his  eyes  in  a  bucket,  and  the 
bucket  was  afterwards  brought  about 
with  water  to  drink.  "When  confined 
to  bed  his  wife  came  from  the  country, 
twenty-one  miles,  to  see  him,  yet  the 
governor  refused  to  let  her  because  it 
was  not  the  regular  visiting  day.  The 
washing  baeins  were  filthy,  and  he  had 
to  empty  the  slops  in  his  cell.  While 
so  ill  that  he  sent  for  an  attorney  to 
make  his  will,  he  was  ordered  to  Mount- 
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joy  Prison,  was  handcuffed,  and  eub- 
leoted  to  other  indignitieB.  In  addition 
ne  lost  lua  license,  owing  to  bis  absence 
^m  Hjlmallock.  Tbe  petitioner  stated 
that  he  wrote  several  times  to  Lord 
Mayo  on  the  subject  of  hia  imprison- 
ment, and  that  when  the  order  for  bis 
discharge  waa  granted  it  was  on  the 
condition  that  he  should  not  viait  the 
county  of  limeTick  until  after  a  certain 
period.  The  petitioner  was  a  most  re- 
spectable Irishman,  and  be  prayed  for 
an  inquiry,  and  for  some  measures  being 
adopted  to  protect  the  liberty  ot  Her 
Majesty's  subjects  in  Ireland.  The  hon. 
Member  then  read  a  letter  of  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  (Mr.  Gladstone]  &om 
Naples,  in  which  it  was  stated  that  in 
Naples  imprisonments  were  made  with- 
out any  written  authority  but  the  word 

and  imprisoned,  and  their  papers,  and 
whatever  else  degraded  hirelings  might 
choose,  carried  on  ;  and  in  the  prelimi- 
nary examination  were  allowed  no  lega' 
assistance;  and  though  tbe  political  pri' 
Boners  had  a  separate  chamber  &om  the 
others,  there  was  but  a  small  division 
between  them,  and  that  only  for  one 
half-hour  in  the  week  were  they  allowed 
to  see  their  iriends  outside  the  prison. 
He  declared  there  was  no  distinction  be- 
tween the  statements  made  by  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  and  those  of  tbe  Petition, 
and  he  did  not  think  that  any  one  on 
either  side  of  the  House  would  justify 
either  to  the  public  or  to  his  own  con- 
science the  infliction  of  such  cruel  indig- 
nities upon  a  fellow -subject,  against 
whom  no  civil  offence  htid  ever  been 
charged.  He  also  claimed  that  he  was 
entitled  to  the  favourable  attention  of 
the  House  in  this  matter,  aa  some  twenty 
years  ago,  when  the  Government  of  the 
day  cafied  for  the  suspension  of  " 
Habeas  Corpus  Act  in  Ireland,  he  al 
of  all  the  Irish  popular  party,  bebeving 
it  to  be  necessary,  voted  .and  spoke  in 
il«  favour,  and  he  did  so  at  the  sacrifice 
of  great  popularity  and  credit  among  bis 
constituontB.  But  in  taking  that  course 
be  supposed  that  the  Government  of  the 
day  would  be  bound  to  exercise  its 
powers  in  the  spirit  in  which  they  were 
OTven.  No  one  knew  how  soon  another 
Government  might  ask  for  fresh  powers 
of  a  represRive  character  in  Ireland ; 
and  it  was  well  that  the  House  should 
ascertain  how  the  terrible  powers  with 
which  authority  had  previously  been  in- 
Mr.  e.  H.  More 
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vested  in  that  country  had  been  exercised. 
He,  therefore,  moved  for  a  Committee 
to  inquire  into  the  treatment  of  political 
nera,  especially  of  those  who  might 
been  detained  in  custody  under  ex- 
ceptional circtunstances,  without  any 
special  charge  ever  having  been  prefer- 
red against  them ;  and  in  doing  so  he 
believed  he  was  acting,  not  only  in  the 
interests  of  the  libertiea  of  the  people, 
but  of  the  credit  of  the  Government. 

Me.  8TNAN,  in  seconding  the  Mo- 
tion, agreed  with  tbe  hon.  Gentleman  in 
thinking  that  Mr.  O'Sullivan's  Petition 
disclosed  a  state  of  facta  unworthy  of 
the  administration  of  justice  in  Ireland, 
provided  the  administration  of  justice 
there  had  anything  whatever  to  do  with 
it.  But  he  tiiought  the  facts  referred  to 
seemed  to  bear  more  on  the  conduct  of 
the  governors  and  officer  of  the  prison 
than  on  that  of  the  Government.  How 
was  it  possible  ih&t  the  Lord  Lieutenant 
or  the  persons  at  the  head  of  the  Go- 
vernment of  Ireland  could  be  aware  of 
what  was  being  done  by  the  governor 
and  officers  of  the  ^aol  of  Limerick? 
If  the  facte  detailed  in  the  Petition  had 
been  brought  before  the  Lord  Lieu- 
tenant or  the  Chief  Secretary,  bo  was 
confident  that  the  governor  and  lieu- 
tenant governor  of  Uie  gaol  would  have 
been  called  upon  to  explain  their  con- 
duct with  respect  to  Mr.  O'Sullivan,  and 
to  treat  him  in  a  manner  very  different 
to  that  represented  in  his  petition.  He 
(Mr.  Synan)  bad  brought  forward,  in 
1866,  a  Motion  respecting  the  treatment 
of  political  prisoners ;  and  the  effect  of 
it  was  that  the  Government  of  the  day 
was  obliged  to  remove  those  prisoners 
from  the  gaol  of  Limerick  to  Moun^oy 
Prison.  Whether  the  treatment  there 
was  different  he  had  no  opportunity  of 
knowing ;  but  as  Mr.  O'Sullivan  had  not 
complained  of  it,  he  presumed  there  was 
no  reason  for  doing  ao.  Nevertiieless, 
when,  for  the  public  safety,  it  was  neces- 
sary to  suspend  the  Habeaa  Corpus  Act,  it 
was  the  duty  of  the  Government  to  taJce 
care  that  political  prisonera  who  were 
deprived  of  their  liberty,  without  being 
brought  to  trial,  should  not  be  placed  at 
the  mercy  of  the  governors  and  sub- 
ordinate officers  of  county  gaols,  but 
should  be  treated  in  a  manner  conmstent 
with  their  social  position  and  character. 
He  saw  no  sulwtantial  difference  be- 
tween the  treatment  said  to  have  been 
received  by  Mr.  O'Sullivan   and  that 
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dealt  out  to  the  Neapolitan  prisonera, 
aoGording  to  the  najTative  of  the  right 
hou.  Qentleman  the  present  Prime  Mi- 
nister.    In  regard  to  Mr.  O'Snllivan'a 
case,  it  might  fairly  be  said — 
■■  Pndet  et  htno  opprobria  nobis 
"  Et  dloi  potnine,  at  non  potuUM  rafelli." 
He  truated  that  the  explanation  they 
TOiild  hear  from  the  Oovemment  %ould 
answer  the  last  part  of  the  lines  vhich 
he   had  quoted,   and  -would   fully  sa- 
tiafy  the  House  and  the  country  that  in 
future  no  such  conduct  a^  that  of  Mr. 


Motion  made,  and  Queation  proposed, 
"  That  ft  Salect  Committee  be  tppoioted  to  in- 
quire into  tba  tre&tmeDt  of  political  priuDEn, 
putionlarir  of  tbose  vho  maj  be  uatried  ;  and  of 
(boM  who,  under  exceptioDil  Dircumitances.  ma; 
bedetWDBd  inoasto<l;,wltboiitjiTij  gpeoial  oharn 
faaiiog  beta  praferral  against  V^m."  —  (Mr. 
Otorga  Moert.) 

Mb.  CHI0HE8TEB  F0ETE8CUE 
B^d,  the  hon.  Gentleman  who  had 
brought  forward  that  Motion  was  un- 
doubtedly well  entitled  to  call  tiie  atten- 
tion of  the  Houae  to  the  Petition  of  a 
countiTman  of  hia  who  complained  of 
unjust  and  improper  treatment  in  an 
Infih  county  pnaon ;  and  there  was  no 
reason  to  complain  of  the  hon.  Oentle- 
man's  Motion,  either  as  to  its  substance, 
or,  for  the  most  part,  as  to  the  language 
with  which  it  had  been  supported.  For 
himself,  he  approached  the  subject  with 
very  great  impartiality,  because,  both 
personally  and  aa  connected  with  the 
present  Government,  he  was  not  respon- 
sible for  any  of  the  circumstances  which 
had  just  been  brought  under  their 
notice.  But,  aa  far  as  he  understood  the 
case,  he  muat  say  that  the  responsibility 
of  the  late  Government  in  ^e  matter 
was  of  a  very  limited  kind,  because  it 
was  esaential  that  the  House  should  un- 
derstand that  those  events,  so  far  as  they 
were  correct — and  he  did  not  admit  the 
correctness  of  many  of  the  allegations 
of  Jir.  O'SulKvan's  Petition — occurred  in 
a  prison  which  was  not  in  the  hands  of 
the  Government,  but  in  the  hands  of  local 
authorities,  over  whose  acts  the  Govern- 
ment by  law  had  no  control  whatever. 
The  hon.  Member  was  rather  vague  in 
his  mode  of  dealing  with  the  important 

Suestion  of  the  conduct  of  Mr.  0' Sullivan 
efore  hia  committal  to  the  Limerick 
oounty  prison,  and  ,the  justification  of 
fiie  late  Government  in  «o  committing 


him  under  the  Lord  Lieutenant's  war- 
rant. The  hon.  Gentleman  did  not. go 
BO  far  as  to  affirm  that  Mr.  O'SuUivan 
had  not  been  connected  with  the  Fenian 

inapiracy,  and  the  attempted  rising 
which,  would  have  apread  desolation  and 
bloodshed  over  Ireland. 

Mr.  G.  H.  MOOEE  explained  that  he 
had  expreasly  atated  that  ne  had  raised 
no  question  as  to  the  propriety  of  the 
arrest,  and  had  admitted  for  the  sake 
ai^umeut  that  there  were  proper  grounds 

Me.  CHICHESTER  FOETESCTJE 
said,  he  was  glad  to  accept  that  admis- 
sion of  the  hon.  Member.  The  fact  was 
that  Mr.  O'Snllivan  was  arrested  under 
the  exceptional  powers  which  Parlia- 
ment thought  it  necessary  to  confer  on 
the '  Executive  Government,  and  upon 
reasons  which  were  absolutely  convinc- 
ing to  the  late  Government,  that  Mr. 
O'Sullivan  had  unfortunately  allowed 
himself  to  be  deeply  involved  in  the 
Fenian  conspiracy.  Of  course  he  could 
not  say  whether,-  formally  speaking,  he 
was  a  member  of  that  confraternity; 
but  the  late  Government  had  every  rea- 
son to  believe  that  he,  his  house,  and 
his  establishment  in  KilmaUock  formed 
an  active  and  dangerous  centre  of  the 
Fenian  conspiracy  in  a  part  of  Ireland 
which,  within  a  day  or  two  of  his  arrest, 
might  have  been  the  scene  of  lamentable 
proceedings,  but  that,  fortunately,  they 
were  aoon  suppressed.  Under  those  cir- 
cumstances Mr.  O'Sullivan  waa  committed 
under  the  Lord  Lieutenant'a  warrant,  to 
the  gaol  at  limerick,  and  certainly  his 
treatment  there  waa  a  fair  subject  to  he 
brought  before  the  notice  of  the  House. 
When  he  saw  the  Petition,  and  the  hon. 
Gentleman's  Motion  in  reference  to  it, 
he  took  the  course  which  he  thought 
it  his  duty  to  take  by  sending  down  to 
Limerick  county  prison  one  of  the  In- 
spectoraof  Prisons  in  Ireland^ — a  man  of 
high  character,  kindly  nature,  and  per- 
fect impartiality — ^to  inquire  upon  oath 
into  the  statements  contained  in  the  Pe- 
tition. It  was  necessary  for  the  House 
to  hear  in  mind  the  time  and  the  circum- 
stances under  which  Mr.  O'Sullivan  waa 
committed  to  the  Limerick  prison.  He 
entered  it  a  day  or  two  before  the  rising 
in  the  South  of  Ireland,  and  the  rising 
occurred  in  KilmaUock  itself,  the  native 
place  of  Mr.  O'SuUivan,  whose  son  un- 
fortunately took  part  in  it.  At  that 
time  there  was,  undoubtedly,  great  ap- 
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pTehenHion  on  the  part  of  the  local  au- 
tlioritieB,  and  it  was  hardly  surprising 
that  the  discipline  of  die  gaol  should 
have  been  extremely  strict.  It  was 
thought  necessary  to  take  the  utmoflt 
precautions  to  prevent  the  spread  of  eX' 
oitement  and  insubordination  vhich  pre- 
vailed to  a  dangerous  extent  among  the 
large  number  of  prisoners  incarcerated 
in  mat  prison,  and  also  toprevent  their 
effecting  their  escape.  This  would 
itself  account  to  a  great  extent  for  many 
of  the  apparent  or  real  severities  alluded 
to  in  the  Petition.  Without  goinginto 
all  the  particuIaTs  therein  set  forth,  he 
would  allude  to  a  few  of  them.  As  to 
Mr.  O'Sullivan  being  searched,  for  ii 
stance,  that  was  a  precaution  taken  with 
r^:axd  to  all  prisoners  when  there  was 
any  fear  that  they  might  escape.  As  to 
the; allegation  about  Mr.  O'Sullivan' 
suffering  from  cold,  it  had  since  bee] 
stated  upon  oath  that  no  complaint  on  the 
subject  was  made  at  the  time,  or,  in  &ct, 
until  now.  It  was  true  that  communica- 
tion with  his  iamily  and  Mends  was  at 
first  prohibited,  and,  in  his  opinion,  the 
restriction  was  continued  longer  than  the 
necessity  of  the  case  required.  The 
Board  of  Superintendence  laid  down  a 
rule  at  the  time  of  the  rising  that  there 
should  be  no  communication  whatever 
allowed  between  political  prisoners  and 
their  fiiends.  The  Inspector  had,  how- 
ever, expressed  the  opinion  that  Mr. 
O'Sullivan  ought  to  have  been  supplied 
with  writing  materials  at  an  earlier  time 
than  they  were  allowed  to  him.  Then 
Mr.  O'Sullivan  complained  that,  while  he 
was  not  allowed  to  converse  with  his 
fellow  prisoners,  the  privilege  was  ac- 
corded to  the  ordinary  convicts  in  the 
prison.  All  the  gaol  authorities,  how- 
ever, denied  the  correctness  of  this  as- 
sertion. In  point  of  fact,  Mr.  O'Sullivan 
was,  in  regard  to  this  matter,  labouring 
under  a  delusion,  which  was  easily  ac- 
counted for,  because  the  exercise  yafd  in 
which  he  was  allowed  in,  walk  was  the 
yard  devoted  to  the  lunatics,  of  whom 
there  were  many  then  in  the  prison,  and 
to  whom  the  rule  of  silence  was  not  ex- 
tended. There  was  a  rather  important 
allegation  in  the  Petition  as  to  the  in- 
convenience and  annoyance  to  which 
Mr.  O'Sullivan  was  subjected  by  the  ad- 
mission of  visitors  to  the  prison.  It  was 
tnie  that  on  a  few  occasions  that  was 
permitted  by  the  governor  of  the  gaol, 
and  some  visitors  were  allowed  to  etare 
Mr.  Chiehetttr  Forttsata  I 


at  the  political  prisoners  through  the 
spy-holea  of  their  cells,  that  faet  was  as- 
certained by  the  then  high  sheriff  of 
the  county  of  Limerick,  who  was  a  mem- 
ber of  the  Board  of  Superintendence. 
He  at  once  brought  the  subject  betbre 
the  Board,  and  that  improper  proceeding 
on  the  part  of  the  governor  was  at  once 
put  a  stop  to.  It  would  be  unnecessary  for 
him  to  go  more  fully  into  Mr.  O'Sulli- 
van's  allegations,  which,  after  careful  in- 
quiry he  had  ascertained  to  be  evidently 
marked  with  a  large  amount  of  exag- 
geration and  misrepresentation.  At  the 
same  time  he  admitted  his'  impression 
was  that  Mr.  O'Sullivan  was  treated, 
while  in  Limerick  Gaol,  with  an  amount 
of  severity  which  was  beyond  the  ne- 
cessity of  the  case,  and  it  was  worthy  of 
remark  that  neither  Mr.  O'Sullivan  nor 
any  of  the  other  political  prisoners  made 
any  complaints  of  the  treatment  they 
received  in  Monntjoy  Convict  Prison, 
which  was  under  the  care  of  the  Exe- 
cutive Government.  If  the  Habeas 
Corpus  were  at  present  suspended  he 
should  think  it  his  duty  to  take  care 
that  all  untried  prisoners  who  might  be 
detained  for  the  purposes  of  public  safely 
should  be  placed  in  the  hands  of  the 
Government  alone,  and  not  intrusted 
to  any  local  authorities  over  whom  the 
law  gave  the  Government  so  imperfect 
a  control.  When,  however,  the  hon. 
Member  called  on  the  House  to  appoint 
a  Committee  of  Inquiry  into  facts  which 
he  assumed  likely  to  be  of  fixture  recur- 
e,  he  differed  as  to  the  necessity  or 
propriety  of  that  stop.  He  was  not  pre- 
pared to  assume  that  the  suspension  of 
the  Habeas  Corpus  Act  would  be  the 
normal  or  ordiniuy  state  of  things  in 
Ireland.  On  Uie  contraiy  he  entertained 
the  most  sanguine  hopes  that  its  euspen- 
sion  would  not  be  again  required  ;  but 
if  it  unhappily  should,  it  would  be  the 
duty  of  the  Oovemment  to  make  the  ar- 
rangements to  which  he  had  referred 
for  the  detention  of  untried  political 
irisoners.  Under  all  these  circumstances 
Le  hoped  the  hon.  Gentleman  would 
withdraw  his  Motion. 

Me.  HENLEY  said,  he  thought  this 
was  a  question  well  worthy  the  con- 
sideration of  the  Government.  Those 
who  had  the  management  of  gaols  must 
feel  how  important  this  subject  was, 
because  the  class  of  persons  who  came 
in  under  such  commitments  as  that  re- 
ferred to  came  under  no  ordinaiy  de- 
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Bcription  at  all.  Some  twenty-five  yeare 
ago  Parliament  was  obliged  to  provide 
for  the  Bpecial  treatment  as  "fii^-class 
misdemeanante "  ofprnotiers  sentenced 
for  political  ofTences.  That  distinction 
in  prison  discipline  for  convicted  prison- 
ers was  made  in  consequence  of  a  con- 
eiderable  number  of  persons  in  this 
country  being  sentenced  for  sedition. 
The  Act  then  passed  provided  that  if 
the  court  thought  fit  they  might  order 
couTicted  persons  to  undergo  imprison- 
ment as  first-class  misdemeanants.  As 
such  they  had  proper  diet,  and  were  not 
compelled  to  do  menial  offices.  If  legis- 
lation of  this  kind  had  been  found  ne- 
cessary for  convicted  prisoners  d /oritow, 
it  was  required  as  regards  unconvicted 
prisoners  who  were  detained  for  the  pur- 
posoa  of  the  public  safety.  Some  ton. 
Gentlemen  mi^t  recollect  prisoners 
being  sent  to  Keading  Gaol,  and  the 
Executive  Government  of  the  day  re- 
fused even  the  Visiting  Justices  access 
to  them.  The  Government  ought  to 
determine  upon  proper  rules,  so  that 
these  complaints  might  not  arise.  As 
he  nnderstood  the  Motion,  it  was  merely 
prospective  and  in  illustration  of  what 
might  occur.  He  doubted,  however, 
very  much  whether  the  appointment  of 
a  Committee  would  be  the  most  con- 
venient course  to  pursue.  It  was,  h( 
thought,  rather  a  matter  for  Uie  atten- 
tion of  the  Executive,  and  it  should  be 
for  them  to  lay  down  proper  rules  and 
append  them  to  the  Gaol  Acts.  We 
should  then  bo  &eed  &om  the  dif&cul- 
tiea  which  would  arise  from  the  different 
views  taken  by  different  autiiorities  con- 
cerning the  treatment  of  prisoners. 

Mr.  BAGWELL  approved  the  sug- 
gestions which  had  been  made  by  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  opposite  (Mr. 
Henley).  In  answer,  however,  to  what 
had  fallen  from  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man tiie  Chief  Secretary  for  Ireland,  as 
a  member  of  a  Board  of  Superintendence 
of  a  county  gaol  for  many  years,  he  could 
bear  testimony  to  the  fact  that  the  local 
authorities  could  not  put  any  rules  in 
force  until  they  had  received  the  confir- 
mation and  approval  of  the  Govern- 
ment. He  maintained,  therefore,  that 
the  authority  in  these  matters  rested, 
not  with  the  magistrates,  but  with  the 
Executive  Government. 

Colonel  WILSON-PATTEN  regret- 
ted that  he  was  not  able  to  enter  into 
the  subject  with  such  complete  informa- 


tion as  he  otherwise  should  have  done, 
owing  to  the  Motion  of  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber not  having  been  sufficiently  explicit. 
He  believed,  however,  that  an  examina- 
tion would  show  tlkat  the  statements 
made  in  Mr.  O'Sullivan's  Petition  were 
not  entirely  trustworthy.  Moreover,  the 
natural  course  for  Mr.  O'Sullivan  to  have 
taken  would  have  been  to  complain,  if 
he  thought  any  malpractices  existed, 
to  the  Cispector,  by  whom  it  would 
have  received  due  attention,  and  as 
that  had  not  been  done,  Mr.  O'Sullivan 
was  scarcely  entitied  at  this  time  to 
make  these  complaints.  J£  there  was 
to  be  any  difference  in  the  treatment  of 
prisoners  that  difference  must  result 
&od  an  alteration  in  the  present  state 
of  the  law  by  which  all  prisoners  were 
to  be  treated  in  the  same  manner.  As 
regarded  Lord  Mayo,  he  was  sure  there 
was  no  one  who  would  not  give  him 
credit  for  having  discharged  his  duty  in 
the  most  considerate  and  lenient  man- 
ner. 

SiE  JOHN  GEAY  advocated  the 
policy  of  treating  prisoners  confined  for 
political  offences  on  a  different  footing 
irom  common  felons,  and  suggested  the 
addition  to  the  Motion  of  words  which 
would  empower  the  Committee  to  re- 
port as  to  what  alteration  in  the  law 
would  be  necessary  to  secure  this  ob- 
ject. 

Mr.  MAGUIRE  said,  he  only  became 
acquainted  with  Mr.  O'SuUivan  a  short 
time  since,  and  the  latter  distinctly  de- 
clared to  tiiin  he  had  taken  no  part  in 
the  Fenian  movement.  On  a  former  oc- 
casion, and  in  answer  to  a  Motion  which 
he  had  brought  forward,  the  late  Se- 
cretary for  Ireland  (the  Earl  of  Mayo) 
bad  distinctly  promised  that  he  would 
introduce  a  Bill  by  which  the  punish- 
ment of  sedition  in  Ireland  should  be 
assimilated  to  that  inflicted  for  the  same 
Q  England,  where  the  treatment 
of  prisoners  confined  forpolitical  offences  ' 
was  more  lenient  than  it  was  in  the 
former  country.  The  admissions  made 
by  the  Chief  Secretary  for  Ireland  showed 
that  the  hon.  Member  for  Mayo  (Mr.  0. 
H.  Moore)  was  fully  justifled  in  bring- 
ing forwaid  this  Motion.  Whenever  a 
Government  thought  it  right  to  have  an 
investigation  in  a  prison  it  should  not 
be  one-sided  and  partial,  and  though 
he  made  noehaige  of  harshness  or  cruellr 
against  the  Governor  of  the  Limerick 
gaol,  he  thooght  that  no  such  inveeti' 
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prisoner  should  not  be  treated  as  a  felon 
and  it  was  a  disgrace  to  a  country  to 
have  a  political  offender  treated  in  the 
same  way  aa  a  criminal  gruilty  of  some 
foul  offence  against  the  laws. 

Mb.  a.  H.  MOOBE  expressed  his 
surprise  that  the  right  hou.  Gentleman 
the  Chief  Secretary  for  Ireland  should 
have  added  to  the  cruel 


him  with  having  been  connected 
the  Fenian  movement.  He  believed  that 
chai^  to  be  utterly  unfounded.  Since 
his  liberation  Mr.  O'Sullivan  had  de- 
clared solemnly  upon  Ms  oath,  before  a 
Bench  of  magistrates,  that  he  haA  no 
connection  whatever  with  that  move- 
ment. With  regard  to  the  statement 
of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  that  the 
prison  in  question  was  not  under  the 
control  of  the  Executive,  he  thought  it 
moat  unjust  that  any  Government  ^uld 
place  those  whom  they  had  caused  to  be 
arrested  under  the  extraordinary  powers 
granted  by  Parliament  under  speaal  cir- 
cumstances in  prisons  over  which  they 
had  not  complete  control.  He  entirety 
adopted  the  suggestion  of  the  right  hon. 
Member  for  Ouordshire  (Mr.  Henley), 
and  he  should,  with  the  permission  of 
the  House,  alter  the  terms  of  his  Mo- 
tion by  moving  for  the  appointment  of 
a  Select  Committee  to  inquire  into  the 
treatment  of  political  prisoners,  particu- 
larly those  who  were  untried,  hut  espe- 
cially those  who  had  been  taken  into 
custody  without  any  specific  charge  being 
made  against  them.  He  felt  bound,  under 
the  circumstanoes,  to  press  hia  Motion 
to  a  division. 

Question  put, 

The  House  divided: — A^e8  20;  Noes 
84:  M^ority64. 
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iTU  Earl  RaiMeU.) 

(no.  49.)     COiaUTTEE. 

Order  of  the  Day  for  the  House  to  be 
put  into  Committee,  read. 

Mov»d,  "That  the  House  do  now 
resolve  itself  into  Committee. — {Uie  Earl 
RwteU.) 

LoKD  CAIEN8:  My  Lords,  there 
appeared  on  both  sides  of  the  House,  on 
the  second  reading  of  this  Bill,  to  be  a 
general  feeling  ^at,  subject  to  altera- 
tions in  Committee,  the  object  which 
the  noble  Earl  (Earl  Bussell)  has  in 
view  might  be  satisfactorily  accom- 
plished. Under  those  circumstances  I 
reserved  until  the  third  reading  the  right 
of  those  who  think  with  me  on  the  sub- 
ject of  deciding  on  what  course  they 
should  then  adopt,  when  the  Amend- 
ments which  were  proposed  to  be  made 
the  BOl  should  nave  been  seen  and 
understood.  I  have  myself  placed  two 
Amendments  on  the  Paper;  and  it  mar 
be  convenient  that  before  your  Lord- 
ships go  into  Committee  I  should  ex- 
plain the  principle  on  which  those 
Amendments  proceed,  and  the  reasons 
why  I  think  Uioy  should  be  introduced 
into  the  Bill.  It  is  of  considerable  con- 
_  aence  to  bear  in  mind  on  which  this 
Bill  proceeds.  Now,  there  are  some 
points  on  which  no  difference  of  opinion 
exists  in  this  House.  This  House  is  an 
heredita^  assembly,  and  I  hold  it  to 
be  a  fix^d  and  fundamental  principle  of 
the  constitutional  viow  of  ttiia  House 
that  it  is  intended  through  the  medium 
of  an  independent  hereditary  Peer^e  to 
furnish  a  counterpoise  to  the  unbaluiced 
weight  which  might  otherwise  attach  to 
that  assembly  wMch  is  elected  by  popu- 
lar representation.  I  thii^  we  are  also 
agreed  that  we  do  not  desire  to  see  this 
House  become  a  second  nominative  as- 
sembly, named  for  life  by  the  Govern- 
ment of  the  day.  The  feeling  of  your 
Lordships,  as  I  understand,  in  Lord 
Wensleydale's  case  was  that,  if  what 
was  then  attempted  bad  been  unchal- 
lenged, the  Government  of  the  day  would 
have  been  able,  through  the  Prerogative 
of  the  Crown,  to  introduce  into  this 
House  on  imlimited  number  of  Members 
holding  their  seats  for  life  only.  I  am 
aware  that  it  was  remarked  on  the 
second  reading  that  you  alwa^  have  a 
check  in  the  exercise  of  pubho  opinion 
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upon  the  creation  of  Members  of  this 
Houee,  and  that  just  as  that  check  now 
operates  on  the  creation  of  hereditary 
peerages  bo  would  it  operate  on  the 
creation  of  life  peerages.  There  is, 
however,  a  great  difference  in  the  power 
of  the  Executive  in  those  two  cases,  and 
it  is  clear  that  the  force  of  public 
opinion  would  not  be  directed  with  the 
same  energy  with  regard  to  an  enlarge- 
ment of  this  House  by  the  creation  of 
life  Peers,  as  with  regard  to  its  enlarge- 
ment by  multiplying  hereditair  Peers. 
Another  difference  is  that  while  in  the 
creation  of  a  Ufe  Peer  the  Government 
.  may,  &om  his  personal  relations  and 
sympathies,  place  considerable  reliance 
on  his  support  in  Parliament,  it  by  no 
means  follows  in  the  creation  of  an  here- 
ditary Peer  that  they  may  calculate  on 
the  same  amount  of  support  &om  future 
holders  of  that  peerage.  With  respect 
to  the  hereditary  character  of  this  House, 
I  make  no  exception,  even  in  the  case 
of  the  Scotch  and  Irish  Peers,  or  of  tbe 
right  rev.  Bench.  The  former  are  per- 
sons who  already  possess  hereditary 
peerages,  and  the  Government  has  no 
contr^  over  the  choice  of  those  who  are 
elected  out  of  their  own  number  to  re- 
represent  those  peerages.  As  to  the 
Episcopal  Bench,  it  is  true  they  are 
nominated  by  the  Crown ;  but  we  have 
a  sufficient  guarantee  that  the  nomina- 
tion will  be  regulated  by  principles  very 
much  higher  than  could  be  connected 
with  the  mere  obtaining  of  political  sup- 
port in  this  House.  It  is  said,  indeed, 
that  this  House  is  not  suf&ciently  re- 
presentatiye  in  its  character,  and  the 
objection  seems  at  first  sight  a  very 
plausible  one.  It  is  said  that  the  House 
18  composed  of  great  landowners — and 
no  doubt  it  contains  a  great  many ;  bat 
I  am  Boriy  to  say  I  know  by  personal 
experience  that  Uiere  are  omer  Peers 
who  are  not  large  landowners.  Why,' 
however,  is  a  man,  because  he  is  i 
laige  landower,  less  able  to  make  uj 
his  mind  and  exorcise  an  intelligent  am 
sound  judgment  on  the  variouB  subjects 
of  legislation  which  come  before  us, 
and  why  should  there  be  any  great  same- 
ness in  your  Lordship's  mode  of  looking 
at  those  subjects?  Anyone  who  looks 
at  the  debates  will,  I  venture  to  say,  find 
that  the  charge  has  very  little  founda- 
tion, for  we  find  that  there  is  even 
among  those  lar^  proprietors  of  land 
jnst  as  mudi  vanety  of  feeUng  on  pab- 


lie  questions  as  we  should  expect  to  find 
in  any  assembly  of  English  gentlemen.  I 
think,  then,  we  shall  agree  that  it  is  not 
the  object  of  the  Bill— and  that  if  it 
were,  your  LordsMpa  would  not  be  dis- 

g'Sed  to  assent  to  it — to  make  this 
ouse  more  of  a  representative  assembly 
in  any  proper  sense  of  the  term  than  it 
is  at  present.  Indeed,  if  such  were  its 
object,  it  would  not  accomplish  that 
end,  for  it  suggests  no  r^)resenta- 
tion  or  constituency.  And  if  it  shoidd 
be  said  that  the  persons  appointed 
under  it  would  be  nominated  on  the  ad- 
vice of  the  Government  of  the  day,  that 
Government  being  supported  by  the 
House  of  Commons,  and  that  House  re- 
presdnting  the  country  at  large,  and  that 
therefore  those  persons  would  in  some 
sense  represent  the  constituencies  and 
country  at  large,  I  should  reply  Uiat  that 
would  be  an  admission  that  for  the  sake 
of  avoiding  one  kind  of  monotony  you 
were  falling  into  another,  by  choosing 
persons  as  Members  of  this  House  to 
represent  constituencies  already  repre- 
sented in  the  other  House  of  Parliament. 
If,  then,  it  Is  not  the  object  of  the  Bill 
to  destroy  the  hereditary  character  of 
the  House,  or  to  introduce  a  system  of 
representation,  what  is  the  object?  It 
was  said  or  si^gested  by  the  noble  Earl 
(Earl  Eussell)  that  there  were  or  might 
be  &om  time  to  time  persons  whom, 
from  their  attainments  or  great  experi- 
ence of  public  affairs,  it  would  be  desir- 
able to  navB  as  Members  of  this  House, 
and  also  persons  who,  from  their  exer- 
tions in  the  pubho  service,  had  deserved 
well  of  the  country,  and  upon  whom  the 
reward  of  the  Peerage  might  be  fitly 
conferred ;  and  that  since  there  might  be 
some  in  both  these  classes  who  might 
not  be  willing  to  undertake  the  burden 
of  an  hereditary  peerage,  it  was  desir- 
able to  provide  for  their  mtroduction  into 
this  House  as  life  Peers.  Now,  I  think 
the  evil  intended  to  he  remedied  by  this 
Bill  has  been  somewhat  over-rated.  I  am 
not  indeed  prepared  to  say  that  there  are 
not  persons  of  the  character  the  noble 
Earl  has  described;  but  if  there  have 
been  any  noble  Lords  on  one  side  or  the 
other  I  must  have  been  aware  of  such 
instances,  yet  I  do  not  remember  that  a 
single  instance  has  been  positively  men- 
tioned. But  many  instances  might  be 
mentioned  of  persons  infiuonced  in  an 
opposite  direction — persons  upon  whom 
an  hereditary  peerage  would  have  been 
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conferred,  but  who  were  deterred  from 

accepting  it  on  account  of  their  having 
no  famOy,  bo  that  the  new  honour  would 
have  terminated  with  theniHelveB.  I  cau 
recall  instances  of  that  kind,  and  so  I 
am  sure  can  many  of  your  Lordfihipe. 
It  does  not  follow  that  persons  unwilling 
to  accept  the  burden  of  an  hereditary 
peert^  woiild,  as  a  matter  of  course, 
accept  a  peerage  for  life.  It  ia  by  no 
means  certain  that  a  person  would  be 
willing  to  place  Ms  ftunily  in  such  a 
position  that  during  his  life  they  would 
have  those  social  incidents  which  are 
supposed  to  attach  to  a  peerage,  but 
that  they  would  lose  those  incidents  on 
his  death,  Difhculty  might,  therefore, 
arise  in  the  application  of  this  measure. 
My  noble  Friend  who  so  long  influenced 
the  deliberations  of  this  House  as  the 
Leader  of  the  party  sitting  on  these 
Benches  (the  Earl  of  Derby),  suggested 
on  the  second  reading,  that  inasmuch  as 
the  object  of  the  Bill  was  to  deal  with 
those  cases,  and  those  cases  only,  in 
which  there  was  great  personal  merit, 
combined  with  an  unwiUingneas  to  ac- 
cept on  hereditary  peerage,  the  grounds 
on  which  the  peerage  was  conferred  in 
the  form  of  a  life  peerage  should  be 
stated  on  the  lace  of  the  patent.  No 
doubt  that  would  carry  out  the  object 
which  the  Bill  has  in  view.  There  are, 
however,  objections  to  that  course.  In 
the  first  place,  when  you  come  to  de- 
scribe in  a  patent  services  or  qualifica- 
tions for  which  the  honour  of  a  peerage 
is  granted,  we  all  know  how  easy  it  is 
to  insert  in  round  and  sonorous  terms 
a  general  description  of  services,  and  yet 
to  give  very  little  security  for  the  cor- 
rectness of  the  application  of  those  terms 
to  the  particular  case.  If,  moreover, 
persons  were  unwilling  for  family  rea- 
sons, to  accept  the  bui^len  of  an  here- 
ditary peerage,  they  might  not,  never- 
theless, wish  to  put  on  record  even  a 
statement  which  truly  described  their 
opinions  and  sentiments.  It  appears  to 
me  that  the  object  in  view  may  be  best 
accomplished,  not  by  putting  on  the 
patent  a  statement  of  tns  motives  and 
grounds  on  which  the  peerage  was  con- 
ferred, but  by  stating  upon  the  face  of 
the  Act  of  Parliament  the  principle 
which  guided  this  House  in  assenting  to 
this  legislation — thus  leaving  a  sort  of 
landmark  which  could  be  referred  to  at 
any  future  time  as  describing  the  mo- 
tives which  influenced  this  House.  That 
Lord  Cairtu 
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is  the  effect  of  the  first  Amendment  I 
have  to  propose.     In  its  present  shapi 


the  Preamble  recites  the  decision  of  the 
House  in  the  Wensleydale  case  ;  and  I 
propose  to  add  to  this  a  recital — 

"  And  irheres«  it  ia  expedient  to  afford,  under 
certiiii  reBtricCians,  &cilitiea  for  the  inlrodnction 
inlo  the  HouBe  of  Lords  or  p«raoDS  diatinguUbed 
in  the  senicea  of  the  SUte,  or  who  from  their  at- 
tainmentB  or  officinl  poaltion  >re  likelj  to  add 
weight  to  the  deliboratioei  of  the  House,  and  who 
m>7  not  be  deairoaa  to  andertake  the  burden  of 
an  hereditarf  peerage." 

This  will  not  fetter  the  Government  by 
any  precise  description  of  the  persona 
upon  whom  the  honour  should  be  con- 
ferred, but  will  simply  lay  down  tlie. 
object  which  Parliament  had  in  view, 
leaving  the  Government  to  act  up  to  the 
spirit  of  the  Preamble.  On  this  point 
there  will  not,  I  think,  be  any  substan- 
tial difference  between  the  noble  Earl 
and  myself;  for  he  now  proposes  to 
strike  out  the  enumeration  of  classes 
originally  contained  in  the  Bill,  and  to 
make  an  alteration  in  the  Preamble, 
though  not  to  make  it  quite  as  ejtplicit 
as  I  wish  to  do — his  proposed  recital 
being  that  it  is  expedient  uiat  a  limited 
number  of  Peers  should  be  created  for 
life  "on  account  of  their  eminent  merits 
or  distinguished  services  to  their  coun- 
try." I  assume  your  Lordships  are 
prepared  to  agree  to  the  recital  of 
the  I^eamble,  and  the  only  other 
question  is  the  limit  to  which  the  cre- 
ation of  life  Peers  is  to  go.  Both  sides 
of  the  House  are  agreed  that  there 
should  be  some  limit;  and  the  noble 
Earl  proposes  that  there  shall  at  no 
time  be  more  than  twenty-eight  of  these 
peerages,  and  that  not  more  than  four 
shall  be  created  in  any  single  year. 
The  consequence  will  be  that  it  will  be 
in  the  power  of  the  Glovemment,  should 
it  be  in  Office  seven  years,  to  create  four 
Peers  a  year — until  the  limit  of  twenty- 
eight  shall  be  reached — and  there  will 
remain  to  future  Governments  only  the 
power  of  filling  up  vacancies  as  they  oo 
cur.  My  proposition  is  that  there  shall 
be  no  limit  as  regards  the  entire  num- 
ber, and  that  there  shall  be  power  to 
create  one  peerage  every  year,  there 
being  no  power  aner  one  such  creation 
in  any  year  to  create  a  second  in  the 
same  year,  unless  the  person  receiving 
it  shall,  at  the  date  of  the  patent,  hold 
one  of  the  high  Offices  of  State.  The 
noble  Earl  behind  me  (Earl  Stanhope) 
proposes,  instead  of  describing  the  of- 
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fices  cat^orically,  to  moke  the  descrip- 
tion more  genertd,  by  proTtding  that, 
after  one  such  peerage  shall  have  been 
created  in  any  year,  no  other  such  peer- 
age shall  he  created,  unless  the  person 
to  vhom  it  is  granted,  shall,  at  the  date 
of  the  patent,  "  hold  some  Cabinet  Of- 
fice or  shall  have  performed  some  signal 
military  or  naval  service  in  the  course 


has  ever  occurred  in  any  Act  of  Parlia- 
ment ;  but  there  is  no  reason  why  it 
should  not  be  used,  as  ve  all  knov  what 
it  means  and  it  is  desirable  that  a  per- 
son who  has  perfonned  distingui^ed 
serrices  should  be  made  an  exception, 
and  be  added  as  a  second  creation  in 
any  year.  I  wish  to  adopt  the  noble 
Eu-l's  Amendments  as  better  than  my 
own ;  but  the  question  is  whether  that 
limit,  or  the  proposal  of  the  noble  Earl 
(Earl  Russell),  is  the  proper  one.  Now, 
a  great  objection  to  the  latter  would  be 
the  want  of  uniformity  in  its  working ; 
for  while,  during  eeven  years,  four  peer- 
ages might  be  created  annually,  there 
would  then,  in  case  the  twenty-eight 
were  all  living,  be  no  power  to  create 
any  more  till  a  vacancy  aroee;  and,  in 
subsequent  years,  there  would  only  be 
the  power  of  filling;  vacancies.  More- 
over, the  number — ^fonr — seems  to  me  too 
large.  I  think  the  creation  of  so  lat^e  a 
number  in  any  one  year  very  objection- 
able. I  have  endeavoured  to  ascertain  the 
number  of  additions  to  this  House  since 
the  Beform  Act  of  1832  ;  and  I  find  that 
117  peerages  have  been  created  in  those 
thirty-seven  years  ;  and  of  that  number, 
twenty -four  have  become  extinct  or 
merged.  Deducting  the  cases  in  which 
a  Scotch  or  Irish  Peer  has  been  made  a 
Peer  of  the  realm,  I  find  that  ninety- 
five  Commoners  have  been  created  Peers 
during  this  period ;  or,  on  an  average, 
two  and  a-half  every  year.  Now,  the 
principle  of  this  measure  is,  as  I  under- 
stand, to  supplement — and  not  to  super- 
sede—the prmciple  of  hereditary  peer- 
age ;  and,  as  far  aa  we  can  judge  of  the 
future  by  the  past,  the  average  of  the 
last  thirty-seven  years  will  not,  we  may 
anticipate,  be  very  different  from  that  of 
the  future.  Thus,  there  would,  imder  the 
proposal  of  my  noble  Friend  behind  me, 
be  a  power  of  creating  one  life  peerage, 
and,  perhaps,  one  and  a-quarter  or  one 
and  a-half  a  year,  as  compared  with  two 
and  a-half  hereditaiy  peerages — a  rela- 
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tive  proportion,  which  seems  to  me  a 
very  fair  one.  There  is  another  circum- 
Etance  which  should  not  be  lost  sight  of. 
It  would  be  invidious  to  mention  names, 
looking  over  those  ninety-six 
peerages,  it  is  satisfactory  to  be  able  to 
say  that  the  list  includes  a  very  great 
number  of  names  of  persons  whose  in- 
troduction into  this  House,  on  account 
of  their  distinguished  services,  attain- 
ments, or  official  position,  could  not  but 
have  been  otherwise  than  highly  bene- 
ficial. I  have  counted  up  forty  or  fifty, 
indeed,  as  to  whom  we  should  all  be 
agreed  in  applying  the  Preamble  I  pro- 
pose. Those  persons,  who  have  been  a 
great  ornament  to  this  House,  have  had 
no  scruple,  as  far  as  we  know,  in  accept- 
ing hereditary  peerages  ;  and  can  we 
suppose  that  during  those  thirty- seven 
years  there  have  been,  in  addition  to 
them,  more  than  thirty-seven  other  per- 
sons whose  attainments,  experience,  or 
services  would  have  made  l£em  advcm- 
tageous  accessions  to  this  House,  but 
who  would  have  been  unwilling  to  ac- 
cept hereditary  peerages,  and  who  have 
not  found  a  place  in  this  House'  on  that 
account  ?  That  is  surely  a  fair  test  to 
apply,  when  the  House  is  called  upon  to 
expand  the  power  of  the  Crown,  by  con- 
ferring on  it  the  power  of  creating  as 
many  as  four  life  Peers  every  year.  T^ere 
is  another  incident  to  be  considered. 
This  scheme  is  a  novelty:  and,  though 
I  would  not  quarrel  with  it  on  that 
ground  alone,  we  must  remember  that  it 
has  yet  to  be  tried.  It  may  answer  all 
the  noble  Earl's  anticipations ;  but,  on 
the  other  hand,  it  may  fail — and  you 
may  find  that  you  do  not  attain  the  ob- 
ject— either  through  the  peerages  being 
refused,  or  through  not  securing  the  per- 
sons you  desire  to  see  added.  Now,  it 
is  clearly  better,  to  make  a  safe  begin- 
ning, that  wo  may  see  what  its  effect  on 
the  composition  of  the  House  will  be, 
rather  than  begin  in  a  form  which  is  un- 
necessarily large.  I  tiierefore  trust  that 
the  Amendment  of  my  noble  Friend  (the 
Earl  of  Carnarvon)  will  be  adopted,  and 
I  withdraw  my  own  in  its  favour.  My 
noble  and  learned  Friend  opposite  (Lord 
Penzance)  —  whose  presence  I  hail  as  a 
proof  that  the  burden  of  an  hereditary 
peerage  is  not  entirely  of  the  character 
which  some  have  represented — proposes 
that  no  person  shall  be  created  a  Peer 
under  the  Bill — 
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"  Who  ihall  not  -hara  Hrred  the  Crown  with 
(UitiDctioD  in  either  tba  aanl,  militarj,  diplo- 
niKtio,  or  oivil  Mirioas  of  the  Sut«  for  k  period 
of  at  leut  Ats  jent." 

Now,  it  might  be  easy  to  determine, 
whetiier  any  person  had  served  the 
Crown  with  difitinction ;  but,  how  would 
it  be  possible  to  determine  whether  a 

Eereon  had  served  with  disttnctioa  for 
ve  years  ?  Such  a  statement  might  be 
dmllenged  in  a  disagreeable  way;  and 
it  would  not,  therefore,  be  well  to  adopt 
the  terms  proposed  by  my  noble  and 
learned  Friend.  I  apprehend  that,  when 
we  go  into  Committee,  the  most  conve- 
nient course  will  be  to  negative  the  usual 
Motion,  that  the  Preamble  be  postponed, 
in  order  to  discuss  the  Amendment  which 
I  propose  in  it. 

TheEasi,  of  CAHNABTON  :  I  wish 
to  eay  a  few  words  before  we  go  into 
Committee;  for  this  question,  1  think 
your  Lordships  will  agree  with  me,  is  a 
vetT  serious  one,  and  should  be  handled 
with  great  caution.  We  are  dealing 
with  a  veiT  sncient  ipstitution,  which 
has  struck  its  roots  more  deeply  in  the 
public  mind  than  some  people  are  aware 
of,  and  should  it  be  unpaired  or  sub- 
verted by  has^  or  ill-advised  legisla- 
tion, it  would  be  impossible  to  retrace 
our  steps.  My  noble  Friend  (the  Mar- 
guess  of  Salisbury)  remarked  on  a  for- 
mer occasion  on  the  diiBcuIty  of  speaking 
of  an  institution  of  which  we  are  aU 
Members ;  but  what  is  the  real  character 
of  this  House  ?  Some  of  its  merits  no- 
body can  dispute.  Its  diplomatic  know- 
ledge and  skill  in  foreign  affairs  is 
greater  than  that  of  any  other  legisla- 
tive assembly.  Its  administrative  power 
is  represented  by  a  lai^  number  of 
Members  who  have  held  high  Offices  in 
the  State.  Its  legtil  ability  is-  repre- 
sented by  successive  heads  of  the  Uw. 
The  Ohorch  is  sufficiently  represented 
by  those  supposed  to  have  been  selected 
as  the  most  able  and  eloquent  of  its 
divines.  This  House,  lastly,  enjoys  the 
great  advantage  of  the  absence  of  con- 
stituents— ^which  secures  its  independ- 
ence ;  that  independence,  if  collectively 
less  than  in  former  times,  being  cer- 
tainly greater  individually ;  for  whereas 
in  former  times  the  Crown  was  able  to 
and  did  exercise  a  very  great  influence 
on  the  action  of  individuals,  that  influ- 
ence has  altogether  ceased.  There  axe, 
on  the  other  hand,  three  points  on  which 
this  House — if  I  may  venture  to  say  so— 
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is  hardly  equal  to  its  position. 
all,  you  nave  the  transmission  ot  titles, 
without,  in  certain  cases,  a  corresponding 
transmission  of  property.  That  this  is 
an  evil  is  genertdly  admitted ;  and  it  is 
OTeater  now  than  formerly,  because  the 
Crown  formerly  by  the  grant  of  pos- 
sessions could  rectiiy  the  difficmty, 
whereas  that  power  has  now  ceased.  Tn 
the  next  place,  I  agree  with  my  noble 
Friend  (the  Marquess  of  Salisbury)  that 
the  composition  of  this  House  is,  per- 
haps, somewhat  too  uniform  in  its  cha- 
racter. I  am  the  last  man  to  tmder- 
rate  or  depreciate  the  value  of  an  assem- 
bly composed  in  great  measure  of  land- 
owners. Familiarity  with  land  is  obvi- 
ously a  great  advantage,  and  I  need  not 
point  out  how  very  large  the  circle  of 
that  subject  is;  but  where  I  think  the 
weakness  of  the  House  in  this  respect 
lies  is  that  there  is  not  a  sufficient  pro- 
portion of  Members  who  are  conversant 
with  the  other  sources  of  tiie  wealth  and 
industry  of  the  country.  Every  year 
you  have  laid  before  you  measures  re- 
lating to  commerce,  trade,  banking,  and 
questions  of  a  cognate  kind  with  which 
we  are  not  thoroughly  acquainted. 
Therefore  it  is  really  a  question  of  know- 
ledge ;  and  as  the  commercial  interests 
and  commercial  legislation  are  year  by 
year  growing  in  importance,  your  Lord- 
sbips  House  ought  to  comprise  indivi- 
duals competent  to  deal  with  questions 
of  trade  and  commerce.  Thirdly — and 
this  is  a  point  which  I  look  upon  as  the 
most  important  of  all  —  I  cannot  but 
think — but  I  am  hardly  sanguine  enough 
to  expect  that  many  of  your  Lordships 
will  r^ree  with  me,  that  there  is  a  want 
of  what  I  should  call  a  censorial  power 
in  this  House.  It  is,  as  far  as  I  know, 
the  only  deliberative  assembly  within 
historical  times  that  has  ever  been  want- 
ing in  it.  What  I  have  already  said 
wUl  have  shown  that  I  am  not  opposed 
to  mere  change,  provided  that  change 
be  well  considered,  and  likely  to  se- 
cure its  object.  There  is  scarcely  any 
great  institution  in  this  country  which 
has  changed  oftencr,  or  more  in  some 
respects,  than  this  House.  Indeed,  it 
has  reflected  the  distinctive  character  of 
evei7  (^  in  the  history  of  the  country. 
In  feudal  times  its  composition  was  es- 
sentially feudoL  At  A  later  date,  when 
the  learning  and  wealth  of  Hbe  country 
were  concentrated  in  the  clergy,  it  was 
mainly  composed  of  ecclesiastics.    After- 
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vardfl  it  repreaented  the  characteristics 
of  the  Tudor  age  ;  and  alter  the  Bevo- 
httioD  it  became  a  purely  aristocratic  and 
oligarohicol  aseembly.  After  the  paeeiJiK 
of  the  Beform  Act  of  1832  it  still 
adapted  and  modified  itself  to  the 
changed  ciionmstanceB  of  the  time — and 
I  viU  venture  to  tell  the  House  that 
through  these  changes  it  has  happened 
that  m  all  diese  different  times  this 
House  has  never  been  vasting  to  itself 
— it  was  generally  equal,  often  superior 
— and  only  in  ^e  evil  times  of  the 
Btuarts  was  it  inferior — to  the  other 
House  of  Parliament.  And  further — ^ia 
all  these  changes  that  have  taken  place, 
somehow  or  other  it  has  managed  to  re- 
tain in  public  estimation  the  character  of 
unchangeablenese — in  the  popular  opi- 
nion it  is  and  has  been  unchanged  in  its 
general  structure  and  its  general  cha- 
racter. I  cannot  but  think  that  this  is  a 
great  advantage.  It  agrees  happily  with 
what  I  may  term  the  dignity  of  the  cha- 
racter of  your  Houfie,  and  serves  aa  a 
counterpoise  to  the  mere  worship  of 
money,  as  in  America,  or  to  the  mere 
worship  of  rank,  as  it  ezists  in  some 
parts  of  the  Continent.  Coming  to  the 
subject  of  the  principle  of  life  peerages, 
I  well  remember  the  Besolutions  that 
were  moved  on  tliat  subject  by  Lord 
Lyndhurst,  in  1856.  I  remember — for 
I  had  then  recently  become  a  Member 
of  your  Lordships'  House — I  well  re- 
member the  form,  the  wordfl,  the  car- 
riage, the' tone  of  voice  of  the  noble 
Lord,  with  its  oadences  unbroken  by 
age,  and  almost  as  musical  as  they  ever 
had  been,  and  I  well  remember  the 
effect  his  arguments  had  on  my  mind, 
OS,  no  doubt,  on  many  of  your  Lord- 
ships'. If  they  carried  uLore  than  their 
dae  weight,  I  think  I,  more  than  any- 
one, should  stand  fairly  excused.  These 
Sesolutions  were  prelimino^  to  the 
appointment  of  a  Select  Committee 
on  the  Appellate  Jurisdiction  of  this 
House.  The  Comntittee  recommended, 
by  one  of  their  Besolutions,  that  there 
should  be  added  to  your  Lordships' 
House  four  Law  Peers,  whose  peer- 
ages should  be  created  for  life  only. 
A  Bill  was  subsequently  iatrodueed 
based  on  their  Beport,  but  the  num- 
ber of  life  Peers  was  reduced  to  two,  the 
holders  of  which  should  enjoy  official 
salaries  of  £5,000  or  £6,000  a  year. 
Now,  I  was  a  Member  of  that  Commit- 
tee ;  but  I  hare  always  had  considerable 
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doubt  aa  to  the  condusionB  at  which  we 
arrived.  I  cannot  but  think  that  two 
life  Peers  with  ofBcial  salaries  were 
either  too  many,  if  the  principle  was 
objectionable,  or  too  few  if  any  prac- 
ticable effect  was  to  be  produced.  It 
touched  only  one,  and  a  very  small  part 
of  the  question — namely  the  judicial 
funptions  of  this  House.  The  real  object 
of  life  peerages  is  not  to  represent  dif- 
ferent interests  in  an  elective  sense,  as  my 
noble  Friend  (the  Marquess  of  Salisbury) 
has  been  so  mudi  taken  to  task  for  say- 
ing, but  that  this  House  should  be  a  su- 
premo court  of  review  in  legislative  mat- 
ters as  it  is  a  supreme  court  of  review  in 
judicial  matters.  Can  that,  however,  be 
done  widiout  loss  of  popular  power  and 
prestige  on  the  part  of  this  House  ?  I 
think  it  may  be  best  accomplished  by  some 
form  of  Me  peerage ;  but  is  the  form 
proposed  by  the  noble  Earl  (Earl  Bussell) 
the  one  best  calculated  to  effeot  the  ob- 
ject in  view  f  On  this  point  I  entertain 
some  doubt.  The  noble  Earl  ai^es, 
and  quite  fairly,  that  many  men  of 
ability  who  are  unable  to  obtain  seats 
in  the  House  of  Commons  might  be 
brought  into  this  House  by  the  opera- 
tion of  such  a  measure.  But  ex  hypo- 
^Ami,  a  v»y  large  proportion  of  these  will 
be  poor  men,  and  therefore  you  will 
confer  on  men  confessedly  poor,  and  un- 
able or  unwilling  to  oocept  an  hereditary 
peerage,  the  necessity  of  maintaining 
the  dignity  of  a  coronet,  and  that  a 
coronet  of  an  exceptional  kind.  Now, 
I  cannot  but  apprehend  that  tiiey  will 
find  themselves  placed  in  a  &lse  posi- 
tion, and  will  feel  themselves  ask^  to 
accept  an  honour  which  is  almost  in  the 
nature  of  a  shorn.  If,  on  tbe  other 
hand — as  I  admit  that  it  would  be  a  . 
great  gain  to  the  House  if  we  could 
secure  tiie  presence  of  men  of  great  elo- 
quence and  ability — you  were  to  confer 
power  to  sit  and  vote  in  this  House  aa 
plain  gentlemen,  without  any  title  or 
particular  distinction,  there  would  be  a 
compliment  paid  to  them  and  tlieir 
ability;  there  would  be  the  advantage 
to  this  House,  whatever  it  might  be,  of 
their  eloquence  and  ability ;  and  lastly 
— which  is  the  highest  recommendation 
of  all — there  would  be  the  Tninimiim  of 
disturbance  in  the  existing  system.  This, 
indeed,  it  may  be  said,  is  an  anomaly; 
but  it  is  not  more  of  an  anomaly  than 
that  which  already  exists.  At  this  mo- 
ment you  have  hereilitaiy  Peers  who 
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are  not  Lords  of  Farliament,  and  Loida 
of  Farliament  who  are  not  hereditary 
P&ere.  Tou  are  now  asked  to  create 
Lords  of  Parliament  who  are  not  to  be 
hereditary  Peere.  For  my  owe  part,  I 
think  it  would  be  desirable  to  create  life 
peerages  by  one  or  other  of  the  methods 
proposed,  provided  that  a  number  is  to 
be  fixed  not  to  be  transgressed,  and  that 
the  persons  called  up  to  this  House  by 
the  Crown  are  in  every  case  Members  of 
the  Privy  Council.  I  will  next  refer  to 
the  number  of  life  Peers  it  is  proposed  to 
create.  The  noble  Earl  opposite  (Earl 
Russell)  proposes  to  limit  that  number 
to  twenfy-eight,  while  the  noble  and 
learned  Lord  (Lord  Cairns)  proposes  to 
remove  all  restrictions  with  respect  to 
qualification,  but  to  restrict  the  creation 
of  such  peerages  to  one  a  year,  but  al- 
lowing in  addition  one  Cabinet  Minister 
SIX  annum  to  be  raised  to  that  dignity. 
ow,  it  appears  to  me  that  this  proposal 
would  permit  a  much  larger  number  of 
life  Peers  to  be  created  than  that  of  the 
noble  Earl  opposite — and  fbr  this  rea- 
son. There  are  twenty-eight  Irish  Re- 
presentative Peers  sitting  in  this  House, 
and  I  find  that  vacancies  occur  among 
them  at  the  rato  of  about  one  per  an- 
num— which  win  give  the  noble  Earl 
twenty-eight  life  peerages.  But  the 
noble  and  learned  Lord  proposes  that, 
in  addition  to  the  creation  of  one  life 
Peer  -per  annum  without  restriction  of 
qualification,  any  Cabinet  Minister  may 
have  such  a  peerage  conferred  upon 
him.  Now,  the  average  duration  of 
Parliaments  since  the  accession  of  Wil- 
liam rV.  to  the  year  1665  I  have  as- 
certained to  be  three  and  a-quarter 
years;  but  assuming  that  the  average 
duration  will  in  future  be  four  years, 
and  assuming  that  two  Cabinet  Mini- 
sters have  life  peerages  conferred  upon 
them  in  each  Parliament,  in  twenty- 
eight  years  we  shall  have  fourteen  crea- 
tions of  Cabinet  Ministers  j>/iu  the  twenty 
eight  unrestricted  creations ;  which  will 
give  a  total  of  forty-two  creations  in 
that  period.  If  we  assume  that  there 
will  be  three  creations  of  Cabinet  Mi- 
nisters in  each  Parliament,  then  we  shall 
have  in  the  same  period  forty-nine  crea- 
tions. Therefore,  it  appears  to  me  that 
the  proposal  of  the  noble  and  learned 
liord  goes  iar  beyond  that  contained 
in  the  Bill.  It  is  right  that  in  a  matter 
of  this  kind  we  should  ascertain  well 
what  is  likely  to  be  the  result  of  pro- 
Tla  E«rl  of  Camarvm 
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rsals  of  this  kind  before  we  adopt  them, 
have  given  notice  of  some  Amend- 
ments upon  the  Bill,  with  which  I  will 
not  trouble  your  Lordships  at  the  pre- 
sent moment,  which  will  give  some  se- 
curity as  te  the  merits  of  the  persons 
upon  whom  such  dignities  may  be  con- 
ferred. I  am  exceedingly  anxious  that, 
whatever  may  be  the  result  of  this  mea- 
sure, no  mere  political  partizan  shall  be 
admitted  to  this  House  under  the  provi- 
sions of  this  Bill.  It  remains,  however, 
to  be  seen  whether  two  orders  of  Peer- 
ages— hereditary  Peers  and  life  Peers — 
can  co-exist  in  the  same  system.  In 
looking  back  upon  history,  we  find  in 
the  Boman  Senate  —  wluch  certainly 
lasted  longer  than  any  other  deliberative 
body — an  illustrious  example  of  two 
such  classes  sitting  side  by  side  in  the 
same  assembly,  and  that  assembly  has 
been  justly  called  "an  Assembly  of 
Kings."  On  the  other  hand,  the  expe- 
riment of  hereditary  and  life  peerages 
has  been  tried  in  France,  and  nas,  un- 
doubtedly, signally  failed.  It  is,  how- 
ever, only  fe^  te  state  that  the  history 
of  the  French  Peerage  since  the  Eesto- 
ration  has  been  a  history  of  eot^  d^MaU, 
and  it  is  only  marvellous  that  tbe  Feer- 
^e  has  survived  at  all.  The  genius  of 
the  English  Constitution  has  always 
been  in  favour  of  unmixed  assembUes ; 
and  if  a  great  change  like  that  contem- 
plated by  the  Bill  is  to  be  effected  in 
the  constitution  of  this  House,  I  t?iinlr 
that  that  change  should  be  made  gra- 
dually ;  and,  no  doubt,  under  the  provi- 
sions of  the  Bill  that  object  would  be 
attained.  I  will,  in  conclusion,  only 
touch  upon  one  other  point.  It  is  of 
the  utmost  importance  that  the  unity 
which,  at  times  apparent,  and  at  others 
latent,  has  always  existed  between  the 
two  Houses  of  Parliament,  should  be 
maintained.  In  former  times  this  unity 
was  secured,  sometimes  by  direct,  and 
at  other  times  by  indirect  means ;  but 
I  cannot  help  feeling  that  recent  con- 
stitutional changes  have  had  a  tend- 
ency to  shake  that  imity.  As  matters 
now  stand,  that  unity  can  only  be  se- 
cured by  one  of  two  ways — either  we 
must  yield  upon  every  point  to  the 
Lower  House  of  Parliament,  which 
would  be  mere  weakness;  and  I,  for 
one,  say  that  iwhtical  existence  upon 
such  terms  would  not  be  worth  having, 
that  it  would  not  be  creditable  to  us  or 
useful  to  the  nation— or  w6  must  in- 
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nraaee  our  strength,  and  so  maintain  a 
complete  equally  in  t^tmient  and  in 
debate  mth  the  Lower  House  of  Parlia- 
ment ;  and  that  can  only  be  obtained  by 
calling  to  this  Hoase  those  who  wiU 
bring  with  them  ample  knowledge  of 
the  Tarioufl  eubjecta  wnich  may  have  to 
be  debated.  In  modem  times  a  great 
variety  of  interests  have  sprung  up 
which  loot  to  Parliament  for  an  exposi- 
tion of  their  case.  It  is  doubtAil  whe- 
ther the  House  of  Commons,  as  it  is  now 
constituted,  is  likely  to  supply  the  know- 
ledge requisite  for  the  proper  determi- 
nation of  muy  of  these  various  ques- 
tiona.  This  House,  then,  would  be  dis- 
loyal to  itself  if  itfailedto  secure  to  itself 
all  the  assiatance  which  could  give  them 
command  over  those  subjects— by  re- 
cruiting to  itself  all  the  knowledge,  the 
wisdom,  the  eloquence,  which  would  en- 
able them  to  perform  a  great  part  in  the 
legislation  of  the  country.  I  regret  that 
I  have  occupied  so  mudi  of  your  Lord- 
ships' time,  out  I  was  anxious  to  lay  my 
views  upon  the  subject  before  your 
Lordships  now,  so  as  to  avoid  mfuking 
any  uimecessary  remarks  in  Committee. 

LoED  PENZANCE:  The  noble  and 
learned  Lord  opposite  (Lord  Cairns) 
has  pointed  out  to  your  Lordships  the 
CTounds  upon  which  he  believes  that  this 
Bill  ought  to  be  passed  into  law,  aud  the 
ground^  upon  which  he  haa  put  for- 
ward the  Amendmenta  he  proposes  to 
make  in  the  Bill.  I  think  that  there 
is  a  great  convenience  iu  discussing  all 
these  Amendments  together ;  because,  in 
truth,  as  soon  as  the  House  has  arrived 
at  the  principle  upon  which  it  intends  to 
act — as  soon  as  the  House  has  made  up 
its  mind  with  reference  to  the  grounds, 
the  purposes,  and  the  object  with  which 
this  great  change  is  to  be  made — then, 
and  then  only,  will  you  be  in  a  position 
to  estimate  me  proper  safeguards  that 
ought  to  be  placed  i^on  the  power  pro- 
posed to  be  given  by  the  Bill.  I  must, 
in  the  first  place,  iLank  the  noble  and 
learned  Lord  for  the  valuable  criticisms 
that  he  has  offered  upon  the  Amend- 
ments I  have  laid  before  the  House, 
and  I  will  venture  in  return,  to  point  out 
that  the  Amendment  of  the  noble  Earl 
(Earl  Stanhope)  which  the  noble  and 
learned  Lord  has  adopted  in  lieu  of  his 
own,  is  open  to  precisely  the  same  re- 
marks. The  noble  and  learned  Lord 
has  objected  that  it  might  be  difficult 
to  de&ie  the  meaning  of  the  words 
in  my  Amendment  "served  the  Grown 
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with  distinction  for  a  period  .... 
of  at  least  five  years."  I  in  return 
ight  ask  for  a  definition  of  the  words  in 
the  noble  Earl  (Earl  Stanhope's)  Amend- 
ment ' '  shall  have  perfonueo  some  signal 
service."  But  I  ought  in  candour  to  con- 
fess that  I  think  my  noble  and  learned 
Friend's  criticism  is  just,  and  that  the 
words  "  signal "  and  "  with  distinction  " 
should  be  omitted  from  all  these  Amend- 
ments, because  it  is  difficult  accurately 
to  define  their  meaning.  Passing  by  that 
trifling  matter,  I  will  at  once  come  to  the 
subject  your  Lord^ps  have  to  consider. 
And,  in  the  first  place,  allow  me  to  ask 
what  is  the  principle  upon  which  it  is  pro- 
posed that  we  ohould  make  this  great^for 
it  is  a  great  change  in  the  constitution 
of  this  House  ?  I  can  hardly  believe  that 
your  Lordships  will  be  content  to  make 
this  great  fundamental  change  in  the 
hereditary  character  of  this  assembly  for 
the  sole  purpose  of  admitting  now  and 
again  some  one  individual  whose  know- 
lec^e  may  be  of  service  in  the  debates 
and  contests  that  here  arise.  I  rather 
think  that  the  considerationa  presented 
to  your  Lordships  by  the  noble  Marquess 
opposite  (the  Marquess  of  Salisbury) — 
considerations  connected  with  the  nature 
of  this  assembly  and  the  desirability  of 
its  being  in  some  sense  representative  of 
the  interests  of  the  country — had  weight 
with  your  Lordships  when  you  acc^ted 
this  Bill  and  gave  to  it  a  second  reading. 
It  is  quite  true  that  this  is  not  an  elec- 
tive assembly ;  and  it  is  quite  true  that, 
through  the  medium  of  any  organization 
efficient  for  that  punrase,  it  is  not  a  re- 
presentative assembly ;  but  it  Is  equally 
true  that,  in  the  spirit  of  the  Constitution, 
it  is  intended  to  represent  the  communily, 
and  to  reflect  the  interests  of  the  people 
at  large.  Tour  Lordships  do  not  sit  here 
in  assertion  of  your  individual  rights,  or 
for  the  protection  of  your  individual  in- 
terests ;  you  sit  here  as  repreaentativeB 
of  the  community.  There  is  no  doubt 
that  the  most  stable  feature  in  all  Con- 
stitutions is  that  feature  which  connects 
itself  with  landed  possessions ;  and  the 
House  of  Lords,  in  its  constitutional 
aspect,  represents  the  favour  of  the 
Sovereign  and  the  power  of  land.  The 
favour  of  the  Sovereign,  constitutionally 
exercised,  is  the  reward  of  the  subject. 
The  power  of  the  land  is  nothing  but  the 
accumulated  frugality  of  the  people.  Aa 
far  as  the  House  of  Lords  represents 
these  two  Ideas  faithfully  it  holds  its 
place  in  the  Constitution.  But  now  the 
2  Q 


(LOEDS) 


Pearagtt  BiR. 


question  is,  mth  the  changes  which  hare ,  tlie  discuaaioiiB  of  this  House  a  certcuD 


occurred  in  modem  ideas,  and  with  the 
alterations  that  have  ensued  in  the  con- 
ditions of  society,  are  the  same  rela- 
tions still  maintained — does  the  House, 
in  truth,  continue  to  reflect,  as  it  has 
hitherto  reflected,  the  interests  of  the 
nation  ?  It  is  impossible  to  review  what 
has  occtured  wimin  the  last  twenty, 
thirty,  or  forty  years  without  being  sen- 
sible of  the  fact  that  there  has  been  a 
vast  change  in  the  House  of  Commons, 
and  that  a  great  advance  has  been  made 
in  the  democratic  direction.  No  one  will 
deny  that  it  is  of  supreme  moment  that 
this  House  should  be  in  harmony  with 
the  other  House  of  the  Legislature ;  and 
if  that  change  has  occurred,  and  that 
advance  in  a  democratic  direction  has 
been  made — which  nobody  can  deny — it 
is  of  supreme  moment  that  this  House 
should  not  thereby  be  placed  out  of  har- 
mony with  it.  How  is  the  difficulty  to 
be  overcome  1  For  I  apmebend  that  if 
your  Lordships  pass  this  Bill,  some  idea 
of  the  kind  must  have  place  in  your 
minds.  It  can  only  be  overcome  by  con- 
ciliating and  attracting  to  this  House 
the  active  intelligence  of  the  country — 
of  course  in  a  certain  proportion,  [fiiat 
the  great  body  of  the  House  should  con- 
tinue to  represent  realized  property  is 
desirable,  and,  indeed,  almost  necessary ; 
but  that  it  should  also  represent  the  ac- 
tive intelligence  of  the  country,  tried 
official  capacity,  and  disting^shed  public 
service  in  any  of  the  great  public  Depart- 
ments of  the  State  is,  I  think,  what  no- 
body will  say  is  otherwise  than  desir- 
able. I  apprehend  it  is  for  some  such 
purpose  as  mis  that  the  noble  Earl  has 
mtroduced  this  Bill.  He  desires  to  in- 
troduce into  this  House  a  certain  num- 
ber of  Members  familiar  with  business, 
whose  habits  of  mind  and  training — 
training  probably  in  the  pubhc  ser- 
vice— fit  them  to  take  part  in  all  dis- 
cussions of  a  character  properly  fall- 
ing within  the  functions  of  the  Legis- 
lature. My  noble  and  learned  Friend 
(Lord  Cairns)  said  that  those  who  pos- 
eesned  land  were  not  thereby  disquali- 
fied from  discussing  all  such  subjects — 
and  undoubtedly  they  are  not.  But,  on 
the  other  hand,  as  the  noble  Earl  who 
has  just  sat  down  (the  Earl  of  Carnarvon) 
has  said,  it  is  desirable,  also,  to  have  here 


amount  of  acquired  knowledge  and  ex- 
perience. And  if  at  any  time  a  con- 
flict or  a  difl'erence  of  opinion  should 
arise  between  this  House  and  the  other 
House  of  Parliament  it  would  be  a  posi- 
tive benefit  to  have  some  portion  of  this 
House  dissociated  from  the  interests  of 
land — it  would  be  a  positive  advantage 
that  no  one  should  bo  able  to  point  to  a 
decision  of  this  House  and  say — "  That 
is  a  decision  of  the  landowners."  To 
whatever  extent  you  can  infuse  into  this 
House — subject,  of  course,  to  proper 
limits — some  elements  other  llian  that 
of  the  possesion  of  acquired  or  realized 
property,  to  that  extent  you  offer  to  the 
public  a  guarantee  that  the  general 
u.toFesta  ofthe  Empire  will  be  considered 
and  cared  for,  and  that  particular  and 
special  interests  will  fall  into  the  shade. 
I  do  not  desire  'to  enlarge  upon  these 
ideas,  hut  they  must,  I  tlmik,  have  been 
ideas  which  induced  some  portion,  at 
least,  of  your  Lordships  to  give  to  the 
Bill  a  second  reading.  I  ask  you,  then, 
whether  the  ^oposal  to  admit  one  life 
Peer  into  the  House  in  the  course  of  a 
year  is  a  proposal  in  any  way  adequate 
to  the  achievement  of  the  end  in  view. 
My  noble  and  learned  Friend  proposes, 
in  addition  to  the  one  Peer  who  may  be 
created  in  the  course  of  the  year,  that 
others  may  be  added  if  they  nave  held 
Cabinet  Offices.  That  is  one  restriction, 
and  it  is  a  good  one ;  but  the  question  is 
whether  it  would  go  far  enough.  It  was 
pointed  out  by  a  noble  Earl  (Earl  Grey) 
on  the  occasion  when  the  Bill  was  read  a 
second  time,  that  while  you  are  desirous 
of  throwing  open  the  door  of  access  to 
the  L^slature  to  one  class  of  people, 
another  and  a  very  different  class  of 
people  may  walk  in  at  the  same  time. 
There  is  no  doubt  that  the  great  danger 
and  difficulty  to  be  grappled  with  upon 
this  question  lies  in  seeing  how  an 
adequate  restriction  can  be  placed,  not 
merely  upon  the  number,  but  upon  the 
class  of  persons  to  be  introduced  into 
tliis  House  by  the  medium  of  this  change. 
My  Lords,  I  venture  to  think  that  if 
there  is  no  restriction  as  to  the  class  of 
persons  who  are  to  be  admitted,  within 
a  week  after  this  Bill  becomes  law  a 
ceitain  functionary  of  the  House  of  Com- 
I  never  had  the  honour  of  a  seat 


those  who,  from  their  experience,  from  j  in  that  House,  and  consequently  I  do 
actual  contact  with  public  affairs,  and  |  not  know  his  namo,  but  a  functionary 
from  a  variety  of  circumstances  quite  j  who  has  the  power  of  divining  the 
independent  of  land,  would  bring  to  setxet  aspixatiouB  of  the  most  lurdent 
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patriots  and  the  most  feirent  politi- 
ciauB — ^rill  have  a  list  of  those  who 
thinK  a  seat  in  the  House  of  Lords  an  ob- 
ject of  deaire  and  mnbitdon ;  and  aceord- 
lae  to  the  fkithfiilneas  of  their  aerricea 
vul  be  the  fulnees  of  their  reward.  I 
cannot  oonceiTe  a  greater  evil  than  that ; 
it  would  be  an  immeasurable  evil.  Wo 
should  have  knocked  down  and  deatroyed 
the  structure  of  this  House  for  the  pur- 
pose of  admitting  persons  who  nad 
eerred,  not  the  nation,  but  the  Uinister ; 
peraons  who  had  added  to  the  power  of 
.  the  other  House,  not  in  debate,  but  in 
the  Division  list.  The  question,  there- 
fore, is,  how  can  such  a  class — deserving 
in  many  respects,  but  not  deserving 
thereby  of  a  seat  in  this  House — be  ex- 
cluded, if  the  change  now  under  con- 
aideration  be  made  P  It  is  to  meet  this 
object  that  I  have  &amed  the  Amend- 
ment which  I  have  put  upon  the  Paper, 
The  obi  ect  which  I  have  in  view  is  simply 
this — that  the  individuals  to  be  admitted 
into  theHouse  under  theproposed  change 
should  be  persons  who,  ftom  their  varied 

fubhc  services  in  a  public  capacity,  ahaU. 
e  worthy  of  a  seat  m  this  House.  And 
it  has  occurred  to  me  that  few  men  who 
have  achieved  distinction  in  public  life 
would  be  enchanted  by  a  provision  that 
they  should  have  held  some  ofBce  for 
a  limited  number  of  years.  It  may  be 
doubted  whether  any  definition  would 
Bucceed  in  expressing  adequately  the 
notion  which  we  entertain  and  desire  to 
see  fulfilled  in  any  appointments  which 
may  be  made.  But  there  can,  I  diink, 
be  httle  doubt  that,  the  qualification 
once  existing,  men  will  find  for  them- 
selves opportunities  in  some  Department 
of  the  public  service  of  achieving  dis- 
tinction, and  will  bring  to  this  House 
names  not  unknown  to  the  public — 
names  in  which  the  public  will  have 
confidence,  and  which  will  give  addi- 
tional lustre  and  dignih'  to  this  House. 
With  regard  to  my  noble  and  learned 
Friend's  su^estion  that  the  number  of 
Peers  to  be  admitted  under  the  proposed 
creation  should  be  regulated  in  propor- 
tion to  the  number  of  hereditary  Peers 
created,  I  own  thati  am  at  a  loss  to  con- 
ceive how  that  can  bear  upon  the  ques- 
tion ;  because  the  restriction  as  to  number 
which  the  noble  Earl  placed  in  the  Bill 
was  intended  to  have  relation,  not  to  the 
number  of  hereditary  Peers  created  in 
the  same  period,  hut  to  the  whole  body 

of  Peers.  
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there  was  some  discrepancy  between  the 
earlier  and  latter  portions  of  the  speech 
just  delivered  by  ttie  noble  and  learned 
Lord  (Lord  Penzance).  Admitting  the 
desirabUity  of  bringing,  Os  he  had  said, 
the  House  of  Lords  into  harmony  with 
the  other  House  of  Parliament,  the 
Amendment  proposed  bv  the  noble  and 
learned  Lord  would,  of  itself,  iKon.  its 
very  limited  nature,  hardly  accomplish 
that  obj  ect.  The  persons  to  be  admitted 
under  this  proposal  were  not  persons 
representing  mercantile  interests,  or 
bringing  any  special  knowledge  upoQ 
those  subjects  to  the  House,  but  persons 
who  had  filled  some  official  position — 
whose  names,  therefore,  had  been  before 
tixe  pubho  for  years,  and  who  would  ac- 
cordingly be  eligible  on  other  grounds 
for  ai£iiissiou.  The  noble  Earl  (the 
Earl  of  Carnarvon)  had  alluded  to  the 
French  Chamber  of  Peers.  It  should  be 
borne  in  mind  that  the  French  Chamber 
enjoyed  high  consideration  and  influence 
as  long  as  it  was  hereditary ;  but  from 
the  moment  its  members  were  wholly  or 
in  great  part  nominated  by  the  Crown  it 
sai^  in  public  estimation,  and  no  longer 
wielded  any  effective  power.  It  must  be 
remembered,  however,  that  after  all  tlie 
change  proposed  by  the  Bill  of  the  noble 
Earl,  it  was  not  a  very  large  one,  for  it 
only  proposed  the  creation  of  four  life 
Peers  every  year  for  a  certain  number  of 
years.  But  the  noble  and  learned  Lord 
who  had  just  spoke  (Lord  Penzance) 
evidently  anticipated  that  a  much  greater 
change  was  in  view,  because  he  spoke  of 
keeping  the  two  Houses  of  Parliament 
in  unity — and  that  could  hardly  be  done 
by  the  introduction  of  so  small  a  number 
of  Peers  of  this  class.  Their  Lordships 
had  been  told  by  a  leading  Member  of 
the  present  Government  to  be  prepared 
for  a  state  of  things  which  must  gradu- 
ally and  necessarily  undermine  either  the 
influence  of  the  (>own  on  one  hand  or 
of  their  Lordships'  House  on  the  other ; 
because  a  preponderating  power  had 
been  conferred  upon  the  great  towns, 
and  mainly  upon  the  masses  wielding 
democratic  influences.  He  did  not  think 
that  the  present  was  a  very  lai^e  mea- 
sure ;  but  it  had  been  truly  said  by  the 
noble  Lord  that  those  who  advocated  it 
were  prepared  to  go  much  further ;  and 
they  no  doubt  had  a  much  more  exten- 
sive object  in  view.  If,  however,  it  was 
contemplated  that  the  course  of  legisla- 
tive proceedings  should  be  afi'ected  by  a 
laige  infusion  of  the  nominees  of  the 
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Crown,  lie,  for  one,  would  rather  see  the 
constitution  of  a  aecond  Chamber  with  a 
different  and  higher  conetituency,  be- 
cause such  a  Chamber  would  enjoy  much 
more  confidence  and  authority  than  the 
House  of  Lords  could  have  under  such 
oonditions.  Indeed,  in  such  a  case  the 
hereditary  principle  had  better  be  aban- 
doned altogether,  and  Bome  other  prin- 
dple  substituted  for  it,  for  a  second 
Chamber  composed  of  hereditary  Mem- 
bers swamped  by  nominees  of  the  Crown 
would  be  the  worst  and  most  useless 
assembly  ever  invented.  The  House  of 
Lords  must  depend  upon  its  prestige  with 
the  country ;  but  its  influence  would  be 
totally  changed  if  a  lai^  infiision  of 
nominees  of  the  Crown  were  effected. 
It  woidd  be  no  longer  the  same  aaawnbly, 
and  would  by  no  means  enjoy  the  same 
influence.  That  House  was  mainly  an 
assembly  of  landed  proprietors ;  but  he 
quite  agreed  that  it  was  most  desirable 
uiat  every  Member  of  it  should  con- 
sider that  he  did  not  merely  and  simply 
r^resent  the  land — that  it  was  his  duty 
to  represent  in  that  House  not  land  only, 
but  all  the  mighty  interests  which  had 
grown  up  in  this  country  of  late  years, 
and  had  acquired  a  magnitude  unknown 
to  former  hmes.  It  would  be,  in  fact, 
most  unworthy  of  that  House  fo  look  at 
questions  simply  and  solely  as  they  re- 
lated totheirinfluenceuponland.  Their 
Lordships  were  now  embarking  upon  a 
great  measure.  The  question  would  be 
much  discussed  in  the  other  House  of 
Parliament;  but  he  trusted  that  the 
principle  would  not  be  argued  of  making 
uie  House  of  Lords  a  mere  hospital  for 
invalids  of  the  State,  but  diat  means 
should  be  taken  of  introducing  the  mer- 
cantile element  and  that  antagonistic 
power  to  a  mere  landed  proprietary  to 
which  the  noble  Marquess  the  other  day 
had  alluded.  It  would  greatly  add  to 
their  Lordships'  influence  in  the  country 
if  that  other  element  were  introduced 
into  their  debates.  He  certainly  did  not 
look  to  any  great  advantogo  &om  the  in- 
troduction into  the  House  of  a  few 
official  personr^s  who  had  lost  their 
seats  in  the  other  House ;  and  while  he 
admitted  that  it  was  desirable  to  give 
life  peerages  to  military  men — he  did 
not  think  that  a  great  number  of  such 
peerages  were  to  be  eniected  or  de- 
sired. The  object  of  such  a  Bill  as  the 
present  was  to  mtroduce  the  most  useful 
and  efficient  Members  who  could  be 
found  into  their  Lordships'  House,  and 
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not   mere   empty  ornaments  or   mere 
official  personages. 

Bael  GEANVILLE  would  surest 
that,  aa  any  noble  Lord  would  have  an 
opportunity  of  stating  his  objections  on 
the  clauses,  it  would  be  desirable  that 
the  Houee  should  now  go  into  Com- 
mittee. 

Motion  agr fed  to;  House  in  Committee 
accordingly. 

On  Question,  That  the  Preamble  be 
postponed, 

Eabl  OREY  said,  that  in  1855,  on  * 
the  Scotch  Education  Bill,  on  the  (^es- 
tion  that  the  Preamfcle  be  postponed,  it 
was  found  convenient  to  decide  me  Ques- 
tion of  the  Preamble  before  the  clauses ; 
aijd  the  Preamble  was  rejected  by  a 
la^e  majoriiy. 

Tee  Maequess  of  8  AUSBURT  asked 
whether  it  was  the  practice  of  the  House 
that  the  Preamble  should  be  postponed 
as  a  matter  of  course — because  it  might, 
iu  some  cases,  be  desirable  that  such  a 
Motion  should  be  made  by  a  Peer.  He 
should  like  to  know  whether  it  would 
not  be  open  to  propose  an  Amendment 
to  the  IVeamble  on  the  Motion  that  the 
Preamble  be  postponed. 

Lord  BEDESDALE  said,  it  was 
usual  to  put  the  Question  that  the  Pre- 
amble be  postponed  as  a  matter  of 
course.  In  the  present  case  any  noble 
Lord  who  read  the  Amendments  intended 
to  be  proposed  on  the  Preamble  would 
be  satisfied  that  they  might  be  moved 
teriatim  on  the  Bill  afterwards.  Under 
these  circumstances,  he  thought  it  better 
to  adhere  to  the  uniform  practice  of  the 
House,  and  that  the  Preiunble  be  post- 
poned. 

Pteamble  pottfoned  accordingly. 

Clause  1.  (Peers  for  life  to  be  en- 
titled to  sit  and  vote  in  the  House  of 
Lords  under  certain  conditions). 

KuiL  STANHOPE  said,  that  in  moving 
the  Amendment  of  which  he  had  ^ven 
notice,  he  would  detain  their  Lordships 
with  very  few  observations.  He  desired, 
in  the  first  place,  to  express  hie  great 
surprise  that  it  should  have  been  stated 
by  his  noble  Friend,  the  noble  Earl  who 
sat  near  him  (the  Earl  of  Carnarvon), 
that  the  proposal  of  his  noble  and 
learned  Friend  (Lord  Cairns)  was  in  its 
nature  an  extension  raUier  than  a  re- 
striction of  the  power  of  making  life 
Peers.  His  noble  Friend  it  would  seem 
must  have  overlooked  the  &ct  that  the 

o;jlc 


1193 


Life 


{Junes,  1869] 


Peeragei  Bill 


1194 


peerages  must  be  created  in  favour  of 
Cabinet  Minigters  or  officers  who  bad 
performed  some  signal  military  or  naval 
service.  Now  the  Cabinet  was  scarcely 
ever  attained  in  early  life ;  and  still  more 
seldom  bad  any  young  man  the  oppor- 
tunity of  achieving  any  great  exploit  in 
war.  These  Peers  for  life  under  such  a 
condition  would  for  the  most  part  enter 
the  House  when  past  middle  age,  and 
their  span  of  peerage  would  of  course  be 
proportionably  so  much  the  shorter.  He 
must,  therefore,  take  the  liberty  of 
denying  that  this  prt^sal  was  intend- 
ed to  be  an  extension  of  the  power  of 
making  life  Peers  beyond  what  was  pro- 
posed b^  tile  noble  Earl  who  intro- 
duced tlus  BilL  The  £rst  condition  of 
his  Amendment  was  the  holding  of  a 
Cabinet  Office ;  and  although  the  de- 
finition of  a  Cabinet  Office  was  new  in 
an  Act  of  Parliament,  it  did  seem  high 
time  that  the  distinction  should  be  re- 
cognized. He  would,  however,  alter 
the  phraseology  into  "Minister  of  State 
holiEng  a  Cabinet  Office."  A  person 
following  the  profession  of  the  law  might 
be  highly  qualified  by  genius  and  attain- 
ments to  fill  the  office  of  Chancellor ; 
but,  having  no  hereditary  fortune,  might 
be  unwilling  to  accept  such  an  office. 
In  that  case  it  would  be  a  great  advan- 
tage that  the  burden  of  maintaining 
an  hereditary  peerage  should  not  pre- 
vent an  eminent  lawyer  rendering  his 
semcee  to  the  Crown  in  this  House. 
If  the  Amendment  of  the  noble  and 
learned  Lord  opposite  (Lord  Penzance) 
were  adopted,  it  might  prevent  this,  the 
main  and  principal  object  of  the  Bill, 
&om  taking  e$ect ;  for  the  Amendment 
would  hmit  the  power  of  creating  Life 
Peers  &om  the  law  to  those  who  have 
already  filled  high  offices  in  that  pro- 
fession. Now  it  often  may  happen,  as 
it  has  happened,  that  it  may  be  desired 
to  raise  a  barrister  of  eminent  merit  to 
the  Woolsack  at  once  without  his  having 
first  filled  a  Judgeship,  or  other  legal 
office,  and  in  that  case  the  Chancellor  so 
appointed  could  not  be  made  a  Life  Peer. 
It  seemed  to  him,  therefore,  that  any  Mi- 
nister of  State  holding  a  Cabinet  Office 
— that  is,  who  was  a  responsible  Adviser 
of  the  Crown — might  fairly  be  said  to  ho 
a.  fit  person  to  be  crested  a  life  Peer.  The 
second  conditiou  he  desired  to  make  was 
the  performance  of  some  signal  mihtary 
or  naval  service ;  and  his  reason  was 
this,  that  in  the  event  of  any  very  dis- 
liuguished  service — such,  for  instance, 


as  that  lately  performed,  so  much  to  his 
honour  and  the  country's  service,  by 
Lord  Napier  of  Magdala — it  ought  to  be 
promptly  recognized  ;  and  he  would  fur- 
ther add  the  words  "  such  acta  to  be 
specified  in  the  patent."  To  avoid  am- 
big^ty  he  proposed  to  make  certain 
verbal  alterations  in  the  Amendment  as 
it  stood  on  the  Paper. 

An  Amendment  moved  at  the  end  of 
Clause  1,  to  add — 

( "  Provided  ttlwBjs,  thit  afttr  ods  nioh  peor- 
■ge  shall  iukve  been  crested  in  nny  one  jen  no 
other  Bueh  peerage  ahall  be  created  in  the  ume 
jear,  unless  the  peraon  to  irhom  the  ■ame  i* 
granted  (hall  at  the  date  of  the  patent  be  M  Minister 
o(  State  holding  ■  Cabinet  office,  or  ahall  ha>e 
perTormed  some  signal  uiilitat?  or  naval  servloa 
in  the  course  oF  the  tv«lys  months  preoeding, 
sach  service  being  named  in  the  patent.  FroiidM 
also  that  no  more  than  tvo  such  peerages  be  cre- 
ated in  anj  one  rear.")— (TA«  Eari  Stanhope.) 

Eakl  BTJSSELL  said,  he  should  op- 
pose the  Amendment.  He  was  as  anxious 
as  any  one  of  their  Lordships  could  be 
to  preserve  the  hereditary  character  of 
the  House  of  Lords,  but  he  denied  that 
the  addition  of  twenty-eight  life  Peers, 
by  annual  creations  not  exceeding  four 
in  any  year,  would  in  any  degree  preju- 
dicially affect  that  character.  Under  any 
circumstances  the  propertied  and  landed 
interests  were  certain  to  be  preponderat- 
ing influences  in  that  House,  but  it  was 
much  to  be  desired  that  there  should  be 
admitted  into  their  ranks  the  individuals 
distinguished  in  various  pursuits  of  life, 
as  in  the  arts  and  sciences — men  like 
Watt,  the  inventor  of  the  steam  engine, 
Dr.  Jeuner,  Adam  Smith,  and  Sir  Joshua 
Beynolds,  Men  like  those  would  be  or- 
naments to  any  Legislative  Assembly ; 
they  would  add  greatly  to  the  value  of  de- 
bates bearing  on  subjects  with  which 
they  were  w(dl  acquainted.  It  was  right, 
he  considered,  that  where  a  distingui^ed 
man,  whatever  his  pursuit  in  life,  felt 
that  an  hereditary  peerage  would  be  too 
expensive  and  burdensome  an  honour  for 
him  to  accept,  he  should  have  the  alter- 
native of  a  life  peerage  within  his  reach. 
The  Amendment  of  the  noble  Earl,  how- 
ever, would,  !«  a  certain  extent,  defeat  the 
object  of  procuring  the  admission  of  such 
men  into  the  House  of  Lords,  as  it 
would  restrict  in  a  great  measure  the 
creation  of  life  peerages  to  the  cases  of 
Cabinet  Ministers  and  individuals  dis-- 
linguished  in  the  naval  and  militaiy 
services  of  the  country. 

The  MABQtTEss  of  SALISBnEY  said, 
he  regretted  that  anything  he  had  said 
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men  ehoxild  be  added  by  the  IVerogatiTQ 
of  tlie  Gtovb  to  the  Bolls  of  the  heredi- 
tary Peerage.  He  believed  that  the 
history  of  Sds  countiy  would  have  been 
different  if  the  Pren^iative  of  the  Oown 
hod  been  more  lai^Iy  exercised  in  that 
direction.  However  that  was  a  point 
a  former  oo- I  outside  the  present  discussion.     In  his 


should  have  proved  disc^eeable  to  any 
of  their  Lordfihips — what  he  meant  to 
say  was  that  no  good  diaeuasion  could 
arise  here  unless  BomecomhativeelementE 
were  present,  and  he  hoped  that  he  had 
done  his  little  possible  to  supply  that 
want.  Then  he  gathered  that  hi»  use  of 
the  word  "representativt " 


casioa  had  been  objected  to.  Now,  he  had 
never  dreamt  of  making  this  House  in 
any  sense  elective,  and  he  denied  that 
the  word  "  representative  "  had  any  ac- 
tual oonueetion  with  election.  All  he 
meant  was  that  this  House,  conformably 
with  its  origin  and  intention,  should  be 
strictly  "representative"  of  every  strong 
element  in  the  community,  and  if,  owing 
to  change  of  circumstancea,  it  had  re- 
ceded horn  that  position,  their  first  care 
should  be  to  restore  it.  For  that  reason 
he  approved  of  this  Bill — though  he 
was  not  sanguine  enough  to  suppose 
that  it  would  have  any  great  or  im- 
mediate effect  Ca  the  character  of  the  \  would  be  able  to  recommend  four  a  year; 
~  ~>  should  look  with  appro-   while  his  successors  would  probably  have 


opinion,  such  a  change  as  was  now  pro- 
posed would,  in  some  degree,  render 
this  Hoose  less  sensitive  to  changes  of 
another  character ;  and  a  (nreater  elas- 
ticity in  the  composition  oi  the  House 
woold  add  to  its  strength  and  insure  ita 
permanence.  As  to  me  number  of  life 
Peers  who  were  to  be  created,  his  oWeo- 
tion  to  the  measure  of  the  noble  Earl 
(Earl  Bussell)  was  not  constitutional  but 
arithmetical.  The  noble  Earl  proposed 
that  four  Peers  should  be  added  every 
year  till  the  number  reached  twen^- 
eight.  The  result  would  be  that  iii. 
Gladstone,  during  his   term  of  Office, 


hension  upon  any  great  revolution,  be- 
lieving that  all  change  to  be  whole- 
some must  be  gradual.  But  it  was 
because  there  were  symptoms  that  the 
House  wae  not  now  in  all  points  in 
its  constitution  in  accord  with  the  con- 
stitution of  English  society  that  he 
thought  some  such  measure  as  this  would 
be  salutary.  He  must  repeat,  however, 
his  obj  ection  to  the  kind  of  change  which 
the  noble  Earl  (Earl  Stanhope)  had  just 


the  appointment  of  only  one  or  two  a 
year — ^because  the  life  tables  would 
show  that,  in  order  that  there  should  be 
a  complete  change  once  in  every  seven 
years,  men  must  be  created  who  were 
over  the  age  of  seventy.  Now,  if  men 
over  the  age  of  seventy  were  to  be  made 
life  Peers,  with  all  respect  to  their  Lord- 
ships who  had  attained  that  age,  he  did 
not  believe  that  it  would  add  much  to  the 
strength  of  the  House.      [The  Earl  of 


shadowed  forth.  He  did  not,  for  in- j  Deebt:  WhydoyousayihatP]  Thatwaa 
stance,  believe  that  6ir  Joshua  Eeynolds  I  a  crushing  qaestion  from  ihe  noble  Earl, 
would  have  made  a  good  Member  of  i  who  was  naturally  indignant  at  the  re- 
this  House — in  the  first  place,  because  '  mark  ;  but  he  commended  it,  at  all 
Sir  Joshua  was  as  deaf  as  a  post,  and  events,  to  the  consideration  of  the 
in  the  next  place,  because  he  knew  no-  younger  Members  of  the  House.  He 
thing  of  the  subjects  which  this  House  approved  the  number  twenty-eight;  but 
was  called  upon  to  discuss.  The  first  then  the  number  of  yearly  creations 
qualification  of  a  man  called  upon  to  do  ought  to  be  in  some  kind  of  correspon- 
a  political  dut^  was  that  he  should  have  i  dence  with  it.  He  suggested  that  the 
a  competent  knowledge  of  political  af-  number  should  be  two  a  year ;  and  as  to 
fiurs.  Now,  he  could  not  renounce  the  :  the  Amendment  of  his  noble  Friend 
wish  that  there  was  a  larger  element  in  (EarlStanhopeJhesuggestedthatservice 
this  House  of  that  for  which  he  could  in  a  civil  capacity  as  well  as  in  Uie  navy 
find  no  equivalent  English  word,  but  and  army,  should  qualify  for  the  second 
which  foreigners  termed  the  induitrtel  peerage.  He  had  heard  with  the  great- 
element.  By  "industrial"  he  did  not  est  pleasure  the  powerful  speech  of  the 
mean  our  friend  the  working  man — he  noble andleamedLord (Lord  Penzance), 
meant  that  those  classes  who  were  who  had  addressed  the  House  for  the 
chiefly  concerned  in  the  production  of  first  time ;  but  the  scheme  he  had  pro- 
our  national  wealth  should  have  alarger  posed  was  of  too  bureaucratic  a  charac- 
inAision  here  than  they  had  at  present,  ter.  It  would  give  a  peculiar  title  to 
But  a  just  criticism  had  been  made  on '  one  particular  class  of  men — no  doubt 
this  observation  by  a  noble  Lord,  who  !  veiy  able  and  eminent,  and  in  every  way 
flaid  it  would  be  fiur  better  that  such ;  qualified  for  pohtical  duties — but  men 
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vhose  power  in  this  country  was  always  | 
regarded  irith  peculiar  jealousy.  There  i 
inis  another  point  worth  consideration. 
This  echeme,  if  adopted,  must  go  to  the 
House  of  Ccmuuona ;  but  it  really  seemed 
designed  for  the  special  purpose  of  ex- 
cluding Members  of  tlie  House  of  Oom- 
mons  from  life  peerages.  Members  of 
that  House  had  seldom  served  for  five  [ 
years  with  distinction  in  the  Civil  Ser-  , 
vice,  and  the  result  would  be  almost  to 
nomine  to  disqualify  Members  of  the 
other  House  for  life  peerages.  That  cer- 
tainly would  not  recommend  the  Bill 
tbere.  He  believed  that  tbe  proposal  to 
create  life  Peers  received  general  asaeiit 
in  tbis  House,  and  it  commanded  the 
assent  of  educated  society  out-of-doors. 
But  there  was  one  class  whose  assent 
had  not  been  secured — namely,  the  per- 
sons who  were  to  be  made  Ufe  Peers. 
Now  it  would  be  rather  awkward  if, 
after  taking  much  trouble  in  the  cre- 
ation of  life  Peers,  nobody  could  be 
found  to  take  life  peerages.  The  ob- 
ject they  had  in  view  would  certainly 
run  the  danger  of  being  defeated  rf 
four  creations  were  to  take  place  yeaxlv. 
The  Minister  might  find  himself  unable 
to  resist  the  pressure  that  would  be  put 
upon  him  to  make  these  creations,  al- 
though he  might  not  be  able  to  select  four 
persons  really  deserving  of  the  honour ; 
and  the  consequence  would  be  that  the  first 
creations  woiJd  be  discredited,  and  emi- 
nent men  would  afterwards  be  unwilling 
to  accept  them.  In  these  matters  there 
was  good  ground  for  proceeding  with 
caution  and  care ;  and  if  now,  upon  the 


to  two  there  would  be  no  difficulty  in 
subsequently  increadng  the  number,  if 
ezpenence  led  them  to  think  that  It 
would  be  detdrable  to  do  so. 
.  VisooDTTT  TTAT.TFAX  said,  he  entirely 
agreed  with  the  observations  of  the 
noble  and  learned  Lord  opposite  (Lord 
Cairns),  that  it  was  not  the  inten- 
tion of  any  noble  Lord  who  had 
taken  part  m  this  debate  to  alter  the 
general  hereditaiy  character  of  this 
Honse ;  but  it  was  equally  impossible 
to  suppose  for  a  moment  that  the  House 
of  Lords  could  by  any  process  be  turned, 
in  any  sense  of  the  word,  into  a  repre- 
eeutative  assembly.  No  doubt,  couaiet- 
ing  as  that  House  did  almost  entirely  of 
landowners,  it  was  natural  tiiat  tiiey 
should  take  an  ahnost  identical  view 
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of  all  questions  which  came  before  them  ; 
and  he  sincerely  believed  that  it  would 
add  to  the  strength  of  that  House  if  they 
were  to  receive  into  their  body  those 
who  would  brine  with  them  a  more  ex- 
tensive knowledge  of  the  views  and 
feelings  of  the  great -mass  of  the  people. 
There  had  been  a  time,  no  doubt,  when 
the  House  of  Lords  represented  the  great 
interests  of  the  country,  when  the  holders 
of  land  were  the  predominant  class ;  but 
the  effect  of  the  great  changes  in  late 
years  in  the  constitution,  of  the  increase 
of  tbe  wealth  and  knowledge  of  other 
classes,  and  of  the  increase  in  the  consti- 
tuencies, had  been  to  render  the  Lower 
House  of  Parliament  far  more  than  in 
former  years  the  complete  representative 
of  the  great  body  of  tiie  people.  Tinder 
these  circumstances  it  was  essential — 
not  that  that  House  of  Lords  should 
become  a  representative  body,  but  that 
they  should  contain  a  larger  proportion 
of  persons  who  are  better  acquainted 
with  tbe  opinions  and  views  of  the  great 
mass  of  the  people  in  the  government 
of  whom  they  were  called  upon  to  take 
a  part.  If  they  were  to  act  in  har- 
mony with  the  House  of  Commons, 
and  with  the  people  at  large  they  must 
take  into  their  body  those  who  had  a 
knowledge  of  those  views  and  opinions — 
men  who  from  their  various  and  different 
experience  could  give  a  practical  cha- 
racteto  their  debates,  and  perhaps  throw 
new  light  upon  the  subjects  under  discus- 
sion. Under  these  circumstances  be  did 
not  think  that  the  principle  of  the  BiU 
could  be  objected  to.  The  noble  Earl  op- 
posite (the  Earl  of  Carnarvon)  had  laid 
certain  figures  before  the  House  for  the 
purpose  of  showing  what  would  be  the 
future  position  of  tbe  House  in  the  event 
of  the  Bill  being  carried.  He  bad  himself 
made  a  calculation  of  the  increase  likely 
to  be  made  in  the  numbers  of  their 
Lordships'  House  by  tiie  creation  of  life 
peerages,  basing  his  calculations  upon 
the  results  of  tiie  twenty  years  ending  in 
1685,  During  that  period  forty  Peers 
had  been  aMed  to  their  Lordships' 
House,  and  their  Lordships  would 
doubtless  be  surprised  to  hear  that  the 
result  was  that  their  total  number  was 
by  that  addition  only  increased  by  one — ■ 
the  number  of  English  Peers  in  1846 
was  375,  and  in  1866  it  was  376.  That 
addition  had  been  precisely  at  the  rate 
of  two  per  annum,  the  number  contem- 
plated by  the  Bill.    During  the  period 


1199 


IAS. 


ILOEDS) 


to  whict  he  referred  no  less  than  sixteen 
of  the  new  Peers  had  died.  Of  the 
forty,  eiehteen  possessed  the  qualifica- 
tions which  the  noble  and  learned  Lord 
opposite  desired  should  be  possessed  hy 
those  upon  whom  life  peerages  were  to 
be  conferred,  and  of  those  nine  had  died 
within  the  twenty  years.  The  result  was 
that  only  one-half  of  the  persons  who 
might,  under  the  provisions  of  the  Bill, 
have  been  created  life  Peers,  were  now 
wiUiin  their  House ;  and,  therefore,  it 
might  safely  be  assumed  that  under 
the  provisions  of  the  Bill  there  would  be 
an  aiddition  of  only  twenty  to  the  number 
of  their  Lordships'  House  in  consequence 
of  the  creation  of  forty  life  Peers  in 
twen^  years.  It  was  therefore  obvious 
that  the  creation  of  any  smaller  number 
of  life  Peers  than  was  contemplated  by 
the  Bill  would  fail  to  fulfil  the  purpose 
they  had  in  view  of  imjporting  into  that 
House  a  knowledge  of  the  views  and 
opinions  of  the  great  mass  of  the  people. 
It  should  be  their  object  to  call  up  from 
the  Lower  House  men  of  weight  and  ex- 
perience. He  would  refrain  from  re- 
ferring to  many  persons  whose  names 
would  at  once  occur  to  their  Lordehtps 
as  being  eminently  qualified  for  having 
life  peerages  conferred  upon  them.  He 
might,  however,  allude  to  one  who  had 
formerly  been  a  distinguished  Member 
of  the  Lower  Hottse,  whose  exertions, 
though  not  in  the  earlier  portion  of  his 
career  appreciated  by  their  Lordships, 
had  resiuted  in  great  advantt^s  to  me 
community  at  iMge,  as  was  now  fully 
admitted  by  many  who  hod  been  long 
opposed  to  him,  and  whose  presence 
would  have  been  a  great  acquisition  in 
that  House.  He  referred  to  Mr.  Cobden, 
npon  whom  a  life  peerage  might  have 
been  most  advantageously  conferred. 
He  should  vote  for  the  measure  as  it 
stood,  free  from  the  restrictions  with 
which  it  was  sought  to  hamper  it,  be- 
cause he  regarded  it  as  calculated  to 
strengthen  their  Lordships'  House,  and 
to  render  it  better  fittm  to  discharge 
its  functions  as  one  branch  of  ^e 
Legislature  of  a  country  possessing   a 

Constitutional  Government. 

The  EiHL  of  HAItROWBT  said, 
that  anybody  who  had  merely  listened 
to  the  debate  for  the  last  hour  or  two, 
would  conceive  a  very  false  idea  of  the 
nature  of  the  Bill.  The  question  was 
not,  as  was  suggested,  the  giving  of 
special  representation  to  the  oonunemal 
ViteiMnt  Halifax 
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or  indnsbial  interests.  He  did  not  be* 
heve  that,  upon  the  terms  proposed,  re- 
presentatives of  those  interests  would  be 
willing,  in  any  la^e  number,  to  accept 
seats  in  that  House,  for  they  would  coma 
in  upon  a  dififerent  footing  from  those 
among  whom  they  sat,  and  accordingly 
would  feel  the  position  more,  or  less,  a 
position  of  degradation.  He  would  be 
glad  to  see  the  House  of  Lords  strength- 
ened by  valuable  additions  from  those 
classes,  but  it  should  be  upon  a  perfectly 
equal  footing.  Those  alone  who  could 
be  admitted  with  advantage  as  the  hold- 
ers of  life  peera^s  were  those  whose 
inteUectual  supenority  placed  them,  in 
spite  of  moderate  means,  upon  complete 
equality  with  others  e^oying  the  highest 
social  advantages.  But  it  would  be 
quite  another  thing  if  men  from  the 
industrial  classes,  having  attained  no 
celebrity  in  any  branch  of  the  public 
service,  and  with  only  their  wealth  and 
succes^iil  industry  to  recommend  them, 
were  chosen  fi>r  admission  as  life  Peers. 
Wealth  and  industry  had  merits  of  theiz 
own,  but  not  such  as  should  claim  for 
them  the  dietioction  of  such  a  peen^e ; 
and  he  did  not  think  that  the  great  com- 
mercial men  of  the  country  would  a4X!ept 
the  description  of  peerages  now  pro- 
posed. 'Wnen  members  of  the  commer- 
cial interests  were  admitted  to  the  House, 
they  should  be  admitted  on  equal  t«nns 
with  those  who  now  had  seats  there.  He 
thought  they  ought  to  be  very  cautious 
how  they  in^oduced  men  who  would  feel 
that  they  held  their  position  by  a  difii'er- 
ent  tenure  from  that,  upon  which  the 
majority  held  their  honours.  It  would 
always  be,  to  some  extent,  a  delicate 
matter  to  induce  men  to  accept  life  peer- 
ages at  all,  and  if  persons  without  the 
lustre  of  personal  services  did  accept  the 
inferior  position,  they  would  always  be 
aiming  to  get  the  peerage  for  life  ex- 
tended, as  a  condition  of  service  to  the 
Minister  of  the  day.  The  true  Ught  in 
which  to  look  upon  Ihese  creations  was, 
that  they  should  only  be  made  when  it 
was  for  the  advantage  of  the  House  of 
Lords — when  the  House  would  g^  by 
their  admission — and  without  any  refer- 
ence to  the  advantage  of  the  individual. 
As  to  the  proposition  of  the  Bill  itself, 
he  thought  mat  two  creations  a  year 
would   foil  to  effect  the  contemplated 

purpose.   

LoED  LYTEDEN  thought  it  impra- 
sible  to  carry  out  the  Amendmenta.  The 
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wording  of  one  of  them,  if  adopted, 
might  work  great  practical  injustice. 
Take,  for  instance,  the  cases  of  Lord 
Napier  of  Magdola  and  the  noble  Lord 
the  ex-GoTemor  General  of  India,  both 
men  whom  their  Lordships  and  eveiT- 
body  else  would  admit  to  be  weU  quali- 
fied for  the  hip*hest  honours,  and  both 
created  Peers  about  the  same  time.  Un- 
der the  provisions  now  proposed,  it 
would  have  been  impossible  to  create 
Lord  Lawrence  a  life  Peer,  for  he  had 
neither  held  Office  in  the  Cabinet,  nor 
performed  any  ^nal  military  or  naval 
service.  Their  Lisrdsliips,  he  believed, 
were  very  generally  disposed  to  concur  in 
the  principle  of  life  peerages,  but  the  real 
difficulty  fay  in  the  wording  of  the  restric- 
tions. If  the  privilege  were  rendered  too 
narrowit  would  be  valueless;  andhewas 
disposed  to  believe  that  tlie  best  course 
was  to  leave  the  exercise  of  the  power 
of  creation  to  be  controlled  by  public 
opinion  and  the  watchlidness  of  party. 
1i  it  were  enacted  that  a  definite  num- 
ber of  life  peerages  should  bo  created 
each  year,  ^  the  Mends  of  a  Minister 
would  gather  round  him  and  say — "Tou 
have  not  yet  completed  your  number; 
put  my  name  down  for  a  peerage." 
That,  of  course,  was  upon  the  assump- 
tion that  life  peerages  became  a  popular 
institution.  He  was  disposed,  however, 
to  believe  that  one  of  the  main  attrac- 
tions of  a  title  lay  in  the  power  of  trans- 
mitting it  toaman'schildren.  Somewom- 
out  pobticians  in  the  House  of  Commons, 
who  had  played  for  high  stakes,  and  did 
not  like  altogether  to  be  out  of  the  game, 
might  be  contented  with  a  life  peerage, 
but  the  great  majority  of  persons  he  be- 
lieved would  not.  His  noole  and  learn- 
ed Friend  (Lord  Penzance),  with  a  view 
of  showii^  the  difficulty  of  prescribing 
limitations,  had  asked  what  was  to  be 
the  test  of  "eminent  merits,"  and  who 
was  to  be  the  judge  of  "  signal  public 
services."  One  iUustration  had  been 
given  already ;  let  bi'Tn  give  another. 
Suppose  that  a  (Gentleman,  whose  name 
was  very  prominently  before  the  country 
— ^Mr.  Bright — were  offered  alife  peerage. 
The  Government  of  the  day  and  their 
supporters  would,  of  course,  declare  him 
to  be  signally  worthy  of  such  a  favour. 
Noble  Lords  on  the  other  side  would 
doubtless  hold  that  his  public  services 
were  not  of  a  character  entitling  him  to 
so  distinguiahed  a  reward.  Who  was  to 
decide  ?       Again,  the   qualification  of 
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having  held  a  Cabinet  Office  was  not,  ho 
tfaougnt,  sufficient,  for  he  should  be  sorry 
to  say  that  every  one  who  had  filled  a 
Cabinet  Office  was  an  emineut  man.  A 
real  and  effectual  limitation  upon  the 
peerages  to  be  created  under  the  Bill 
woultfbe  that  of  number.  The  number 
twenty-eieht  was  probably  rather  fan- 
tastical ;  but  some  number  ought  to  be 
fixed  upon  and  steadfastly  adhered  to. 

Eabl  GRANVILLE  desired  to  say  a 
few  words  in  answer  to  the  appeal  made 
to  him  hj  the  noble  Marquess  (the  Mar- 
quess of  Salisbury).  He  had  so  often 
spoken  upon  this  subject  in  favour  of  the 
general  principle  that  he  did  not  feel 
that  there  was  any  necessity  on  the  pre- 
sent occasion  for  him  to  do  so  i^ain. 
He  did  not,  however,  take  so  lai^e  a 
view  of  the  present  measure  as  soma 
noble  Lords  were  disposed  to  do  ;  he 
merely  perceived  in  it  a  means  of 
strengthening  the  House  by  introducing 
to  its  debates  persons  possessing  special 
information  and  experience.  Allusion 
had  been  made  to  the  peerages  and  pen- 
sions conferred,  imder  existing  arrange- 
ments, for  distinguished  militat?  and 
naval  services.  No  doubt  a  grateml  na- 
tion was  ready  &om  time  to  time  to  con- 
fer these  rewards  as  acknowledgments 
of  brilliant  victories  ;  but  when  the  in- 
dividual died  the  public  too  often  were 
apt  to  forget  his  deeds  and  to  grudge  to 
his  son  the  continued  payment.  The 
noble  Marquess  asked  him  whether,  be- 
fore the  Bill  passed,  it  would  not  be 
prudent  to  ascertain  who  were  the  dis- 
tinguished individuals  likely  to  accept 
life  peerages.  He  really  coiid  not  un- 
dertake to  go  as  iar  as  ttie  Bar  of  their 
Lordship'  House  to  make  inquiry  on 
that  subject,  but  he  was  inclined  to  take 
a  totally  different  view  from  that  held  by 
the  noble  Marquess,  believing  that  if  the 
Bill  passed  there  would  be  no  want  of 
eminent  candidates,  and  that  many  men 
would  be  willing  to  follow  the  example 
of  that  eminent  Judge,  Lord  Wensley- 
dale.  The  noble  Marquess  had  also 
spoken  of  the  advantage  of  introducing 
more  of  the  "combative  element"  into 
the  House.  He  (Earl  Granville)  ad- 
mitted that  that  might  be  an  advantage ; 
and  be  nwht  add  that  the  combative 
element  had  been  introduced  into  the 
House  by  the  noble  Marquess,  but  in  a 
wav  which  excited  no  bitter  feeling  on 
either  side  of  the  House.  The  com- 
bative element,  however,  was  absent  at 
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the  critical  moment,  for  tlie  cour&ge  of 
the  noble  Marquess  failed  him  as  to 
moving  the  Amendment  which  he  had 
himself  suggested.  The  view  which  he 
(Earl  Granville)  took  of  thia  Bill  waa 
that  if  it  were  amended  and  sent  down 
to  the  other  House  in  the  shape  proposed 
by  hie  noble  and  learned  Fnend  oppo- 
Bite — that  was  to  say,  as  a  proposal  to 
add  one  life  Peer  a  year  to  tiieir  Lord- 
ships' House,  clogged  with  all  these 
petty  restrictionB  on  the  Prerogative  of 
the  Crown — the  result,  he  feared,  would 
he  to  cover  their  Lordships'  House 
with  Ki^at  and  not  altogether  undeserved 
ridiciOe.  There  seemed  to  be  a  strong 
feeling  among  their  Lordships  that  four 
was  too  large  a  number,  and  he  should  be 
happy  if  his  noble  Friend  (Earl  Bussetl) 
adopted  the  suggestion  of  the  noble 
Marquess  to  limit  the  number  to  two, 
without  any  other  limit,  specification,  or 
category.  If  his  noble  Iiiend  thought 
that  the  feeling  of  the  House  was  t£at 
his  number  was  too  large,  and  would 
limit  it  to  two  a  year,  such  a  number 
would  not  affect  the  hereditary  character 
of  the  Peerage. 

Eabi.  GBET  thought  that  four  in  a 
year  were  too  many,  but  if  his  noble 
Friend  would  confine  the  number  to  two 
he  would  vote  with  him.  "Whatever 
number  might  be  fixed  upon,  they  ought 
to  have  some  provision  to  meet  thocase  of 
a  new  Government  when  the  preceding 
Government  had  filled  up  the  niunber. 

Eahi,  ETJ88ELL  said,  that  if  the 
number  were  to  be  limited  to  two  a  year 
it  would  perhaps  be  unnecessaiy  to  re- 
strict the  total  number  to  twen^-eight. 
If  there  were  a  disposition  on  the  part 
of  the  House  to  consent  to  two  a  year  he 
would  waive  hJe  own  opinion. 

Thb  Mabqoess  or  SALISBURY  ap- 
pealed to  his  noble  Friend  (Earl  Stan- 
hope) whether  he  would  not  accept  the 
offer  and  withdraw  his  Amendment. 

IiOHD  CAIRNS  said,  the  difficulty 
might  be  settled  by  giving  power  to  no- 
minate two  Peers  per  annum  and  to 
limit  the  total  number  to  twenty-eight. 
It  would  be  necessaiy,  however,  to  pro- 
vide for  the  case  of  a  new  Government, 
and  if  that  were  not  assented  to  he  hoped 
his  noble  Friend  would  divide  the  House. 

LoKD  CHELMSFORD  wished  to  know 
what  the  noble  Earl  (Earl  Eussell)  pro- 
posed to  do  in  regard  to  the  number  of 
twenty-eight. 

Easl  BUBSELL  said,  he  proposed  to 
leave  it  out. 

^rl  GranvilU 
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Eabl  GBEY  said,  he  must  reserve  to 
himself  the  power  of  proposing  any 
Amendment  hereafter  to  meet  the  case 
of  a  new  Gkivemment. 

F.*Ri.  STAMHOPE  said,  that  in  the 
proposal  he  made  he  waa  desirous  to 
show  no  jealousy  as  to  the  introduction 
of  life  Peers,  and  a  jealousy  only  as  to 
the  power  of  the  Crown  if  the  number 
of  Irfe  Peers  to  be  created  in  each  year 
were  very  lar^,  or  left  wholly  undefined. 
The  noble  Earl  (Eaxl  Kussell)  as  he 
understood,  was  wiUing  if  he  relin- 
quished his  Amendment  to  adcmt  the 
number  of  two  instead  of  four.  Did  he 
also  understand  that  he  would  accept 
the  limit  of  twenty-eight?  If  so,  he 
believed  that  he  should  best  consult  the 
feeling  of  the  House  by  not  pressing  his 
Amendment. 

Eabl  EUSBELL  said,  that  as  it  ap- 
peared to  be  the  general  feeling  of  the 
House  that  the  limit  of  tweniy-eight 
should  be  retained,  he  agreed  to  the 


Amendment,  by  leave  of  the  Commit- 
toe,  teithdraum. 

Then  clause  amended  by  leaving  out 
("four")  and  inserting  ("two")  and 
agreed  to. 

Other  Amendments  made. 

Preamble  agreed  to. 

The  Beport  of  the  Amendments  to  be 
received  on  Monday  next ;  and  Bill  to  be 
printed  as  amended.     (No.  113.) 

Houu  adjonrned  at  half  patt  Eight 

o'aloak,  till  Tft-mom)*,  balf- 

paat  T«n  o'alook. 


HOUSE    OF    COMMONS, 

l^wtday,  ZrdJwu,  1869. 

UraUTES.}  — Proue  Bitxa  —  (Manii— Krrt 
Beading — Priaooi   (Scotland)   AdmiDlstraUon 

Act  (1860)  Amendment*  [U3j  ;  Judiokl  Sta- 
tiitio  ( ScotUod) ■  [US];  Ti lies  to  Land  Con- 
■alidatioD  (Sootland)  Act  (ISeS)  AmeDdment* 
[HI]:  Court  of  SeMLoD  Aet  (186S)  Ameiid- 
»ieiit'[l4a]:  Sea  Fliherin  Aot  (ISSB)  Sup- 
ptemental*  [US];  Public  Parki  (Irelaad)* 
{HI]:  Inolonure  of  Unde  (No.  2)"[U8]. 

Committee — Bankruptoy  (re-ctmim.)  [97] — »J.; 
Diplomatio  Salaries,  &e.  *  [118] — b.f, 

Cammittet — iZoniri— OirordUniTenUrStatntaa* 
[IS6]. 

Comidend  at  amended — El«otlou  Coniiiutnaiien 
(Eipsnieil*  [138]. 

Third  Rtading—OTtorA  UmTcrutr  SUtnta* 

[;iae]. 

riiAdrtnon  ~  SheriA  <Tork  Oowitr}*  [tM]; 
Buriali  RepiiatioD  ■  [33]. 
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THE  VICEROY  OF  EGYPT— ftUESTlON. 

Mb.  BUXTON  said,  be  wished  to  ask 
the  Under  Secretaiy  of  State  for  Foreign 
afTairs,  Whether  tiie  Oovemment  vill 
entertain  the  idea  of  presenting  the 
Viceroy  of  Egypt  irith  a  Steel  Steamer 
for  the  Albert  Nyanza,  as  an  expres- 
sion of  the  interest  taken  by  Her 
Majesty's  Govenunent  in  the  attempt 
now  made  by  the  Viceroy  to  supprees 
the  Slave  Trade? 

Ma.  OTWAT,  in  reply,  said,  ha  pre- 
stuned  that  the  Qnestion  of  his  hon. 
Friend  referred  t«  the  expedition  which 
the  Viceroy  of  Egypt  had  entrusted  to 
the  command  of  Sir  Samuel  Baker.  The 
object  of  that  expedition,^  which  was 
stated  to  be  the  suppression  of  the 
slave  trade,  was  one  in  which  Her 
Majesty's  Government  could  not  fail  to 
sympathize,  and  to  which  they  wished 
every  success,  but  the  Government  were 
in  no  respect  responsible  for  it.  They 
had  been  informed  that  the  Viceroy  had. 
ordered  a  small  steel  steamer  to  be  con- 
structed in  this  country,  for  the  pur- 
poses of  the  expedition ;  but  he  didTnot 
^nk  tliat  under  the  circumstances  it 
would  be  a  fitting  proceeding  on  the 
part  of  the  Government  to  purdiase  that 
steamer  for  presentation  to  tho  Viceroy. 

IRELAND— UNION  OF  FEROAL. 


Me.  GATHOENE  HAEDT  said,  he 
wished  to  ask  the  Chief  Secretary  for 
Ireland,  Whether  an  application,  under 
the  hands  and  seals  of  the  Archbishop 
of  Armagh  and  the  Bishop  of  Meath, 
was  made  to  the  Ijord  Lieutenant  in 
Council  on  the  16th  day  of  January 
1869,  to  divide  the  union  of  Fercal, 
in  the  diocese  of  Meath  and  province  of 
Armagh,  into  four  parishes  or  benefices, 
such  £viaion  having  been  rooommended 
hy  the  Commissionera  of  Inquiry  into 
]&>}lesiastica1  Unions  in  Ireland  in  their 
Keport,  dated  18th  April  1831;  whe- 
ther the  Eev.  Algernon  Ooote,  the 
patron  of  Ihe  said  Union,  having  him- 
self moved  to  canr  into  effect  such 
division  bo  soon  as  the  Hving  fell  vacant 
— namely,  November  24th  1868 — did 
not  consent  thereto ;  whether  the  Lord 
lieutenant  in  CouncU  has  assented  to 
the  diviMon,  and  if  not,  on  what  grounds 
his  refoeal  has  been  based ;  and,  whether 
there  has  ever  before  been  a  refusal  in 
a  Himilftr  case? 


Mb.  CM1CHE8TEB  F0ETE8CUE 
said,  in  reply,  that  the  statements  in  the 
first  two  paragraphs  of  the  Qnestion  of 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  were  per- 
fectly correct.  With  respect  to  tho 
third  paragraph  he  had  to  state  that  tho 
Lord  Lieutenant  had  neither  assented  to 
nor  dissented  from  the  proposed  divi- 
sion. The  Irish  Government  had  the 
matter  under  consideration,  and  when 
the  draft  Order  came  before  the  Coun- 
cil in  the  ordinary  way  no  objection 
would  be  made  to  it  on  Uie  part  of  the 
Lord  Lieutenant. 

LIonTHOUSa  ACCOUNTS-aUESTlON. 

Visooinrr  BUET  said,  he  wished  to 
ask  the  President  of  the  Board  of  Trade, 
Why  detailed  accounts  of  the  receipts 
and  expenditure  of  the  Trinity  House, 
the  Conmiieaioners  of  Northern  Lights, 
and  the  Irish  Ballast  Board  have  not  of 
late  years  been  laid  before  Parli^ent ; 
and,  whether  he  will  lay  before  Failia- 
ment  a  Aill  and  detailed  account  of  all 
monies  received  and  expended  during 
the  last  ten  years  by  the  Trinity  House, 
the  CommissioneTS  of  Northern  Lights, 
the  Irish  Ballast  Board,  and  by  the 
local  authorities  to  whom  the  manage- 
ment of  coast  or  harbour  lights  in  the 
United  Kingdom  is  entrust^? 

Ma.  BRIGHT,  in  reply,  said,  he  had 
procured  a  memorandum  on  this  matter, 
and  it  seemed  that  detailed  accounts  of 
the  receipts  and  expenditure  of  the  three 
Lighthouse  Boards  were  given  to  that 
House  in  1860,  and  in  a  most  minute 
form  and  at  a  very  considerable  amount 
of  labour  and  cost.  Since  that  time  no 
periodical  account  of  the  receipts  from 
those  Boards,  or  of  the  tolls  fo>m  each 
particular  hghthouse  had  been  given, 
the  accounts  having  coma  under  the 
control  of  the  Board  of  Trade.  Before 
that  time  each  Board  had  its  separata 
fimd,  arising  &om  lights  under  ite  own 
control,  and  as  the  dues  for  lights  were 
leviable  throughout  the  United  King- 
dom, each  Board  collected  the  dues  for 
lights  from  ships  within  its  own  juris- 
diction, and  afterwards  made  over  to 
the  other  Boards  the  proportion  which 
was  due  in  respect  of  ughts  coming 
under  their  management.  Thus  the 
Trinity  House  collected  at  Liverpool  all 
dues  payable  by  ships  coming  to  that 
port,  and  made  over  to  the  Scotch  Board 
the  amount  of  the  rates  collected  which 
was  due  from  the  ships  for  passing  the 
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Scotch  lights,  and  to  the  Irish  Board 
in  like  manner  the  proportion  which  was 
payable  for  the  IriA  fights.  In  order 
to  do  this  it  was  neceaaary  to  keep 
separate  accounts  of  the  duea  collected 
in  respect  for  each  lighthouse,  and  thus 
it  was  easy  to  give  separate  Betums. 
When  the  accounts  were  amalgamated, 
all  this  was  changed,  for  it  was  no 
longer  necessaiy  to  keep  those  separate 
accounts ;  each  Board  made  over  the  dues 
to  the  conunon  Mercantile  Marine  Fund, 
and  as  keeping  eepai-ato  accounts  waa 
exceedingly  inconvenient  and  trouble- 
some, it  was  discontinued  by  order  of 
the  Board  of  Trade.  To  re-establish 
them  now  would  involve  great  expense 
and  trouble  to  the  Mercantile  uWne 
Fund.  Ae  regarded  lidtita  established 
by  local  authorities,  the  Board  of  Trade 
had  no  control  over  them  and  such  B«- 
tnma  as  the  noble  Lord  wished  with 
respect  to  harbour  hghts  could  not  be 
given. 


IRELAM>-AFFRAT    AT  BALLTHEIOOE. 

QUESTIOK. 

Mr.  HEKBEBT  said,  he  wished  to 
ask  the  Chief  Secretary  for  Ireland,  If 
it  is  the  intention  of  the  Government 
to  institute  a  Commission  to  inquire 
into  the  circiunstance  connected  with  the 
recent  collision  between  the  people  and 
the  police  at  Ballyheigue,  county  of 
Kerry?  

Me.  CmCHESTEE  POItTESCUE 
said,  in  reply,  that  the  recent  collision 
between  the  people  and  the  police  at 
Ballyheigue  had  been  brought  under 
the  attention  of  the  Government  by  the 
Lord  Lieutenant  of  the  county.  A  ma- 
gisterial inquiry  was  proceeding,  and 
until  that  waa  completed  it  would  be 
premature  to  say  whether  the  Govern- 
ment proposed  to  issue  a  Commission  of 
Inquiry. 

CLERKS  TO  LOCAL  COMMISSIONERS 
OF  TAXES.— QUESTION. 
Me.  HUNT  said,  he  would  beg  to 
ask  Mr.  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer, 
Whether  he  has  considered  the  altered 
position  of  Clerks  to  the  Local  Commis- 
sioners of  Taxes  under  the  provisions 
of  the  Customs  and  Inland  Revenue 
Bill ;  and,  whether  he  is  prepared  to  give 
them  any  compensation  for  their  loss  of 
emoluments  F 
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The  chancellor  of  the  EXCHE- 
QUEB :  Sir,  I  have  considered  the  case 
)d  to.  The  clerks  to  the  Xao^ 
issionera  of  tases  are  generally 
solicitors,  wi&  other  means  of  subsist- 
ence besides  what  they  obtain  by  col- 
lecting taxes ;  they  have  not  been  paid 
by  saJary,  but  by  the  work  done,  and 
are  appointed  annually.  Under  these 
circumstances,  I  do  not  think  them  pro* 
per  objects  for  compensation. 

INDIA— CIVIL  SERVICE.— ODESTIOH. 
Me.  EASTWICK  said,  he  wished  to 
ask  the  Under  Secretary  of  State  for 
India,  Whether  there  is  any  foundation 
for  the  Report  in  "  The  Overland  Moil'* 
newspaper  of  May  the  28th,  that  objec- 
tion has  been  taken  to  the  admission  of 
three  of  the  four  successful  Native  Can- 
didates for  the  Indian  Civil  Service  on  a 
as  to  their  respective  ages ;  and, 
whether,  seeing  that  some  Nativea  of 
India  have  great  difficulty  in  ascertain- 
ing their  exact  agea  according  to  our 
Calendar,  it  is  the  intention  of  the  Civil 
Service  Commissioners  to  adhere  rigidly 
to  the  rule  as  to  age  in  these  cases  f 
Mh.  GRANT  DUFF :  With  reference, 
r,  to  my  hon.  Friend's  first  Question, 
I  deeply  regret  having  to  say  that  it  is 
true  that  two  of  the  native  candidatea 
who  succeeded  in  the  recent  competition 
for  the  Indian  Civil  Service  have  been 
held  to  be  disqualified  on  the  ground  of 
age.  With  reference  to  his  second 
Question,  I  have  to  say  that  the  Civil 
Service  Commissioners  are  absolutely 
bound  by  regulations  having  the  force 
of  law.  They  investigated  this  matter 
with  the  greatest  anxiety,  and  came  to 
the  conclusion  that  they  had  no  choice 
but  to  do  as  they  have  done  when  they 
were  appealed  to  by  other  candidates 
who  daomed  to  be,  of  right,  among  the 
selected  fifty. 

SHERIFFS  (TORE  COUNTT)  BILL. 

QirXSTION. 

Me.  H.  F.  BEAUMONT  said,  he 
wished  to  aek  the  Under  Secretaiy  of 
State  for  the  Home  Department,  Whe- 
ther he  intends  to  proceed  with  the 
Sherifis'  {York  County)  Bill  ? 

Me.  KNATCHBULL-HUGESSEN 
said,  in  reply,  that  the  necessi^  of  ft 
Bill  for  the  regulation  of  this  subject 
had  been  urged  on  the  late  Government, 
and  on  the  accession  of  the  present  Go- 
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Temment  a  Bill  was  found  partially  pre- 
pared. Since  its  production  great  dif- 
ference of  opinion  had  been  expre'Bsed 
among  Yorkahire  Members,  and  during 
the  Wbitsuutide  Kecess  there  was  a 
meeting  held  at  which  the  majority  were 
opposed  to  the  Bill,  and  amongst  ite 
opponents  were  some  who  had  urged  it 
upon  the  GoTemment.  It  was  a  ques- 
tioa  which  Yorkshiremen  ought  to  de- 
termine forthemBBlves;  and,  under  these 
circumstances,  he  thought  that  it  was 
better  not  to  proceed  with  the  measure, 
and  he  begged  to  more  the  discharge  of , 
the  Order. 

Order  iiiohargtd. 

Bill  teithdraum. 


ABUT— UILITART  LABOUR. 

quzsnoif. 

Mb.  HANBUEY  TRACY   said,  he 

would  beg  to  ask  the  Secretary  of  State 
for  War,  Whether  the  noceasary  wort 
required  in  the  external  painting  and 
wlutewashing  of  the  Eoyal  Artillery  and 
"East  Infantry  Barracks  at  Aldershot, 
for  the  performance  of  which  tenders 
have  been  invit«d  by  public  advertiee- 
ment,  could  not  be  undertaken  by  Mili- 
tary labour,  under  the  direction  of  the 
Commanding  Boyal  Engineer  of  tiie 
district ;  and,  what  would  be  the  saving 
effected  including  adrertising,  if  soldiers 
were  employed  to  do  the  work,  paying 
them  by  the  piece  according  to  the  exist- 
ing; r^ulations? 

Captxis  VIVIAN  said,  in  reply,  that 
It  had  been  found  impossible  to  employ 
military  labour  for  work  such  as  that 
referred  to.  Such  work,  to  be  done 
efficiently,  must  be  done  coutinuously, 
and  as  Aldershot  was  designed  for  in- 
structing the  men  in  field  movements  it 
was  impossible  to  nve  them  continuous 
work  of  any  sort.  When  this  work  was 
done  by  the  soldiers  in  1865  it  took  five 
months,  instead  of  three,  and  the  cost 
was  £400  beyond  the  ordinary  estimate. 

METEtOPOLIS  — THE  NEW  CODRTS  OF 
JUSTICE.— QUESTION. 
Ms.  BENTINCE  said,  he  wished  to 
ask  the  First  Commissioner  of  Works, 
Whether  the  Sketch  of  the  new  design 
for  the  "Courts  of  Justice  Building," 
now  in  the  Libraiy,  and  bearing  the 
name  of  Mr.  Street,  has  been  approved 


by  her  Majesty's  Government  for  erec- 
tion on  the  Thames  £mbankment ;  whe- 
ther he  adheres  to  his  recommendation, 
made  in  this  House  on  the  10th  of  May 
last,  that  the  style  of  the  new  building 
should  be  the  "  Gbthic  employed  by  the 
Italians  in  the  early  part  of  the  15th 
century ;' '  and  whether  he  was  of  opinion 
that  the  new  design  fulfils  that  condi- 
tion ;  whether  the  tliree  towers  con- 
nected with  the  new  design  are  intended 
for  the  preseTTstion  of  documents,  or  to 
serve  any  useful  purpose  besides  that  of 
ventilation,  and  what  is  their  probable 
cost ;  and,  whether  he  will  e^bit  in 
the  Librmy  the  elevation  of  the  ' '  Eiver 
front"  and  "  Park  fiwit"  of  the  West- 
minster Palace,  designed  by  Inigo  Jones, 
and  engraved  in  the  works  of  Inigo 
Jones,  pubUshed  by  Lord  Burlington 
and  Kent? 

Mb.  LAYAED  said,  in  reply,  that 
when  his  hon.  Friend  asked  him  if  he 
approved  of  the  sketch  of  the  new  de- 
sign referred  to  for  the  Courts  of  Justice 
building,  he  would  say  that  it  was  never 
his  fortune  to  see  a  more  beautiful  and 
artistic  piece  of  work ;  but  he  would  re- 
mind his  hon.  Friend  that  the  elevation 
waa  a  mere  sketch,  and  is  so  called  by 
Mr.  Street.  If  the  House  should  ap- 
prove of  the  erection  of  the  Law  Courts 
on  the  Embankment  he  should  think 
it  hie  duty  to  have  a  model  placed  m 
the  Library,  or  some  other  part  of  the 
House  to  which  Members  might  have 
access,  and  so  be  able  to  form  an  opinion. 
As  to  the  second  part  of  the  Question  of 
hie  hon.  Friend,  he  begged  to  say  that 
he  did  not  recommend  that  the  style  of 
the  new  building  should  be  the  "  Gothic 
employed  by  the  Italians  in  the  early 
part  of  the  15th  century."  What  he 
did  say  was,  that  he  thought  Gothic  was 
the  most  appropriate  style  for  the  Eng- 
lish Law  Courts,  but  he  did  not  advocate 
ecclesiastical  Gothic,  but  said  that  the 
Italians  had  made  use  of  Gothic  for  a 
similar  purpose  in  the  15th  century,  and 
that  su^  a  building  might  be  erected 
without  having  recourse  to  ecclesiastical 
Gothic.  As  regarded  the  three  towers, 
as  the  design  is  a  mere  sketch,  he  could 
not  answer  the  Question  of  his  hon. 
Friend.  With  respect  to  the  fourth 
part  of  tiie  Question,  the  elevation  of 
the  River  front  and  Park  front  of  Inigo 
Jones  bad  been  exhibited  for  some  days 
in  the  library,  where  it  might  be  seen 
by  his  hon.  f^end. 
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aaaets.  And  by  that  other  Bill,  the 
Court  of  Banliruptcy  might  coimnit  a 
bankrupt  tor  havine  failed  b)  aocoust  for 
money  received  by  nim.  As  to  exceaaive 
private  expenditure,  he  thought  that  was 
a  matter  very  difficult  to  deal  irith.  At 
aU  eventB,  that  matter  ought  to  be  dealt 
with  by  the  Criminal  Bill,  if  at  all.  The 
Criminal  Bill  provided  for  caaee  of 
buying  goods  wiUuiut  reasonable  pro- 
spect of  being  able  to  pay  for  them. 
As  a  matter  of  definition  of  the  Tarda 
"  fraudulent  bankrupt,"  the  Amendment 
-was  unnecesaary. 

Mb.  DENMAN  said,  that  the  Amend- 
ment was  entirely  beaide  the  purpose  of 
the  Bill.  There  was  no  such  expreaeimi 
as  "fraudulent  bankrupt"  in  die  Bill, 
and  this  clause  related  solely  to  expres- 
sions vised  in  the  Bill. 

Mr.  NORWOOD  aaid,  he  hoped  the 
Amendment  would  not  be  pressea. 

Me.  ANDEESON  aaid,  it  did  not 
follow  thftt  if  this  Bill  passed  the  Crimi- 
nal Bill  would  pasa  also,  and  he  thought 
a  Bankruptcy  Bill  should  speak  out  on 
certain  malpractices ;  but  in  deference 
to  the  views  that  others  had  expreaaed 
he  would  withdraw  hia  Amendment. 

Amendment,  by  leave,  withdrmm. 

Mb.  WHITWELL  moved,  in  page  1, 
after  line  30,  to  insert — "  creditor  ahall 
include  a  rartnerahip." 

Mb.  JESSEL  objected  to  the  Amend- 
ment as  onneceasaiy. 

Amendment,  by  leave,  wilHdraum. 

Clauae  agreed  to. 

Clause  5  (Exclusion  of  companies  and 
large  partnerships). 

Mr.  WHITWELL  moved  to  leave  out 
at  page  2,  line  1 — 

"  ■  Wbethsr  corporate  or  aningorponts,  Mn- 
lilting  of  more  than  wTen  membora,' in  order  to 
iDiert  aftar'eoinpkay' tha  words  ■  aorponls,  or 
ragisterad  under  tba  Joiat  Stook  CompuiW 
Aot," " 

Thb  attorney  GENERAL  aaid, 
the  reason  why  this  clauae  stood  in  its 
present  shape  was  this — the  winding-up 
provisions  of  the  Joint-Stock  Companiea 
Act,  1862,  specially  related  to  all  part- 
nerahipa  above  seven.  It  was  considered 
desirable  by  the  framers  of  this  Bill  that 
partnerships  should  not  be  subject  to 
two  processes  of  winding-up ;  that  was 
to  say,  to  winding-up  in  tike  Court  of 
Chancery  and  to  the  process  of  the  Bank- 
ruptcy Oourt.  It  had  been  represented 
to  hun  by  gendemen   connected  with 
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Bill  wrmd&nd  in  Committee. 

(In  the  Committee.) 

Clauaea  1  to  3  agreed  to. 

Clauae  4  (Interpretation  of  certain 
terms  in  the  Act). 

Mr.  ANIIEB80N  said,  he  wished  to 
propose  an  Amendment,  not  with  the 
view  of  introducing  into  the  Bill  any- 
thing of  a  punitive  character,  hut  be- 
cause he  wished  that  it  should  be  de- 
clared that  certain  practices  which  had 
grown  to  be  extremely  common  in  the 
commercial  world,  and  which  were  ge- 
nerally regarded  as  immoral,  should  be 
declared  to  be  such,  in  order  to  put  a 
stop  to  them ;  and  there  was  no  way  so 
effectual  for  doing  so  aa  to  have  a  de- 
daration  of  their  immorally  inserted  in 
an  Act  of  Farliament.  He  be^ed  to 
move  after  line  30  to  insert — 

" '  Frandnlent  bankrupt '  ibalt  mean  an;  one 
who  (lull  be  proTed  to  tbe  ■Alia&otion  of  the 
Court  to  haTO  done  ao;  of  Che  following  things  to 
the  serious  prejudioa  of  bis  oreditora,  or  auf  of 
tbem  ;  eoDoe&lsd  or  wichbeld  book«,  docDmenti, 
or  assets ;  failed  to  aocouat  for  mooer  proved  to 
haTe  been  receJTed  b;  him  ;  lost  moue;  by  g>m< 
bllni  or  exoeuiTa  prlTste  expenditure;  bougbt 
goods  when  in  desperate  oiroumstaDosi,  and  with- 
out reasonable  prospeot  of  being  able  to  pay  for 
tham :  resold,  below  coit,  tinpaiij-for  goods ;  if  a 
trader  kept  no  books  or  fitlse  ones,  or  intention- 
ally imporieot  ones ;  failed  to  sbow  a  liili  balanoe 
of  these  book*  within  two  years  preTioDS ;  or 
biled  to  oali  a  meeting  of  bis  orediCor*  when  last 
preiious  balance  ibonad  bii  estate  worth  less  thian 
ten  shillings  iu  the  pound." 

The  ATTOENET  GENEBAL  said, 
be  hoped  his  hon.  Friend  would  not 
press  uiis  Amendment.  He  agreed  that 
it  was  desirable  that  the  offences  men- 
tioned in  this  Amendment  should  be 
Siniahed ;  but  he  also  agreed  with  the 
eport  of  the  Bankruptcy  Committee, 
who  considered  this  matter  very  care- 
fully, that  offences  against  the  Bank- 
rupt*^ Law,  or  what  might  be  called  the 
law  of  honesty,  should  be  punished 
criminally,  and  not  by  the  Buikruptcy 
Court.  If  they  made  4e  Court  of  Bank- 
ruptcy a  criminal  court,  they  would  en- 
tirely defeat  the  object  of  the  Bill. 
Witn  that  view  be  had  prepared  another 
Bill,  which  dealt  with  iraudulent  bank- 
rupts, and  with  the  offences  mentioned 
in  this  Amendment — the  concealing  or 
withholding   of  booka,   documents,  or 
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ChambeTe  of  Commerce  that  it  would  be 
desirable  that  ordinary  partnerBhips 
above  seven  should  be  Bubjeot  to  tbe 
Bankrupttj'  Law.  That  be  understood ' 
to  be  a  general  request,  and  he,  there- 
fore, proposed  to  adopt  the  Amendment 
propoaed  by  hia  bon.  Friend.  It  would 
be  necessary  in  the  Criminal  Bill,  in 
order  to  prevent  a  conflict  of  juriadictioD, 
to  enact  that  the  Joint-Stocb  Companies' 
Act  ahould  not  apply  to  companies  above 
eeren. 

Amendment  agr»«d  to. 

Clause,  as  amended,  ordtreS  to  stand 
part  of  tbe  Bill. 

Clause  6  (Petition  for  adjudication  in 
bankrupts). 

Mb.  NOBWOOD  said,  the  Bill  as  it 
stood  fixed  the  amount  of  the  debt  of  the 
creditor  who  could  petition  for  an  adju- 
dication at  £50 ;  and  it  also  enabled  any 
number  of  creditors  whose  aggregate 
debta  amounted  to  £50  to  petition.  He 
objected  to  both  of  those  provisions. 
£50  was  too  large  an  amount  to  fix  upon 
in  the  case  of  a  single  creditor,  consider- 
ing that  the  Bill  appbed  to  small  bank- 
ruptcies as  well  as  to  large.  On  the 
other  hand,  he  thought  it  ought  not  to 
be  in  the  power  of  any  number  of  small 
creditors,  say  to  the  amount  of  £5  or 
£2 10«.  each,  to  join  in  a  petition  simply 
because  their  aggregate  debt  amounted 
to  £50.  He  h{^  therefore,  to  propose . 
an  Amendment,  copied  from  the  clause 
bf  Lord  Cairns'  Bill  of  last  year,  which 
met  with  approval.  TTjh  Amendment 
was,  page  2,  leave  out  from  the  com- 
mencement of  the  clause  to  the  word 
"may,"  in  line  10,  and  insert — 

"  A  luigle  anditoT,  if  (h«  debt  due  to  luoli 
creditor  amounti  to  a  aum  of  not  leu  than  twentj 
pounds,  or  two  oTtditon  ifthe  aggregate  amODot 
of  debt!  due  to  luob  oredilon  be  not  leu  than 
thirtr  ponndi,  oi  tbree  ar«diton  if  tbe  aggregate 
amoDnt  of  debt*  due  to  eiuh  creditor*  be  not  leu 
than  fortj  pounda." 

The  AITORNEY  GENERAL  ob- 
served that  now  there  must  be  one  debt 
of  £50,  or  two  creditors  whose  debts 
amounted  to  £70;  bo  that  tbe  present 
clause  was  in  reduction  of  the  require- 
ments ;  and  he  did  not  think  that  it  was 
desirable  that  any  persona  whose  debts 
were  lower  than  £50  should  be  made 
bankrupt.  Some  Chambers  of  Com- 
merce bad  expressed  an  opinion  that  it 
would  be  desirable,  but  others — and 
notably  that  of  Bradford — took  the  very 
oppoaite  view.    His  proposition  was  that 


where  a  man  owed  £50  he  might  be  made 
bankrupt,  but  that  any  man  who  owed 
less  than  that  sum  should  be  left  to  the 
County  Court,  where  his  habillty  would 
be  simply  this — that  he  might  be  im- 
prisoned if  he  could  pay  a  debt  and 
would  not.  This  was  a  most  important 
part  of  the  Bill,  and  he  must  adbere  to 
the  £50  limit. 

Mb.  Sebj£axt  SIMOK  said,  it  was 
perfectiy  idle  to  talk  of  putting  in  force 
the  machinery  of  the  Bankruptcy  Act 
against  a  man  on  account  of  £20,  when 
payment  could  be  enforced  &om  him  by 
summons  in  the  County  Court 

Mb.  RTLANDS  observed  that  though 
he  might  be  disposed  to  think  £50  was 
too  high,  he  was  not  prepared  to  make 
the  amount  so  low  as  £20. 

Me.  MOELEY  said,  he  hoped  they 
would  by  means  of  this  measure  in- 
augurate a  system  less  expensive,  and 
bring  in  a  much  larger  number  of  small 
estates.  The  proposal  with  respect  to 
£20  might  bear  some  alteration,  but  by 
making  the  amount  £50,  they  might 
abut  out  a  very  large  number  of  creditors. 

Amendment,  by  leave,  withb-attm. 

Other  verbal  Amendments  proposed, 
and  negativ»4. 

Mb.  Q.  OBEGOET  moved  to  leave 
out  sub-sections  3  and  5,  and  after  sub- 
section 4,  insert  the  following  sub- 
sections, numbered  S  (a)  and  5  {b)  re- 
spectively : — 

"  6  (a).  That  the  debtor  baa,  with  intent  to  de- 
ftti.  or  dels;  hii  ereditora,  done  an;  of  the  fol- 
loving  things,  namely — departed  out  of  England, 
or  being  out  of  England  remained  out  of  England, 
or  departed  Irom  hia  dwell in^-honee,  or  otherwiae 
abwuted  bimaelf :  or  begun  to  keep  hii  houae ;  or 
toBbred  himielf  to  be  outlsved." 

"  S  (A).  That  tbe  debtor  ha*  filed  in  the  Court, 
in  the  preaoribcd  form,  a  declaration  in  writing, 
aigned  bj  him,  and  atteated  bj  a  regiatrar  of  the 
Court,  or  bj  an  altomejr  or  loljoitor,  that  he  i* 


Mb.  SKRJEAirr  SIMON  said,  he  thought 
the  clause  would  afibrd  an  additional 
temptation  to  the  dishonest  debtor. 

Me.  WALPOLE  su^ested  that  when 
they  put  such  a  stringent  provision  on 
the  bankrupt  as  that  be  should  pay  10«. 
iu  the  pound  in  order  to  obtain  a  full 
acquittance  from  the  court  and  his  certi- 
ficate, he  doubted  very  much  whether 
the  proposition  of  the  hon.  G^ntieman 
would  have  the  effect  of  encouraging  a 
fraudulent  bankrupt.  It  appeared  to 
him  that  the  provision  would  be  a  good 
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one.  If  there  v as  one  thing  more  than 
another  which  they  ought  to  encourage 
it  was  this — that  when  a  man  found  him- 
self in  a  hopeleas  state  of  embarraea- 
meut,  instead  of  tempting  him  to  plunge 
deeper  and  deeper  into  Ms  difficulties, 
they  shoold  give  him  every  opportunity  of 
deliyering  up  as  much  of  his  property  as 
he  then  had,  to  be  distributed  amongst 
hia  creditors.  Believing  that  the  pro- 
position of  the  hon.  Member  wonld  nave 
that  effect  he  should  su^tort  it. 

The  ATTOENEY  GENERAL  said, 
he  was  not  disposed  to  consent  to  the 
Amendment,  because  ho  thought  it  might 
lead  to  collusion. 

Mb.  Aij>eriiait  liCSK  said,  he  thought 
the  proposition  would  serve  indirectly  to 
enable  a  man  to  make  himself  a  bfmV. 
rupt — a  principle  to  which  the  measure 
was  directly  opposed.  

Sir  EOtTNTJELL  PALMER  said,  he 
did  not  think  the  Amendment  open  to 
the  objection  stated ;  it  did  not  enable 
a  man  to  make  himself  bankrupt,  but 
it  would  enable  his  creditors  to  make 
him  bankrupt,  if  they  thought  fit,  upon 
his  own  admission  of  insolvency,  which 
seemed  to  be  no  more  than  reasonable. 
Nevertheless,  if  the  Attorney  General 
thought  it  better  to  compel  a  mun  to 
keep  his  house  and  ^operty  in  order  to 
quali^  him  for  the  Baiikrupt<y  Court, 
he  (Sir  Eoundell  Palmer)  would  offer  no 
objection  to  the  principle  contended  for 
by  the  right  hon.  Genueman. 

Amendment,  by  leave,  tEithdraum. 

Then  an  Amendment,  moved  and 
agreed  to,  by  which  the  term  of  two 
months  as  the  period  within  which  the 
act  of  bankruptcy  must  be  connected 
was  altered  to  itx  montkt. 

Me.  G.  GREGOET  moved  in  page 
line  1,  after  "  and,"  leave  out  "  must  not 
be  a  secured  debt,"  and  insert,  "if  a 
secured  debt  must  he  for  the  unsecured 
balance  only,"  leaving  the  party  a  right 
to  petition  on  account  of  his  imsecured 
ba^ce. 

Mr.  DENMAN  considered  the  Amend- 
ment unnecessary.  If  it  were  not  a  se- 
cured debt  it  was  an  unsecured  balance. 

Mb.  JES8EL  said,  the  Committee 
ought  not  to  give-aman  with  security  an 
advantage  over  the  other  creditors  with- 
out he  gave  up  his  security. 

Mb.  LOCKE  said,  a  creditor  might  be 
secured  up  to  a  certain  amount,  and  if 
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the  Amendment  was  carried  it  would  put 
him  into  a  better  position  than  the  ol^er 
creditors  simply  because  he  had  a  secured 
debt. 

Mr.  MOELEY  said,  a  debtor  might 
owe  £1,000,  of  which  £300  was  secured. 
He  ought  to  have  some  remedy  with  re- 
gard to  the  £700,  the  balance. 

Mr.  CANDLIBH  said,  the  balance 
could  not  be  ascertained  unless  he  elected 
to  have  the  security  valued. 

Me.  peek  said,  it  would  be  unjust 
to  place  a  partially-secured  debtor  in  a 
worse  position  for  his  balance  than  an 
ordinary  creditor.  . 

Sm  EOUNDELL  PALMER  said,  it 
was  a  very  important  matter,  and  one  of 
which  mercantile  men  were  probably  the 
best  judges.  The  secured  creditor  had 
an  advantage  over  the  ordinary  creditors 
to  the  amount  of  his  security,  and  the 
question  was  whether  a  creditor  having 
tiiat  advantage  was  Uie  proper  person  to 
judge  whether  it  was  for  the  benefit  of 
the  unsecured  creditors  to  put  the  debtor's 
estate  in  bankruptcy.  Such  a  man  had 
but  little  to  complain  of  if  the  Legis- 
lature should  think  fit  to  say  to  him — 
"Realize  your  security  before  you  put  the 
debtor  into  bankruptcy."  It  was  a  mat- 
terworthy  of  consideration.  Theremight 
be  an  alternative  course — that  of  calling 
upon  him  to  put  a  value  on  his  security, 
by  which  he  should  be  bound ;  so  that,  if 
it  realized  more  than  the  value  put  upon 
it,  he  should  account  for  the  difference  in 
the  administration  of  the  estate. 

Mb.  STEPHEN  CAVE  said,  a  man 
holding  security  ought  not  to  be  put  in  a 
worse  position  for  3ie  balance  than  an 
ordinary  creditor.  To  put  him  in  such 
a  position  would  be  punishing  him  for  his 
prudence.  He  was  in  reality  two  dis- 
tinct persons  quoad,  the  unsectu^  portion 
of  his  debt  he  was  an  ordinary  creditor, 
and;>ro  tanto  entitled  to  the  remedies  of 
an  ordinary  creditor. 

Mr.  EATHBONE  said,  that  prac- 
tically if  a  large  secured  creditor  was 
called  on  to  reahze  his  security  it  might 
CTeatly  prejudice  the  bankrupt's  estate. 
Take  the  case  of  a  foreign  banker,  with 
bllLs  of  exchange  to  a  large  amoimt 
secured  by  property.  The  sudden  rea- 
lization of  the  property  might  greatly 
impoverish  the  estate. 

The  ATTORNEY  GENEEAL  said, 
they  were  now  dealing  with  the  question 
whether  a  secured  creditor  should  be  the 
person  to  put  the  estate  in  bankruptcy. 
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Amendment,  by  leare,  wtthdraten. 

CUuse  agretd  to. 

Clause  7  (ProceedingB  on  petitioii). 

Mb.  Sesxeaht  SIMON  moved  m  line 
10,  after  "debtor,"  to  insert,  "except 
where  it  shall  appear  to  the  eatiafaction 
of  the  Court  that  the  debtor  being  and 
remaining  abroad  every  reasonable  at- 
tempt has  been  made  to  effect  such  ser- 
vice, and  that  such  an  attempt  came  to 
the  knowledge  of  the  debtor,  and  that  he 
purposely  defeated  the  same." 

Tbs  attorney  general  said, 
he  did  not  think  the  Amendment  neces- 
sary, as  its  object  would  be  better  met 
by  the  insertioE  of  the  words  in  the  79th 
clause,  "  shall  be  served  upon  the  debtor 
in  the  preBciihed  manner.  He  should 
not  object  to  insert  these  words,  being 
of  opinion  that  the  mode  of  service  should 
be  left  to  the  Lord  Chancellor  and  the 
Judges  of  the  Banknmtey  Court. 

ifii.  G.  GREGORY  approved  -the  de- 
ciding of  all  these  matters  in  the  Bill 
rather  than  leave  them  to  be  dealt  with 
by  the  Judges  in  the  shape  of  general 
wrders. 

MJB.  JESSEL  objected  to  the  propo- 
sition that  matters  of  procedure  should 
be  regulated  by  the  Bill  instead  of  being 
left  to  the  Judges,  in  accordance  with  the 
ordinary  practice.  Matters  of  substance 
only  should  be  the  subject  of  positive 
enactment.  The  question  of  service  had 
always  been  regulated  by  the  Court,  and 
ought  to  continue  to  be  so  regulated. 

The  ATTOENET  GENERAL  ad- 
mitted that  the  hon.  Member  opposite 
(Mr.   G.   Gregory)   had  raised  an   im- 

Srtant  question — namely,  whether  the 
ouee  was  to  prescribe  every  detail  of 
practical  procedure  under  a  Bill  of  this 
kind,  or  whether  such  details  should  be 
left  to  general  orders  by  the  Court.  If 
such  details  were  to  be  included  in  the 
Bill,  it  would  probably  have  been  ne- 
cessary that  it  should  consist,  not  of  105, 
but  of  500  clauses.  He  had  proposed 
what  he  thought  reasonable,  in  the  be- 
lief that  the  Lord  Chancellor  and  Uie 
Judge  of  the  Court  of  Bankruptcy  would 
be  better  judges  as  to  the  rules  of  pro- 
cedure than  that  House  could  be.  All 
rules  made  would  be  laid  before  Parlia- 
ment, so  that  hon.  Members  would  have 
an  opportunity  of  knowing  them.     He, 
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therefore,  could  not  ^^ree  to  the  Amend- 
ment,  though  he  was  willing  to  accept 
the  words  that  the  service  should  be  on 
the  debtor  in  the  manner  prescribed  by 
the  79th  clause. 

Me.  NORWOOD  ventured  to  think 
that  the  Amendment  of  his  hon.  Friend 
(Mr.  Serjeant  Simon)  was  altogether 
outside  mere  procedure;  it  was  very 
important,  and  he  would  therefore  sup- 
port it. 

Me.  STATELET  HILL  said,  that  this 
was  one  of  the  matters  which  might  be 
left  to  rules  and  orders.  It  was  almost 
analogous  to  the  service  of  the  petition 
in  cases  in  the  Divorce  Court. 

Mk.  MORLEY  suggested  that  the 
wording  should  be  "  served  on  the 
debtor  personally,  or  in  the  manner 
prescribed."         

Thb  ATTORNEY  GENERAL  said, 
he  would  not  object  to  Uiose  words  if 
the  Committee  wi^ed  them  inserted. 

Mb.  JESSEL  said,  he  hoped  the 
hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  would  re- 
consider the  question. 

Mh.  STEHBEN  CATE  said,  if  they 
must  have  an  Amendment,  he  should 
prefer  that  of  the  hon.  and  learned 
Member  for  Dover  to  that  of  the  hon. 
Member  behind  him.  The  question 
had  been  argued  some  years  before 
in  that  House,  and  it  was  stated  truly 
that  a  gentleman  going  abroad  for  a 
tour  might  find  himself  in  his  absence 
made  bankrupt  for  his  tailor's  bill.  The 
House  shoula  remember  the  difference 
between  a  trader  and  non-trader,  and 
make  the  rules  elastic  enough  for  botii. 
,  8m  ROTJNDELL  PALMER  said, 
that  both  forms  of  Amendment  illustra- 
ted the  difficulty  in  which  the  Committee 
would  be  involved  if  it  tried  to  do  these 
things  for  themselves.  It  was  much 
better  to  leave  the  Court  to  cousder 
what  mode  of  service  should  be  adopted. 

Mb.  HINDE  palmer  also  opposed 
the  Amendment. 

Mb.  STAVELET  Hn.T.  suggested 
that,  instead  of  the  Amendment  pro- 
posed by  tiie  learned  Serjeant  (Mr. 
Serjeant  Simon),  the  words  "in  the 
prescribed  manner  "  should  be  inserted. 

The  attorney  GENERAL  ex- 
pressed his  approval  of  that  proposal. 

Amendment  {Mr.  Serjeant  Simon),  by 
leave,  withdrawn. 

Clause,  as  amended,  agreed  to. 

Clause  8  (Proceedings  if  debt  of  pe- 
titioning creditor  is  contested).  , 
2B                                  Ogle 
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Mr.  peek  said,  the  chief  merit  of 
the  Bill  in  Ms  view  was  that  it  would 
give  them  a  Chief  Judge  in  Bankruptcy, 
and  he  vished  to  keep  the  Chief  Judge 
as  much  as  possible  to  hie  own  proper* 
work.  If  they  incumbered  the  coort, 
aa  that  clause  as  it  stood  might  have  the 
effect  of  doing,  with  all  qaestiona  of 
contested  liabflity,  it  was  to  be  feared 
that  the  Bankruptcy  businees,  pure  and 
simple,  would  be  hindered.  He,  there- 
fore, moved  the  omission  at  the  end  of 
the  clause  of  the  words  "either"  and 
"the  court  iteelf,"  and  also  of  the  word 
"other."  

The  ATTOENET  GENERAL  said, 
he  could  not  assent  to  this  Amendment, 
which  would  strike  out  important  words 
of  the  clause.  It  was  a  great  part  of 
the  aebeme  of  the  Bill  to  appoint  a  su- 
perior Judge  in  Bantru^toy,  and  to 
have  a  jury  to  try  questions  in  the 
Bankruptcy  Court,  which  would  be  a 
valuable  improvement  on  the  present 
system. 

Ma.  NOEWOOD  asked  whether  he 
was  to  understand  that  if  a  debt  over 
£50  was  disputed  the  question  must  be 
tried  before  tiie  Chief  Judge  in  London, 
and  could  not  be  decided  in  the  County 
Court? 

The  ATTOENET  GENERAL  said, 
that  as  the  Bill  stood  the  County  Court 
Judge  would  have  power  to  try  a  dis- 
puted debt  to  any  amount.  It  had  struck 
P'th  that  it  might  be  a  rather  formidable 
thing  to  allow  a  County  Court  Judge  to 
try  a  question  of  debt  without  some  li- 
mitation as  to  amount ;  but  he  was 
aniious  as  far  as  possible  to  defer  to 
the  opinion  of  the  representatives  of  the 
commercial  classes  on  such  a  point. 

Mr.  JESSEL  said,  he  thought  it 
would  be  most  impolitic  to  extend  the 
jurisdiction  of  the  County  Courts  by  a 
side  wind,  and  this  would  be  the  result 
if  the  Amendment  of  the  hon.  Member 
for  Mid-Surrey  (Mr.  Peek)  were  car- 
ried. He  entirely  concurred  in  the  sug- 
gestion made  by  the  Attorney  General 

Mr.  peek  said,  he  would  withdraw 
hie  Amendment. 

Amendment,  by  leave,  wOhdrauin. 

The  ATTOENET  GENERAL  moved 
an  Amendment  reserving  to  the  County 
Courts  the  jurisdiction  they  at  present 
possess  to  try  cases  of  debts  up  to  £50, 
but  not  enlarging  that  jurisdiction. 

Amendment  agrted  to. 
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Clanee,  as  amended,  ori&rtd  to  stand 
part  of  ^e  Bill. 

Clauses  9  to  12  agreed  to. 

Clause  13  (Meeting  of  creditors  for 
appointment  of  persone  to  administer 
bankrupt's  property). 

Mr.  MOElto  moved,  in  page  4, 
line  33,  after  "summons,"  insert  "by 
advertisement  and  circular  at  not  lees 
than  three,  and  not  more  than  nine  days 
from  the  state  of  adjudication,"  and 
suggested  that  the  transaction  should 
take  place  in  an  apartment  sufficiently 
large  to  secure  the  admission  of  the 
public.  

The  ATTORNEY  GENKEAL  said, 
that  this  was  a  matter  of  detail  which 
would  be  settled  by  the  rules  and  regu- 
lations to  be  drawn  up  by  the  Judges. 
He  hoped  bis  hon.  Friend  would  not 
press  his  Amendment. 

Mr.  ATmrBMiTT  LUSK  believed  that 
such  matters  as  these  would  be  better 
decided  by  the  experience  of  the  Judges 
than  they  could  possibly  be  by  the 
House. 

Mb.  MOELET  said,  he  had  not  the 
confidence  in  the  rules  and  orders  that 
others  appeared  to  have ;  but  would  con- 
sent to  withdraw  his  Amendment,  in  ac- 
cordance with  the  wish  of  the  Attorney 
General. 

Mr.  M.  CHAMBERS  said,  he  could 
not  support  the  Amendment,  ae  the  hon. 
Gentleman  by  whom  it  wasproposed  in- 
tended to  withdraw  it.  He  protested 
against  delegating  to  the  Judges  the 
passing  of  regulations  in  matters  relat- 
ing to  commerce,  and  with  which  com- 
mercial men  were  more  familiar.  He 
thought  this  looked  like  an  attempt  to 
delegate  to  others  a  duty  which  might 
be  better  discharged  by  themselves.  It 
was  worthy  of  consideration  whether  it 
would  not  be  well  to  lengthen  the  Bill 
a  little  by  embodying  mere  general 
rules,  instead  of  leaving  them  to  be  mads 
by  the  Judges. 

Mb.  Serjeant  DOWSE  said,  ho 
thought  the  Bill  left  nothing  to  JudgM 
but  matters  which  they  were  the  proper 
persons  to  decide,  and  which  it  was  not 
worth  the  while  of  the  House  of  Com- 
mons to  legislate  upon. 

The  ATTORNEY  GENEKAL  ob- 
served that  it  was  nothing  new  to  in- 
trust Judges  with  the  mfiing  of  rules 
and  regulations  ;  he  referred  to  the 
Common  Law  Procedure  Act,  the  Di- 
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Toroe  Court,  the  Chanoei;  Courta,  and 
the  present  Bankruptcy  Courts ;  and  he 
remarked  that  the  experiment  of  truet- 
ing  to  the  diacretion  of  the  Judges, 
vithin  certain  limits,  had  worked  satis- 
&ctorily. 

Ma.  OANDLISH,  however,  aUeged 
that  the  operation  of  the  County  Cou]^b 
Admiralty  Juriadiction  Act  of  last  Ses- 
sion had  been  marred  by  the  injudicious 
rules  which  had  been  framed  under  it. 
No  Judge  was  more  able  than  the  hon. 
Member  for  Bristol  (Mr.  Morley)  to  ex- 
press an  opinion  on  such  a  matter  aa 
this ;  and,  if  the  House  had  made  up 
its  mind  that  it  was  desirable  to  lay 
down  a  rule  with  reference  to  a  particu- 
lar mode  of  procedure,  there  was  no  rea- 
son why  it  should  not  do  so. 

Amendment,  by  leave,  mthdrawn. 

Further  Amendments  made. 

danse  agreed  to. 

Clause  14  (DescriptionBof  hankrupfs 
properjydiyisible  amongst  creditors). 

Mr.  peek  moved,  in  page  5,  line  14, 
the  insertion  of  the  woT^ls  "and  capable 
of  being  traced,  earmarked,  or  defined  " 
after  the  word  "  person."  There  might 
be  diE^utes  in  some  cases  as  to  whether 
the  properly  waa  really  in  trust  or  was 
a  fair  subject  of  the  debt. 

Mil.  JES8EL  said,  he  thought  the 
clause  might  have  been  omitted  alto- 
gether. It  was  now  proposed  to  extend 
the  law  from  traders  to  non-traders, 
and  the  only  ground  on  which  what  ap- 
peared to  him  a  most  iniquitous  law  had 
been  defended  was  that  of  securing  the 
creditors.  In  revising  the  Law  of  Bank- 
ruptoy,  the  House  ought  to  endeavour 
to  bring  it  into  harmony  with  the  law 
of  other  countries,  and  the  rules  of  com- 
mon sense  and  common  honesty.  With 
regard  to  visible  goods,  it  was  said,  in 
years  gone  by,  tiiat  credit  might  be 
given  to  a  person  on  the  strength  of  his 
stock-in-trade,  and  that  it  might  belong 
to  another  person.  But  a  conclusive 
answer  to  that  was  given  by  Lord  Justice 
Enight  Bruce,  who  said,  when  a  case 
of  that  kind  came  before  him — "  If  you 
gave  credit  on  the  strength  of  the  stock- 
in-trade  being  his  own,  why  did  you  not 
ask  him  whether  it  was  Ms  own  or  not  ?' ' 
Under  the  Bills  of  Sale  Act,  it  was  pro- 
vided that  if  a  man  mortgaged  or  sold 
his  goods,  the  sale  should  be  registered  in 
a  public  registry,  and  the  creditor  had 


'  nothing  to  do  but  consult  that  r^stry 
to  satisfy  himself  on  the  point.  It  was 
not  all  goods  in  a  man's  possession  that 
were  subject  to  the  law,  for  there  were 
exceptions  so  large  as  almost  to  deprive 
the  creditors  of  the  benefit  of  the  rule. 
In  the  case  of  trust  property,  the  trust 
was  not  affected  by  the  Bankruptcy  Law, 
for  if  furniture  was  settled  on  a  man's 
wife,  the  creditors  could  not  get  the  be- 
nefit of  the  law.  The  law  was  injuri- 
ous to  every  one  ;  and,  if  he  could  not 
persuade  the  Attorney  General  to  strike 
out  the  clause,  he  trusted  he  would  con- 
sent so  to  modify  it  that  it  should  not 
extend  to  things  in  action. 

Mb.  MOBIJIY  thought  that,  if  the 
clause  was  intended  to  cover  goods  not 
belonging  to  the  bankrupt,  it  should  be 
expunged. 

Ma.  Aldeemam  W.  LAWEENCE  sup- 
ported the  clause,  believing  that  if  it 
should  be  struck  out  the  result  would 
be  an  extension  of  commercial  frauds. 
It  would  permit  retail  traders  to  have 
their  shops  stocked  with  goods  the  pro- 
perty of  other  parties,  and  if  a  man  be- 
came bankrupt  it  would  be  said  that  the 
whole  of  the  goods  belonged  to  other 
parties.  

The  ATTOENET  GENERAL  ac- 
ceded  to  the  Amendment  which  had 
been  suggested,  and  agreed  to  insert 
after  the  word  "bankrupt"  the  words 
"being  a  trader."  He  also  consented 
to  insert  a  proviso  to  the  effect  that 
"things  in  aetion  shaU  not  be  deemed 
goods  and  chattels  within  the  meaning 
of  this  clause."  The  pohcy  of  the  Bank- 
ruptcy L^w  was  this — that  if  a  man  in- 
trusted a  trader  with  goods  and  chattels 
upon  the  strength  of  which  he  obtained 
credit,  it  was  but  fair  that  when  he  be- 
came bankrupt  those  goods  and  chattels 
should  belong  to  his  creditors.  That 
had  been  the  law  for  nearly  200  years. 
He  had  heard  very  few  complaints 
against  that  law.  The  eS'ect  of  the  re- 
marks of  the  hon.  and  learned  Member 
for  Dover  (Mr.  Jessel)  was  this,  that 
the  law  was  not  altogether  effectual 
because  it  was  sometimes  evaded.  That 
was  not  a  reason  for  abolishing  the  law. 
He  could  not  go  the  length  proposed  by 
the  hon.  and  learned  Qentleman. 

Sib  EOUNDELL  PALMER  said,  he 
thought  they  could  not  go  further  in  the 
way  of  altering  the  law  than  was  pro- 
posed by  the  Attorney  General,  without 
totally  destroying  credit  in  this  countiy. 
2  B  2 
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It  should  be  remembered  that  a  year 
two  ago,  an  alteration  vas  made  in  t 
Law  of  Partnership.  Mere  participation 
in  profits  used  to  constitute  a  man  a 
partner;  but  now,  that  alone  was  not 
enough  to  constitute  a  man  a  partner. 
The  consequence  was  that  a  man  might 
canT  on  trade  for  his  own  benefit  with- 
out being  auswerahle  for  the  debts  in- 
onrred  in  that  trade.  The  effect  of  that 
would  bo  that  the  whole  stock  might 
go  to  the  person  for  whose  benefit  the 
toade  was  carried  on,  who  also  received 
the  whole  of  the  profits.  He  thought 
it  much  safer  to  limit  themselyes  to  the 
change  proposed  bythe  clause,  and  even 
that  change  seemed  to  require  some 
modification.  He  would  surest  that 
the  Amendment,  which  the  Attorney 
General  stated  that  he  would  introduce, 
should  be  qualified  by  adding  after  the 
words,  ''things  in  action,"  the  words 
"  other  than  debts  due  in  the  course  of 
Mb  trade  or  business." 

The  words  "being  a  trader,"  itutrtei. 

The  ATTOENET  GENEEAL  pro- 
posed to  add  the  words — 

"  Proiided  thRt  tbinga  in  bcIlod.  other  tban 
debt!  due  to  the  penon  in  the  eourae  of  trade  or 
buiinrte,  ihaU  not  be  deemed  goods  and  ehattel* 
wilhin  the  meaning  of  tba  clauH." 

Ma.  MUNTZ  said,  the  change  re- 
commended by  the  hon.  and  learned 
Member  for  Dover  had  been  in  practice 
in  France  for  forty  years.  Credit  was 
not  interfered  with  in  France  or  in  the 
United  States,  where  the  law  of  limited 
liability  was  in  operation,  and  he  did 
not  see  why  we  should  not  have  a  law 
far  more  convenient  and  just  than  the 
present  one. 

Ms.  JES8EL  said,  with  unfeigned 
respect  to  the  hon.  and  learned  Member 
for  Kichmond  (Sir  Boundell  Palmer) 
that  he  appeared  to  have  entirely  for- 
gotten the  lessons  of  his  experience.  He 
begged  to  differ  entirely  from  his  hon. 
and  learned  Friend's  opinion  that  the 
adoption  of  his  (Mr.  Jesael's)  suggestion 
would  destroy  credit  in  this  country. 
Every  civilized  country  on  the  face  of 
the  globe,  except  the  United  Kingdom, 
acted  on  the  principle  which  he  had 
supported.  He  should  be  ashamed  of 
his  country  if,  for  the  purpose  of  carry- 
ing on  trade,  it  was  necessary  to  have  a 
law  that  was  not  honest.  Commercial 
men  of  experience  did  not  give  credit 
to  a  man  merely  because  they  saw  goods 
in  his  shop  windows.  In  giving  oradit 
Sir  Rmmiell  Palmfr 
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thOT  relied  on  a  man's  oharaoter  and 
ability. 

Sm  KOUNDELL  PALMER  said, 
if  the  true  owner  held  out  to  the  world, 
that  those  goods  were  the  proper^  of 
the  trader,  he  did  not  thinic  honesty 
would  be  on  the  aide  of  the  true  owner 
if  he  said  they  should  not  be  liable  to 
pay  the  debts. 

Mr.  JE68EL  stud  there  was  a  statute 
of  Elizabeth  which  applied  to  that  case. 
A  man  who  was  a  party  to  a  fraud  ought, 
of  course,  to  suffer ;  bat  the  Judges,  in 
interpreting  the  statute,  had  gone  fur- 
ther than  the  statute  intended.  They 
held  that  an  honest  man  who  had  no 
intention  of  enabling  a  trader  to  acquire 
credit  fraudulently  uiould  lose  his  goods. 

Me.  Seejeamt  DOWSE  entirely  dif- 
fered from  the  hon.  and  learned  Mem- 
ber for  Dover  (Mr.  Jessel)  with  respect 
to  his  ideas  on  the  law  of  order  and  dis- 
position. The  Committee  were  not  en- 
ga^d  in  framing  a  commercial  code. 
His  eOTerieuee  in  Ireland  caused  him  to 
hope  that  that  country  might  be  exempt- 
ed from  any  such  change  as  the  hon. 
and  learned  Member  proposed.  In  hia 
early  professional  career  he  practised  in 
the  Bankruptcy  Court  in  Ireland,  and 
he  found  no  cmuse  of  the  Bankruptcy 
Act  more  useful  than  the  order  and  dis- 
position clause.  He  repeatedly  found 
that  quantities  of  goods  were  allowed 
to  be  in  the  possession  of  a  man  for  the 
purpose  of  giving  him  the  appearance 
of  being  a  rich  mercantile  man.  When 
the  matter  come  to  be  examined  it  was 
all  a  sham.  He  agreed  with  the  hon. 
and  learned  Member  for  Richmond  (Sir 
Roundell  Palmer)  that  if  the  goods  were 
in  the  bankrupt's  possession  by  the  con- 
sent of  their  true  owner,  the  owner  was 
to  blame,  and  the  proceeds  of  the  goods 
ought  to  be  distributed  among  the  cre- 
ditors. But  he  thought  that  "choses 
in  action  " — such  as  stocks  and  shares — 
should  be  exempted  from  the  operation 
"  the  law. 

Proviso  agretd  to. 

Clause,  as  amended,  ordwti  to  be 
added  to  the  Bill. 

Clause   15    (Regulations  as   to  first 

leeting  of  creditors). 

Me.  ANDERSON  moved,  in  page  6, 
line  2,  after  "registrars,"  insert  "orin 
his  absence  by  a  chairman  elected  by 
the  meeting."  In  Scotland  the  oieditora 
olw^a  elected  their  chairmMi. 
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The  attorney  GENERAL  said, 
he  was  anxious  that  the  registrar  should 
be  made  to  feel  that  it  vaa  his  duty  to 
attend  at  meeting^s  and  preside.  But 
he  vould  consent  to  the  Amendment  in 
thie  shape — that,  in  oase  of  ih«  illness 
or  nnaToidable  absence  of  the  registrar, 
tiie  meeting  might  elect  their  own  chair- 
man. 

Words  inserted. 

Amendment,  as  amended,  agrud  to. 

Mb.  WHITWELL  mored,  in  line  5, 
after  "  debt,"  insert  "  of  ten  pounds  or 
upwards.  

The  attorney  GENERAL  re- 
minded the  hon.  Gentleman  that  all  or- 
dinary Resolutions  at  eucb  meetings 
were  to  be  decided  by  a  majority  of 
value.  It  was  only  extraordinary  Reso- 
lutions that  were  passed  by  a  majority 
of  persons,  and  he  did  not  see  the  prin- 
ciple of  excluding  any  of  the  creditors. 

After  a  few  words  from  Mr.  Pees  in 
&Tonr  of  restriction, 

Amendment  negativei. 

Ms.  WRIT  WELL  moved  to  leave 
out  sub-secdons  (4)  and  (5)  relating  to 
the  qualification  of  creditors  to  vote. 

After  short  discussion,  Amendment 
negatived :  other  Amendments  on  clauae 
moved  and  negatived. 

Clause,  as  amended,  ordered  to  stand 
part  of  the  Bill 

Glauses  18  to  2S  agreed  to,  with  nome- 
TOUB  Amendments. 

House  returned. 

Gommittee  report  Progress;  to  sit 
a«ain  upon  Dteeday  next,  at  Two  of  the 


7BISOKS  (SCOTLAVD)  ADHINIBTSATIOII  ACT 
(1860)  AMENDHEITT  BILL. 

On  Motioo  of  Tha  Ldbd  AoTDDin,  Bill  to 
■miDd  "The  PrUom (SootUnd)  AdoilDiitnliaa 
Act,  1860,"  ordered  to  be  brought  in  bj  Tbe 
Lou  Adtooiti,  Mr.  Seontarir  Bhdoi,  aod  Mr, 
Sguoiiob  GiBimu.  for  Soon.iH». 

BOipreiented,  »ad  read  the  Brat  time.  [BiU  US.] 


nmiClAL  STATISTICS  (SCOTLAHII)  BILL. 
On  Motion  of  The  Lord  Adtouti,  BIU  to 
proiide  for  the  eol1«cliDa  of  Juriioiil  Stiliatica  in 
Sootlind,  ordered  to  be  brought  in  bj  The  Lord 
Adtociti,  Mr,  Seoretar;  Banci,  and  Mr.  Sou- 
cintn  GiRiKU.  for  Soortun. 

BiU  f>r«wn(cd,udrMHl(lwfln(  lint.  |;Btlll43.] 


(Joke  4,  1869)         Zmdt  {No.  2)  Bill. 


TITLES  TO  LAXD  COIfSOUDATIOB'  (SCOT- 
LAND) ACT  (1868)  AMENDMENT  BILL. 
Od  Mntion  of  The  Lous  AnrociTi,  Bill  to 
mend  "  The  Titlet  lo  Lnnd  ConaoUdetion  (Scot- 
land) Aet,  1868,"  orderrd  Co  be  briiught  in  bf  fb* 
Loan  Adtociti,  Mr.  Secretary  Bauoa,  and  Mr. 
SouoiTOB  GiHBsiL  for  SoOTLiKn. 

BiU  frMfiUoi,  and  read  the  &r*t  tine.  [Bill  HI.] 

OOITBT    OF    BEBBION    ACT    (1868)    AUENII- 

ICEHT  BILL. 

On  Motion  of  The  Loan   Adtociti,  Bill  to 

ifnd  "  Tbe  Court  of  SeMion  Act,  1868,"  in  n 

far  a>  the  exemption  of  light  ho  ute  keeperi  from 

ng  on  juries  )■  therebj  aboliihed,  ord^ed  ta 

be-broughi  in  hf  The  Ldbd  Adtocati,  Mr.  Se> 

itar;  Bhuob,  and  Mr.  Souoiroa  QsHtBU.  for 

SOOTUDD. 

Bill  prtienled,  and  read  the  flnt  tine.  [BiU  1 U.  ] 


SEA  FISESBXES  ACT  (1868)  SUFPLEUENTAL 
BILL. 

On  Motion  of  Mr.  Shut  LiriTU,  BiU  to 
oonGrm  an  Order  made  bjr  the  Board  of  Trade 
under  "  The  Sea  Fieberie*  Act,  1868,"  relating  to 
Ijtngitan,  etxhred  to  be  bronght  in  bj  Mr.  Soav 
LaviTU  and  Mr.  JoBN  Bbioht. 

BUlfr«tm(#iJ,and  read  the  Bm  time.  [BiUUS.l 


PUBLIC  PASES  (ISELAND)   BIU. 

On  Motioo  of  Mr.  H'Clubi,   Bill  to  afford 

cililiei  for  the  eetnbliiliment  and  maiDteniinDS 
of  Public  Parka  in  Ireland,  ordered  to  be  bronght 
*   bf  Mr.  M'Cluri,  Mr.  Willuh  JoBaiTon,  Mr, 

m,  and  Mr.  MAaniai, 

BUl;r(tniU(f,andread  the  Brat  time,  £BU1 117.] 


nrCLOBTTBE  OF  LANDS   (NO.   2)  BILL. 

On  Hotioa  of  Mr,  KNiTOBBOLi.-HiioaMaB,  BiU 
U>  authorlie  the  Incloiure  of  certain  Landa,  in 
punuaooe  of  a  Special  Kepcrt  of  the  Inoloiure 
ConimiHionera  for  England  and  Walei,  ordered 
to  be  hronght  in  bj  Mr.  Kkitchidll-Husmmh 
and  Mr.  Seeretar;  Bbvci. 

BiU  prMMtetf,  and  read  the  Bnt  time.  [BiU  US.] 


Home  adjonnwd  at  On*  o'clock. 


HOUSE    OP    LORDS, 
li-idag,  ith  June,  1869. 

HINUTES.I-Pdsuo  Buu-FiVd  Beading— 
Oxford  OoiTcrailr  Sutnlea*  (I  M). 

Committee — Reporl~Riit\gi<iat,  bdueational,  Ac. 
Soeietiea  Incoiporalion*  (81-118). 

Third  Reading  —  GoTCmmenl  <a  India  AM 
(101). 
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no  intentioii  of  castuig  a  tliouglit  of  cen- 
sure upon  the  Foreiga  Department  for 
any  appearaace  of  delay  in  communicat- 
ing the  Treaties  to  Parliament.  I  will- 
ingly presume  that  sufficient  reasona 
have  existed  on  public  grounds  for  re- 
tarding a  commuDication  which,  sooner 
or  later,  it  would  be  neoessaiy  to  make ; 
and  I  venture  to  hope  that  the  noble 
Earl  opposite  (the  Earl  of  Clarendon) 
will  be  more  inclined  to  commend  than 
U}  blame  me  for  affording  him  an  op- 
portunity of  stating  them  to  your  Lord- 
ships. Even  at  this  moment,  if  I  were 
disposed  to  enter  upon  the  subject-mat- 
ter of  the  Treaties,  I  should  find  myself 
precluded — not,  indeed,  by  the  actual 
want  of  the  requisite  iafonnation,  but 
by  the  want  of  time  indispensable  for 
perusing  the  Correspondence,  and  giving 
It  a  proper  degree  of  consideration. 
Although  the  Treaties  and  Correspond- 
ence were  laid  upon  your  Lordships' 
table  several  days  ago,  they  were  not 
delivered  at  my  house  till  hard  upon 
the  hour  of  noon  to-day.  The  Press, 
as  it  would  seem,  has  again  obtained 
a  certain  degree  of  precedency  over 
Parliament ;  and,  if  there  be  auyilting 
to  regret  in  that  circumstance,  the 
ability  of  the  article  in  Tk»  Timet  news- 
paper of  Monday  or  Tuesday,  couttun- 
ing  a  full,  though  compendious  account 
of  the  late  negotiations,  may  go  far  to 
atone  for  it.  Even  with  such  assistance 
as  might  be  derived  &om  diat  able 
and  interesting  statement  I  should  be 
wanting  in  respect  to  your  Lordahips, 
if  I  were  to  rush  into  a  discussion 
of  such  delicate  matter,  without  the 
power  of  referring  to  the  ofKcial  Oor- 
reqiondence  —  from  which,  at  present, 
I  mid  myself  debarred,  as  I  said  be- 
fore, by  the  lateness  of  the  delivery. 
It  must  be  admitted  that  Her  Ma- 
jesty's Government  —  which  ever  pax^ 
was  in  Office  —  had  a  moat  difficult 
and  delicate  duty  to  perform.  On  one 
side  there  must  have  been  an  anxious 
desire  to  ovctroome  the  provocations  to 
quarrel  and  to  preserve  the  relations  of 
mutual  kindness  between  two  countries 
which,"  in  reality,  have  the  strongest 
possible  reasons  for  being  always  at 
peace  with  each  other.  At  the  same 
time  essential  interests  were  to  be 
guarded,  and  the  honour  of  the  Crown 
and  nation  were  to  be  maintained,  in 
comply  with  every  concession  which 
the  most  liberal  views  of  justice  and  in- 


UNITED  STATES— THE  "ALABAMA" 
CLAIMS. 

ViscoTiHT  STRATFOED  DE  EED- 
CLIFFE,  who  had  given  notice  to  move — 

"  Thnt  an  humble  Addroaa  be  presented  to  Her 
Majeotj  for,  Copy  of  any  treaty  ooneluded  be- 
tween Her  Majesty's  Chief  Secretary  of  Stale  fof 
Foreign  ktSa.\n  and  the  MmiBlar  of  the  United 
State!  GoTerDment  of  North  America  reipeoting 
the  XMSslIed  Alabama  cl«ma,  be  laid  npan  the 
Table  of  the  Uouie," 

said,  the  object  of  the  Notice  which  I 
laid  upon  your  Lordships'  table  before 
the  Whitsun  Eecess,  and  which  stands 
for  consideration  to-day,  having  been 
fully  accomplished  by  the  production  of 
the  Papers  in  question,  it  remains  for 
me  only  to  offer  a  few  words  in  explana- 
tion of  the  motive  which  induced  me  to 
ask  for  them.  The  matter  is  one  of  very 
Ifreat  importance ;  and  I  wish  to  make 
it  clearly  understood  that,  in  moving  for 
the  Alabama  Treaty,  I  had  no  desire  to 
provoke  a  premature  or  inconvenient 
discussion  of  any  differences  existing 
between  the  British  and  American  Go- 
vernments, Still  less  had  I  in  view  to 
interfere  with  the  free  examination  of 
such  differences  in  the  public  Press.  At 
the  same  time,  it  was  manifest  —  par- 
ticularly in  the  columns  of  that  power- 
ful daily  print,  which  has  earned  the 
honourable  title  of  our  "  leading  jour- 
nal," that  the  Press  was  in  possession 
of  information — and  probably  of  papers 
relating  to  the  Alabama  claims,  and 
other  serious  matters  of  dispute  with 
America — which  had  not  been  commu- 
nicated to  either  House  of  Parliament. 
It  seemed  to  me  that  what  may  be 
termed  a  striking  contrast  between 
knowledge  out-of-doors,  and  ignorance 
within  might  be  carried  too  far ;  and 
that  the  time  had  arrived  when  the 
Treaties  known  to  have  been  concluded 
between  the  two  Governments  and  re- 
jected by  the  United  States  should,  in 
common  decency,  be  laid  upon  the  table 
of  the  House — or,  at  least,  that  the  rea- 
sons for  their  being  withheld  so  long 
ahould  be  submitted  to  your  Lordships 
on  the  usual  respousibilily  of  Ministers. 
This  could  not  be  done  on  notice,  with- 
out a  simultaneous  opening  for  debate ; 
but  the  habitual  prudence  of  your  Lord- 
ships assured  me  beforehand  that  the 
risk  of  such  inconvenience  was  not 
enough  to  outweigh  the  disadvantage 
which  it  had  become  so  desirable  to  re- 
move. In  making  this  statement,  I  have 
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tem&donal  amity  could  suggest.  It  re- 
mains to  be  seen  in  what  manner  and 
with  what  success  these  divei^ng  lines 
of  negotiatiou  have  been  brought  to- 
gether. Two  things  appear  to  be  cer- 
tain —  first,  that  a  iSeaty,  altered  to 
please  the  American  Ooremment,  has 
been  sanctioned  by  both  GoTemments 
and  rejected  by  the  American  Senate; 
secondly,  that  we  are  at  liberty  to  pro- 
pose a  &esh  negotiation,  or  to  decline 
a  Himjlftr  proposal,  as  may  best  suit  our 
interest  or  convenience.  Meanwhile,  we 
have  grounds  for  believing  that  an  in- 
temperate oration  addressed  to  the  Ame- 
rican Senate,  and  extravagant  to  a  de- 
free  of  absurdity — a  speech  which,  de- 
vered  by  a  man  who  bas  acquired  some 
reputation,  and  who  would  have  been 
thought  to  take  into  consideration  the 
oonsequences  of  what  he  might  say — 
this  extravagant  and  absurd  speech  has 
carried  with  it  its  own  antidote,  by 
arousing  the  calmer  judgment  of  the 
American  people :  and  it  is  reasonable 
to  e^iect  that  if  Her  Majea^'a  Qovem- 
ment  think  proper  Ia  resume  negotia- 
tions, for  the  laudable  purpose  of  re- 
moving all  possible  causes  of  misunder- 
standing between  England  and  Ame- 
rica, they  will  not  have  to  con&ont  pro- 
C'tions  which  justice  and  honour,  no 
than  the  national  interest,  will  com- 
pel us  to  reject.  It  has  been  saii — 
though  with  little  reflection — that  the 
United  States  will  bide  their  time,  and 
abstain  &om  calling  us  to  a  reckoning 
till,  &ee  &om  their  own  embarrassments 
and  seeing  us  in  difficulty,  they  may  re- 
vive their  suspended  claims,  and  bring 
us,  in  a  moment  of  weakness,  to  terms 
of  their  own  dictation.  Clod  forbid  that 
we  should  entertain  so  base  a  suspicion, 
worthy  only  of  those  benighted  ages 
when  passion,  treachery,  and  violence 
prevailed  in  tjie  council  of  contending 
nations,  and  over-ruled  every  sentiment 
of  jufitiee  and  humanly.  Ko,  my  Lords, 
notwithatasding  some  clouds  which  over- 
hang the  western  horizon,  I  put  my 
trust  in  the  strength  of  public  opinion, 
whether  on  this  side  of  the  Atlantic  or 
the  other,  and  in  those  ties  of  mutual 
interest  and  those  sympathies  of  race 
and  law  which  forbid  the  adoption  by 
either  litigant  of  any  extreme  or  hostile 
course.  The  recent  arrival  in  this  coun- 
try af  a  representative,  known  in  both 
hemispheres  for  his  great  literary  attain- 
ments, and  enjoying  a  high  social  repu- 


tation in  the  old  as  well  as  in  the  new 

country  (Mr.  Motley)  may  be  accepted 
as  an  omen  of  peace.  I  have  the  honour 
of  this  gentleman's  acquaintance,  and  I 
believe  that  his  high  personal  character, 
in  harmony  with  the  great  reputation 
he  has  among  us,  will  tend  to  import  a 
spirit  of  peace  and  kindness  into  the 
negotiations  entrusted  to  him.  He  comes 
among  us  once  more  vrith  every  personal 
motive  for  establishing  his  weU-eamed 
tame  on  the  deep  and  durable  founda- 
tions of  success  in  pacific  diplomacy ; 
and  we  may  hope  that  his  instructioas, 
proceeding  &om  the  same  source  as  his 
appointment,  wUl  enable  him  to  realize 
our  Mendly  expectations.  My  Lords, 
I  have  said  as  much  as  circumstances 
allow  on  this  important  subject.  I  trust 
that  I  have  not  said  more  than  prudence 
permits,  and  reserving  to  myself  the  dis- 
cretion, if  it  should  appear  desirable,  of 
going  more  completely  into  its  merits  on 
some  fiiture  occasion,  I  leave  the  ques- 
tion with  confidence  to  Her  Majesty's 
Government,  and  emphatically  to  my 
noble  Friend  who  is  entrusted  with  the 
management  of  our  foreign  relations. 

The  Eabi,  op  CLARENDON:  My 
Lords,  as  there  are  reasons,  to  which, 
perhaps,  it  is  unnecessary  to  allude,  why 
a  discussion  at  this  moment  on  the  re- 
cent negotiations  between  this  country 
and  the  United  States  would  not  be  for 
the  public  advantage,  I  must  thank  my 
noble  Friend  (Viscount  Stratford  de 
Itedcliffe)  for  the  moderate  tone  in  which 
he  has  <Med  attention  to  the  subject, 
and  for  the  care  he  has  taken  not  to  add 
to  the  excitement  which  at  this  moment 
exists  with  respect  to  the  so-called  Ala- 
bama claims.  I  am  very  sorry  that  the 
Papers  which  I  laid  on  the  table  on 
Monday  only  reached  my  noble  Friend 
this  morning,  and  I  am  unable  to  ac- 
count for  the  delay ;  but  I  informed  him 
on  Tuesday  that  I  'had  produced  them, 
and  he  might  have  obtained  a  copy 
earlier  than  he  did  had  he  expressed 
such  a  desire.  I  think  he  rather  implied 
that  I  had  furnished  the  newspapers 
with  information  of  which  Parhament 
waa  not  in  possession;  but  I  can  only 
assure  him  that,  as  far  as  I  am  con- 
cerned, that  has  not  been  the  case.  Par- 
liament haa  certainly  a  right  to  the 
fullest  information  at  the  earliest  oppor> 
tonity  of  proceedings  of  such  high  im- 
portance. As  the  Correspondence  may 
not  have  reached  other  noble  Lords  tiU 
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to-day,  I  think  it  may  be  convenient 
that  I  should  give  a  very  short  account 
of  wliat  it  contains.  It  will  not  be  ne- 
cessary, however,  to  refer  in  detail  to 
matters  which  are  well  known  to  have 
been  often  discussed,  nor  to  trace  the 
controversy  from  the  time  when  my  noble 
Friend  (Earl  Bussell)  declared  that  the 
Britisli  Government  was  not  responsible 
for  the  manner  in  which  it  gave  efifect  to 
its  own  municipal  law,  and  cotild  not 
submit  to  the  judgment  even  of  a  foreign 
Sovereign  the  responsibility  of  ita  conduct 
in  that  respect,  however  confident  in  his 
impartiality  and  discretion.  My  noble 
Fneud  who  preceded  me  in  Office  (Lord 
Stanley)  made  this  concession — that  be 
offered  to  refer  to  arbitration  the  claims 
of  American  subjects  arising  from  the 
losses  sustained  by  the  Alabama  and 
other  vessels ;  but  in  November,  1867, 
those  negotiations  were  brought  to  an 
end  by  Mr.  Seward  decbning  to  waive 
what  he  conceived  to  be  his  right  to 
bring  before  the  arbitration  the  question 
of  the  recognition  of  the  Southern  States 
as  belligerents.  In  this  state  affairs  re- 
mained till  Mr.  Keverdy  Johnson's  ar- 
rival. Mr.  Johnson  came  to  this  country 
not  only  with  friendly  professions,  but, 
I  believe,  with  the  aincerest  desire  on 
his  part  honourably  to  adjust  the  dif- 
ferences between  the  two  countries,  and 
to  establish  their  relations  on  the  footing 
on  which  they  ought,  and,  I  would 
almost  add,  they  must  be.  I  do  not  say 
this  on  account  of  the  usual  sentimental 
grounds,  as  I  may  call  them — groimds 
of  common  ancestry,  language,  and  free 
institutions,  although  to  those  I  attach 
a  very  high  importance ;  but  on  account 
of  the  incalculable  and  increasing  ma- 
terial interests  which  now  knit  the  two 
countries  tj^ether,  interests  which  are 
based  on  peace,  and  which  the  good 
sense  of  the  two  nations  will  not  allow 
to  be  broken  by  wa^.  The  opinions  of 
Mr.  Beverdy  Johnson  in  this  sense  were 
'  notorious  through  the  United  States, 
and  his  appointment,  I  believe,  was 
unanimously  ratified  by  the  Senate, 
though  it  had  vetoed  almost  every  other 
diplomatic  appointment  made  by  Presi- 
dent Johnson.  There  was,  therefore, 
every  reason  to  think  that  a  more  friendly 
feeling  existed  on  the  part  of  the  people 
and  Government  of  the  United  States. 
Mr.  Johnson  commenced  his  n^otia- 
tions  by  making  various  propositionB 
which  Lord  Stanley  could  not  accept; 
2%e  Earl  of  Clarmdm 
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but  on  the  9th  of  October  laat  they  con- 
cluded a  Convention  settling  the  ques- 
tion of  naturalization,  to  which  the 
United  States  attracted  such  importance 
that  they  made  it  the  mm  qu&  non  of  any 
negotiations ;  and  under  that  Protocol 
the  question  of  indefeasible  allegianco 
was  settled  by  an  agreement  that  a  na- 
tural-bom Englishman,  on  becoming 
naturalized  in  the  United  States,  shoiild 
divest  himself  of  his  former  nationality. 
Considering  the  altered  circumstances  of 
our  time,  the  iacilitiea  of  communica- 
tion, and  the  number  of  persons  seek- 
ing to  better  their  fortune  by  domi- 
ci£ng  themselves  in  other  countries, 
it  was  impossible,  I  think,  for  a 
country  like  England,  which  promotea 
and  encourages  emigration,  to  insist 
any  longer  on  the  doctrine  of  indefea- 
sible alfogiance.  The  Protocol  signed 
by  my  noble  Friend  was  more  liberal 
than  the  Prussian  treaty  having  the 
same  object  in  view,  for  by  the  Prussian 
treaty  it  was  insisted  tliat  a  Prussian 
subject  should  be  resident  in  the  United 
States  for  five  years  before  he  obtained 
that  right,  whereas  there  was  no  such 
restriction  in  the  Protocol  signed  by 
Lord  Stanley.  I  merely  refer  to  this  aa 
a  proof  of  the  desire  of  the  British  Go- 
vernment to  meet  the  wishes  of  tha 
United  States.  On  the  17th  of  October 
Lord  Stanley  signed  a  Protocol  respect- 
ing the  San  Juan  Water  Boundary, 
wmch  has  been  more  or  less  a  matter  of 
dispute  for  nearly  fifty  years,  proposing 
to  settle  it  on  the  basis  origiaally  sug- 
gested by  my  noblePriend  (EarlBuasell), 
On  the  20th  of  October  Lord  Stanley  and 
Mr.  Johnson  entered  on  tho  consideration 
of  the  Alabama  claims;  and,  aiter  some 
propositions  on  the  part  of  Mr.  Johnson 
had  been  very  properly  declined  by  Lord 
Stanley,  Mr.  Johnson  proposed  that  two 
Commisaionera  should  be  appointed  on 
each  side,  to  whom  all  claims  should  be 
referred,  and  that  the  Commissioners 
fdiould  then  appoint  an  Arbitrator  or 
Arbitrators,  to  whose  final  decision 
^ould  be  referred  any  question  upon 
which  the  Gommissionera  should  not  be 
able  to  come  to  a  decision — it  being  pro- 
vided that  neither  Government,  in  case 
this  was  agreed  to,  ahould  make  out  a 
case  in  support  of  its  position,  and  that 
no  person  slkonld  be  heard  for  or  against 
any  such  claim,  the  official  Oorrespon- 
dence  alone  being  laid  before  the  Oom- 
missioners.    This  waa  put  into  a  more 
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formal  ah&pe,  and  on  the  lOth  of  No- 
Tember  Lewd  Stanley  signed  a  Conven- 
tion with  Mr.  Johnson.  Two  days  aft«r- 
wards  Mr.  JohuBon  received  a  telegram 
&om  Washing^n  from  Mr.  Seward 
Btating  that  the  Convention  waa  entirely 
Bcoeptable,  except  that  the  place  of 
meeti^  should  be  altered  to  Washing- 
ton. To  this  Lord  Stanley  acceded ;  and 
lie  had  therefore  every  reason  to  believe 
that  Mr.  Johneon  was  not  only  fiilly  em- 
powered to  sign  the  Convention,  but 
that  it  would  meet  with  the  full  approval 
of  Mr.  Seward,  who  was  cognizant  of 
every  step  which  had  been  taken  in  the 
matter.  It  was  not  till  the  27th  of  No- 
vember that  Lord  Stanley  knew  it  was 
objected  to ;  and  it  waa  not  till  the  let 
of  December  that  he  became  informed 
of  the  nature  of  those  objections,  and 
that  alterations  in  the  terms  of  the  Con- 
vention were  proposed.  The  present 
Government,  therefore,  was  met  on  the 
very  threshold  of  Office  by  this  diplo- 
matic difficulty.  We  were  told  in  a 
letter  intended  for  Lord  Stanley  that 
Mr.  Beverdy  Johnson  had  misunderstood 
his  instructions,  that  he  had  departed 
widely  irom  the  Convention  of  1863, 
which  waa  throughout  taken  as  a  model, 
that  the  President  thought  several  of  the 
articles  of  the  Convention  inadmissible, 
and  that  the  Cabinet  were  agreed  that 
the  Convention  could  not  be  ratified  by 
the  Senate.  Mr.  Seward,  at  the  same 
time,  with  great  earnestness,  begged 
Xiord  Stanley  not  to  insist  on  the  Con- 
vention being  laid  before  the  Senate  nor 
refuse  to  complete  a  good  work.  A 
grave  responsibility,  therefore,  rested  on 
Sie  Government,  and  we  had  either  to 
insist  upon  the  Convention  being  laid 
before  the  Senate — in  which  case  we 
knew  it  would  be  rejected — or  undertake 
to  modify  a  Convention  which  was  al- 
ready signed.  We  felt  that  the  former 
course  would  be  open  to  much  obloquy, 
and  that  our  motives  would  be  liable  to 
misconstruction,  and  that  we  might  be 
accused  of  refusing  to  accomplish  a  good 
work  that  had  been  nearly  completed  by 
our  predecessors.  We  accordmgly  ex- 
amined the  modifications  proposed,  and 
found  that  in  reality  they  were  variations 
in  form  rather  than  of  substance.  On 
the  Hth  of  January,  I  accordingly  signed 
a  Convention  with  Mr.  Johnson,  and 
both  that  and  the  Convention  signed  by 
Lord  Stanley  will  be  found  in  the  Papers 
which  have  been  produced.    They  are 


both  at  an  end — ^they  are  now  dead  and 
buried — and  I  do  uot  see  that  any  nsefiil 
purpose  would  be  served  by  entering 
into  detail  into  the  differences  between 
them.  If,  at  any  future  time,  the  noble 
Yisoount  or  any  other  noble  Lord 
should  bring  forward  the  subject,  I  shall 
be   perfectly  ready  to    enter  into  the 

frinciples  of  the  first  Convention,  which 
think  adhered  far  more  closely  to  the 
Convention  of  18S3,  which  was  of  Ame- 
rican origin  and  had  been  insisted  on  as 
the  model  which  should  be  followed, 
than  the  one  sent  over  by  Mr.  Seward. 
No  impajtial  person,  I  tlunk,  will  deny 
that  everything  has  been  done  in  order 
to  meet  the  wishes  and  adopt  the  prO' 
poeals  of  the  American  Government ; 
indeed,  so  great  has  been  the  desire 
both  of  the  late  and  the  present  Govern- 
ment to  bring  this  paiiLTul  controversy 
to  a  dose  that  your  Lordships  may 
think  that  our  concessions  have  been 
carried  beyond  a  legitimate  limit.  I  do 
not  wonder,  therefore,  that  there  waa 
no  great  expression  of  dissatisikction 
when  the  negotiations  fell  through.  I 
should  also  mention  that  while  the 
Treaty  waa  under  the  conaideration  of 
the  Senate  Mr.  Johnson  came  to  me  and 
said  be  was  advised  that  his  Govern- 
ment had  claims  against  the  British 
Government  which  certainly  were  not 
recognized  in  the  Treaty,  and  he  there- 
fore applied  to  have  a  supplementary 
Article  added,  or  the  first  Article 
changed,  so  as  to  give  each  Government 
a  ri^t  of  bringing  its  own  particular 
claim  before  the  Arbitrator.  That  pro- 
position, I  need  hardly  say,  was  de- 
clined. It  was  only  on  the  3rd  of  April 
that  we  learnt  that  the  Senate  had  re- 
vised to  ratify  the  Convention  by  a  Vote 
of  54  to  I,  in  accordance  with  the  Ee- 
port  of  the  foreign  Affairs  Committee ; 
on  which  occasion  Mr.  Sumner  delivered 
the  speech  to  which  the  noble  Yiscount 
has  referred — a  speech  much  to  be  re- 
gretted, but  upon  which,  I  think,  too 
great  stress  should  not  be  laid,  for  Mr. 
Sumner  is  not  a  member  of  the  Govern- 
ment ;  he  does  not*  speak  under  any 
Ministerial  responsibility ;  and,  although 
the  Senate  supported  hun  by  their  vote, 
we  have  no  reason  to  know  that  the 
members  of  that  majority  supported 
either  his  extravagant  claims  or  hia 
statements.  I  will  not  criticize  those 
stat«ments.  Public  opinion  is  made  up 
upon  them,  and  I  quite  agree  with  toe 
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noble  ^iBcotmt  that  the  practical  good 
sense  of  the  American  people  is  leading 
them  to  form  an  estimate  of  the  speech 
that  does  not  differ  videly  fi:om  that 
formed  in  thia  country.  Both  Mr. 
Johnson  and  Kr.  Sumner  hare  rendered 
much  service  to  this  counti^,  and  I 
doubt  whether  that  service  could  have 
been  rendered  so  effectually  in  any 
other  way.  Mr.  Johnson,  in  those 
numerous  public  assemblies  that  he  at- 
tended, called  forth  a  most  spontaneous 
and  manly  expression  of  the  Mendship 
and  good  feding  which  the  English 
people  entertain  towards  the  United 
States — a  feeling  such  as  they  do  not 
entertain,  and  merefore  could  not  ex- 
press, towards  any  other  nation;  and, 
on  the  other  hand,  Ur.  Sumner  has 
elicited  through  hie  speech  a  response 
from  the  Press  of  this  country,  repre- 
senting every  shade  of  political  feeling, 
which  must  mahe  it  equally  manifest 
that,  however  much  we  desire  peace, 
and  however  highly  we  value  our  rela- 
tions with  the  United  States,  there  is 
one  thing  we  value  more  and  which  we 
can  never  submit  to  eacrifice — our  na- 
tional honour.  I  do  not  venture  to  pre- 
dict what  course  events  may  take,  and  I 
cannot  say  what  will  be  tiie  course  of 
Her  Majesty's  Qovemment  beyond  giv- 
ing an  assurance  that,  notwithstanding 
all  tbat  has  paesed,  there  will  be  the 
Bame  friendly  feeling  towards  the  United 
States  and  the  same  desire  to  bring  this 
controversy  to  a  close.  I  agree  with  the 
noble  Viscount  that  it  is  a  good  omen 
that  a  man  of  Mr.  Motley's  eminence 
should  have  been  appointed  to  repre- 
sent the  United  States  in  this  country. 
His  historical  reputation,  his  diplomatic 
experienoe,  and  his  agreeable  manners, 
will  secure  him  a  hearty  welcome  among 
all  classes  of  the  community,  among 
whom  he  has  many  attached  friends; 
and  I  think  it  is  fortunate  that  so  en- 
lightened an  observer  of  national  cha- 
racter should  be  in  the  position  which 
he  now  occupies,  for  he  will  know  what 
he  can  flurfy  propose  to  ub,  and  what 
we  can  fairly  acc^.  I  have,  of  course, 
had  the  pleasure  of  seeing  Mr.  Motley, 
but  I  have  had  no  direct  official  c<nn- 
munioation  with  him,  and  I  do  not 
know  what  are  his  instructions.  Having 
said  this  much,  I  think  your  Lordships 
will  approve  the  reticence  which  I  have 
thou^t  it  my  duty  to  observe. 

l%e  Earl  of  CUtrtndm 
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GOVERNMENT  OF  INDIA  ACT  AMEND- 

MENT  BILL— (Ko-  lOi.) 

( TU  Duke  oj  Argyll,) 

TPTBH  EEADIKO. 

Order  of  the  Day  for  the  Third  Bead- 
ing, read. 

Moved,  "That  Ibe  Bill  be  now  read 
3*."— (7B<s  Duh  ofArgyU.) 

LoED  HOUGHTON  stated,  that  hay- 
ing been  unable  conveniently  to  propose 
on  a  previous  occasion  his  Amendment, 
enabCng  members  of  the  Council  of 
India  to  sit  in  Farliament,  he  should  not 
now  raise  the  ijuestion.  It  ought,  how- 
ever, to  be  seriously  considered  whether 
a  clause  in  the  Act  of  1858  should  be 
retained,  which  was  objected  to  at  the 
time,  which  deprived  the  CouncU  of  the 
services  of  die  noble  Lord  (Lord 
Lawrence),  the  late  Governor  General, 
excluded  other  men  who,  on  returning 
from  Lidia,  might  render  great  service, 
and  debarred  members  of  the  Council 
fi^m  enjoying  the  privilege  of  represent- 
ing constituencies  iB  the  House  of  Com- 
mons, where  they  would  best  become 
aware  of  the  feelings  and  interests  of 
their  countrymen. 

Motion  agrtad  to;  Bill  read  3'; 
Amendments  made ;  Bill  jiomaI,  and  sent 
to  the  Commons. 


HOUSE    OP    COMMONS, 
IViday,  AthJune,  1869. 

MINUTES.]-SiiprLT— iMMuJnwfiitCowniaM. 
PtBUO  Bill— AefxM— Ojttor  and  Hnnel  Futi» 
■  --[76]. 


NAVT— RESERVE  CHANNEL  SftUADRON. 

QUESTIOif. 

Ma.  QOUBLEY  said,  he  vould  beg 
to  aak  the  First  Lord  of  the  Admiralty, 
If  he  will  state  to  the  House  his  opinion 
of  the  abili^  and  fitness,  or  otherwise, 
for  active  Naval  Service  of  the  Coast 
Guard  and  Naval  Beserve  Seamen  who 
composed  the  force  recently  under  his 
command  on  board  the  Beserve  Channel 
Squadron  ;  if  he  will  state  in  what  evo- 
lutions the  men  and  ships  were  exer- 
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(dsed,  ftsd  whether  such  as  vould  arise 
out  of  knowleiige  gamed  by  experiments 
ma^le  and  being  made  In  modem  Nay&l 
w&rfare  ;  and,  if  he  considers  diat  the 
present  ships  of  the  Reserve  Squadron 
TTOuld  be  of  use  for  active  service  in  t] 
erent  of  war,  and,  if  so,  what  branch 

Mk.  CHILDEES:  In  reply,  Sir,  to 
m^  hon.  Friend  I  have  to  Bay  that  Ad- 
miral Key,  who  commanded  the  squad- 
ron of  Beserve,  is  about  to  send  in  a  full 
Iteport,  with  Tables,  of  the  conduct  and 
fitness  for  service  of  the  Naval  Eeserve 
and  Coast  Chiard  men  who  embarked  for 
the  recent  oruize.  When  the  Admiralty 
have  considered  that  Report  it  shall  be 
laid  upon  the  table,  with  any  other 
Papers  on  the  subject.  It  will  also  de- 
scribe the  evolutions  and  exercises  of  the 
squadron.  I  may,  however,  say  in 
general  terms  that  we  have  every  reason 
to  be  satisfied  with  the  men,  as  a  Reserve, 
and  with  their  conduct.  With  reference 
to  the  last  Question,  we  are  substituting 
for  the  old  wooden  line-of-battle  ships, 
■which  formerly  were  used  as  Coast 
Guard  ships,  iron-clads  of  various  ^es. 
Three  were  so  substituted  by  my  right 
hon.  Friend  opposite,  and  four  more  are 
now  under  orders  to  take  the  place  of 
four  wooden  ships,  which  went  with  the 
squadron.  I  hope  that  by  the  end  of 
the  year  the  whole  of  the  Coast  Guard 
fleet  will  be  efficient  armoured  ships; 
and  we  shall  thus  have  at  our  command 
within  a  few  hours  a  squadron  of  nine 
iron-clads,  to  supplement  the  Channel 
Squadron. 


Camiet  (fDotietan  Sous. 


INDIA— BANK  OF  BENOAL. 

QTrBSnON. 

Mb.  O.  OBEQOBT  said,  he  wished 
to  ask  (he  Under  Secretary  of  8tat«  for 
India,  "Whether  any  direction  or  order 
has  been  sent  out  for  closing  the  agency 
established  by  the  Bank  of  Bengal  with- 
in the  PresidencT  of  Bombay ;  and,  whe- 
ther such  order  has  been  complied  with; 
or,  if  not,  whether  any  steps  are  being 
taken  for  enforcing  the  same  ? 

Mr.  grant  duff  :  Sir,  no  abso- 
lute order  has  been  sent  out ;  but  we  have 
directed  the  Government  of  India  to  use 
all  its  influence,  which  is,  I  need  hardly 
Bay,  considerable,  to  obtain  the  closing 
of  the  a^ncy.    The  result  is  still  nn- 


CLERKS  TO  MAGISTRATES.— ftnESTION. 

Me.  EUSSELL  GURNET  said,  he 
would  beg  to  ask  the  Secretary  of  State 
for  the  Home  Department,  Whether  it 
is  the  intention  of  the  Qovemment  to 
introduce  a  Bill  to  render  compulsoiy 
the  payment  of  Clerks  to  Magistrates  by 
salary? 

Mk.  BRUCE  replied  that  under  the 
14  and  16  Viet,  power  was  given  to 
counties  and  boroughs  to,make  arrange- 
ments with  the  clerks  to  the  justices 
that  they  should  bepaid  by  salaries  in- 
stead of  by  fees,  Ihat  power  was  per- 
missive, but  inasmuch  as  it  had  been 
taken  advantage  of  by  diirty  counties, 
escludve  of  Wales,  and  by  certain 
Welsh  counties  also,  as  well  as  by  a 
considerable  number  of  boroughs,  the 
Government  did  not  think  it  would  be 
necessary  to  bring  in  a  Bill  to  make  its 
adoption  compulsory. 

INCOME  TAX.— dOESTION. 

Me.  POLLAED-UEQUHAET  said, 
he  would  beg  to  ask  Mr.  Chancellor  of 
the  Exchequer,  Whether  persons  who 
shall  be  hable  to  the  payment  of  any 
rent,  or  any  yearly  interest  of  money, 
or  any  annuity  or  annual  payment,  either 
as  a  charge  on  any  property,  or  as  a 
personal  debt  or  obligation,  by  virtue  of 
any  contract  which  shall  be  payable 
half-yearly,  or  at  any  shorter  or  more 
distant  periods,  shall  be  entitled  and 
authorized  on  m airing  such  payment  be- 
tween the  1st  of  April  1669,  and  the 
1st  of  January  1870,  to  deduct  there- 
from the  amount  payable  under  the  In- 
come and  Property  Tax  of  the  present 
year ;  and,  if  such  person  is  not  autho- 
rized to  make  such  deduction,  what  do- 
duction  he  is  authorized  to  make  from 
the  first  of  such  charges  payable  in 
shorter  than  annual  periods  he  may  pay 
after  the  Ist  of  January  1870  ? 

Me.  STAN8FELD  repUed  that  in- 
come tax  under  such  circumstances  could 
be  deducted  immediately  alter  it  had 
been  paid,  but  not  before. 

IRELAND— THE    FENIAN  CONVICT 
O'DONOVAN  ROSSA.— ftUESTION. 

Sib  JOHN  GRAY  said,  he  would  beg 
to  ask  the  Secretary  of  State  for  the 
Home  Department,  If  his  attention  has 
been  directed  to  the  statement  published 
in  one  of  the  Irish  aewspapers,  appa- 
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rently  on  autiiority,  to  the  effect  that  the 
piieon  authoritieB  bo  secured  the  hands 
of  one  of  the  political  priBoners  by  ma- 
nacles behind  his  badi,  that  he  could 
neither  dreaa  nor  undress,  or  raise  food 
to  his  mouth,  and  continued  this  cruelty 
for  thirty-three  days  ;  and,  if  the  state- 
ment be  true,  tras  the  circumstance  re- 
ported to  the  Home  Office,  and  ia  there 
any  objection  to  place  the  Beport  before 
the  Houee,  with  a  statement  as  to  'whe- 
ther the  officer  guilty  of  this  cruelty  wa* 
reprimanded  or  otherwise  dealt  with,  and 
how? 

Mb.  BRUCE :  Sir,  I  am  obliged  to 
nty  hon.  Friend  for  making  this  inquiry, 
for  it  ia  clear  that  the  statement  he  has 
just  made,  if  true,  ought  to  be  explained; 
if  not  true,  it  ought  to  be  contradicted. 
Now,  the  &cts  ofthe  case  with  regard  to 
this  unfortunate  man — 0' Donovan  Bossa 
are  these — He  was  committed  to  Pen- 
tourUIe  on  the  23rd  of  December,  1865. 
Under  ordinary  circumstancee  prisoners 
would  be  detained  there  nine  months 
before  being  sent  to  the  convict  prison. 
'  But  it  was  thought  more  humane,  and 
more  conducive  to  their  health,  to  send 
these  prisoners  at  once  to  Portland, 
which,  if  I  may  u^e  the  expression,  is 
the  most  cheenul,  and  certainly  most 
healthful  of  all  oiir  convict  prisons.  His 
conduct  there  was  so  violent  and  out- 
rageous, and  produced  so  bad  an  efiFect 
upon  the  other  Fenian  prisoners,  that  it 
was  found  absolutely  necessary  to  send 
him  to  Millbank,  to  which  place  he  was 
removed  in  February,  1867.  What  his 
conduct  was  while  at  Portland  is  de- 
scribed in  the  Beport  of  Messrs.  Knox 
and  Pollock.  The  House  will  perhaps, 
allow  me  to  read  an  extract  &om  this 
Beport,  more  especially  as  it  is  stated  in 
the  Beport  from  which  t^  hon.  Friend 
quotes  that  O'Donovan  Bossa  was  of  a 
gentle  and  tractable  disposition.  The 
Beport  says — 

"  The  soDTiot  Roua  ii  a  dingeroas  man,  and 
muit  remain  tbe  object  or  naoeaiing  aniiety  and 
Tigilance  to  the  anthoritjei.  The  lenior  wanler 
Kt  MiUbank,  a  man  of  do  mean  experieno*  inoon- 
fiot  lire,  uid  that  in  the  whole  aoune  of  hia 
oareer  ha  had  nerer  mat  with  the  eqnat  of  thi> 
most  nufortonala  man,  Jeremiah  O'Donovan 
Roua.  lie  had  no  ili  DMfe  to  oonpUin  of— no 
MTsritji  but  of  hit  own  aaeking.  He  mnit  amend 
hit  waji,  or  ahida  his  fate." 
Again,  it  was  said-— 

"  A*  long  ■)  the  traaion-felon]'  ooniiot  Jere- 
miah O'Donoran  Roua  was  at  Portland,  lo  long 
were  thega  prisonera  in  a  atata  of  ohrocio  djicon- 
tenl,  whtoh  found  ils  eipnnioD  in  dhiljr  aoU  of 
Sir  John  dray 


intobordiaatioD,  and  wordi  of  iniolent  dsAanea, 
Me  hai  moat  properlf  baen  remoTad  to  Millbank, 
and  an  enlirelj  different  iUl«  of  facte  preTaila. 
Since  Roiaa'e  removal  the  priaon  authorities  ex- 
pma  themaelves  aa  br  mora  satisflcd  wiih  the 
oondnct  of  the  treaion-felonf  coniioti ;  the  con- 
vioti  declare  themaelTes  far  more  oonttnt  witta. 
the  treatment  tbejr  receire  from  the  aulhoritiea, 
'  AC  present  I  Bod  the  state  of  thingg  bare  almatt 
ralativalr  perfect  happineaa,'  aaid  treason- fe I onf 
aonvict  O'Learr  to  us.  '  The  oondnct  of  the 
oonTieCs  has  been  Ihr  batter,  the;  are  far  nai« 
indaitriODi,  and  far  less  insolent,'  was  in  effect 
tba  languajie  of  the  varderi,  manj  of  irbom  in 
terms  actributAd  ttie  cbange  to  the  removal  of 

After  spending  a  year  at  Millbank  he 
was  removed  to  Chatham  on  the  24th  of 
February,  1868,  and  during  the  greater 
part  of  the  time  be  continued  at  Chatham 
ne  continued  the  course  of  conduct  which 
he  had  exhibited  while  at  Portland.  I 
will  not  weaiy  the  House  by  reading  a 
list  of  the  offences  for  which  he  has  re- 
ceived punishment,  but  will  refer  only 
to  those  which  occurred  in  June  last. 
The  general  direction  with  respect  to 
Fenian  prisoners  is  to  overlook  minor 
offences  tor  which  ordinary  prisoners  are 
punished,  and  only  to  punish  them  for 
great  offences.  On  the  1st  of  June, 
1866,  Bossa  was  reported  for  insubor- 
dinate conduct,  refiising  to  work,  and 
having  his  cell  utensils  in  a  filthy  state, 
and  he  was  sentenced  to  three  days' 
close  confinement  on  punishment  diet. 
On  the  5th  of  Jime  he  was  reported 
for  hi^y  insubordinate  conduct,  using 
abusive  language,  refusing  to  get  out  of 
bed,  and  distiirbing  the  quiet  of  the 
penal  class,  and  he  was  sentenced  to 
three  days'  close  confinement  on  punish- 
ment diet.  On  the  9th  of  June  he  waa 
reported  for  insubordination  and  disre- 
spectful conduct  to  tiie  governor — wil- 
fully damaging  two  vests,  highly  in- 
subordinate and  disrespectful  oondnct 
towards  the  govenior,  and  defacing  hia 
cell  door,  and  he  was  sentenced  to 
two  days'  close  confinement.  On  the 
15th  of  June  he  was  reported  for  re- 
fusing to  leave  hia  cell  and  disrespect- 
ful conduct  to  the  governor,  for  refusing 
to  clean  his  basin,  and  damaging  hia 
vest  and  a  gutta  percha  pint,  and  sen- 
tenced to  two  days'  confinement.  On 
the  17th  of  June  he  was  reported  for 
throwing  the  contents  of  his  cell  pot  in  the 
governor's  face  when  under  punishment 
in  the  separate  cells.  For  that  offence 
I  need  hudly  say  an  ordina^  prisoner 
would  have  been  figged;  but  Bossa 
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cnffe,  vfaile  etill  under  puniBhment,  he 
smashed  all  the  fUmitnra  in  his  cell, 
sod  while  it  was  under  reptiir  he  was 
placed  in  a  dark  cell,  as  a  place  in  which 
he  could  do  no  fiirthor  mischief.  He 
was  not  handcuffed  during  this  tiine. 
There  is  another  statement  to  which  al- 
lusion has  not  been  made  b;  my  hon. 
Friend,  but  which  it  is  desirable  should 
be  met  and  contradicted.  The  complaint 
is  made  that  seven  letters  he  wrote  to 
his  wife  were  suppressed,  although 
written  at  the  stated  periods  when  even 
the  yilest  criminal  is  allowed  by  the 
prison  rules  to  communicate  wiUi  hie 
friends.  According  to  the  prison  rules 
would  have  been  entitled  to  write 
only  one  letter  since  his  admission  into 
the  Chatham  Prison.  By  the  indulgence 
of  the  Directors  he  has  been  permitted 
to  write  no  less  than  five ;  but  these 
full  of  false  statements,  calcu- 
lated  to  do  public  mischief,  that  the  Di- 
rectors were  compelled  to  suppress  them. 
Another  statement  is,  that  his  appear- 
is  quite  changed,  and  that  he  has 
suffered  very  mu«i  from  his  confine- 
ment. Since  be  became  an  inmate  of 
Ghatbam  Friaon  his  weight  has  increased 
from  163^  lbs.  to  I7Ilbs.  His  general 
health  is  now  stated  to  be  good,  and  he 
is  reported  to  have  the  appearance  of  a 
man  who  is  in  excellent  uealth.  After 
what  I  have  given  of  this  unfortunate 
man's  career,  it  is  a  real  pleasure  to  say 
that  since  September,  1868,  the  date  of 
his  last  offence,  his  conduct  has  greatly 
improved,  and  he  has  not  incurred  any 
punishment.  Captain  Ducane,  in  visit- 
ing the  prison,  told  Bossa  that  his  con- 
duct had  been  outrageous  and  disgrace- 
ful ;  and  that  he  was  astonished  that  a 
man  of  his  position  should  have  been 
guUty  of  it.  Since  then,  not  only  had 
Donovan  behaved  well  and  received  no 
punishment,  but  Captain  Powell  said — 
"  Of  all  the  Fenian  prisonera  now  under 
confinement,  he  is  the  beet  behaved."  I 
trust  that  this  statement  of  itself  will 
be  considered  satisfactory  by  my  hon. 
Friend.  It  is  absolutely  necessary  t^at 
these  prisoners  should  be  subjected  to 
a^  the  discipline  which  is  necessary  for 
their  safe  confinement.  I  am  sure  there 
has  been  nothing  vindictive  or  unusual 
in  the  punishment  of  Bosaa,  and  no- 
thing but  what  was  consistent  with  the 
rules  I  have  laid  down  ;  and  I  beUeve  he 
has  been  treated  with  all  the  indulgence 
to  which  he  could  fairly  be  entitled. 
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was  confined  until  the  case  could  come 
before  the  Directors,  which  was  in 
the  course  of  twenty  days,  and  then  he 
was  sentenced  to  twenty-eight  days'  close 
confinement  in  a  puniahment  cell.  Be- 
fore alluding  to  the  treatment  he  re- 
ceived in  the  cell  I  will  read  a  statement 
made  on  the  authority  to  which  the  hon. 
Gentleman  has  referred,  that  of  Mr. 
Richard  Figott,  who  obtained  admission 
to  Bossa  on  the  statement  that  it  was 
necessary  for  his  defence  in  an  action 
that  he  should  see  him.  I  gave  per- 
mission for  him  to  see  !BoBsa,  and  the 
use  he  made  of  his  visit  was  to  pubhsh 
a  letter,  from  which  this  is  an  extract — 

'■Ilwd  ths  proud  priTilflgs  of  &  (light  Mquaint- 
■soa  with  him  prsiious  to  hi*  impriioament.  and 
&  m>D  of  mors  geolle,  more  trictRble  diipoiition 
]  nerer  met.  Ho  w»  s  model  of  itrength  and 
•jritimstrj,  and  ofn  moat  robuit  oonalitution.  He 
ii  DOW  prematarelj  aged,  and  looks  worn  >nd 
delioalo.  Ha  it  tuflbriog  from  »  aeTsre  pnin  in 
bil  back,  brought  on  b;  the  aeverilj  of  the  labour 
he  haa  to  perform.  Aa  a  anmple  of  the  '  kind 
trentment'  he  hu  eiperieoeed,  I  may  mention  the 
follawmg,  whiob  1  had  from  hii  own  lipi,  in  the 
bearing  of  the  depntj  governor  of  the  prieoD  and 
Mr.  O'Doonell : — For  ihirt]r'fl''e  dairi  he  wb>  kept 
in  ■  dai'k  cell,  vitb  hia  handa  mnnacled  beliind 
hie  b.iok  night  and  day.  He  waa  not  looaed  eren 
to  lako  hia  food — thin  porridge— which  was  left 
for  him  on  the  floorof  hie  oell.  Unleaa  he  sleeted 
to  dio  of  itarration,  he  hud  no  alternative  but  to 
take  it  op  all  foon.  as  an  animal  doei ;  lo  that 
when  he  naa  brought  out  to  the  light  of  daj  hia 
brave,  noble  faoe  waaeeen  b^  hia  fellow-priioDera 
encruated  with  theparrid;j;e  which  adhered  to  it.  le 
there  a  man  ofanj  ooantriror  of  any  oreed,  ezoepc 
an  Iriah  Member  of  Parliament,  whoae  blood 
doea  not  boil  with  indignation  at  luch  deviliah 
erueltf  V 

Now,  Sir,  for  the  facts.  The  prisoner 
having  committed  these  acts  of  violence, 
and  being  a  very  powerful  man — so 
powerful  Siat  it  required  three  or  four 
warders  to  master  hun — was  for  a  while 
manacled  with  his  hands  behind  his 
back.  But,  so  far  from  being  kept  in  this 
condition  thirty-five  days,  he  was  only  so 
for  a  part  of  a  day ;  but  when  he  took 
his  meals  the  handcuffs  were  placed  in 
front,  so  that  he  was  able  to  take  his 
meals  without  difficulty.  The  punishment 
ofmanaclingamanwith  his  hands  behind 
his  back  is  never  infiicted  except  when 
prisoners  are  so  violent  that  they  can- 
not to  be  restrained  in  any  other  way, 
Eossa's  handcufis  were  never  on  at 
night.  The  cell  in  which  he  was  con- 
fined was  not  a  dark  cell.  He  was,  how- 
ever, confined  in  a  dark  cell  for  three 
days,  under  these  circumstances  —  A 
tew  days  alter  hia  release  from  hand- 
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8m  JOHN  QILAY  said,  he  wished 
only  to  Bay  that  every  Member  of  that 
House  must  feel,  with  himself,  that  tlie 
statement  just  made  -was  one  of  a  highly 
satia&ctoty  character. 

COMMUNICATION  BETWEEN  RAILWAY 
PASSEKGEES  AND  GUARDS. 

XJUESTION. 

Mb.  HINDE  PAT.MTTB.  said,  he 
-wished  to  ask  the  President  of  the  Board 
of  Trade,  "Whether  he  has  any  objection 
to  make  a  Betum  of  all  Bailways  on 
which  there  have  been  provided,  in  com- 
pliance with  "  The  R^ulation  of  Bail- 
ways  Act,  1868,"  means  of  Communica- 
tion between  the  Passengers  and  the 
Servants  of  the  Company  in  chai^  of 
the  Trains,  stating  what  is  the  nature 
and  description  of  such  respective  means 
of  Communication,  and  what  are  the 
fiicUitiea  for  vnang  the  same  in  cases  of 
emergency ;  and,  Copy  of  any  Eeports 
of  the  Inspecting  Officers  in  relation 
thereto  not  already  laid  before  theHoueef 

Mfi.  BEIGHT  said,  in  reply,  tbat  it 
was  intended  that  the  various  railways 
should  have  applied  the  means  agreed 
upon  to  their  rolling  stock  by  the  1st  of 
April ;  but  representations  were  made 
to  the  Board  of  Trade  that  that  could 
not  be  done,  and  the  time  has  therefor© 
been  extended  till  the  Ist  of  July.  It 
was,  therefore,  impossible  before  that 
time  to  give  the  hon.  Gentleman  the 
particulars  for  which  he  asked,  but  he 
knew  no  reason  why  they  diould  not  be 
given  after  that  time.  A  Report  was 
TO^sented  to  the  House  from  Colonel 
lolland  only  last  year,  and  since  that 
time  there  had  been  nothing  of  import- 
ance which  it  would  be  necessary  or  de- 
sirable to  place  before  the  House.  There 
were   some  few  memorandums,   which 

Sirobably  would  add  nothing  to  the  in- 
ormation  already  laid  before  them ;  but 
if  the  hon.  Qentleman  would  like  to  see 
anythii^  there  was  at  the  Board  of 
Trade  bearing  on  this  Question,  the 
Pa^rs  would  be  quite  open  to  hiuL. 
After  the  let  of  July,  he  hoped  that 
they  would  be  able  to  ^ve  the  parti- 
culars of  the  various  plans  agreed  upon. 

PORTUGAL— CLAIMS  ON  THE  GO- 

VERNMENT— QUESTION. 
Mb.  DAL0LI8H  said,  he  wished  to 
a«k  the  Under  Secretary  of  State  for 
Mr.  Bmet 


Foreign  Affairs,  If  the  olaims  of  those 
British  subjects  broiight  under  the  no- 
tice of  this  House  by  the  Correspond- 
ence published  in  Parliamentary  Paper 
No.  551,  ofSession  1864,  against  the  Por- 
tuguese Government,  on  account  of  the 
Boyal  Union  Mercantile  Company  of 
Lisbon,  have  yet  been  paid;  if  not, 
if  there  is  any  prospect  of  payment 
before  the  Portuguese  Government 
obtains  any  ftirther  loans  in  this 
Country? 

Mb.  OTWAT  swd,  in  reply,  that  the 
gentleman  principally  concerned  was 
tong  a  Member  of  that  House ;  but  he 
had  suddenly  been  struck  down  by  aa 
illness  which  had  disabled  bim  from 
more  actively  prosecuting  his  claim. 
The  Foreign  Office  had  instructed  Sir 
Charles  Murray,  not  officially,  to  lend 
all  the  assistance  he  could  to  further 
the  prosecution  of  the  claim.  There 
were  fimds  accessible  for  the  payment 
of  Mr.  Lindsay,  but  not  of  all  the  claim- 
ants, and  he  believed  Mr.  Lindsay  was 
willing  to  take  an  equitable  proportion, 
if  that  could  be  secured.  As  to  any 
prospect  of  payment,  before  the  Portu- 
gese Government  obtained  a  fresh  loon 
in  this  country,  that  was  a  point  on 
which  he  coiild  not  give  any  informatioa 
to  the  hon.  Gentleman. 

8UPPLT. 

Order  for  Committee  read. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
"  That  Mr.  Speaker  do  now  leave  the 
Chair." 

REVISION  OF  THE  STATUTE  LAW. 

BESOLUnON. 

Mb.  HADFEELD  said,  he  rose  to 
call  the  attention  of  the  House  to  the 
revision  of  the  Statute  I<aw  (with  a  view 
to  the  preparation  of  an  edition  of  the 
Statute  Law  comprising  only  enact- 
ments now  in  force]  imder  the  foUowing 
Acts,  namely  :— 26  &  27  Viet.,  c.  125 
(1863);  30  &  31  Fiet.,  c.  69  (1867); 
and  24  &  25  Fiet.,  o.  101  (1861)  ; 
and  to  inquire  of  the  First  Lord  of  tiie 
Treasury  whether  the  revision  is  oon- 
sidered  to  be  completed  to  16  ft  17 
Fiet. ;  whether  it  is  intended  to  revise 
and  repeal  useless  enactments  subse- 
quent to  the  16  &  17  Fiet.,  to  the 
current  year  during  the  present  Ses- 
sion ;  whether,  in  either  of  «at^  cases, 
the  puUicatios  of  the  revised  edition  of 
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the  law  is  in  ooursa  of  beine;  prepared 
for  public  TiBe,  and  when  it  wm  oe  ready 
for  pubhcation ;  and  whether  it  will 
be  purchasable  in  a  complete  set  of 
Tolnmee  or  in  separate  Tolumes,  and 
purchasable  from  time  to  time  as  each 
Toliune  was  published.  We  were  as 
much  removea  now  &om  having  a  plain 
intelligible  code  of  statutes  aa  we  were 
thirty-six  years  ago.  In  France  the 
Code  Napoleon  could  be  had  for  7^1^., 
and  in  New  York  the  whole  code  of 
American  laws  could  be  had  for  a  email 
Bum ;  bat  the  statute  book  of  this  coun- 
try compriHed  forty-six  quarto  volumes 
cLosely  printed,  and  averaging  something 
like  800  to  1,000  pages  each.  They  oc- 
cupied three  ahelvea  of  his  library,  and 
cost  him,  as  nearly  as  he  could  estimate, 
£130.  It  was  in  a  chaos  like  that  that 
the  laws  of  England  were  to  be  found, 
and  when  you  wanted  a  statute  it  was 
reiy  like  seeking  for  a  needle  in  a  hay- 
stack. He  did  not  know  whether  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  the  First  Lord  of 
the  Treaauiy  might  not  say  that  the  nn- 
certuniy  of  the  law  was  a  good  thing 
for  the  profession ;  but  that  was  not  the 
opinion  of  the  profession.  There  waa 
no  class  of  men  who  had  done  more  to 
amend  and  revise  the  law,  and  he  was 
satisfied — putting  aside  a  sense  of  hon- 
our— that  their  own  profesaional  ad- 
vancement would  be  promoted  by  its 
simplification.  Under  these  ciroum- 
stances  he  would  s^ — Let  us  begin  over 
again.  The  old  Law  Ckimmissioners 
were  alt<^ther  worthless,  and  he  wished 
he  could  say  that  he  himself  had  re- 
ceived that  assistance  from  the  Law  Offi- 
cers of  the  present  Government  to  which 
he  was  entitled.  On  March  16th  he 
put  a  Question  to  the  Government,  and 
the  inaccuracy  of  the  reply  was  evident. 
The  hon.  and  learned  Attorney  General 
had  shown  no  knowledge  of  the  subject, 
nor  had  he  taken  any  pains  about  it ; 
for  he  thought  the  revision  had  ex- 
tended, not  to  the  present  time,  but  to 
something,  like  the  10  George  m. — 
that  is,  1770,  or  nearly  100  years  ago ; 
while,  in  fact,  it  extended  to  17  Vict. 
Let  us  have  no  more  to  do  with  tbeee 
Commissioners,  but  come  to  a  new  state 
of  things.  Other  countries  had  revised 
their  laws  in  a  few  years ;  the  revision 
of  our  statute  book  had  t^en  thirty-six 
years,  and  had  cost  £80,000,  which 
might  as  well  have  been  thrown  into 
the  river.    In  1833  a  Boyal  Oommiseioii 
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was  issued  for  inquiry  into  the  Statute 
Law,  with  the  view  of  reducing  the 
hulk.  That  produced  nothing,  but  it 
left  a  mark  on  the  revenue  of  the 
country.  It  became  necessai;  to  have 
a  second  Commission  in  1845.  Nothing 
was  done  by  that  body,  but  it  cost  the 
country  £12,557.  Fiuther  action  was 
taken  on  the  subject  in  1854,  in  1861, 
in  1863,  and  in  1867,  the  object  being 
to  relieve  the  statute  hook  of  obsoleto 
laws.  Instead  of  forty-six  volumes,  he 
was  confident  that  not  more  than  one- 
eighth  of  the  number  would  be  actually 
necessary.  Private  efforts  had  been 
made  in  this  direction ;  an  arrangement 
of  leading  statutes  in  two  volumes,  with 
notes  for  the  use  of  the  legal  profession, 
had  been  made  \ty  the  lato  Sir  William 
David  Evans ;  and  the  late  Mr.  Chitty 
had  also  brought  out  the  statutes  in  a  re- 
vised shape,  with  notes.  CMtty's  work, 
he  believed,  had  superseded  Evans's. 
One  of  the  two  gentlemen  who  had 
lately  been  engaged  on  the  work  of  re- 
vision had  been  discharged,  as  they  had 
been  informed,  by  a  Treasury  Mmuto ; 
and,  therefore,  there  was  only  one  who 
was  now  engaged  on  it,  at  a  salary  of 
£1,000  a  year,  and  with  a  secretai^. 
What  was  that  gentleman  doing  ?  Did 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  expect  that  that 
gentleman  wonld  revise  the  atetute 
book  and  enable  it  to  be  given  to  the 
public  at  a  cheap  rato?  He  (Mr. 
Hadfield)  would  regard  the  £80,000, 
and  the  thirty-six  years  that  had  been 
spent  on  the  revision,  as  nothing  if  the 
working  man  and  the  pubHc  generally 
could  be  furnished  with  the  statute  book 
at  a  cheap  rate.  The  purchase  of  the 
statutes  was  no  small  achievement  to  a 
young  man  upon  entering  on  his  profes- 
sional career;  and,  therefore,  barrietem 
and  attorneys,  as  well  as  the  public,  were 
interested  in  having  the  law  codified.  The 
present  state  of  things  tended  to  the  in- 
fliction of  injury  even  upon  persona  who 
acted  under  legal  advice,  us  knew  of 
three  persons  ao  situated,  who,  believing 
that  they  were  acting  in  accordance  wi£ 
law,  found  themselves  subjected  to  four 
months'  imprisonment.  KU  he  got  in- 
formation on  the  subject  &om  his  hon. 
Friend  the  Member  for  Surrey  (Mr. 
Locke  King)  he  had  had  no  idea  that 
the  work  for  which  £80,000  had  been 
expended  was  done  so  slovenly.  A  gen- 
tleman proposed  to  satisfy  the  coun- 
try if  they  would  allow  haa  to  revise 
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tlie  statate  boolc,  but  he  was  dismiseed 
and  treated  with  iguommy.  The  policy 
of  the  ComnuBBioners  seemed  to  have 
been  to  occasion  as  much  delay  as  pos- 
sible. They  received  £1,000  a  year, 
and  their  principal  vrork  seemed  to  be 
to  sign  receipts  for  their  salaries.  That 
system  must  be  put  an  end  to.  No 
blame  attached  to  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman at  the  head  of  the  Qovemment. 
ManyOoTemtnentshadhad  to  do  with 
this  matter  but  nothing  satisfactory  had 


Mr.  LOCKE  KING,  in  seconding  the 
Besolution,  said,  that  having  on  so  many 
former  occaaions  gone  into  that  question, 
he  would  now  only  remind  the  House 
that  the  state  of  our  law  was  most  dis- 
graceAil.  The  unwritten  law  was  scattered 
orer  he  did  not  know  how  many  volumes 
of  reports,  and  the  written  law  was  scat- 
tered over  he  did  not  know  how  many 
thousand  stetutes.  Those  statutes  used 
to  occupy  forty  ponderous  volumes,  but 
he  believed  the  number  was  now  more 
than  fifty.  In  1833  a  CommissioE  was 
appointed,  consisting  of  men  who  were 
anxious  to  obtain  salaries,  but  by  no 
means  anxious  to  do  any  work,  and  who 
went  on  for  fifteen  or  sixteen  years  with- 
out producing  a  single  result.  At  last 
the  Commission — which  was  a  great  job 
— dwindled  down  to  one  Commissioner — 
a  notorious  individual,  who  took  a  good 
deal  of  killing.  He  believed  that  he 
(Mr.  Locke  King)  was  at  >iiin  for  seven 
years  before  he  could  quite  he  got  rid 
of.  This  one  individual,  with  his  secre- 
tary, professed  to  do  something  but  did 
nothing.  Then  those  who  took  an  inte- 
rest in  the  matter  were  fed  with  new 
promises,  and  a  Lord  Chancellor  made 
a  grand  speech  on  that  subject,  winding 
up  with  a  promise  that  he  would  give 
them  a  "Code  Victoria";  hut  every- 
body knew  that  nothing  would  he  done. 
Mr.  Anatey  and  Mr.  Eogers  were  em- 
ployed, and  actually  set  to  work  and 
prepared  an  expurgatoir  list,  which  he 
himself  extorted  fi^m  the  Commission, 
as  the  groundwork  of  anything  else 
which  might  afterwards  be  done.  But 
Mr.  Anstey  and  Mr.  Kogers  were  dis- 
missed, really  because  they  did  too 
much,  and  because  if  they  continued 
their  labours  at  the  same  speed  the 
Commission  would  not  last,  and  the 
notorious  individual  to  whom  he  bad 
referred  would  have  lost  his  place. 
Nothing  having  resulted  &om  the  great 
Mr.  SadJitU 


expenditure  mentioned  by  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber (Mr,  Hadfield),  the  only  course  now 
open  was  to  begin  de  novo.  When  Lord 
Bacon  made  his  memorable  complaint 
about  the  state  of  the  Statute  Law  in 
the  reign  of  James  I.,  the  Statote  Law 
was  comprised  in  one  largo  folio  volume, 
the  average  number  of  public  and  gene- 
ral Btatotes  then  passed  being  six  per 
annum ;  whereas  they  now  passed  about 
100  su<Ji  Acts  every  year.  The  statute 
book  should  be  expurgated  of  all  useless 
matter  andre-printediuacondeneed  form. 
By  that  process  the  fifty  volumes  would 
probably  be  reduced  to  ten;  and  then  tbey 
might  eliminate  all  the  parts  of  statot^ 
which  had  been  repealed.  In  that  way 
they  would  get  a  consolidation  of  the  law, 
and  after  that  they  might  proceed  to  do 
that  which  had  been  done  in  France.  It 
was  no  fiadical  proposition  that  it  should 
be  done  in  England  for  Lord  Lyndhuret 
had  advocated  it.  The  French  code  was 
published  every  year  for  75  centimes. 
What  he  desired  to  see  effected  here  had 
also  been  effected  in  America,  at  a  small 
cost,  and  in  the  short  space  of  two  years. 
He  had  no  desire  to  press  that  question 
at  the  present  moment  on  the  Govern- 
ment, who  had  enough  in  hand.  But 
he  wished  to  obtain  from  the  First 
Minister  of  the  Crown  an  assurance  that 
the  ground  would  be  cleared  in  that 
matter  by  getting  rid  of  the  incumbrance 
of  men  who  were  professing  to  do  some- 
thing, and  yet  really  did  nothing ;  and 
that  the  work  of  consolidating  tne  law 
would  be  vigorously  pursued  in  the 
course  of  next  autumn.  They  had  now 
a  Lord  Chancellor  whom  they  knew  to 
be  sincere,  and  they  had  also  a  most 
dihgent  Law  Officer  of  the  Crown  sitting 
in  that  House.  The  cost  of  the  work, 
which  would  be  nothing  like  the  sum  of 
£60,000,  which  had  already  been  thrown 
away,  would  not  be  grudged,  and  the 
people  of  England  would  have,  as  they 
were  entitled  to  have,  the  law  of  their 
country  in  their  hands. 

Amendment  proposed, 

Tu  leaie  Dot  rrom  ths  word  "That"  to  tha 
end  of  the  Queation,  in  order  lo  add  Ihs  word* 
"  Ihe  Ra;al  Cominluions  (IB33  and  181S),  and 
other  meaanrei  Tor  the  i-eitsion  of  ihe  Statute 
Lkv,  having  ocoaaioned  in  eipenditars  of 
£80,eiB  G).  \d..  and  tha  reenlta  beinf  uniatiabif 
lory,  it  ia,  in  the  opinion  of  thii  lloune,  eipedient 
lo  diaconlinue  the  preaent  courae  of  prooeeding, 
and  (he  eipenditora  conieoiient  thereon," — (Jfr. 
HadJUld.) 
— ^instead  thereof 
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Mb.  GLADSTONE  said,  he  tm  a&aid 
he  would  not  be  able  to  answer  his  hon. 
Friend  (Mr.  Hadfield)  as  satisfactorily 
as  might  have  been  the  case  if  he  had 
been  more  fully  aware  of  the  gist  of  the 
proceeding  which  his  hon.  friend  in- 
tended to  take.  Having  had  no  other 
knowledge  of  it  than  could  be  derived 
from  the  Questions  on  the  Paper,  he  had 
concluded  that  his  hon.  Friend  aimed  at 
nothing  more  than  eliciting  from  him  a 
short  account  of  what  was  now  in  course 
of  proceeding,  and  that  there  for  the  pre- 
sent the  matter  would  drop ;  but  his 
hon.  Friend  had  moved  a  Besolutiou 
which  involved  a  fiirther  subject — 
namely,  whether  they  should  break  in 
upon  Uie  process  now  going  forward, 
and  substituto  some  new  process.  He 
was,  therefore,  hardly  in  aposition  to 
give  either  of  his  two  hon,  Kiends  who 
had  last  spoken  the  positive  assurance 
for  which  uiey,  asked,  mat  a  new  method 
of  proceeding  would  be  adopted,  inas- 
much as  the  Members  of  the  Government, 
more  competent  than  himself  to  form  an 
opinion,  and  especially  the  Lord  Chan- 
cellor, had  not  had  an  opportunit?  of 
considenng  the  subject.  He  was  much 
less  competent  than  either  of  his  two 
hon.  Friends  to  judge  of  the  proportion 
which  did  obtain,  and  which  ought  ia 
have  obtained,  between  the  very  large 
expenditure  returned  to  Parliament  in 
connection  with  a  revised  edition  of  the 
statutes  and  the  results  already  attained. 
But  while  he  was  not  competent  to  pass 
a  judgment  or  a  censure  upon  anybody, 
he  yet  shared  to  a  great  extent  in  the 
regrets  which  both  his  hon.  Friends  had 
expressed  on  finding  that  a  sum  of  over 
£80,000  had  been  expended,  not  upon 
the  higher  process  of  codiiying  the  law, 
but  upon  a  series  of  attempts  to  produce 
simply  a  revised  edition  of  the  statutes, 
and  that  etdll  theywere  not  in  possession 
of  that  edition.  He  would  explain  as 
well  as  be  could  the  present  stete  of  the 
operations  and  the  expenditure ;  and  it 
would  then  be  for  his  hon.  Friend  to 
consider  whether  he  would  call  for  fur- 
ther information  in  a  mora  strictly  offi- 
cial shape,  and  whether  he  would  now 
press  upon  the  House  any  positive  pro- 

ral  for  altering  the  mode  of  proceedmg. 
no  notice  had  been  given  of  the 
Besolution,  he  might  assume  that  his 
hon.  Friend  would  not  now  require  the 
Oovemment  to  give  a  definite  judgment 
upon  it.  The  present  state  of  the  pro- 
YOL.  CXCVl.    [thibd  asRiBS.] 
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ceedings  and  expenditure  he  could  best 
describe  by  referring  to  a  letter  addressed 
by  Lord  Caims,  as  Lord  Chancellor,  on 
the  9th  of  July,  1868,  to  Sir  John  Shaw 
Lefevre.  That  letter,  he  believed,  had 
not  yet  been  presented  to  Parliament,  but 
there  would  be  no  objection  to  lay  it  upon 
the  table  of  the  House.  In  that  letter 
Lord  Caims  stated  that,  with  the  con- 
currence of  the  Lords  Commiseionere  of 
the  Treasury,  he  had  determined  that  an 
edition  of  the  statutes  should  now  be 
prepared  and  published,  "containing,  aa 
&r  as  may  be,  only  such  Acte  as  are  now 
in  force."  His  Ixirdship  then  proposed 
to  nominate  a  Committee  for  making 
the  necessary  arrangements — and  he 
might  here  remark  that  there  were  not 
now  in  existence  any  Commissioners  for 
the  expui^ation  or  revision  of  the  sta- 
tutes. Well,  Lord  Caims  proposed  the 
nomination  of  the  Members  of  the  Com- 
mittee, and  the  choice  certainly  appeared 
to  have  been  made  with  very  great  dis- 
cretion. After  requesting  Sir  John  Shaw 
Lefevre  to  act  on  the  Committee,  Lord 
Caims  said — 

"  1  desire  to  auociata  with  ja\x  tha  folloiriDg 
genllemen — aiunelj,  Sir  'i'liomaa  Enkina  Maf, 
K.C.6..  Clerk  AiaiaUot  of  ths  House  of  Commons; 
Mr.  Ricksrda,  Mr.Spenkor'i  Counsel:  Mr.  Thring, 
the  FarlisinentarT  Counsel  to  lbs  Home  Offloe: 
mid  Mr.  Beillj',  who  wns  for  some  time  SDgsgsd 
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He  believed  that  none  of  these  gentle- 
men received  any  remtmeration  for  the 
labour  they  gave  in  connection  with  this 
work.     Lord  Caims  added — 

"  Mr.  Arthur  John  Wood,  who  hna  been  en- 
gmged  Id  that  work  from  its  oommenoeniant  to  tha 
present  lime,  will  be  the  editor,  subject  to  tbe 
auperlotendence  of  the  Committea." 
Mr.  Wood  was  a  paid  officer,  and  the 
Treasury  were  in  communication  with 
him,  with  a  view  to  fixing  the  period 
over  which  the  work  was  to  extend. 
That  was  the  stete  of  the  case  at  present 
as  far  as  expenditure  was  concerned. 
With  regard  to  the  progress  which  had 
been  made,  his  hon.  FViend  had  first 
asked  whetJier  the  revision  was  consi- 
dered to  be  completed  to  the  16  &  17 
Vict.  The  answer  to  that  was  that  the 
Act  of  1861  covered  the  period  from 
the  11  Oto.  m.  to  the  16  &  17  Viet: 
and  that  the  revision  for  that  period  could 
not  be  said  to  be  absolutely  completed, 
and  for  this  reason — Further  experience 
had  shown  that  the  process  of  revision  by 
express  repeal  might  be  beneficially  ex- 
tended to  some  classes  of  useless  statntes. 
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as,  for  example,  expired  Acts. 

tlie  exception  of  these 

complete  as  regards  the  period  endiag  in 

1861.  "With  regard  to  the  second  Ques- 
tion, whether  it  was  intended  to  revise 
and  repeal  useless  enactments  subsequent 
to  the  16  &  17  Viet,  to  the  current  year 
during  the  present  Session,  the  reply 
was  that  a  Bill  was  in  an  advanced 
state  of  preparation  for  the  completion 
of  the  revision  from  the  dose  of  tiie  pe- 
riod embraced  in  the  Act  of  1361  down 
to  the  present  time.  But  it  was  not 
templated  that  that  Bill  should  be  passed 
in  the  present  Session,  inasmuch  aa  the 
exertions  of  these  gentiemeu  were  still 
engaged  on  the  revision  of  the  earlier 
period  before  1661.  The  qnestion  of  the 
preparation  and  pubhcation  of 
vised  edition  of  the  statutes,  with  the 
requsite  notes,  was  under  the  considera- 
tioa  of  the  Treasury,  and  the  edition,  he 
could  not  doubt,  would  be  published,  but 
the  publication  of  an  edition  of  the  sta- 
tutes with  a  large  number  of  copies  dis- 
tributed gratuitously  involved  consider- 
able expense  aa  well  as  considerable 
labour,  and  the  Treasury  had  not  yet 
entirely  come  to  an  agreement  with  the 
Committee  as  to  the  form  and  the  cost, 
which  they,  of  course,  desired  to  keep 
within  moderate  bounds.  The  first  vo- 
lume might  probably,  he  understood,  be 
published  in  the  course  of  this  year,  as 
a  part  of  it  had  been  already  sent  to 
press.  In  reply  to  the  hon.  Gentieman'a 
fourth  question,  he  would  state  that  the 
volumes  would  undoubtedly  be  purchas- 
able separately  as  published.  There  were 
two  other  works  which  it  was  considered 
would  bo  very  usefiil,  and  which 
preparation  along  with  the  expiirgated 
edition  of  the  statutes.  The  first  was  a 
chronological  table  describing  the  statutes 
of  the  earlier  period, with  a  column  show- 
ing whether  they  had  been  repealed,  and, 
if  so,  by  what  Act.  The  second  work  was 
an  index  to  all  statutes  now  in  force,  di- 
gested under  alphabetical  heads.  These 
two  works,  though  not  comprised  within 
the  strict  definition  of  the  edition,  would 
yet  be  of  great  utility,  and  both  of  them 
brought  down  to  the  present  day,  would 
be  ready  for  publication  before  next 
Session.  Such  was  the  position  of  this 
important  question  as  regarded  the  pro- 
ceedings which  were  going  on,  the  pro- 
gress which  had  been  made,  and  the  ex- 
Eenditure  which  was  now  being  incurred. 
f  his  bon.  Friend  the  Member  for 
M-.  Gladttont 


Sheffield  (Mr.  Hadfield)  required  further 
information,  probably  his  beat  course 
would  be  to  confer  with  his  hon.  Friend 
the  Secretary  to  the  Treasury  (Mr. 
Ayrton)  as  to  the  best  form  in  which  it 
could  be  laid  before  the  House.  The 
hon.  Gentleman  would  then  be  in  a  po- 
sition to  consider  whether  he  should  ask 
the  House  to  come  to  a  positive  vote  on 
the  subject.  At  all  events  he  hoped  the 
hon.  Gentleman  would  not  on  the  pre- 
sent occasion  ask  the  House  to  divide  on 
his  Bescdution.  

Mb.  HINDE  PALMEB  said,  he 
thought  the  House  ought  to  receive  a 
more  positive  assurance  that  some  re- 
sponsible Minister  would  undertake  to 
ascertain  &om  time  to  time  what  pro- 
gress was  being  made,  and  to  report  to 
Parliament  at  the  commencement  of 
every  Session  what  had  been  done  dur- 
ing the  previous  year,  otherwise  wo 
might  find  ourselves  in  the  same  posi- 
tion titirty  years  hence,  llie  delay  was 
owing  to  the  fact  that  the  men  appointed 
to  do  the  work  were  generally  barristora 
having  a  large  practice,  and  in  attend- 
ing to  the  daily  business  of  their  profes- 
sion they  neglected  the  work  of  revision. 
He  did  not  think  that  absolutely  no- 
thing had  been  done ;  but  still  he  was  of 
opinion  that  what  had'  been  done  was 
nothing  in  comparison  with  the  time  and 
expense  which  had  been  bestowed  on 
the  undertaking.  A  codification  of  the 
whole  of  our  law  was  required,  as  well 
as  a  consolidation  of  the  statutes  of  the 
realm.  Lord  Westbury,  some  years 
ago,  proposed  a  comprehensive  scheme 
on  this  subject,  but  nothing  was  done  ia 
the  matter. 

Mr.  ATBTON  said,  he  could  assure 
his  hon.  Friend  behind  him  (Mr.  Had- 
field) that  the  Government  approached 
the  subject  fully  alive  to  the  importance 
f  tiie  views  to  which  he  had  given  ex- 
iresaion.  When  this  proposal  was 
>rought  under  the  consideration  of  the 
Treasury,  the  first  thing  they  had  to  in- 
quire into  was  the  prospect  of  complet- 
ing the  work  on  whicn  Lord  Cairns 
directed  the  Committee  to  embark,  and 
the  Treasury  determined  that  the  work 
should  not  be  undertaken  until  a  dear 
arrangement  had  been  arrived  at  to  in- 
sure tiie  publication  of  an  expurgated 
edition  of  the  statutes  within  some  de- 
finite period.  The  attention  both  of  the 
Committee  and  the  Treasu^  had  be^i 
directed  to  the  subject  -mm  the  new 
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of  ooming  to  a  pontive  TrnderstoDdiiig 
on  tlie  point,  and  as  soon  ae  it  was 
known  precisely  what  aa  expurgated 
edition  of  the  statutes  would  cost,  and 
when  it  would  be  deliTeredtothepublio, 
and  not  before,  the  work  would  be  un- 
dertaken. The  Treasury,  he  could  as- 
sure the  House,  would  very  earefdly 
watch  over  the  proceedingB  of  the  Com- 
mittee to  see  that  they  adhered  to  the 
arranRemeut  when  it  had  been  made. 
The  ^fieasury  had  been  warned  by  the 
enormous  sums  that  had  been  wasted  in 
such  attempts,  and  would,  as  iar  as  pos- 
sible, enter  into  a  definite  contract  to 
complete  the  whole  operation,  which,  if 
his  hon  Friend  desired  it,  mi^t  be  laid 
on  the  table  of  the  House.  If 
dertaking  were  embarked  in  on  a  great 
scale  the  result  would  be  that  the  Com- 
mittee, in  seeking  to  do  too  much, 
would  be  likely  to  effect  nothing,  EUid 
for  that  reason  the  labours  of  the  Com- 
mittee had  been  limited.  The  codifica- 
tion of  the  whole  of  the  statutes  was  a 
work  which  it  would  take  years  to  ac- 
complish without  a  considerable  num- 
ber of  persons  were  employed  upon  it. 
The  next  effort  would  be  consolidation, 
but  as  that  re-opened  many  difficult 
questions,  it  also  required  much  time. 
The  least  difficult  course  was  expurga- 
tion, which  required  lees  time  and  ex- 
pense, and  could  be  readily  carried  out, 
and  the  best  course  to  pursue  was,  he 
thought,  in  the  first  iustauce  to  adopt  a 
scheme  which  was  practicable,  and  attei 
wards  to  go  on  improving  in  the  way 
which  might  be  deemed  most  desirable. 

Ma.  Seejeaht  DOWSE  said,  he 
wished  to  know  whether  it  was  proposed 
in  this  consolidation  of  the  statutes  to 
include  those  of  Ireland,  because  it  was 
a  matter  of  considerable  importai 
that  country,  the  present  state  of  things 
being  a  real  grievance.  The  statutes 
in  force  in  Ireland  were  divided  into 
four  classes.  The  statutes  passed  in 
England  before  Poyning's  Act — those 
passed  in  Ireland  before  the  Union — 
those  passed  after  the  Union,  which 
applied  alone  to  Ireland,  and  those 
miich  applied  both  to  England  and  Ire- 
land. The  statutes  before  Poyning's 
Act  woiild  of  course  be  consolidated ;  but 
would  the  Irish  ante  and  post  Union 
Acts  be  dealt  with  by  the  Committee  ? 

Colonel  FEENCH  said,  the  only 
Batiafactory  statement  which  he  had 
heard  on  uiis  subject  was  that  just  made 
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by  the  right  hon.  Ghntleman  at  the 
head  of  the  Government.  He  hoped 
that  this  ei^urgation,  which  had  been 
dragging  on  for  thirty-five  years,  would 
soon  be  completed.  

Thk  ATTOENET  GENEEAX,  in 
answer  to  the  hon.  and  learned  Member 
for  Londonderry  (Mr.  Serjeant  Dowse), 
begged  to  state  that  this  ei^ui^tion  of 
the  statutes  would  embrace  all  the  Irish 
Acts  passed  since  the  Union,  but  not 
those  passed  before  that  time.  The  hon. 
Member  for  Sheffield  (Mr.  Hadfield) 
had  accused  him  (the  Attorney  Ge- 
neral) of  having  shown  ignorance  in  as- 
serting that  the  revision  of  the  Statute 
Law  had  not  been  completed  beyond  the 
tenth  year  of  George  III.  It  was  but 
too  true  that  the  revision  was  not  com- 
plete beyond  that  date.  Although  an 
Act  had  been  passed  in  1861  purporting 
to  carry  the  revision  down  to  the  16 
&  17  Fict.,  that  Act  had  been  found 
to  be  defective,  and  a  BUI  was  now  in 
preparation  for  completing  the  revision 
from  the  10  Oeo.  III.  to  the  present 
time. 

Question  put,  "That  the  words  pro- 

S)sed  to  be  left  out  stand  part  of  the 
uestion." 

The  House  divided: — ^Ayes  217  ;  Noes 
64:  Majority  153. 

Main  Question  proposed,  "That  Mr. 
Speaker  do  now  leave  the  Chair." 


OPENING  OF  MUSEUMS,  4o.,  ON 

SUNDAYS- OBSERVATIONS. 

Me.  W.  H.  GBEGOET  swd,  he  re- 

Setted  that,  owing  to  the  forms  of  the 
ouse,  in  consequence  of  the  division 
that  had  taken  place,  he  was  unable  to 
do  more  than  to  raise  a  discussion,  but 
was  unfortunatelyprevented&om  testing 
the  feeling  of  Parliament  upon  his  Re- 
solution. The  subject  he  was  about 
to  bring  forward  hardly  required  a  long 
speech.  It  was  one  generally  under- 
stood— one  upon  which  most  people  felt 
strongly  one  way  or  the  other,  and 
upon  which  very  little  new  light  could 
be  thrown  by  any  speaker.  He  thought, 
however,  that  h^  Besolution — the  pass- 
ing of  which  was  regarded  with  so  much 
interest  by  so  large  a  portion  of  the  Lon- 
don worlung  population — aa  the  huge 
Petitions  by  his  side,  signed  by  47,000  of 
its  inhabitants,  sufficiently  proved,  and 
which  was  supported  by  the  names  of 
2  8  2 
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the  most  enunent  men  in  England,  should 
Ite  thoroughly  discussed  and  tested  in  a 
new,  and  above  all,  a  Reformed  Parlia- 
ment. He  (Mr.  (Gregory)  had  used  the 
expression  that  the  most  eminent  men  in 
the  kingdom  -were  favourable  to  the 
m)eniiig  of  galleries  and  museums  on 
Sunday  afternoon,  for  in  1860,  a  Memo- 
rial was  presented  to  Her  Majesty,  signed 
by  943  gentlemen  connected  with  litera- 
ture, science,  and  the  fine  arts,  to  this 
effect— "  That  if  the  public  museums  and 

§alleries  were  open  to  the  public  on 
unday  afternoons  it  would  he  an  inesti- 
mable boon  to  the  labouring  population, 
would  raise  up  an  opposing  principle  to 
intemperance  and  immowuity,  and  in 
every  way  advance  the  condition  of  the 
people."  To  this  Petition  he  found  ap- 
pended the  names  most  famous  in  science, 
art,  and  literature  in  England,  and  this 
day  he  had  presented  another  similar 
Petition,  with  the  same  object,  from  the 
same  class.  He  had,  on  the  other  hand, 
never  heard  that  a  Petition  signed  by 
men  eminent  in  anything  had  ever  been 
presented  against  those  relaxations  of 
Sabbatical  severity  which  had  frwm  time 
to  time  been  demanded  end  conceded. 
Another  reason  had  influenced  him  in 
the  wish  to  have  this  subject  once  more 
thoroughly  sifted,  and  that  was  that  since 
1666,  when  it  was  last  discussed,  a  great 
concessionhadbeenmadeinBublin.  The 
Botanical  Gardens,  near  to  Dublin,  and 
the  National  Gallery  of  pictures  had 
been  thrown  open  on  Sundays,  and  it 
was  expected  that  the  other  museums, 
when  in  a  fit  Btat«  to  receive  the  public, 
would,  in  compliance  with  the  recommen- 
dation of  the  Select  Committee  of  1S64, 
be  also  opened.  He  would  presently 
show  how  far  this  concession  justified  the 
fears  of  the  opponents  of  Sunday  open- 
ing or  confirmed  those  who  were  in  fa- 
vour of  it.  But  before  going  into  these 
matters  he  would  be  glad  to  get  rid  en- 
tirely of  the  religious  element,  that  is,  so 
far  as  appealing  to  Scripture,  freeing 
themselves  from  the  confusion  of  the 
Christian  Sunday  with  the  Mosaic  Sab- 
bath. He  would  simply  remark  to  those 
who  regarded  Sunday  ax  Uie  Sabbath, 
that  the  tendency  of  the  New  Testament, 
whenever  the  Sabbath  was  referred  to, 
•was  not  to  draw  tighter  but  lo  relax  its 
severity,  and  that  our  idea  of  the  Sim- 
day  restriction  was  pushed  to  an  ex- 
treme which  the  Jews  themselves  did 
not  recognize  as  imposed  by  the  Law  of 
Mr.  W.  S.  Gregory 
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Moses.  They  abstained  from  work,  bnt 
not  from  recreation.  He  might  also  re- 
mark that  the  sentiments  and  teaching  of 
the  primitive  Church  was  entirely  free 
from  that  severity  which  we  impose  by 
legislation.  So  was  the  authority  of  the 
hulk  of  subsequent  Christian  churches ; 
such  were  the  views  of  Luther,  Melanc- 
thoa,  and,  he  might  add,  Calvin.  Such 
were  the  views  of  the  early  English  Se- 
formers,  especialljr  of  Cranmer,  as  might 
be  seen  in  ni^  Visitation  Articles.  Such 
were  the  views  of  that  eminent  man. 
Dr.  Arnold, who  had  so  deeply  influenced 
the  thought  of  the  present  time.  Such 
also  were  the  opinions  of  the  Bev, 
Newman  Hall,  the  well  known  and  ex- 
cellent Dissenting  minister,  who,  though 
opposed  to  Sunday  opening,  stated,  in 
has  evidenc«  last  year,  that  his  oppo- 
sition was  based,  not  on  grounds  of 
religion  but  of  social  advantage;  and 
he  aid  not  scruple  to  add  that  he  would 
prefer  to  have  galleries  and  museums 
open  and  the  pubhc-houses  shut,  rather 
than  have  open  public-houses,  and  closed 
galleries.  He  (Mr.  Gregory)  would  not 
have  ventured  to  have  dwelt  so  long  on 
the  religious  portion  of  the  question, 
but  fiwm  the  fact  that  so  lai^  a  num- 
ber of  persons  were  influenced  by  reli- 
gious motives  only  apart  from  all  social 
considerations.  The  hon.  and  learned 
Member  for  Bichmond  (Sir  Boundell 
Palmer),  when  speaking  on  this  subject, 
some  years  since,  treated  it  purely  as  a 
religious  question.  The  hon.  and  learned 
Qentleman  said  on  that  occasion — 

"  Who  can  denj  that  the  geoerxl  tMtimonj  of 
the  religioui  bodies  of  the  countrj,  ind  the  great 
mftjoritjr  of  religioui  men  of  tbo  eoanCrj,  ware 
□ppoKd  to  the  opening  ?  Let  the  Hooh  Inke  the 
teatimony  and  reljr  on  the  jadgmeDte  of  tha*e  dd 
irhose  coniielions  the  intticmion  rest*.  If  tb« 
miniBler*  of  religion  are  morescli™  than  others, 
the  Tonaon,  no  doubt,  is  that  the;  know  better 
thnn  others  vhat  the  Interasts  of  raligion  realljr 

Now  this  appeared  to  hiin  a  most  un' 
tenable  and  intolerable  doctrine,  that 
the  clergy  of  a  Protestant  country,  and 
the  self-styled  religious  people  were  to 
have  the  power  of  saying — "We  are 
the  eletrt;  we  know  what  the  interests  of 
religion  really  are  ;  this  or  that  is  con- 
nected with  relipon,  and  we  alone  are 
competent  to  pronounce  an  opinion  on  it." 
Claims  such  as  these  had  been  asserted 
in  a  variety  of  cases ;  the  running  of 
trains  ;  the  imbibing  of  a  glass  of  beer ; 
the  playing  of  ban£ ;  to  go  even  further 
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the  grant  for  Majnooth.  All  these  aub- 
jectB  the  great  mees  of  the  mirrinters  of 
the  Church  and  of  religionH  men  no- 
called  had  endeavoured  to  identify  with 
religion  and  to  constitute  themselves  ar- 
biters of,  and  80  they  should  be  accord- 
ing to  the  claims  advanced  for  them  hy 
the  hoa.  and  learned  Gentleman.  But 
he  went  even  farther,  and  said — 

"  If  Ma  nsterC  tfajit  it  ia  a  Bt  thing  to  invite  the 
working  chisieg  to  a  pliice  of  seculnr  ainuacment, 
howBvar  refined,  or  oT  geoui»rlnilruclion,howe»er 
exoalleat,  upon  m  daj  oonaeeriited  hiltwrlo  to  rclj- 
giop,«eah»ll  bepnttiDglDtallecCintOGompBliiiDii 
Kith  religion,  nnd.  Id  that  vn;,  putting  the 
Muunm  in  compelitioa  with  the  Church." 

A  more  unfortunate  doctrine  than  this 
to  broach  he  could  scarcely  conceive. 
Because  a  day  was  devoted  to  religion, 
therefore  the  buli  of  BritiBh  suhjecte 
was  U>  be  confined  strictly  to  the  con- 
templation of  religion  alone,  whether 
they  wished  it  or  not.  Intellect  was  de- 
ecnbed  aa  being  in  competition  with  re- 
ligion, and,  &a  it  were,  the  foe  of  reli- 
gion, instead  of  being  considered,  as  it 
ought  to  be,  the  champion  of  religion — 
the  first  illnetrating  and  confiriuing ; 
the  second  elevating  and  ennobhng  the 
other.  He  (Mr.  Gregoiy)  regretted  to 
find  that  a  man  so  benevolent  and  so 
able  could  be  found  to  aigue  that  penal- 
ties and  restrictiouB  and  inconveniences 
should  be  imposed  on  his  fellow-coun- 
trymen, on  the  ground  of  maintaining 
and  upholding  rel^on.  Half  the  sor- 
rows and  crimes  of  centuries  had  arisen 
from  the  temporal  arm  being  raised  to 
vindicate  what  was  supposed  to  be  the 
will  of  God.  The  same  Kirk  which 
spread  desolation '  and  terror  through 
&x>tUnd,  by  enlisting  the  State  in  its 
persecution  of  witchcraft,  would  atiU 
enlist  the  State  to  make  one  day  in  the 
week  a  day  of  gloom  and  misery  to  mil- 
lions of  their  fellow-Christians  ;  and  a 
new  Synod  of  Aberdeen,  though  it  might 
not  send  Sabbath-breakers  to  the  fire 
and  water  and  the  boot,  would  not  be 
less  willing  than  its  predecessor  of  1603 
to  inflict  the  most  grievous  punishments 
on  these  supposed  enemies  of  God.  No ! 
for  Heaven  8  sake,  let  this  question  not 
be  ai^ed  on  religious  grounds,  or 
upon  the  opinion  of  cleigymen,  or  of 
tfie  devout  portion  of  the  commimity; 
bearing  in  mind  the  memorable  words 
of  the  historian,  who  wrote  the  history 
of  the  black  and  bitter  days  of  English 
persecutions,  that — "The   worst   cnise 
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which  had  afflicted  the  world  was  the 

tyranny  of  mistaken  oonscientiouBnesB." 
It  was  quite  another  thing  to  take 
the  line  of  the  Bev.  Newman  Hall,  and 
to  argue  this  matter  as  one  of  social 
advantage.  That  was  perfectly  fair  and 
Intimate.  One  could  then  ^scuss  the 
case  on  the  ground  of  morality,  and  of 
public  advantage,  and  support  one's  ar- 
gument hy  authority  and  experience, 
without  being  at  once  poleaxed  by  the 
verdict  of  the  so-called  reUgious  world. 
Now,  before  going  into  this  branch  of 
the  argument,  he  would  wish  to  place 
his  cude  on  the  table,  and  to  let  his 
views  on  the  subject  be  cleariy  under- 
stood. He  (Mr.  Gregory)  was  as  ready 
as  the  Chairman  of  the  Lord's  Day  Ob- 
servance Society  itself  to  look  upon  the 
Sunday,  and  to  maintain  the  Sunday, 
as  a  day  set  apart  for  religion,  rest,  and 
recreation.  For  religion  in  the  first 
place — for  rest  and  harmless  recreation 
afterwards.  Without  taking  the  supersti- 
tious view  of  it,  he  would  reast  any  in- 
novation upon  what  he  might  call  the 
solemnity  of  the  Sunday,  with  as  much 
eamestnesB  as  the  most  devoted  Sab- 
batarian. Last  year,  in  a  debate  upon 
the  Sunday  Evening  Lectures  Bill,  the 
hon.  Member  for  Cambridge  University 
(Mr.  Beresford  Hope)  drew  a  compari- 
son between  three  ideal  Sund^s — the 
French,  the  Scotch,  and  the  English, 
and  he  entirely  agreed  with  the  hon. 
Member.  If  he  (Mr.  Gregory)  depre- 
cated the  stem  and  gloomy  character  of 
the  Scotch  maintenance  of  Sunday,  he 
still  more  disapproved  of  the  utter  want 
of  reverence  which  characterized  the 
proceedings  on  Sunday  in  many  parts 
of  Europe.  It  was  most  revolting  to 
him  to  see  in  the  great  capital  of  France 
large  numbers  of  the  working  classes  in 
their  working  dresses,  and  engaged  in 
their  ordinary  labour ;  and  he  sincerely 
trusted  that  the  working  classes  of  Eng- 
land would  never  be  induced  to  tolerate, 
for  one  moment,  the  view  adopted  by  too 
many  of  their  French  neighbours — that 
the  Sunday  might  be  a  day  of  work  in 
the  morning,  so  long  as  it  might  be  an 
evening  of  dissipation.  There  remained 
the  English  view,  which  he  thought  was 
the  right  one — namely,  that  every  in- 
ducement should  be  adopted  to  bring 
the  mass  of  the  population  to  religious 
worship  in  the  morning,  and  that  the 
afternoon  might  be  employed  in  innocent 
or  profitable  recreation.    Such  obserr- 
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snce  of  the  Sunday  as  this  was  best  for 
the  moral  and  physical  improrement  of 
the  masses  is  the  great  towns.  Nothing 
could  be  more  true,  or,  indeed,  more 
touching,  than  Archbishop  Me 
evidence  last  year  before  the  Committee 
on  the  Sale  of  Beer — 

"  I  belicTe  that  where  man'i  minds  and  bodiei 
haTebeentn  n  itate  of  tension  for  lii  dija  ia  the 
■week,  iC  it  sbioluielj  nece>»arj  for  them  lo  hate 
more  than  the  ilmple  uie  oftheir  limba,  I  think 
thej  require  aomething  that  ahall  oheer  life,  and 
jixe  them  now  ideai ;  but  they  do  not  get  it.     .     , 

.  .  I  do  not  think  we  hare  dooe  enough  for 
the  working  people  in  our  large  towna.  In  the 
GOQntry,  our  people  haie  the  fielda,  >Dd  the  treea, 
and  the  aun,  and  their  cbitdrea  to  walk  with 
them  ;  and  I  believe  that  ther  h"e  thua  Terj 
great  mental  relief  upon  their  onlj  day  of  rest ; 
bat  1  do  not  think  that  io  London  or  an;  of  oar 
large  towna,  our  poor  working  men  do  get  the  re- 


Thie  view  has  been  corroborated  by  the 
testimony  of  those  who  could  speak  with 
authorityon  the  subject.  Hefoundtheevi- 
dence  of  the  Loudon  police  magistrates — 
than  whom  none  could  speak  with  greater 
power  as  to  what  would  most  conduce  to 
mitigate  drunkenness  and  brutality  in  the 
metropolis — unanimous  in  favour  of  in- 
creasing innocent  recreation  for  the  work- 
ing classes  on  the  Sunday.  Such  was 
the  opinion  of  Mr.  Norton,  of  Lambeth 
Police  Court ;  of  Mr.  Hardwick,  of  the 
Marlborough  Street  Court ;  of  Mr.  Long, 
of  the  Mar^ebone ;  and  of  Mr.  Coombe,  of 
the  Southwark — of  these  he  would  only 
quote  one  sentence  from  Mr.  Long,  and 
another  from  Sir  Bichard  Mayne.  " 
Long  said — 

"  Enconrige  the  people  to  tako  innocent  I 
ation  on  Sanday,  and  jou  will  confer  ■  great 
benrft  on  aoeietf.  In  propoKion  «■  jroo  give 
people  better  taate,  they  will  relinquiih  law  aeniu- 

Sir  Sicfaard  Mayne  reported — 

"  I  have  seen  a  great  improTement  in  Iha  peo- 
ple, and  conaider  part  of  it,  at  least,  to  be  owing 
10  the  greater  opportunitiea  which  hare  been  given 
fortbeir  amuseoient.  and  the  emplajment  of  their 
time  on  Sundxya,  in  other  places  than  publio-houaea 
—  Richmond  Park,  Hampton  Court  Palace  and 
Gronodi,  the  Botanical  and  Pleaaure  Gardens  at 
Kew,  and  Busbj  Pnrk,  attract  large  number*  on 
the  summer  Sundaya,  asd  1  do  not  think  I  have 
been  obliged  to  increase  the  numbera  of  police  in 
thete  places,  althOQgh  the  attendance  haa  ao  largely 


^c,  on  Sundmfi. 


And  to  this,  he  would  add  the  confirma- 
tory statement  of  Lord  Llanover,  when 
Chief  Commissioner  of  the  Board  of 
Works,  who  stated — 

"  The  Sunday  tisitor*  to  Kenaington  Garden! 
had.  by  the  band  playing,  Inoreaaed  Irom  7,000  tc 
60,000.     Id  tbo  Regent'i  and   Victori*  fanka, 
Mr.  W.  S.  Gregory 
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190,000  bad  been  preaent  at  the  playing  of  the 
bands,  and  ao  far  frmn  tumult  or  diaorder  aria- 
iug.  he  had  asoertained  from  the  nagiatratee  of 
the  neighbouring  polioe  court!,  that  the  Monday 
morning  cases  had  decreased." 

This  was  London  experience.  Now,  let 
biin  ask  their  attention  to  Dublin  ex- 
perience.  A  few  years  ago  there  was  ft 
demand,  in  Dublin,  that  the  Botanical 
Gardens  at  Gtlasnevin  should  be  opened 
to  the  public  after  the  hour  of  Divine 
service.  He  (Mr.  (Jregory)  gave  no- 
tice of  a  lieeolution  to  give  effect  to 
the  generally  expressed  wish.  Imme- 
diately throughout  England  and  Scot- 
land a  cry  arose  of  profanation  of  the 
Lord's  day — ^just  as  at  present,  Petitions 
poured  in  and  deputations  beleaguered 
Ute  public  offices — ^but  the  loudest  accents 
of  religious  indignation  arose  from  the 
members  of  the  Koyal  Dublin  Society, 
who  had  the  management  and  control  of 
the  gardens,  although  the  whole  expense 
of  them  was  paid  by  the  State.  These 
gentlemen  had  the  exclusive  privilege 
of  walking  during  the  Sunday  in  these 
gardens — and  they  did  use  them— they 
and  their  wives  and  their  little  ones, 
without  let  or  hindrance.  There  was  no 
Sabbath  breaking  then.  The  Lord's 
Day  was  duly  observed  so  long  as  they 
had  the  Gardens  to  themselves ;  but,  as 
soon  as  they  found  that  the  poor  sons  of 
toil,  who  had  been  labouring  all  the 
week,  were  desirous  to  intrude  upon  their 

Erivacy,  no  words  could  describe  the 
error  they  felt  of  the  profanation  of  the 
Sabbath.  They  intimated  that,  though 
a  Sunday  walk  in  these  Gardens  was 
lawful  and  expedient  for  them,  it  would 
sap  all  feeling  of  reverence  for  the  Lord's 
Day  in  the  minds  of  their  poorer  bre- 
thren. They  prophesied  every  imaginable 
evil ;  that  the  people  would  get  drunk  ; 
that  they  would  be  establishing  a  kind  of 
Donnybrook  fair  ;  that  they  would 
smash  the  flower  pots,  and  rush  like 
savages  through  the  flower  beds;  and 
lastly,  they  said  the  people  did  not 
wish  to  go  at  all.  But  the  Govern- 
ment was  firm — the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer 
(Mr.  Lowe),  then  Vice  President  of  the 
Council,  accepted  his  (Mr.  Gr^fory's) 
proposal — the  Gardens  were  opened. 
They  said  the  people  would  not  come 
—  in  I860,  after  the  opening,  270,547 
persons  visited  them;  of  these  212,330 
were  Sunday  visitors,  and  only  58,217 
eek-day.  They  said  the  peome  would 
>mmit  mischief,  and  smaui  ul  before 
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them — the  iiitollig:6iit  and  most  able  cu- 
rotor,  Mr.  Moore,  had  told  him  recenU^, 
that  nothing  coijd  be  more  exemplary 
than  the  couduot  of  the  ma^es  who  had 
come  there ;  that  not  the  slightest  injur; 
had  ever  been  done,  and  that  the  people 
themselves,  looking  now  for  the  first  time 
on  these  Gardens  as  their  property,  were 
the  best  police  that  could  be  employed. 
As  to  drunkenness,  so  far  &om  its  being 
increased,  he  (Mr.  Gregory)  had  the  tes- 
timony of  the  magistrate  residing  in  the 
neighbourhood  that  it  had  defeased; 
and,  although  oyer  a  million  of  persons 
had  visited  these  Gardens  since  their 
opening,  he  had  that  morning  received  a 
letter  m>m  Mr.  Moore  stating  that  only 
one  person  had  been  removed  for  drunk- 
enness. The  Government  was  so  satis- 
fied with  Uie  result  of  this  experiment 
that  the  National  Gallery  in  Dublin  was 
also  opened  on  the  Sunday,  and  it  was 
thronged  with  members  of  the  working 
classes.  The  late  Director,  Mr.  Mulvany, 
had  asked  him  (Mr.  Gregory)  more  than 
once  to  go  with  him  on  the  Sunday  to 
see  the  class  of  people  who  frequented 
the  Gallery  and  how  they  behaved.  He 
hdd  done  bo,  and  he  could  hear  this  tes- 
timony,— the  rooms  were  crowded  with 
persons  who  seemed  to  have  been  of  the 
wage  classes,  they  were  accompanied 
by  their  wives  and  children ;  they 
seemed  to  derive  the  greatest  enjoyment 
from  looking  at  the  collection  of  very 
bad  pictures,  and  nothing  could  have 
been  mcwe  decorous  than  their  conduct. 
This  was  the  result  of  his  own  expe- 
rience. Now  he  would  give  one  more 
examjde  of  the  beneficial  effect  of  inno- 
cent recreation  on  the  Sunday.  Sir 
Jose^  Faxton,  in  Ms  evidence  before 
the  Public  House  Committee,  in  1864, 
mentioned  that  from  500  to  800  persons 
used  to  come  from  Sheffield  on  a  Sunday 
to  visit  the  Duke  of  Devonshire's  G^ar- 
dens  at  Chatsworth,  which  were  freely 
opened  to  them.      Owing  to  alterations 

Oon,  the  Gardens  had  to  be  shut  for 
ne;  but  Sunday  drunkenness 
creased  so  much  in  the  neighbourhood 
that  Sir  Joseph  had  to  request  the  Duke, 
in  spite  of  the  works  going  on,  to  throw 
open  the  Grounds  again,  and  drunk- 
enness ceased  as  if  by  nu^c.  He 
(Mr.  Gregory)  had  already  shown  drunk- 
enness had  ceased  in  the  neighbour- 
hood of  Kew  since  the  opening  of  the 
Gardens.  But  he  (Mr.  Gregoiy)  would 
go  still  further.     He  would  maintain 
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that  the  opening  of  scientific  and  artistic 
institutions,  so  far  from  placing  the  in- 
tellect at  war  with  religion,  would  be 
the  means  of  exciting  thought  and  re- 
verence among  vast  masses  of  men  who 
never  thought  nor  revered  at  present. 
You  know  you  cannot  force  the  people 
into  your  churches.  The  very  persons 
who  have  most  need  of  moral  ii^uence 
stand  aloof.  He  did  not  pretend  to  say 
that  the  Sunday  opening  would  wean 
the  profligate  from  profligacy,  or  the 
drunkard  from  the  gin  botue ;  but  there 
were  thousands  of  persons  whose  hearts 
might  be  stirred  to  thought  and  reflec- 
tion &om  the  contemplation  of  the  noble 
works  of  nature  and  of  man  that  these 
collections  would  afford  them.  You  can- 
not awaken  that  thought  and  reflection 
by  your  churches.  Try  then  other  means 
which  are  harmless  and  even  praise- 
worthy. "  Whichwasnearesttoreligion, 
science  or  sensuality?"  was  a  question 
putbyMr.  John  Stuart  Mill.  Well,  what 
objections  remained  ? — That  additional 
expense  might  be  incurred.  He  (Mr. 
Gregory)  only  noticed  this  because  he 
had  seen  it  referred  to  with  some  stress 
in  certain  newspapers — but  what  would 
it  amount  to  ?  Scarcely  anything.  The 
additional  entense  of  opening  Kew  Gar- 
dens on  Sunday  was  £150  per  annum, 
which,  on  calculation,  was  less  thaji  £1 
per  1 ,000  visitors.  The  only  institutions 
to  be  opened  in  London  ^  his  Besolution 
would  be  the  British  Museum,  Jermyn 
Street,  South  Kensington  Museum,  Na- 
tional Gallery ;  and  there  would  be  none 
else  that  he  was  aware  of  at  present 
in  England.  Then  came  the  argument 
against  additional  Sunday  labour.  Mehad 
asked  Mr.  Cole,  and  was  informed  by  him 
that,  as  regards  the  Kensington  Galleries, 
he  would  just  require  four  men  and  no 
more  in  addition  to  those  necessarily 
employed.  Dr.  Gray,  of  the  British 
Museum,  gave  additional  testimony  as 
to  the  smaH  increase  of  attendants  that 
would  be  required.  If  any  attendant 
had  conscientious  objections  he  could  he 
excused,  and  he  (Mr.  Gr^ory)  verily 
believed  that  if  all  the  museums  and 
galleries  in  London  were  opened,  there 
would  not.be  required  more  than  forty 
attendants,  in  addition  to  those  at  pre- 
sent employed.  He  (Mr.  Gregory)  laid 
some  stress  on  these  figures,  for  the 
opponents  of  Sunday  opening  were  loud 
in  their  denunciation  of  the  additional 
labour  which  this  opening  would  impose ; 
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and  yet  it  tamed  out  to  be  perfectly  in- 
finiteaiiual,  if  compared  with  the  uime- 
cesaary  work  aov  done  on  Sundays  and 
which  was  tolerated  and  even  hardly 
objected  to.  But  the  moet  formidable 
argumeut  of  all,  and  one  -which  »eemed 
to  exercise  the  greatest  weight  on  Her 
Hajesfy's  GoTemment,  was  that  it  was 
unwise;  except  for  some  very  marked 
advantage,  to  give  a  univereal  shock  to 
men's  consciences  by  accepting  a  pro- 
posal, even  though  the  proposal  might 
D6  good  in  itseu.  He  (Mr.  Gregory) 
was  not  unwilling  to  entertain  that  view 
of  the  matter.  For  that  reason  he  had 
excepted  Scotland  from  the  Resolution, 
for  he  believed  that,  in  Scotland,  the 
mass  of  public  opinion  and  even  of  en- 
lightened  opinion  was  in  favour  of  a 
strict  and  stem  observance  of  what  was 
there  considered  to  be  the  Sabbath.  He 
only  hoped  that  time  and  thought  and 
the  experiences  derived  from  Ireland  and 
England  would  mitigate  that  feeling, 
but  he  would  leave  all  that  to  time, 
which  worked  many  wonders.  But  he 
denied  the  shock  to  ^e  public  conscience 
of  England — it  was  clear  it  did  not  exist 
in  Ireland — nothing  in  his  opinion  would 
be  more  unfair  than  to  judge  of  Endish 
opinion  by  the  petitions  presented.  They 
were  presented  chiefly  by  the  Dissenting 
congregations — who  had  the  most  ample 
madiinery  for  the  purpose — they  ema- 
nated from  persons  in  all  parts  of  England 
who  never  could  he  affected  by  the  Reso- 
lution. The  great  masses  of  the  working 
classes,  agricultural  and  manufacturing, 
throughout  the  countiy,  must  be  indif- 
ferent to  the  opening  of  museums  and 
galleries  which  they  could  never  hope  to 
see.  It  was  not  a  practical  question  com- 
ing home  to  them,  and  they  took  no 
trouble  in  the  matter.  It  was  not  a 
practical  question  either  to  the  upper 
class,  who  could  go  to  these  galleries 
every  day  of  the  week ;  it  did  not  come 
home  to  them,  and  they  took  no  trouble 
about  it ;  but  the  opposition  came  from 
congregations  who  sought  to 
their  religious  views  on  the  consciences 
of  others  who  entirely  differed  fiwm 
them.  He  (Mr.  Gregory)  repudiated  in 
the  strongest  terms  this  assumed  right 
of  one  man  to  subject  others  to  burdens 
and  annoyances  and  restrictions  on  ac- 
count of  his  conscientious  and  religious 
scruples.  Nay  more  than  this — in  his 
opimon  the  views  of  the  persons  in  the 
only  places  where  these  galleries  would 
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be  found,  that  is  Dublin  andljODdon, 
ought  mainly  if  not  chiefly,  to  be  con- 
sidered. It  was  clear  that  in  Dublin  the 
feeling  was  universal.  He  (Mr.  Gregory) 
believed  that  if  the  feeling  in  London 
could  be  aacertained,  there  would  be  a 
large  preponderance  of  the  classes  for 
whom  uie  privilege  was  intended  in  its 
favour.  But  they  should  bear  in  mind 
that  the  advocates  of  the  measure  were 
poor  men,  disunited,  aad  entirely  without 
the  necessary  machinery  for  gettingup  the 
steam.  But  the  numerous  Petitions  pre- 
sented from  London  were  a  proof  of  the 
strong  feeling  entertained,  and  even  if  the 
petitioners  were  in  a  minori^  still  their 
wishes  should  prevail.  The  House  of 
Commons  had  reco|;nized  that  feeling  by 
refijsing  the  Permissive  Bill  and  by  not 
allowing  a  clearly  ascertained  and  honA 
fide  majority  to  interfere  with  the  wishes 
and  comforts  of  a  minority,  even  in  a 
where  unquestionably  the  closing  of 
public-houses  would  be  a  social  advan- 
tage. Now,  if  this  were  some  new  pro- 
position, some  porative  infringement  of 
principle  for  the  first  time,  he  (Mr. 
Gregory)  could  understand  the  argu- 
ment of  the  shock  to  the  national  con- 
science. But  the  national  conscience 
must  be  a  very  extraordinary  and  elastic 
piece  of  composition  if  it  be  shocked  at 
the  opening  of  the  Picture  Gallery  at 
Trafalgar  ^uare  on  a  Sunday,  and  be 
in  quiescence  at  the  opening  of  the  Pic- 
ture Galleries  at  Hampton  Court  on  the 
same  day.  It  seemed  to  resolve  itself  to 
this — Put  the  poor  artizan  to  as  much 
expense  and  trouble  as  you  can,  and  he 
may  enter  a  national  picttire  gallery 
on  a  Sunday — that  is  no  nation^  sin — 
give  facilities  to  Tiim  and  to  his  poor 
over-worked  wife  and  children  to  en- 
joy the  works  of  nature  and  of  man 
on  a  Sunday  afternoon — a  wet  Sunday 
perhaps,  when  otherwise  he  would  not 
stir  from  his  confined  abode — let  him  be 
subjected  neither  to  expense  nor  to  in- 
convenience, and  at  once  you  incur  the 
guilt  of  a  transgression,  of  what  some 
very  good  people  chose  to  call,  the  Divine 
will.  As  Bishop  Butler  somewhere  says — 
"  We  make  uncommonly  free  with  God'a 
name  on  far  too  many  occasions."  What 
nonsense  it  was  to  talk  of  the  Saturday 
half-holiday  as  sufficient !  Hundreds  of 
working  men  had  said  to  him  it  was  a 
cruel  mockeiy,  and  so  was  week-day 
evening  opening.  He  had  not  long  since 
met  two  men  m  the  National  QuiXisrj 
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between  twelve  and  one  at  dinner-toiir 
in  their  working  dreas.  They  asked  tiim 
where  the  Spanieh  pictures  were,  and 
said  they  had  eeen  eome  notice  about 
them  in  some  newspaper,  and  they  had 
jiist  run  in  for  a  minute  to  have  a  look. 
They  expressed  a  great  anxiety  to  have 
the  galleriee  opened  on  Sunday.  He 
(Mj.  Qregory)  aiked  if  they  could  not  visit 
them  on  Saturday  afternoons.  They  said 
it  was  impossible — they  had  to  go  home 
and  clean  themselves — they  were  weary 
after  the  week's  work — they  would  wish 
to  take  the  old  woman  and  children  with 
them — the  very  expression  employed — 
but  that  could  not  be  done,  as  she  had 
to  tidy  at  home,  to  pay  bills,  and  to  get 
things  ready  for  Sunday.  In  short, 
Saturday  was  to  them  a  useless  privi- 
lege. But  the  experiment  has  been  ac- 
tually tried,  and  it  had  failed.  Sir 
Dominick  Oorrigan,  in  his  evidence  he- 
fore  the  Science  and  Art  Commission  in 
Dublin,  last  year,  stated  that  they  had 
opened  the  Zoological  Gardens,  near 
Dublin,  at  \d.  admission,  after  fire  o'clock, 
but  the  people  did  not  come ;  they  then 
abolished  the  Id.  admission  on  week 
days,  and  estabUehed  it  on  Sundays,  and 
now  they  had  on  Sundays  5,000  or  6,000 
people  constantly  in  the  Gardens.  He 
said  that  there  had  been  no  misbeha- 
viour ;  it  brought  the  people,  with  their 
wives  and  children,  to  these  Gardens, 
and  weaned  them  from  the  public-houses, 
and  that  the  strong  feeling  which  origi- 
nally prevailed  against  these  Sunday 
openings  had  practically  disappeared. 
"Well,  but  say  our  opponents,  —  "  We 
mustdrawtheline  somewhere,  and  as  we 
have  a  line  drawn  we  must  stick 
or  the  next  thing  will  be  a  demand  for 
the  opening  of  theatres  and  casinos."  He 
(Mr.  Gregory)  perfectly  agreed  in  this — 
Utat  a  line  should  be  i&awn  somewhere, 
as  hard  and  as  fast  a  line  as  they  could 
wish,  only  let  it  be  logical  and  con- 
sistent. Do  not  draw  a  line  opening 
picture  galleries  at  Hampton  Court,  and 
dosing  them  at  Trafalgar  Square.  Say 
distinctly — "  We  will  open  those  places 
of  recreation  which  are  imiTersally  ac- 
knowledged to  be  innocent  and  profit- 
able on  week  days."  As  for  theatres 
and  casinos,  no  one  would  more  dis- 
tinctly oppose  them  than  himself,  and 
such  were  the  universal  sentiments  of 
those  who  were  working  with  him. 
Dublin  had  relaxed  the  severity  of  its 
Sunday,  and  nowhere  was  Simday  better 


observed  than  in  Ireland.  This  relaxa- 
tion had  not  produced  the  smallest  move- 
ment in  favour  of  the  opening  of  thea- 
tres. The  idea  had  never  even  been 
hinted  at.  The  working  classes  in  Lon- 
don who  advocated  this  relaxation  were 
not  influenced  by  any  notion  of  weaken- 
ing the  reverence  for  a  due  observance 
of  the  Seventh  Day.  They  had  no  wish 
to  secularize  it,  or  to  infringe  upon  its 
rest.  They  abominated  the  idea  of  its 
becoming  a  day  of  work.  Their  fixed 
behef  was,  that  this  addition  of  innocent 
recreation  to  rest  from  toil  would  make 
the  Sunday  more  dear  and  highly  prized 
than  it  ever  was  before.  A  Uemorial 
from  the  Sunday  League,  which  was 
presented  some  time  ago  to  the  Prime 
Minister,  gave  unequivocal  testimony  to 
this  efi'ect.  It  stated  that  they  regarded 
Sunday  as  one  of  the  greatest  blessings 
to  the  middle  and  working  classes ;  and, 
so  far  from  advocating  anything  that 
would  lead  to  its  desecration,  they  were 
only  anxious  that,  on  that  day  of  devo- 
tion, they  should  also  have  some  means 
of  innocent  enjoyment,  and  that  as  they 
claimed  for  themselves  full  hberty  of 
conscience  Euid  action,  they  honoured 
and  respected  the  devotional  observance 
of  others.  They  altogether,  objected  to 
the  introduction  of  labour  on  the  Sun- 
day ;  but  they  asserted  that,  owing  to  the 
present  absence  of  all  recreation,  large 
numbers  in  certain  trades  were  accus- 
tomed to  work  on  Sundays,  in  order 
Uiat  they  might  make  hohday  at  other 
times.  This  was  corroborated  by  a  Pe- 
tition he  was  about  to  present,  signed 
by  fifty  shoemakers,  who  stated  that 
they  worked  during  Sundays  because 
they  had  no  means  of  innocent  enjoy- 
ment, and  preferred  to  work  at  home 
rather  than  to  go  to  the  |;in  palace. 
K  his  Besolutiou  were  earned,  so  far 
from  its  weakening  rehgioua  feeling,  or 
diminishing  the  reverence  and  attach- 
ment to  the  Sunday,  which  was  un- 
doubtedly a  strong  English  instinct,  it 
would  have  a  totally  different  efieot. 
He  believed  that  the  success  of  his  Re- 
solution would  carry  with  it  attachment 
to  a  reverence  for  the  Sunday  among 
the  working  classes  who  thought  and 
read.  He  believed  it  would  bring 
thought  and  refection  to  numbers  who 
never  thought  or  reflected  before.  He 
beUeved  it  would  bring  many  to  religion 
whom  the  ministrations  of  any  Church 
had  never  reached.     It  would  restore 
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respect  for  religion  &mOTig  ihoTiBands 
who  now  hated  tiie  verj  name,  and  held 
aloof  with  Buroicioa  from  its  miniBtere, 
because  they  believed  that  they,  under 
the  name  of  religion,  were  depriving 
them  of  enjoymente  for  which  they  were 
taxed  and  which  they  had  a  right  to — 
and  how  could  it  be  otherwise  r  Could 
the  present  system  conduce  to  love  or 
reverence  for  the  Sunday  in  the  minds 
of  the  working  classes  of  London — for 
all  his  observations  were  now  confined 
to  London  ?  Let  them  picture  to  them- 
selves the  Sunday  afternoon  of  the  rich, 
and  the  Sunday  afternoon  of  the  poor — 
pleasure,  liberty,  for  the  one ;  hstlees- 
neas,  apathy — in  too  many  cases  drunk- 
enneas  —  for  the  other.  Let  them  con- 
ceive the  feelings  of  the  poor  hard- 
worked  artizan.  He  goes  to  the  Be- 
fent'a  Park  on  Sunday— ie  sees  the  road 
locked  up  with  corri^es  and  horses — 
he  sees  thousands  of  well-dressed  per- 
sons flaunting  and  flirting,  and  enjoying 
themselves  in  the  Zoological  Oudens. 
He  knows  that  the  ground  of  the  Zoolo- 
gical Gardens  was  let  by  the  Qovemment, 
and  the  Government  could  close  them  on 
Sunday  if  it  pleased ;  but  there  was  no  sin 
in  letting  them  be  kept  open  for  the  rich. 
He  goes  thipugh  St.  James'  Street  and 
Fall  Mall,  he  sees  the  clubs  open  and 
thronged,  and  the  tables  spread,  with 
eveiything  that_wealth  con  command — 
Sunday  was  a  pleasant  day  in  these 
places  and  to  these  folks.  He  sees  those 
who  have  money  and  carriagea,  careless 
and  gay,  going  off  to  Hampton  Court 
to  wtuk  throu^  galleries  and  gardens, 
which  the  State  keeps  ip  for  those  who 
are  able  to  get  to  them.  There  was  no  sin 
in  this.  He  asks  to  be  permitted  to  enter 
similar  galleries  in  London  —  then  at 
once  he  is  told  that  to  give  him  that 
permission  would  be  a  violation  of 
the  national  conscience  and  on  offence 
in  the  eyes  of  God.  Now,  he  asked 
those  who  refused  to  grant  these  poor 
people  some  few  short  hours  of  innocent 
recreation — some  few  glimpses  of  beauty, 
some  few  faint  beams  of  high  and  pure 
enjoyment  after  that  dismal  round  of 
druc^ry  and  care  which  they  had  gone 
through  during  the  week — whether  such 
a  course  could  inspire  anything  else, 
more  eapecioUy  after  this  debate,  than 
a  deep  feeling  of  resentment  and  even 
hatred  to  religion  ?  Compare,  for  a  mo- 
ment, the  Sunday  of  the  country,  and 
the  Sunday  of  the  town.     With  the  one, 
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the  afternoon  walk,  green  fields,  wUd 
flowers,  singing  birds,  pure  air  and 
clear  skies.  With  the  other,  hot  de- 
serted streets,  brawlii^  crowded  aJleys, 
ribaldry  and  oaths,  or  else,  close  con- 
fined ill-ventilated  rooms  and  the  gin 
palace  as  the  refiige  and  recreation. 
You  cannot  give  tiie  pure  air,  and  the 
green  fields  and  the  clear  sky ;  but  the 
little  alleviation  you  can  give  you  re- 
fuse, and  in  doing  so  you  invoke  the 
name  of  God  whose  most  glorious  attri- 
butes in  the  hearts  of  Christian  men  are 
mercy  and  beneficence.  He  asked  the 
aid  of  Her  Majesty's  Government  on 
this  occasion ;  they  knew  well  enough 
that  the  real  feeling  of  the  House  was 
with  him,  and  that  were  this  Besolution 
tested  by  the  ballot,  it  would  be  carried 
by  an  immense  majority.  Nothing 
would  be  easier  than  for  the  Govern- 
ment to  declare  that  they  would  jdace 
certain  specified  museums  and  galleries 
in  London  on  the  same  footing  as  the 
galleries  in  Hampton  Court.  The  Go- 
vernment fwed  quite  as  great  a  clamour 
once  before  in  Dublin,  and  such  had 
been  the  good  efi'ects  that  the  clamour 
hod  long  since  died  away.  The  forms  of 
the  House  prevented  hi -in  from  going  to 
a  division,  or  he  ahould  have  telt  him- 
self bound  to  ascertain  whether  a  Be- 
formed  House  of  Commons  would  de- 
clare in  &vour  of  maintaining  a  course  of 
legislation  which,  while  permitting  to 
the  rich  every  kind  of  enjoyment  and 
improvement  on  the  Sunday,  denied  to 
the  hard  -  worked  mechanics  in  the 
capital  of  England  the  only  chance 
they  ever  could  enjoy  of  raising  their 
thoughts  above  the  level  of  their  daily 
toil,  and  of  becoming  bettor  and  nobler 
by  that  nobility  of  thought,  which  the 
famous  works  of  men  and  the  won* 
drous  works  of  God  conferred  on  those 
who  sought  to  penetrate  their  meaning. 
Mk.  W.  S.  ALLEN :  *  Sir,  I  regret 
exceedingly  that  the  forms  of  the  House 
do  not  permit  me  to  move  the  Amend- 
ment wnich  stands  in  my  name,  and 
that  the  hon.  Member  for  Galway  is  not 
able  to  divide  the  House  on  this  occasion ; 
because  I  believe,  if  it  had  been  in  his 

Eower  to  have  done  so,  his  Motion  would 
ave  been  negatived  by  a.  large  and 
decisive  majority.  It  is  worthy  of  re- 
mark that  this  Motion  has  already  been 
presented  to  the  House  in  three  difl'erent 
forms ;  as  it  was  first  put  on  the  Notice 
Pi^er,  it  proposed  to  "  open  all  Museum* 
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and  Galleries  supported  by  the  State, 
after  Morning  Service  on  Sundays"  ;  aa 
it  was  put  on  the  Notice  Paper  the  second 
time,  it  proposed  to  open  those  sup- 
ported by  the  State  in  England  and  Ire- 
land— the  ton.  Member  for  Oalwaj  nc 
doubt  feeling  a  wholesome  fear  of  Scotch 
Members  on  a  question  like  the  present ; 
and  as  it  now,  in  its  third  form,  stands 
on  the  Notice  Paper,  it  proposes  to  open 
the  British,  the  South  £ei>smgton,  and 
the  Jermyn  Street  Museums  and  the 
National  Gallery  on  Sunday  afternoons  ; 
but  the  principle  in  each  case  has  been 
the  same,  and  it  is  to  that  principle  that 
I,  and  those  who  act  with  me  in  this 
House,  and,  as  we  b^eve,  millions  out- 
of-doors  are  decidedly  opposed.  It  may 
be  in  the  recollection  of  many  hon.  Mem- 
bera  that  it  is  now  some  thirteen  years 
ago  since  a  similar  Besolution  was  sub- 
mitted to  the  House  by  Sir  Joshua 
Walmsley,  and  when  the  diTision  took 
place  on  that  occasion  the  numbers  were 
376  against  the  Motion,  and  48  for  it. 
Now,  I  do  not  think  I  am  stating  too 
much,  when  I  say  tliat  the  division  which 
then  took  pla<;e  thoroughly  represented 
the  general  feeling  of  the  people  of  this 
country,  and  what  I  am  prepared  to 
maintain  is,  that  since  that  time  there 
has  been  no  material  change  in  the 
opinion  of  the  people,  except  it  be,  that 
there  is  now  a  stronger  dislifee  than  ever 
to  the  proposal  of  the  hon.  Gentleman. 
I  do  not  argue  this  question  from 
strictly  Sabbatarian  point  of  view.  The 
hon.  Gentleman,  however,  has  quoted 
Scripture,  and,  to  his  quotation,  I  reply 
that  I  t&ko  my  creed  on  this  subject 
from  the  words  of  One  who  said — "The 
Sabbath  was  made  for  man,  and  not 
man  for  the  Sabbath."  The  ton.  Gen- 
tleman has  brought  forward  the  opinions 
of  many  eminent  men  who,  he  states 
are  in  favour  of  his  Motion.  In  reply  to 
that  I  can  simply  say  that  there  are  very 
many  more  eminent  menin  favour  of  the 
other  side  of  fiie  question.  And,  al- 
thougb  they  may  differ  on  some  points, 
the  common  consent  of  Christianity  at  all 
times  has  pretty  well  agreed  in  this 
view  of  the  case,  that  one  day  in  seven 
should  be  set  apart  as  a  day  of  rest  and 
devotion.  Now,  what  were  the  ail- 
ments of  the  hon.  Member  in  favor  of 
his  proposal?  He  says  that  there  are 
no  placef  of  recreation,  except  pnblic- 
houses,  open  to  the  working  classes  on 
Sundays,  and  he  has  quoted  the  opinion 
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of  the  Eev.  Newman  Hall  on  this 
subject — "that  he  would  ratber  open 
museums  than  public-houses  on  Sun- 
day." His  ai^fument  may  be  a  very 
good  one  in  favour  of  shutting-up  public- 
houses  altogether  on  the  Lord's  Day, 
and  thereby  putting  an  end  to  the 
temptation  which  they  offer,  but  I  sub- 
mit it  is  a  very  poor  argument  for  open- 
ing the  National  Galleiy  and  British 
Museum  on  Sundays  as  well.  I  firmly 
believe  that  if  the  BUI  of  the  hon. 
Member  for  Chichester  had  passed  into 
law  last  year,  it  would  have  been  one  of 
the  greatest  benefits  ever  conferred  upon 
the  working  classes  of  this  country — ^but 
I  deny  that  we  have  any  right  to  charge 
the  drunkenness,  misery,  and  crime  at 

gi^sent  existing  to  the  fact  that  the 
ritish  Museum  and  National  Gallery 
are  not  open  on  Sunday  afternoon,  be- 
cause these  things  are  rather  due  to  our 
own  legislation  in  permitting  public- 
houses  to  be  open  during  so  long  a 
Seriod  on  the  Sabbath.  Then  the  hon. 
[ember  said  if  we  could  but  tempt  men 
away  from  public-houses  they  would  not 
■  drunk,  but  would  go  to  these 
ums  instead.  I  grant  you  they 
would  visit  these  places,  but  would  they 
not  require  refreshments  after  they  came 
out  of  them  ?  I  think  there  can  be  no 
question  that  if  you  were  to  open  these 
'  «es  on  Sundays  a  fresh  crop  of  public- 
ises and  gin  palaces  would  spring  up 
their  immemate  neighbourhood,  bo 
that  instead  of  mitigating  the  evila  of 
of  which  we  at  present  complain,  you 
would  only  increase  them.  The  hon. 
Member  has  also  brought  forward,  in  a 
new  dress,  the  old  argument  that  you 
cannot  make  people  rdigioua  by  Act  of 
Parliament,  or,  as  he  called  it — "em- 
ploying the  secular  arm  in  prop^ating 
religion,"  and  I  quite  agree  with  Mm  ; 
but,  while  I  frankly  admit  the  folly  of 
attempting  to  make  men  religious  by 
Acts  of  Parliament,  I  equally  assert  the 
folly  of  holding  out  inducements  to  irre- 
ligion  by  the  legislation  of  this  House. 
It  is  one  thing  for  the  law  to  say  to  a 
man — if  you  do  not  go  to  Church  you 
shall  be  punished ;  but  it  is  quite  a  dif- 
ferent thing  for  it  to  say  to  him — because 
you  do  not  go,  we  will  offer  you  ad- 
ditional inducements  to  stay  away.  His 
notion  of  religion  seems  to  be  somewhat 
peculiar.  He  stated  that  in  his  opinion 
eveiy  man  should  worship  in  the  morn- 
ing, and  devote  the  afternoon  to  recre- 
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ation.  I  object  altogether  to  that  Tiew 
of  the  case.  His  notion  of  Sunday  ob- 
Bervance  seema  to  be  that  a  working 
man  ought  to  deal  with  it  just  as  if  it 
were  his  Sunday  ooat ;  to  put  it  on  when 
he  gets  up  in  the  morning,  and  to  wear 
it  only  until  half-past  twelve  o'clock,  and 
then  to  put  it  off;  in  short  to  get  rid  of  it 
as  soon  as  he  cau.  I  object  to  that 
■view  altogether  ;  because  if  there  exists 
any  obligation  to  observe  the  Sabbath  at 
all,  that  obligation  exists  during  the 
whole  of  the  day,  and  not  merely  during 
a  portion  of  it.  Then  it  is  said  that  we 
desire  to  make  Sunday  a  day  of  gloom 
and  melancholy,  and  an  eminent  come- 
dian— Mr.  Buckstone — has  kindly  told 
us  "  our  object  is  to  made  everybody  as 
miserable  as  possible  on  one  day  in  the 
week."  I  entirely  deny  that  assertion  of 
Mr.  Buckstone's.  I  deny  that  we  do 
make  men,  or  wish  to  make  them  miser- 
able, and  I  would  ask  if  he  gravely 
means  to  assert  that  the  only  day  of  the 
week  on  which  a  man  can  rest  &om  his 
toil,  and  spend  with  his  wife  and  family 
in  the  enjoyment  of  that  home  and 
social  life,  which  is  the  glory  of  this 
country,  is  actually  to  be  considered  a 
day  of  gloom  and  misery,  even  though 
the  National  Gallery  and  British  Museum 
are  not  open  7  I  am  quite  aware  that 
there  are  many  men — thousands,  nay, 
tens  of  thousands — who  do  not  value  the 
Sabbath,  and  the  privilege  of  spending 
one  day  in  seven  with  their  families  in 
the  enjoyment  of  those  domestic  joys 
and  comforts,  which  the  vast  majority 
of  the  working  classes  of  this  country 
do  value  and  do  prize ;  but  I  utterly 
deny  that  because  there  are  men  so 
worthless  that  the  purest  and  holiest 
joys  a  merci^  Providence  has  given  to 
man  have  no  charm  for  them,  they  have 
any  right  to  charge  us  with  wishing 
to  make  the  Lord's  Day  a  day  of  gloom 
and  melancholy,  when  they  have  no  one 
to  blame  for  it  but  themselves.  Now, 
one  vei7  strong  argument  against  this 
pro^ostu  is  that  the  general  sense  and 
feehng  of  the  people  of  this  country  is 
against  it.  The  hon.  Member  may 
doubt  the  fact — he  is  quite  justified  in 
doing  so— but  I  can  appeal,  and  I  do  so 
with  confidence,  to  the  number  of  Peti- 
tions which  have  been  presontod  to  this 
House  against  this  Motion,  and  Petitions 
signed  by  nearly  thirtoen  times  as  many 
as  those  in  favour  of  his  Motion.  Now, 
the  hon.  Gentleman  has  said  that  these 
Mr.  ir.  8.  Allen 
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Petitions  are  not  to  be  attended  to,  be- 
cause they  come  chiefly  from  Dissenting 
congregations.     Well,  i '     "" 


I  have  yet  t^ 
learn  tEat  either  Dissenting  ministers  or 
their  congregations  are  to  be  held  up  to 
scorn  and  ridicule  in  this  House,  because 
they  have  thought  it  right  and  proper  to 
sign  Petitions  against  a  certain  proposal. 
I  should  have  thought  that  the  presence 
of  my  hon.  Friend  the  Member  for 
Hackney  (Mr.  Charles  £eed),  and  my 
hon.  Friend  the  Member  for  Lambetli 
(Mr.  M'Arthur)  who  are  both  member* 
of  distinguished  Dissenting  congrega- 
tions, would  have  shielded  the  Dissenters 
of  this  country  from  the  hon.  Gentle- 
man's reproaches.  And  I  would  aak 
&om  what  better  source  could  these 
Petitions  have  come  ?  Surely  Dissenting 
ministers  who  devote  their  time  to  the 
moral  and  religious  instruction  of  the 
people  of  this  country,  and  Uteir  congre- 
gations ought  to  know  something  about 
this  question,  and  their  views  ought,  at 
any  rate  be  worth  listening  to.  I  must 
say  it  is  rather  a  sn^cious  circumstance 
that  instead  of  this  Motion  being  brought 
forward  by  a  metropolitan  Member,  or 
by  an  English  borough  Member,  urged 
on  to  it  by  his  constituents,  it  has  been 
introduced  by  a  Qentieman  from  one  of 
the  most  remote  constituencies  in  the 
United  Kingdom — &om  the  neighbour- 
hood of  that  "melancholy  ocean"  to 
which  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  from 
Buckingham^ire  referred,  and  where 
the  wante  and  requirements  of  the  people 
of  this  great  city  seemed  to  be  better 
known  than  they  are  here.  I  do  not 
deny  the  hon.  Gentieman's  right  to  bring 
forward  this  Motion ;  but  I  do  say  it  is  a 
circumstance  full  of  suspicion  tiiat  the 
National  Sunday  League  have  had  to 
get  the  hon.  Member  for  Oalway  to  ad- 
vocate their  cause  in  this  House.  If 
there  had  been  any  veiy  general  desire  in 
this  metropolis  to  have  t^ese  institutions 
opened,  there  would  have  been  plenty  of 
metropolitan  Members  ready  to  take  the 
matter  up,  but  they  have  not  done  so. 
Another  argument  is — ^that  I  believe  this 
is  an  attempt  to  get  the  thin  end  of  the 
wedge  in.  Although  the  hon.  GenUe- 
man  expressed  himself  as  averse  to  a 
Continental  Sunday,  yet  I  believe  the 
adoption  of  his  proposal  would  be  the 
first  stop  towards  tbe  introduction  of 
such  a  Sunday  in  this  country.  If  this 
House  concedes  the  principle,  that  it  is 
right  that  museums  and  galleries,  sup- 
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ported  by  the  State  ehould  be  open 
on  Suuda;  afternoone,  I  'vant  to  kni 
where  you  are  to  atop  ?  If  you  onoe  eay 
that  the  National  Gallery  shall  be  open 
on  Sunday,  vhat  possible  argument  can 
you  urge  why  the  Eoyal  Academy,  and 
the  Society  of  Sritish  Artists,  Ac,  should 
not  be  open.  If  it  is  right  to  look  at  the 
works  of  andeut  masters,  why  should  it 
not  be  right  to  look  at  those  of 
modem  masters  as  well  ?  If  you  open 
your  public  institutions  and  places  of 
amusement  on  tbe  Lord's  day,  now  can 
you  refiiae  the  same  right  to  private  in- 
di-viduals  to  open  theirs ;  and  if  you  open 
your  museums  and  picture  galleries, 
and  other  public  and  private  places  of 
amusement  on  Sunday  afternoons  why 
sboold  you  refuse  to  open  your  theatres 
and  music  halls  at  night?  The  hon. 
Gentleman  says  veiy  truly  that  in  Dublin 
Hiere  is  no  desire  that  the  theatre  and 
the  Casino  should  be  opened  on  the 
Sunday  evening.  But  how  do  we  know 
that  t^ere  will  not  be  such  a  desire  ii 
London?  How  do  we  know,  if  this 
Klotion  had  been  agreed  t«,  that  there 
would  not  have  been  a  demand  that 
theatres,  and  music  halls,  and  the  AI- 
bambra  and  other  like  places  should  be 
opened  on  Sunday  evening  ?  And  why 
should  there  not  ?  If  it  is  right  to  open  the 
National  Gallery  and  the  Royal  Academy 
on  a  Sunday  afternoon,  why  should  it  be 
wrong  to  go  in  the  evening  to  the  theatre 
or  the  Albambra  ?  The  simple  fact  is, 
and  no  persons  know  it  better  than  the 
members  of  the  National  Sunday  League, 
if  you  once  begin  you  cannot  stop;  if 
you  once  concede  the  principle  that  it  is 
right  to  open  any  place  of  amusement — 
apply  to  it  whatever  name  you  like,  mu- 
seum, theatre,  or  gallery — you  must  ex- 
tend it  to  all.  Then,  Sir,  there  is  an- 
other argument  which  the  hon.  Uember 
paased  over  very  lightly  indeed,  but 
which  to  my  mind,  is  a  very  important 
one.  It  is  that  by  opening  tbese  mu- 
seums and  galleries  you  mil  create  an 
absolute  necessity  for  a  certain  amount 
of  Sunday  labour.  You  will  compel  the 
employes  at  these  places  to  work  seven 
days  instead  of  working  six  as  they  do  at 
present.  I  fully  grant  that  at  first  this 
evil  would  not  be  veij  great ;  but  if,  as  I 
believe,  the  inevitable  consequence  of 
this  motion  would  be  that  other  places 
of  amusement  would  likewise  be  opened, 
you  would  very  soon  deprive  hundreds  of 
the  only  day  of  rest  they  now  enjoy ;  and 


this  would  not  only  apply  to  London 
alone,  because  if  it  be  right  that  mu- 
seums and  galleries  and  other  places  of 
amusement  shoidd  be  open  in  London, 
it  cannot  be  wrong  that  Utey  should  be 
open  also  in  Manchester,  Liverpool, 
Birmingham,  and  otber  lai^e  towns ;  so 
that  in  a  very  short  time,  in  Hie  space  of 
a  few  years  at  most,  I  believe  the  inevit- 
able result  of  this  Motion  would  be  that 
in  the  targe  towns  of  this  country  you 
would  deprive  thousands  of  the  rest  they 
now  enjoy  on  the  Sabbath.  But  this 
would  not  be  all.  There  are  hundreds 
of  unscrupulous  masters  in  this  countiy 
who  would  say  to  their  workmen — "If  it 
is  right  that  you  should  go  to  places  of 
amusement  on  the  Lord's  day,  it  is  right 
that  you  should  work  for  us;"  and  if 
some  masters  did  this,  others  would  do 
it,  declaring  that  they  were  compelled 
t«  do  so  by  the  competition  that  was 
created ;  and  the  consequence  would  be 
that,  inaveryshorttime,  you  would  bring 
upon  the  working  classes  of  this  country 
the  greatest  curse  and  the  greatest  ca- 
lami^ that  could  happen  to  them — the 
loss  of  their  weekly  day  of  rest.  The 
hon.  Member  says  this  question  ought 
not  to  be  argued  &om  a  religious 
point  of  view.  Perhaps  he  will  allow 
me  to  say  a  few  words  as  to  the  advan- 
tages of  the  Sabbath  in  a  secular  point 
of  view;  and  I  may  eay  that  although 
those  advantages  are  great  to  all,  yet 
they  are  far  greater  to  the  poor  man  than 
they  are  to  the  rich.  The  rich  man  can 
take  a  holiday  whenever  he  likes.  He 
can  go  to  the  sea-side  for  a  week,  or  a 
month,  or  whatever  period  he  chooses ; 
but  the  poor  man  cannot  do  that,  and  the 
consequence  is  that  the  rest  of  the  Sab- 
batb  is  to  him  a  thing  of  priceless  value. 
It  is  also  an  admitted  fact  that  continuous 
bodily  or  mental  labour,  uninterrupted 
and  unbroken  by  the  rest  of  the  Sabbath, 
leads  to  premature  decay.  It  is  also  an 
admitted  fact  that  men  can  do  more 
work  in  six  days  in  the  course  of  the  year 
than  they  can  by  working  seven.  And 
with  these  facts  meeting  us  on  the  very 
threshold  of  the  question,  I  think  we 
should  be  blind  and  foolish  indeed  if  we 
ittempted  to  pass  a  Motion  like  this, 
when  the  inevitable  result  would  be  to 
deprive  the  working  men  of  this  country, 
sooner  or  later  of  their  weekly  day  of  rest. 
Maylallude  for  one  moment  to  the  religi- 
ous aspect  of  the  question.  Imyselfseeno 
reason  why  a  question,  which  is  bo  in- 
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timately  connected  with  the  aubject  of 
religion  ehoitld  not  be  aivued  from  a 
religious  point  of  view.  And  I  oonfees 
I  have  not  much  opinion  of  the  wiedom 
of  any  man  who  would  moke  light  of  and 
deepiee  the  influence  of  religion  on  the 
minde  of  men,  or  the  importanoe  of  de- 
voting one  day  in  seven  to  the  considera- 
tion of  its  paramount  importance.  And 
what  we  ask  is  this — We  ask  that  a  day 
which  we  believe  has  been  set  apart  &om  < 
the  creation  of  the  world  by  the  Creator 
for  His  service  and  worship,  that  a  day 
which  the  Sedeemer  recognized  when  He 
visited  this  world,  that  a  day,  which  the 
common  consent  of  ChriBtiamtj  at  all 
times,  has  specially  set  apart  for  rest  and 
devotion,  should  be  preserved  intact  and 
unbroken  for  those  great  purposes  for 
which  it  was  instituted.  E  is  all  very 
well  to  tell  us  that  thousands  and  tens 
of  thousands  will  not  go  to  church 
ohapel.  We  £rankly  admit  it;  we  do 
not  deny  it :  but  then  we  say,  do  not 
offer  them  additional  inducements  to  stay 
away — and  do  not  insult  the  religious 
feeling  of  the  country  by  placing  the 
Briti^  Uuaeum  and  the  Nationiu  Gal- 
lery in  open  competition  with  the  House 
of  God.  Sir,  I  need  not  appeal  to  the 
House  to  reject  this  Uotion,  because  we 
cannot  go  to  a  division  upon  it ;  but  of 
one  thii^  I  am  confident,  if  we  had  been 
enabled  to  divide,  this  Motion  would  have 
been  rejected,  as  I  trust  similar  Motions 
always  will  be,  by  a  large  and  decisive 

m^ority.  

Ma.  M'AETHUE  said, 
hesitation  in  saying  that  the  feeling 
of  the  large  majority  of  working  men 
in  the  borough  of  Lambeth — which  he 
r^arded  as  a  veiy  good  test  of  the  feel- 
ing of  the  humbler  classes  throughout 
London — was  decidedly  opposed  to  the 
Motion  of  the  hon.  Gentleman  (Mr.  W. 
H.  Gh-^ory).  The  Petitions  presented 
to  the  House  on  the  subject  up  to  Sa- 
turday last  were  in  the  following  pro- 
portions —  eighty-seven  Petitions  with 
10,436  signatures,  in  favour  of  the  Uo- 
tion; and  685  Petitions,  with  130,976 
edgnatures  attached,  against  the  Motion, 
"mien  the  hon.  Gentleman  stated  that 
the  working  classes  were  unable  on 
week-days  to  visit  places  of  amusement 
or  instruction,  it  was  necessary  to  recall 
the  fact  that  in  1865  upwards  of  200,000 
persons  visited  the  Agricultural  Hall, 
and  that  124,000  visited  the  South  Lon- 
don Industrial  Exhibition  upon  week- 
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days.  The  South  Kensington  Museum 
had  been  visited  by  upward  of  3,000,000 
people  upon  week-days,  although  the 
position  was  by  no  means  centnU ;  and 
at  the  recent  exhibition  in  Lambeth 
42,000  persons  paid  2d.  each  to  see, 
upon  the  evenings  of  week-days,  what 
had  been  contributed.  A  strong  proof 
of  the  importance  attached  by  woridng 
men  to  the  rest*  of  the  Sabbath  was 
afforded  by  the  fact  that  when,  some 
time  back,  three  prizes  were  offered  for 
the  best  composition  on  the  subject,  no 
less  than  1,045  essays  were  sent  in  by 
working  men  in  the  short  space  of  three 
weeks.  In  the  words  of  one  of  the 
working  men  themselves,  Sunday  was 
"Heaven's  antidote  to  the  curse  of  la- 
bour." If  the  Continental  example 
were  once  adopted,  were  we  to  have 
races  in  the  vicinity  of  the  city?  He 
contended  that  the  question  was  a  reli- 
gious one.  The  Fourth  Commandment 
still  existed  as  a  part  of  our  moral  law. 
The  law  respecting  the  Sabbath  had  not 
been  abrogated,  and  he  believed  that 
the  two  greatest  nations  of  the  world, 
England  and  the  United  States,  owed 
not  a  little  of  their  unrivalled  prosperity 
to  their  observance  of  the  Sunday. 

Mb.  T.  chambers  said,  he  regret- 
ted than  no  division  could  be  come  to 
upon  the  Besolution,  for  had  it  been 
possible  to  divide,  he  was  assured  that 
on  this,  as  on  previous  occasions,  a  ma- 
jority of  the  House  would  have  been  in 
favour  of  preserving  the  sanctity  of  the 
Christian  Sabbath.  It  was  unreasonable 
of  the  hon.  Member  for  Galway  (Mr. 
W.  H.  Gregory)  to  say  that  he  would 
not  treat  that  as  a  rehgious  question ; 
and  he  had  been  unable  to  carry  out  his 
intention,  for  his  speech  had  been  filled 
with  allusions  to  religious  arguments 
and  attempts  to  meet  them.  The  hon. 
Member  had  said  that  a  majority  of  the 
working  men  in  this  metropolis  were  in 
favour  of  his  proposal.  He  (Mr.  T. 
Chambers)  bad  butter  means  of  infor- 
mation on  that  point  than  the  hon. 
Member,  and  he  honestly  believed  that 
the  overwhelming  majority  was  on  the 
other  side.    In  the  course  of  his  canvass 

the  borough  of  Marylebone  last  au- 
tumn, he  had  attended  more  than  100 
public  meetings ;  and  at  all  of  them  the 
question  —  whether  he  would  vote  for 
opening  the  pubUc  galleries  on  Sim- 
day  was  asked  either  by  Mend  or 
foe?     He  said,   "No;"   and  he   did 
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not  recollect  any  occasion  on  which  Mb 
answer  was  not  received  with  aU  but 
nnonimoua  applauBo.  The  hon.  Gentle- 
man had  alluded  to  the  Petition  with 
47,000  si^aturas,  whioh  he  proposed  to 
present,  and  which  he  (Mr.  T.  Chambers) 
Huppoeed  would  be  presented  on  Mon- 
day evening.  If  that  Petition  had  been 
presented,  however,  .that  evening',  he 
should  have  had  to  present  another  Pe- 
tition from  the  Working  Men's  Lord's- 
day  Seet  Association,  praying  that  a 
scrutiny  might  take  place,  as  to  the  ge- 
nuineness of  the  signatures  to  the  Pe- 
tition of  the  Sunday  League;  and  in 
support  of  the  grounds  on  whioh  that 
scrutiny  was  asked,  he  held  in  hie  hand 
a  statement  sinied  by  George  Henry 
Beck,  of  13,  look's  Court,  Chancery 
Lane,  and  Frederick  Biggs,  of  die  same 
place,  in  which  Beck  declared  that  he 
had  been  employed  for  the  last  six  weeks 
in  obtaining  siguatores  to  the  Petition 
brought  into  toe  House  by  the  hon. 
Member  for  Galway,  and  that  he  had 
himself  affixed  to  it  upwards  of  800  ficti- 
tious signaturee;  and  Biggs  declared  that 
he  had  affixed  200  fictitious  signaturee 
to  the  same  Petition,  and  that  for  the  last 
twelve  days,  from  twelve  to  twenW  per* 
sons  had  been  engaged  at  13,  Took's 
Court,  in  filling  in  fictitious  signaturee 
to  the  sheets.  That  would  show  that, 
as  the  hon.  Member  for  Galway  had 
himself  said,  Petitions  were  not  always 
of  much  importance.  So  much  for  the 
feeling  of  the  working  men  of  the  me- 
tropolis on  this  question.  It  had  been 
represented  to  t£e  First  Lord  of  the 
Traasury,  at  a  deputation,  that  he  (Mr. 
T.  Chambers)  had  modified  his  opinion 
on  the  matter  in  the  course  of  his  i 
vass.  This  was  untrue.  He  had  ii 
riably  answered,  "No,"  when  asked 
whe^Ler  he  would  support  the  proposi- 
tion for  opening  the  public  galleries  on 
Sunday?  The  hon.  Member  for  Galway 
contended  that  the  museums  and  galle- 
ries should  be  open  as  places  of  educa- 
tion ;  that  the;  would  counteract  the  in- 
fluence of  public-houses,  and  raise  the 
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'from    their   brutalized  and  i 


graded  stat«.    Now,  he  had  lately  mot 
with  an  answer  to  that  argument,  in  a 

K'  tee  where  he  little  expected  to  find  it. 
a  late  number  of  the  We»tmin»t»r  Mt- 
vittB,  in  an  article  on  the  connection  be- 
tween the  study  and  practice  and  enjoy- 
ment of  art  with  morality  in  a  commu- 
nity, the  writer  conieadea  that  the  ar- 


tistio  emotions  were  quite  distinct  from 
the  moral  emotions,  and  that  between 
art  and  morality  there  was  no  coherence. 
He  pointed  out  that  great  artistic  epochs 
had  been  immoral  epochs ;  and  he  con- 
tended that  while  a  community  might 
and  ought  to  be  preached  at  and  lec- 
tured by  the  philosopher  and  the  minis- 
ter of  religion,  it  was  not  for  the  artist 
to  take  upon  liim  that  duty — his  object 
was  to  gratify  and  gladden,  without  any 
afterthought.  This  was  written  by  a 
great  authority  on  the  subject — 

Notice  taken,  that  40  Members  were 
not  present :  House  counted :  and  40 
Members  being  found  present — 

Ma.  T.  CHAMBERS  resumed.  He 
would  not  detain  the  House  long ;  but 
he  wished  to  state  that  within  the  last 
few  years  there  had  been  a  great  effort 
made,  and  not  witliout  success,  to  intro- 
duce the  English  Sabbath  upon  the  Con- 
tinent. In  Germany,  out  of  fiflr-eight 
newspapers  that  used  to  be  published 
every  day  in  the  week,  forty-three  had 
ceased  to  publish  on  Sunday  since  last 
autumn.  In  Paris,  the  pubhc  joumala 
were  advocating  a  cessation  of  the  Sun- 
day issue,  and  the  vast  majority  of  retul 
shops  were  now  closed  on  Sunday;  so 
that,  by  adopting  the  Besolutlon  of  the 
hon.  Member  they  would  be  going  in 
the  teeth  of  the  movement  that  waa 
going  on  on  the  Continent.  He  was  sa- 
tisfi^  that  if  a  Bill  were  ordered  to  be 
brought  in,  the  Government  drafts- 
man would  never  be  able  to  define  what 
was  a  ^ace  of  amusement  and  what  was 
not.  He  was  glad,  therefore,  that  Go- 
Temment  had  made  up  their  mind  to  re- 
sist such  a  measure,  and  he  wished  they 
were  equaUy  firm  on  the  temperance 
question.  On  both  subjects,  he  believed, 
the  Government  was  behind  the  work- 
ing men  of  the  country. 

Mr.  BAINES  said,  his  hon.  Friend 
the  Member  for  Galway  (Mr.  W.  H. 
Gregory)  had,  no  doubt,  unintentionally, 
represented  the  Rev.  Newman  Hall  as 
having  expressed  an  opinion  favourable 
to  the  opening  of  museums  and  galleries 
on  Sundays ;  which  was  quite  amistake. 

Me.  W.  H.  GEEGOEY  said,  that  his 
stetement  was,  that  the  Eev.  Newman 
HaE  had  said  that  he  would  prefer  mu- 
seums and  galleries  to  be  open  and  pub- 
hc-houses  closed  on  Sundays,  to  seeing 
public-houses  open  and  museums  and 
galleries  dosed. 
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Mh.  BAINE8  said,  he  would  read  a 
couple  of  answers  given  by  the  Her. 
Newman  Hall  before  the  Committee 
which  sat  upon  this  question,  and  of 
which  he  (titr.  Baines)  was  a  Member. 
In  the  first,  Mr.  HaU  said  that  he  did 
not  think  the  opening  of  these  places  on 
Sunday  would  be  advantageous  to  the 
public.  He  thought  the  Saturday  half- 
holiday  was  a  great  boon,  but  the  more 
tlie  Sunday  was  kept  as  a  day  of  rest 
and  worship,  the  better  it  would  be  for 
the  people,  in  a  political,  social,  and  re- 
ligious point  of  view,  though  he  would 
not  have  legislative  action  to  compel 
persons  to  keep  it  religiously,  or  prevent 
them  &om  enjoying  it  as  tiiey  pleased. 
Mr.  Hall  was  a^ked  by  another  hon.  Mem- 
ber of  the  Committee  aquestion  somewhat 
similar  to  that  which  he  had  been  asked 
by  a  former  hon.  Member.  His  reply  was, 
that  the  opening  of  the  Crystal  Palace, 
and  other  auch  places  on  the  Sunday 
would  be  in  itself  an  evil,  and  would 
only  create  additional  evil  —  certainly 
not  BO  great  on  evil  as  the  first  —  that 
from  the  opening  of  the  public-houses  ; 
and,  though  it  might,  in  some  degree, 
diminish  the  first,  yet  it  would  not  re- 
move it. 

Kotice  taken,  that  40  Members  were 
not  present ;  House  counted,  and  40 
Memoers  not  being  present, 

HouM  adjoDrntd  *(  a  qunrler 

alter  Ei;>ht  o'clock  till 

Monda;  nett. 


HOUSE    OP    LORDS, 

Monday,  7th  June,  1869. 

MINUTES.]— Pdbuo  'Ba.ui—Stamd  Reading— 

Mtlropolilan  Commont  Supplemental*  (3S). 
A^iort— Fatoobial  bohcmll  (SoDtlnnd)  (119). 

THE  IRISH  cnURCS  BILL.— PETITION 
The  Eabl  of  DEVON,  on  presenting 
a  Petition  of  the  Clei^,  &c.,  of  the 
Archdeaconry  of  Exeter  against  the  Iri^ 
Church  Bill  said,  it    would    be    disin- 

fenuouB  in  me  if  I  did  not  explain  that 
cannot  agree  with  the  prayer  of  the 
Petition.  To  some  jwrtionB  of  the  Bill  I 
entertain  strong  objections,  while  with 
others  I  agree  ;  Dut  I  am  firmly  convinced 
that  it  would  be  a  matter  of  very  serious 
Mr,  W.  S.  Gregory 
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public  misfortune  if  your  Lordships 
should  refuse  to  give  a  sec»nd  reading  to 
the  Bill,  and  should  thereby  place  your- 
selves in  such  a  position  that  you  coidd 
not  make  such  Amendments  in  it  as  may 
be  necessary.  I  think  it  right,  in  pre- 
senting the  Petition,  to  guard  myself 
against  being  supposed  to  concur  in  it. 


BISHOPS  OF  PROTESTANT  CHURCHES 

—ECCLESIASTICAL  TITLES  ACT.. 
(WJESTION. 

LoED  COLCHESTEE  wished  to  ask 
the  noble  Earl  the  Secretary  of  State  for 
the  Colonies,  If  it  be  the  intention  of 
Her  Majesty's  Government  to  propose 
any  measure  for  the  exemption  in  fiiture 
of  Bishops  of  a  free  Protestant  Church 
from  the  Penalties  of  the  Ecclesiastical 
Titles  ActF  On  the  supposition  that  the 
Irish  Church  Bill  became  law  he  pre- 
sumed there  would  be  a  cessation  of  all 
appointments  to  bishoprics  in  Ireland ; 
and  it  was  therefore  important  to  know 
what,  supposing  that  to  be  tie  case, 
would  be  the  status  of  Irish  Protestant 
Bishops  not  appointed  by  Her  Majesty. 
In  the  Ecclesiastical  Titles  Act  there  was 
a  clause  specially  exempting  the  bishops 
of  the  Scotch  Episcopal  Church ;  and, 
though  some  persons  he  was  aware,  re- 
garded this  clause  as  unnecessary,  its 
msertion  showed  that  great  doubt  ex- 
isted in  the  matter,  and  he  feared  that 
the  Bishops  of  a  free  Church  in  Ire- 
land would  be  subject  to  the  pains  and 
penaltiesof  the  Act.  Now,  it  was  obvious 
that,  whether  established  or  disestab- 
lished, the  Protestant  Church  there  must 
preserve  its  organization  and  dignitaries, 
including  Bishops  with  territorial  titles, 
and  therefore  a  similar  provision  to  that 
with  regard  to  the  Episcopal  Church  of 
Scotland  ought  to  be  introduced.  It  was 
true  that  the  Act  had  never  been  en- 
forced against  Roman  Catholic  Prelates, 
and  that  proposals  had  been  made  for 
its  repeal ;  but  the  majority  of  the  Se- 
lect Committee  of  this  House,  of  which 
he  was  a  Member,  reported  against  such 
repeal,  and  he  believed  it  would  be  dis- 
tasteful to  the  great  majority  of  their 
Lordships.  Surely  the  Government  if 
success&l  in  their  Irish  Church  measure 
would  deem  themselves  bound  not  to 
place  its  Bishops  in  a  position  le^s 
favourable  than  those  of  the  Episcopal 
Church  in  Scotland.  The  Irish  Church, 
it   was   said,    would    become    a    free 
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OhoTclt,  imtrammelled  and  unfettered 
by  ike  State ;  but  it  ought  not  to  be 
saddled  witli  a  disability  to  carry  out  its 
proper  organization,  or,  aa  the  only  alter- 
oatiTe,  be  obliged  to  violate  tbs  law  and 
disref^ird  the  authori^  of  the  British 
(>own,  a  course  painful  to  all  loyal  sub- 
jects, but  especially  so  to  those  who,  like 
Irish  Episcopalians,  had  been  the  main 
stay  through  seaBons  of  peril,  of  that 
law  and  that  authority. 

Earl  GEANVILLE  concurred  with 
the  noble  Lord  that,  in  the  event  of  the 
passing  of  the  Iriah  Ohurch  Bill,  some 
Buch  measure  for  the  protection  of  Irish 
Bishops  as  that  suggested  by  the  noble 
Lord  would  become  necessary. 

PAROCHUl  SCHOOLS  (SCOTLAND)  BILL. 

{TTiaDvJU  of  Argyll.) 
(ITO.  96.)      REFOBT  OF  AUEITDMEinS. 

Amendments  reported  (according  to 
Order). 

l^HE  Duke  of  ARGYLL  said,  he  had 
now  to  bring  before  their  Lordships  the 
Amendments  which  he  had  undertaken 
to  propose  on  the  Seport  of  this  Bill. 
The  first  related  to  the  constitutioa  of 
the  Central  Board.  He  had  &amed  a 
clause  carrying  out  the  opinion  of  the 
House  that  the  Central  Board  should  be 
nominated  instead  of  being  elected. 
Considering,  however,  that  there  existed 
in  Scotland  several  powerliil  ecclesiasti- 
cal bodies  who  would  all  keep  a  jealous 
watch  on  the  proceedings  of  the  Board, 
he  had  not,  while  giving  up  the  plan  of  an 
election  of  representatives  by  the  difTer- 
ent  interests,  given  up  the  idea  that  the 
persons  selected  by  the  Crown  should  be 
conversant  with  the  interests  and  feelings 
of  those  various  bodies.  It  would  be 
remembered  that,  on  a  former  occasion, 
the  number  three  had  been  fixed  upon 
as  the  proper  number  for  the  nominated 
Board.  XTpon  Airther  consideration, 
however,  the  Government  had  come  to 
the  conclusion  that  the  Crown  ought  to 
have  more  elbow  room  than  this,  and 
that  three  members  were  iusufi&cient  to 
represent  all  the  various  interests.  He 
therefore  proposed  that  the  Board  should 
consist  of  seven  members.  The  Boyol 
Commissioners  had  recommended  four- 
teen, and  in  the  original  Bill  nine  was 
the  number  proposed ;  as  he  was  now 
prepared  to  reduce  that  number  by 
two— making  the  Board  to  consist  of 
seven — he  hoped  their  Lordships  would 
agree  to  the  Amendment. 

VOL.  OXOVI.  [rmxD  ssbos.] 
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The  Duke  of  EICHMOND  said,  he 
was  surprised  at  the  proposition  which 
had  just  been  made  by  the  noble  Duke, 
because  on  a  former  occasion,  on  an 
Amendment  moved  by  the  Earl  of  Bosse, 
the  House  had  expressly  decided  that 
the  Board  should  consist  of  three  Com- 
missioners to  be  nominated  by  the  Crown, 
and  to  be  paid  by  the  Crown.  The  noble 
Duke  said  that  where  great  interests  are 
at  stake,  it  was  necessary  that  the  Crown 
should  have  elbow  room.  Well,  he 
begged  to  remind  the  noble  Duke  that, 
in^^a  Bill.'which  would  come  shortly  un- 
der the  discussion  of  this  House — the 
Bill  for  the  disestablishment  and  disen- 
dowment  of  the  Irish  Church — in  which 
great  interests  are  at  stake,  the  number 
of  Commissiouers  who  were  appointed 
was  only  three.  Surely,  if  three  Com- 
missioners were  sufficient  to  deal  with 
the  matter  of  the  Irish  Church,  it  was 
not  too  much  to  say  that  three  would 
be  quite  sufficient  to  carry  out  the  new 
educational  ^stem  of  Scotland.  In  ad- 
dition to  departing  &om  the  number 
agreed  upon  on  a  former  occasion,  the 
noble  Duke's  Amendment  made  no  men- 
tion of  the  subject  of  payment,  but  left 
that  matter  to  the  House  of  Commons- 
That  being  so,  he  said  that  this  Bill 
was  not  at  present  a  perfect  one;  and 
he  contended  that  their  Lordships  ought 
to  have  before  them  the  whole  of  the 
system  by  which  the  Government  pro- 
posed to  carry  out  the  education  of  Got- 
land. The  noble  and  learned  Lord  (Lord 
Coloneay)  was  about  to  move  an  Amend- 
ment that  the  number  of  Commissioners 
should  only  be  three,  and  that  they 
should  be  paid  'by  the  Crown.  If  the 
noble  Duke  declined  to  acquiesce  in  that 
proposal,  he  (the  Duke  of  Bichmond) 
would  have  seriously  to  consider  whether 
should  not  ask  their  Lordships  to  re- 
ject the  Bill  altogether  on  the  third  read- 
ing. He  did  not  oppose  the  Bill  going 
into  Committee,  because  he  thought 
Amendments  might  be  made  In  it  and  to 
some  extent  that  had  been  done ;  but  if 
the  noble  Duke  now  sought  to  depart 
from  what  had  been  previously  agreed 
upon,  he  repeated  that  he  should  have 
to  consider  whether  he  onght  not  to  ask 
their  Lordships  to  reject  the  Bill  altoge- 
ther. 

Th£  Earl  of  AIBLXE  said,  when  the 
question  was  last  under  discussion  his 
impression  certainly  was  that  the  uum- 
of  Commissioners  was  to  be  three  only, 
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the  other  members  attending  only  whm 
questions  of  principle  had  to  be  decided. 
Ke  could  not  a^ee  with  the  noble  and 
learned  Loid.  that  unpaid  members  of 
the  Board  would  be  habitually  non> 
attendant ;  the  reverse  was  proved  to  be 
the  case  in  the  Bittings  of  the  Frivy 
CoonciL 

Amendment  mthdrawn. 

Amendment  moved  in  line  8  after 
("State")  toimsert — 

("  One  of  irbioh  thns  penoni  ihtU  hj  tba  nid 
writinf  be  appointed  ohairnwii ;  *Dd  loeb  tbrM 
pereoni  and  their  aDcoeuore  shall  each  recfliveaa 
ndeqaile  aslarj  at  a  rate  to  be  flzsd  by  the  Com* 
miuianerg  of  Her  Majeat^'e  Treaaur;,  atid  to  be 
paid  out  of  anj  monefi  Toted  by  Parliafoeot  fbr 
that  purpoae.") — ( The  Lord  Colomat/.) 

LoBD  COLONSAY,  in  moving  his 
Amendment,  inquired  what  was  the  case 
of  the  Irish  Education  Commiasionera  ? 

LoKD  CAIENS  said,  there  was  one 
paid  CommiBsioner  and  two  very  efficient 
paid  secretaries. 

Tee  Ddkb  of  ARGYLL  said,  that  this 
was  an  argument  in  favour  of  the  pro- 
poeal  of  the  Bill ;  for  Scotland  having 
only  h^  the  population  of  Ireland,  a 
paid  chairman  and  one  paid  eecreta^ 
would  be  sufficient.  There  was  a  Stand- 
ing Order  of  the  House  of  Commons 
that  no  additional  chaige  should  be 
thrown  on  the  people,  except  on  the  initi- 
ative of  the  Government,  and  he  need 
not  point  out  the  importance  of  this  rule, 
for  if  independent  Ifembers  were  allowed 
to  bring  forward  such  propositionB  great 
confiision  would  be  the  consequence.  It 
was  eurely  inexpedient  that  a  power 
from  which  independent  Members  of 
the  House  of  Commoiw  were  debarred 
should  be  assumed  by  independent  Mem- 
bers of  the  House  of  Lords,  and  he 
hoped,  therefore,  that  the  Amendment 
would  not  be  pressed. 

Lord  COLONSAT  said,  that  the  ques- 
tion which  they  were  discussing  was  not 
a  money  clause  in  a  Bill,  butthe  consti- 
tution of  a  new  Board ;  and  if  the  House 
was  of  opinion  that  it  should  be  consti- 
tuted in  the  manner  proposed — namely, 
by  a  Board  composed  of  three  paid  mem- 
bers, surely  it  was  in  their  power  to  say 
so.  He  would,  however,  with  the  leave 
of  the  House,  strike  out  of  the  proposed 
Amendment  all  the  words  after  the  word 

Thk  Eabl  of  ATBLIE  was  veiy  much 
surprised  to  hear  a  statement  of  that 
kind  coming  from  that  aide  of  the  House. 


and  his  own  opinion  was  that  diat  num- 
ber would  be  much  better  than  seven. 
In  constituting  the  Board  in  the  manner 
now  sought,  they  were  endeavouring  to 
combine  functions  which  were  incon- 
sistent and  incompatible.  For  instance, 
he  did  not  think  they  could  combine  a 
representative  body  with  executive  fonc- 

LoKD  ABINGEB  expressed  surprise 
at  the  proposal  of  the  noble  Buke  (the 
Duke  of  Argyll)  to  revert,  in  some  de- 
gree, to  the  constitution  originally  pro- 
posed, he  having  on  a  former  occasion 
stated  that  this  was  not  one  of  the  essen- 
tial points  of  the  measure.  The  great 
majority  of  Ute  Petitions  which  had  been 
presented  had  objected  to  that  constitu- 
tion. 

Lord  COLONSAT  contended  that  a 
paid  Board  of  three  would  feel  more  re- 
sponsibility and  would  devote  more  time 
and  attention  to  their  duties  than  an  un- 
paid Board  of  seven.  The  latter  would 
be  likely  to  attend  very  irregularly,  and 
only  when  there  was  some  particular 
question  to  be  decided,  while  three  were 
Hkelj  to  devote  their  time  and  attention 
to  the  business  for  which  they  were  paid. 
This  would  ensure  constant  attendance. 
The  smaller  body  would  be  able  to  ob- 
tain bU  the  information  necessary  for 
dealing  with  the  different  inteieste ;  es- 
pecially as  the  Bill  gave  to  the  Board 
power  to  appoint  assistant  Commissioners, 
who  were  to  be  paid. 

The  Dose  of  ARGYLL  would  not  put 
the  House  to  the  trouble  of  a  division, 
as  the  majority  seemed  to  prefer  the 
smaller  number  of  Commissioners.  He 
had  been  anxious,  however,  that  the 
Board  should  reflect  the  opinions  and 
feelings  of  the  various  bodies  interested. 
As  to  the  Commissioners  being  paid,  the 
Bill  had  been  introduced  into  this  House 
partly  on  his  advice  in  order  that  their 
Lordships  might  not  complain  of  a  lack 
of  employment  during  the  earlier  part 
of  the  Session  ;  but  all  money  clauses 
would  have  to  be  struck  out  on  the  BUI 

Cg  down  to  the  House  of  Commons. 
vithstanding  the  threat  of  the  noble 
Duke,  he  could  not  pledge  the  Govern- 
ment as  to  the  course  they  would  deem 
it  right  to  pursue  on  this  point.  The 
original  proposal  was  that  the  chairman 
and  secretary  should  be  paid;  and  it 
must  be  remembered  that  in  bodies  of 
this  kind  the  routine  work  rested  very 
much  with  the  chairman  and  secretary, 
nt  £arl  of  Airit'f 
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puipoBe"  should  be  omitted.  There 
ould  be  nothing  unconatitutioDaliaTot- 
ns  tbat  the  ConmuHsionerB  ehould  be 
paid  salaries  "  at  a  rat«  to  be  fixed  br 
the  Coiiunissioners  of  Her  Majesty's 
Treaamy." 

Viscount  HALIFAX  pointed  out  that 
this  would  not  obYiate  the  objection, 
since  the  GommissioneTs  of  the  '^easuiy 
could  only  make  payments  out  of  moneys 
voted  by  Parliament. 

Lo&D  BEDE8DALE  said,  that  unless 
their  Lordships  had  some  power  of  tiiis 
kind  they  would  be  incapable  of  con- 
sidering any  Bill  of  this  nature.  If  it 
was  the  opinion  of  the  House  that  it  was 
right  that  the  gentlemen  who  were  to 
constitute  the  Board  ought  to  be  paid, 
surely  they  had  a  right  to  say  so  ;  and 
if,  on  the  other  hand,  the  Commons 
thought  they  ought  not  to  be  paid,  the 
Bill  would  come  back  to  their  Lordships' 
House  without  such  a  provision  for  their 
payment.  At  any  rate  there  was  no 
reason  whatever  why  the  insertion  of 
such  a  provision  should  induce  tliem  to 
negative  IIlo  Amendment  here.  It  was 
quite  right  that  the  Bill  should  go  down 
to  the  other  House  with  a  suggestion  or 
opinion  that  the  Commissioners  should 
be  paid ;  if  they  thought  they  should 
not  they  would  strike  out  the  provision. 

The  lord  CHAKCELLOE  said,  that 
when  the  Bankruptcy  Bills  were  intro- 
duced in  their  Lordships'  House  the 
money  clauses  were  not  inserted.  But 
it  seemed  to  him  that  the  real  objection 
to  the  Amendment  lay  in  the  words  that 
the  salaries  should  be  paid  at  a  rate  to 
be  fixed  by  the  Treasury.  He  thought 
such  a  power  had  never  been  given  in 
an  Act  of  Parliament  before. 

LoED  CHELM8F0ED  suggested  that 
the  Amendment  should  stop  at  the  word 

LoKD  COLONSAT  accepted  the  sug- 
geatioD. 

Then  the  Amendment  moved  as  fol- 
lows:— 
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There  was  a  very  distinctive  feature  be- 
tween the  Constitation  of  this  oountiy 
and  that  of  the  United  States.  It  is 
veil  known  that  in  England  Totes  of 
money  could  only  be  initiated  by  a 
Minister  of  the  Crown  and  in  the  House 
of  Commons,  and  anybody  who  had 
taken  any  interest  in  the  discussions  of 
the  American  Legislature  must  know 
that  it  was  very  much  deplored  by  many 
eminent  men  in  America  that  a  power  of 
initiating  Money  Bills  by  independent 
Member  of  Congress  should  exist.  He 
was  very  much  concerned  to  hear  that  it 
was  proposed  by  any  Member  of  their 
LonMiips'  House  to  initiate  a  ^stem  of 
the  payment  of  pubHc  functionaries,  by 
the  inseriion  of  such  an  Amendment  as 
that  proposed. 

The  Duke  ov  EICHMOND  did  not 
Bee  that  the  Amendment  tended  to 
Americanize  our  institutions,  nor  did  he 
see  anything  unconstitutional  in  it.  The 
Amendment  simply  asserted  their  Lord- 
ships' opinion  mat  the  Board  should 
consist  of  three  Commissioners  and  that 
they  should  be  paid.  If  the  mere  word- 
ing was  objectionable  it  could  be  altered. 
FiBT.  GEAMTTLLE  thought  that  if 
the  olause  was  left  out  after  the  word 
"members"  it  might  perhaps  be  in 
Order ;  but  what  was  really  proposed 
was  to  bind  the  Treasuiy  to  pay  uiem, 
which  he  thought  would  be  unconstitu- 
tional. 

The  Duke  of  EICHMOND  said,  that 
they  had  no  wish  whatever  to  pass 
unconstitutional  clause;  but  what  they 
wanted  was  that  there  should  be  a  paid 
Board,  and  they  had  a  perfect  right  to 
insert  such  an  Amendment. 

Eabi-  GEANVHiLE  doubted  whether 
it  could  be  constitutionally  put 

LoED  CAIRNS .  said,  in  regard  to 
Bills  originating  in  their  House  the  im- 
derstood  practice  of  their  Lordships  was 
either  to  strike  out  on  the  third  reading 
any  money  clauses,  or  to  print  them  in 
red  ink.  When  they  went  down  to  the 
House  of  Commons  such  clauses  were 
not  regarded  as  part  of  the  Bill  but 
merely  as  an  expression  of  opinion  on 
the  part  of  their  Lordships'  House.  He 
would  remind  their  Lordshipa  that  in  the 
House  of  Commons  private  Members 
had  a  right  to  move  money  Amendments 

to  mon^  clauses.    

The  Duke  of  EICHMOND  su^;ested 
that  the  words  "  and  to  be  paid  out  of 
any  moneys  voted  by  Parliament  for  that 


so  adequnM  laUrj  ") — ( The  Lord  Colomay.) 

On  Question? — Their  Lordships  di- 
Mifcii;— Contents  84;  Not-Contenta  49  j 
Majority  35. 


rfbyGOOgIC 


Paroehial  Schools 


[LOEDS) 


(Seetland)  SiU. 


CONTENTS. 

Norfolk,  D. 

Abinger,  L. 

Richmond,  D.[r«H«-. 

Bro(tnok.L.  (K.Jf<({2«- 

fiDIland,  D. 

ton.) 

Ciu™..  L. 

Aheieon,  M.<D.AbeT 

CigtlemnlDe,  L. 

com.) 

Chelmirord,  L. 

B>th,  H. 

Cfa»r.Ion,  L. 

BrUtol,  U. 

Ctirina.  L. 

Clement.,  L.  (fi.  Lei- 

Amhent,  E. 

mm.) 

fendon,  E. 

CliiTordorChiidleigfa.L. 

Btthunrt,  E. 

CotoheiWr,  L. 

Brooke  >nd  VTkrwtok.E 

CotoDHf,  L.  [TtlUr.-\ 

ColTille  of  CoW,  L. 

Denbigh.  E. 

Crofton,  L. 

Derbj,  E. 

Dunbojna,  L. 

De»on,  E. 

Dnnniare,  L.  {E.  Dim- 

Doi.oMWr,E.(2>.Bu*- 

cUueh   oni   Qw^M- 

E^n,  L. 

Wfy.) 

Eiphin.WDe,  L. 

Eldon,  E. 

Foiford,  L.  (B.  lAae. 

Eme,  E. 

rick.) 

FeTenham,  E. 

wMMton.) 

H«ldington,E. 
Borne,  E. 

nittilUn.) 

He>dlej.  L. 

Leven  and  MeWiUe,  E. 

HeyleibuTT.  L. 

Lucan.  E. 

Hjlton,  L. 

Kilm.in.,  L. 

Minver-,  E. 

Nelwn,  E. 

llm.) 

PorUrlington.  E. 

Moore,   L.   (Jf.  Dreg. 

Bomnsf,  E. 

heda.) 

Boue,  E. 

Ormathwiite,  L. 

Selkirk,  E. 

Peorhjo,  L. 

Stndbroko,  E. 

Petr,,L. 

SWMjB,  E.  (Z?.  Jlttrf.) 

TxnkerriUe,  E. 

S.Her,ford,L.{£.0(™r. 

„=„'.,  V. 

Gough,  V. 

lovm.) 
SrIMud,  L. 
Sherbome,  L. 

SketmernliUe,  L. 

Sidmoutb,  V. 
Templelo-«,V. 

Sonde,,  L. 

{E.  Oaihway.) 

Glonoeitsr  aad  Brittol, 

Wil«ngh.m,  L 

Bp. 

Wjnford,  L. 

Ti.«n,  4c.,  Bp. 

NOT-OONTENTS. 

H>therleT,L.(I,.CAa>>- 

Do  U  Varr,  E. 

«Hor.) 

Duoie,  E. 

York,  Arohp. 

Fortewue,  E. 

Granville,  E. 

Jnnei,   E.    (£>.    Am- 

Grafton,  D. 

h^rghc.) 

Sdnt  Albuii,  D. 

KImberler,  E. 

Minto,  E. 

Aile9bD>7,  M. 

Morler,  E. 

NorauDbf,  M. 

Po»i.,  E. 

Airlie,  E. 

ETcr.lej,  V. 

AlbtDinrJe,  E. 

Baliru,  V. 

Sidney,  V. 

CkrendoD,  E, 

TorriDgton,  V. 

Coltenhtm,  E. 

St.  D«»id'i,  Bp. 

Btiper,  L.  Monek,  L.  (F.  Mmck.) 

BotIo.  L.  (£.  Cori  onif    Mo^tjn.  L. 

Orrery.)    [Tuifer.]       Northbrook,  L. 
Camofa,  L.  PoDaonb;,  L.  (f .  Beit- 

Churoblll,  L.  btrough.) 

Clandebofe,  h.  ( L.  Dvf-    Romillr,  L. 

ftrin  and  Cbnebayt.)  Somorhill,  L.  (If.  CIa». 
Dsora,  L.  rieardt.) 

Foley,  L.    [ruflo-.]  Snodridge,  L.  (D.  Jr. 

Keane,  L.  ffH^-) 

Lawrmoe,  L.  Tamitoii,  L. 

Lelgb,  L.  Vernon,  L. 

Lurgan,  L.  ffMtbarj,  L. 

MelhaeD,  L. 

SMoktd  in  the  Affirmativt. 

Clause  18  (Manner  of  paseiDg  Beeo- 
Itttioa  for  convereion  of  old  or  adopted 
schools  into  nev  national  echoots). 

LoED  ABINGEE  proposed  an  Amend- 
ment, the  effect  of  wfich  vould  be  in 
ca.'iea  where  a  Sesolution  for  converdon 
should  have  been  adopted,  as  provided 
by  Clauses  16  and  1 7,  to  tate  from  the 
heritors  and  minister  the  option  of  con- 
verting the  "old  schools  into  "new 
national  schools,"  and  making  it  com- 
pulsory on  the  Board  to  do  so ;  leaving 
it  still  to  the  option  of  the  trustees  and 
manaffora  in  the  case  of  "adopted 
schook." 

Amendment  nuvti  in  line  1 1 ,  to  leave 
out  ("it  shall  be  lawM  for  the  said 
heritors  and  mimst«r")  and  insert — 

("tbe  Board  ihatl  in  tbeosn  of  all  old  national 
■ohooli  be  boond  to  oonrert  tbe  lame,  and  In  the 
oase  of  ill  adopted  MbaoU  it  ihall  b«  UwftiL"}— 
(  The  Lord  Mmgtr.) 

The  Dckb  of  AEGTLL  said,  all  the 
other  Amendments  proposed  on  the  other 
side  went  in  another  direction  to  this. 
They  had  all  been  intended  to  throw 
impedimenta  in  the  way  of  conversion  of 
schools  into  the  national  system ;  but 
this  Amendment  would  farahtate  con- 
version. If  noble  Lords  opposite  ap- 
proved of  it  he  would  not  object. 

Amendment  agreed  to. 

Clause  2B  (Election  of  school  com- 
mittee in  landward  parishes). 

The  Duke  of  AEGTXL  said,  they 
now  came  to  a  clause  to  which  he  desired 
to  invite  the  serious  attention  of  noble 
Lords  opposite.  He  was  afraid  the 
House  did  not  folly  understand  the 
nature  of  the  Amendment  which  had 
been  carried  in  Committee ;  but  he  could 
state,  from  the  commnnications  he  had 
received  frvm  various  parts  of  Scotland, 
that  great  importance  was  attached  to 
the  question.    The  House  was  aware 
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that  what  he  might  call  the  Liberal  party 
of  education  in  Scotland — and  that  party 
included  many  persona  who  were  not 
Liberals  in  politicB— contended  that  the 
existing  national  schools  being  founded 
on  statute  and  supported  by  rates — which 
rates  the  heritors  might  levy,  though 
Ihey  did  not  generally  do  so,  on  their 
tenants — that  these  national  schools 
should  be  at  once,  and  before  all  others, 
brought  under  the  new  system  of  man- 
agement. That  was  the  great  aim  of 
the  Liberal  party  in  Scottand,  and  it 
was  impoesible  to  deny  that  there  was 
much  »>rce  in  their  a^^umenta.  The 
national  schools  were  supported  by  rates, 
which  might  be,  and  in  some  cases  were 
— though  he  admitted  not  usually — 
levied  upon  the  tenants ;  but  there  was 
not  a  fraction  of  power  in  their  manage- 
ment committed  to  the  hands  of  ^e 
tenants — it  was  exolusiToly  in  the  hands 
of  the  large  proprietors.  But  the  feel- 
ing in  favour  of  the  existing  national 
schools  was  so  strong  that  the  Commis- 
sioners had  suggested  a  compromise, 
which  he  (the  I^e  of  Argyll)  was  en- 
deavouring by  these  clauses  to  carry 
into  effect.  The  compromise  was,  that 
while  there  should  be  no  change  in  the 
management  of  the  national  schools, 
unless  with  the  consent  of  the  heritors, 
on  the  other  hand  it  was  provided  that, 
wherever  a  school  was  directed  to  be 
erected,  or  where  a  denominational  school 
was  adc^ted  and  thrown  upon  the  rates, 
the  local  committee  should  be  of  a  popu- 
lar composition,  and  it  was  proposed 
that  the  proprietors  should  elect  one-half 
the  committee  and  the  occupiers  the 
other  half.  This,  ho  thought,  was  a  iair 
compromise,  and  he  urged  upon  the 
House  in  Committee  not  to  oppose  it. 
An  Amendment  was  carried,  however, 
by  which  it  waa  provided  that  the  com- 
mittees of  management  should  be  elected 
one-half  by  the  heritors,  and  the  other 
half  by  the  rate-payers.  Now,  he  sub- 
mitted to  the  House  that  this  was  not 
giving  due  and  fair  weight  to  the  popular 
mflueuce.  It  was  absolutely  essential 
that  there  should  be  a  la:^^  represen- 
tation of  the  popular  voice  in  the  com- 
mittees— especially  in  the  case  of  schools 
connected  with  Dissenting  Churches,  who 
would  not  willingly  allow  their  sdiools 
to  be  placed  practically  under  the  ma- 
nagement of  the  landed  proprietors  of 
the  country.  By  the  clause,  as  it  now 
Stood,  all  ttie  natiooAl  achoola  sow  in  the 


country,  and  three-fourths  of  the  other 
schools,  would  be  practically  under  the 
man^ement  of  the  landed  proprietors. 
Now,  what  would  the  effect  of  that  be 
upon  the  election  of  scboolmaetere  ?  It 
WM  eight  years  since  by  law  the  office 
of  schoolmasters  in  the  national  schools 
was  tirown  open  to  Dissenters,  Free 
Churchmen,  and  others;  and  yet  there 
was  hardly  a  single  instance  in  which  a 
Dissenterhad  been  elected.  Now,  where 
they  had  to  deal  with  a  large  number  of 
schools  erected  by  Dissenters  at  their 
own  expense,  it  was  not  to  be  expected 
that  they  would  allow  their  schools  to  be 
thrown  under  the  management  of  men 
who  certainly  had  not  been  disposed  to 
admit  them  to  a  fair  shaTo  of  power. 
The  Boyal  Commissioners  had  paid 
greater  attention  to  the  subject  than  it 
was  possible  their  Lordships  could  have 
done  since  the  Bill  bad  been  before  the 
House,  and  he,  therefore,  urged  upon 
their  Lordships  toaccept  their  suggestion. 
He  had  prepared  a  clause  whi^  made 
provision  for  these  several  objects.  He 
would  now  propose  that,  instead  of  the 
clause  as  it  was  amended  in  Committee, 
it  should  be  provided  that  half  the  School 
Committee  be  elected  by  the  rate-payers, 
one-quarter  by  the  heritors,  and  one- 
quarter  by  small  proprietors  who  were 
not  heritors;  with  uie  understanding 
that  the  last  two  classes  might  vote  in 
other  proportions  than  one-quarter  each, 
but  so  that  they  should  never  elect  more 
than  one-half  between  them.  The  noble 
Duke  then  moved  the  first  section  of  the 
propoa®^  clause. 

Amendment  moved  to  leave  out  Clause 
28,  and  insert  the  following  clause : — 

(In  laodTiin]  juriihen  board  to  fix  nnmlwr  of 
■flbool  oommittee  aod  daj  of  election.) 

"In  erety  Undiiard  parlih  in  wbioh  it  ihRll 
hETeb»a  duljr  re«o1ied  toeitabliBbsneTnntional 
•ehool  (and  in  whiab  thtre  it  no  eiiiting  Hhool 
CDRimlttm),  tfae  board  ihall  forthoilb  intimats 
>ucb  resolotion  to  tbs  sheriff  of  Iho  ooDntf  witbin 
which  snob  pnriih  ii  situated,  and  itioe  an  order 
Bxing  the  number  of  members  oF  tbs  school  oom- 
mittea  of  soeb  parish,  whioh  fball  be  four,  lii,  or 
sight,  to  bs  sleeted  as  bsreinnnsr  mentioned, 
and  also  fixing  the  Aaj  on  which  the  list  herein- 
after menlionfrd  ihall  be  annual);  oonipleted,  and 
the  daf  of  such  election  ;  and  such  order  mar 
be  rescinded  or  varied  from  lime  to  time  b;  the 
board,  and  Ehsll  be  adrertticd  in  inch  manner  ai 
the  b«ard  shall  direct."— ( Tht  Duit  of  ArggU.) 

Lord  C0L0N8AT  said,  the  proposi- 
tions of  the  Boyal  Commission  were  not 
imously  adopted,  and  the  Bill  did 
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not  profess  to  be  in  all  reepeots  founded 
on  meir  reconunendatioiiB.  The  object 
of  tlie  Conmiittee  in  altering;  this  clause 
was  to  provide  that  the  Bchools  should 
he  under  the  management  of  persons  of 
more  enlai^;ed  views  on  the  subject  oi 
education,  and  who  would,  in  aU  pro- 
bability, select  a  better  schoolmaster 
than  the  committeea  provided  for  in  the 
Bill.  It  was  therefore  agreed  that  the 
heritors  as  defined  in  the  Inten)retation 
Clause  of  the  Bill  should  elect  one- 
half,  of  the  School  Committee  and  rat%- 
aers  who  were  not  beritore  the  other 
'.  The  proposal  now  made  by  the 
noble  Duke  was  really  to  revert  to  the 
proposition  originally  made  in  the  Bill, 
and  which  the  House  when  the  Bill  was 
in  Committee  bad  already  r^ected,  which 
was  that  all  proprietors  without  refer- 
ence to  value  should  elect  one  half  of  the 
School  Committee  and  the  occupiers  the 
other  half.  The  proposal  now  made  was 
that  proprietors  of  lands  and  heritagef 
of  a  value  exceeding  £100,  and  pro- 
prietors under  that  value  being  rate- 
payers, should  elect  one  half-the  com- 
mittee and  the  rate-payers  the  other  half, 
with  a  power  to  the  Board  to  divide  the 
proprietors  into  two  classes  and  to  give 
to  each  class  a  certain  share  of  the  Sec- 
tions of  the  onehalf  of  the  School  Commit- 
tee. That  was  a  power  impossible  to  be 
exercised,  and  useless  if  possible.  The 
objection  of  the  noble  Duke  was  that  the 
-clause  as  it  stood  put  too  much  power 
into  the  hands  of  tiie  lai^  proprietors ; 
but  when  he  reminded  &eii  Lordships 
that  all  persons  who  were  on  the  old 
valuation  roll  of  a  county  for  the  amount 
of  £  100  were  classed  as  heritors,  it  would 
he  seen  that  that  fear  was  groundless. 
But  if  the  noble  Duke  would  so  far  mo- 
dify his  proposed  Amendment  as  to  M^ee 
that  the  power  of  electing  one-half  of  the 
School  Committee  should  be  given  to  aU 
proprietors  rated  at  £100  according  to 
the  valuation  for  the  time  being  instead 
of  to  heritors  as  defined,  he  would  be  dis- 
posed to  acquiesce  in  such  an  arrange- 
ment and  alteration  of  the  clause. 

The  Duke  op  AE&YLL  said,  the 
noble  and  learned  Lord  argued  that  the 
effect  of  the  clause  as  it  stood  was  to 
secure  on  the  conmiittees'  persons  of 
enlarged  minds,  and  their  Lordships 
might  think  so ;  but  that  might  not  be 
the  opinion  of  those  who  were  excluded. 
His  great  objection  to  the  dause  as  it 
stood  was  that  while  the  large  proprie- 
Zori  Coloaay 
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tors  had  the  sole  management  of  all  the 
old  national  schools,  mey  would  have 
two-thirds  of  the  new  practically  under 
their  management  also.  The  small  pro- 
prietors were  just  as  anxious  for  the 
results  of  education  as  the  larger  pro- 
prietors, and  he  must  say  he  thought  it 
unreasonable  that  they  should  not  have 
a  proper  share  in  the  management. 

On  Question,  That  Clause  28  stand 
part  of  the  BUI?— Their  Lordships  di- 
vided : — Contents  73 ;  Not-Contests  45 : 
Majority  28. 
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Thb  Duke  of  ABGTLL  said,  the 
results  of  the  alterations  Trhicli  tad 
been  made  in  \h»  Conscience  Clause 
would  be  that  not  only  would  the  de- 
nominational echools  be  kept  out  of  the 
new  arrangement,  but  they  would  be 
supported  by  double  the  rate  of  grant, 
eren  where  they  were  not  considered  to 
be  necessary  by  the  Central  Board.  He 
wished  attention  to  be  directed  to  this 
point,  for  it  was  a  very  serious  matter. 
Some  of  these  classes  were  exceedingly 
fanatical.  Take  the  case  of  the  Free 
Church.  In  some  counties  in  the  North 
of  Scotland,  the  Free  Church  clergy  had 
actually  excommunicated  or  threatened 
to  excommunicate  persons  if  they  sent 
their  children  to  the  Established  spools ; 
yet  it  would  be  quite  possible  that  a 
3rf.  rate  should  be  levied  and  a  new 
school  established,  and  that  because  of 
this  fanatical  feeling  another  school 
might  exist  alonggtde  of  it;  for  the 
PnTy  Council  had  power  not  only  to 
support  such  a  school  by  a  rate  grant, 
as  formerly,  but  by  a  double  rato  of 
grant.  The  same  was  the  case  with  the 
Episcopalians,  some  of  whom  were  quite 
as  fanatical  and  extreme  as  the  Free 
Church.  He  thought  prorisionB  which 
brought  about  sum  a  state  of  things 
would  not  receiTe  the  sanction  of  Par- 
liament. 


Amendments  made:  Bill  to  be  read  3' 
on  li-idM/  next ;  and  to  be  prinUd  ai 
smended.  (No.  119.) 
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The  LOED  CHANCELLOB  said,  the 
other  House  had  sent  up  to  their  Lord- 
ships for  their  concurrence,  several  Ad- 
dresses  to  Her  Majesty  with  reference 
to  certain  election  inquiries  in  which  the 
Judges  had  made  special  Eeports.  By 
the  Act  la  &  16  Viet.  c.  57  (Corrupt 
Practices  at  Elections  Act)  when  an 
Election  Committee  came  to  a  certain 
finding,  an  Address  was  to  be  moved  in 
both  Houses  for  the  issue  of  a  Commis- 
sion to  inquire  into  the  prevalence  of 
bribery ;  but  it  was  necessary  that  there 
should  be  a  finding  that  bribery  had 
eztensively  prevailed,  or  that  there  was 
reason  to  beheve  that  it  had  extensively 

Srevailed  at  the  election  in  question, 
y  the  Act  of  last  Session  the  same 
course  was  to  be  taken,  when — not  a 
Select  Committee  of  the  House  of  Com- 
mons, but  the  learned  Judge  who  pre- 
sided at  the  trial  of  the  eleeaon  petition 
made  a  similar  Beport.  That  was  the 
only  difference  between  the  Act  15  &  16 
Fiet.  and  the  Act  of  last  Session.  Now, 
he  had  to  ask  their  Lordships  to  agree 
in  no  less  than  six  Addresses  which 
had  been  resolved  upon  by  the  House 
of  Commons  in  pursuance  of  the  Act  of 
last  Session.  With  respect  to  five  of 
e  cases  no  question  would  arise ;  but 
>  the  sixth  a  question  did  arise  on 
the  form  of  the  Beport  made  by  the 
learned  Judge  who  conducted  the  in- 
quiry into  that  election.  The  Beport 
related  to  the  election  for  the  Cily  of 
Dublin.  Upon  that  inquirj'  and  that 
Beport  some  question  had  arisen  in  the 
House  of  Commons,  and  he  understood 
it  was  desired  there  should  be  some  dis< 
cussion  on  the  matter  before  their  Lord- 
ships. His  noble  and  learned  Friend 
(Lord  Cairns)  had  communicated  with 
him  with  reference  to  the  Beport — it 
was  only  fair  and  right  to  state — before 
the  question  was  agitated  at  all  in  the 
other  House,  and  no  (the  Lord  Chan- 
cellor) took  occasion  to  consult  the  Law 
Advisers  of  the  Crown  on  the  subject. 
He  concurred  in  opinion  with  them  that 
the  case  was  one  in  which  an  Address 
was  desirable.  His  noble  and  learned 
Friend,  however,  had  doubts  on  the 
subject,  and  in  that  state  of  drcnm- 
stanoea  he  was  desirous  that  the  matter 
should  be  dioonseed  by  thcdr  Lordships. 
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He  was  only  aiudonB  that  the  right  con- 
straction  should  be  placed  on  tlie  Act  of 
Parliament ;  and  the  question  was  not  a 
matter  of  techmcal  knowledge,  but  one 
on  which  th^  were  all  able  to  form  an 
opinion.  The  discuaaion  he  proposed 
aaould  be  taken  to-morrow,  and  till  then 
he  should  postpone  the  whole  of  the  six 
cases. 

HouM  Adjourned  at  half  put  Seven 

o'clock,  till  To-morrow,  half 

p»it  Ten  o'clock. 


HOUSE    OF    COMMONS, 

Mondoff,  7eh  June,  1669. 

MINUTES.]— WiTt  Am  Mtmn—contidend  in 

CommUtte. 

Pdbuo  Bills — Orderti — Dnmnge  tad  ImprDvo- 
inent  of  Lands  (Ireland)  SupplemenUI  *. 

Stamd  Beading — Aiwoed  lUtei  [311 ;  Gorern- 
mcnt Annuitiaa,  lai.'  [TO];  HeCropolitan Poor 
Act  (18ST)  Amendment  rS3] ;  Titles  of  Re- 
ligione  Congregationi  Act  Eitention  •  [137]. 

CammiUet  —  Rtpotl — Diplomatio  Salftriei,  Ac. 
[118]. 

Coniidertd  at  amended — Municipal  Fnnchue  * 


rSirJ'  i 


POST  OFFICE— SERVICES  IN  WALES. 

(JTTESTION. 

U&.  WALSH  said,  he  would  beg  to 
ask  the  PoBtniast«r  General,  Whether 
he  intends  taking  any  steps  to  accelerate 
the  Postal  services  to  and  from  the 
counties  of  Brecon  and  Badnor  ? 

The  MAaouEss  op  HAETINGTON, 
in  reply,  said,  he  regretted  that  there 
should  have  been  any  delay  in  condud- 
ing  the  arrangement  for  these  services. 
Negociations  bad  been  opened  with  the 
Central  Wales  and  Hereford  and  Kad- 
nor  Eailways,  with  the  view  of  establish- 
ing railway  communication.  Pending 
these  events,  an  effort  would  be  made  to 
improve  the  arrangements. 

ARUT— FINES  FOR  DRUNKENNESS. 

QUESTION. 

CoLONKi.  NORTH  said,  he  would  beg 
to  ask  the  Secretaiy  of  Stato  ibr  War, 
Whether    Officers    commaading   Com* 
Tht  Lord  Chaneilhr 
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paniea  are  v 

payment,  out  of  their  contingent  allow- 
ance, of  their  fines  ioEicted  upon  their 
men  for  drunkenness,  under  a  recent  Be- 
gulation ;  and,  if  so,  what  Boval  Warrant 
sanctions  sucJi    a   charge  being  made 

upon  them  ?     

Me.  CABDWELL  said,  in  reply,  that 
the  fines  for  drunkenness  were  stopped 
out  of  pay  by  Begulation,  and  were  not 
the  subject  of  anyBoyal  Warrant  under 
which  commanding  officers  would  be  held 
responsible. 


BIOT  AT  MOLD.— QUESTION. 

Me.  OSBORNE  MORGAN  said,  he 
would  beg  to  ask  the  Secretary  of  Stato 
for  the  Home  Department,  Whether  he 
has  received  any  further  intelligence  as 
to  the  circumstences  under  which  the 
troops  employed  to  suppress  the  lato 
disturbances  at  Mold  fired  on  the  people ; 
and  particularly  whether  it  is  true  that 
such  firing  took  plaoe  before  the  Biot 
Act  was  read  ? 

Mb.  BRUCE:  Sir,  the  informadon 
that  has  reached  me  comes  firom  the 
clerk  to  the  justices  and  the  clerk  of 
the  peace,  through  the  Lord  Lieutenant. 
It  states  that,  in  consequence  of  appre- 
hended disturbances,  some  troops  were 
telegraphed  for  &om  Chester,  upon  the 
3lBt  of  May,  and  that  there  assembled 
at  Mold  about  fifty  soldiers  and  thirty- 
eight  of  the  county  police.  The  case 
a£udicated  upon  was  that  of  eight 
coUiers,  aix  of  whom  were  sentenced  to 
fine  or  imprisonment,  and  two  to  impri- 
sonment only,  for  an  assault  upon  the 
manager  of  a  colliery.  The  two  latter 
had  to  be  removed  from  the  police  office 
to  the  railway  station,  a  distance  of  200 
yards,  and  In  the  course  of  their  removal 
the  officers  who  had  them  in  chai^ 
were  assailed  by  a  mob,  estimated  at  friMn 
1,000  to  2,000  in  number,  who  lined 
both  sides  of  the  street,  and  who,  un- 
fortunately, had  an  unlimited  command 
of  stones,  inasmuch  as  the  road  had 
lately  been  repaired.  The  soldiers  and 
the  police  behaved  with  very  great  for- 
bearance, though  they  were  subject  to 
a  very  severe  dischai^  of  stones — so 
much  so  that  the  inspector  of  police 
states  he  was  himself  struck  from  two 
to  three  dozen  times.  The  pohce  and 
soldiers,  however,  were  enabled  to  cany 
their  prisoners  into  the  railway  station. 
There  the  attack  became  so  violeat  and 
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the  d&nger  bo  great — because  by  this  I  and  Woolwich,  any  Eeports  aa  to  the 
time  a  conaiderable  number  of  both  |  conduct  of  such  Workmen  during  the 
soldiers  and  policemen  had  been  ren-  voyage,  and  as  to  their  dispoaal  on  their 
dered  unfit  even  for  self-defence — they  i  arrival  ii  ■'    "     ■  ■  -    '■  '- - 


were  so  seriously  injured,  that,  by  the 
order  of  one  of  the  magistrat^a,  Captain 
Blake,  the  officer  in  command,  gave  the 
command  to  fire.  At  first  the  firing  was 
mainly  directed  over  the  heads  of  the 
rioters;  one  collier  was  shot,  and  that 
was  the  only  result  of  the  first  firing ; 
but,  as  the  effect  did  not  diminish  the 
violence  of  the  attack,  the  firing  was 
renewed,  and  was  kept  up  for  some 
time,  until  the  colliers  retreated.  Du- 
ring that  time,  I  grieve  to  say,  four 
persons  received  mortal  injuries,  and 
they  are,  in  fact,  dead  of  the  injuries 
they  received.  In  addition,  a  consider- 
able number  of  persons  were  wounded, 
but  the  number  has  not  been  exactly 
ascertained.  More  than  twenty  of 
the  soldiers  and  twelve  of  the  police 
were  seriously  wounded  by  missOes. 
The  Riot  Act  was  not  read.  I  have  no 
doubt  my  hon.  Friend  who  puts  this 
question  is  perfectly  aware  that  the 
reading  of  the  Biot  Act  is  not  necessary. 
The  only  efi'ect  of  reading  it  is  to  make 
a  riot  —  which  is  already  a  misdemea- 
nour at  Common  Law — a  greater  ofience : 
it  makes  it,  in  fact,  a  felonious  offence, 
which  was  formerly  punished  with  death, 
but  which  by  a  recent  Act  is  pimiahable 
with  fifteen  years'  penal  servitude.  The 
justification  of  the  soldiers  in  firing  be- 
fore the  reading  of  the  !Riot  Act  can  be 
bbsed  upon  the  fact  that  they  were  sub- 
ject to  a  very  dangerous  personal  attack, 
which  justified  them,  as  it  would  justify 
any  one  of  us,  in  using  for  defence  any 
weapons  at  our  command-  That  was  the 
opinion  of  the  juiy,  who  found  a  verdict 
in  which,  besides  finding  the  cause  of 
death,  they  stated  that  the  soldiers  show- 
ed great  forbearance;  and  that  is  the 
opimon  of  the  persons  who  have  com- 
municated with  me,  some  of  whom  were 
'  e  occasion. 


NAVY— DOCKTAED  EMIGRANTS  TO 
CANADA.— QUESTION. 
Mr.  AuiEBMAN  SALOMONS  said,  he 
would  beg  to  ask  the  First  Lord  of  the 
Admiralty,  If  ho  has  received  from  the 
Commanders  of  the  "Crocodile"  and 
the  "  Serapis,"  that  conveyed  Work- 
men recenUy  discharged  from  the  Gt>- 
verament  Eetablishmente  at  FortemouUt 


n  the  Dominion  of  Canada ;  and 
to  inquire  if  those  Beports  can  he  laid 
upon  the  Table  ? 

Me.  CHILDEB8  :  Sir,  about  1,100 
persons  have  been  taken  in  the  CroeodiU 
and  the  Serapit  to  Canada  during  the 
last  two  months.  They  were  selected 
with  very  great  care  from  among  the 
workmen  wno  have  been  employed  for 
some  time  either  in  the  dockyard  or  in 
the  arsenal,  and  their  conveyance  to 
Canada,  although  in  HerMajes^s  troop- 
ships, was  under  the  management  of  the 
Ehmgration  Commissioners,  and  it  has 
been  carried  out  with  complete  success. 
From  the  Commander  of  the  Crocodile 
we  have  a  Beport,  dated  May  7,  to  this 


"The  amigrvitB  are  Unded  ■■JJwell,'  ud  I 
hiTB  much  pleuure  in  reporting  that  Irom  th« 
time  thej  bnve  been  on  board  ths  CrotodiU  thsir 
eoaduct  hu  been  ererjthing  that  could  be  de- 
■ired,  and  no  body  of  men  ooald  haie  gWen  IBM 
traable.  I  may  here  state  that  (be  ohapliin  aad 
mrgeon,  with  the  pijmuter  and  other  offlners, 
hHTe  been  unremitting  in  their  leai  and  daaira  to 
carrj  out  (hair  Lordshipt'  instruction*,  and  ths 
emigrants  haie  not  been  remiti  in  expreoiog 
their  gratitude  for  the  kindneu  ihown  tlwm." 
This  is  the  Seport  &t>m  the  Commander 
of  the  Serais — 

"  Q^ebeii,  Maj  IS,  ISeS. 

"  The  emigrants  ban  behaTcd  well,  and  I  am 
happ^  to  inform  tbeir  Lordahipa  that,  the  paasan 
being  a  smooth  one,  the;  hare  experieDoed  litUs 
or  no  diicomfort." 

With  reference  to  the  latter  part  of  the 
Question,  the  disposal  of  the  emigrants 
on  their  arrival  at  the  Dominion  of 
Canada,  we  have  this  Beport  from  the 
Emigration  Agent  at  Quebec — 

■'Maj31,18e0. 

"  From  inFomution  recent);  forvarded  U)  me, 
I  laam  that  then  people  ware  judicionttf  dlatri- 
boted  among  the  rural  districts  in  his  neighbODr- 
hood,  and  that  no  difflcutt)'  waa  experienced  in 
obtaining  immediate  emplojment  for  them." 
We  shall  be  happy  to  lay  the  Papers  on 
the  table  as  soon  as  they  are  complete. 

ARMY— VOLUNTEER  CAPITATION 

GRANT.— QUESTION. 
Mb.  SIMONDS  s^d,  he  would  beg 
to  ask  the  Secretary  of  State  for  War, 
When  the  Volunteer  Capitation  Grant 
will  be  paid;  and  why  the  annual  al- 
lowance of  Ammunition  has  not  been 
forwarded  to  the  various  Corps  which 
have  made  application  in  the  regular 
form? 
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Mb.  GABBWmii  said,  in  reply,  that 
the  Yolunteer  Capitation  Grant  wae  in 
course  of  payment,  and  would  be  paid 
to  Corps  applying  for  it.  With  regard 
to  the  annual  allowance  of  ammunition, 
the  greater  proportion  of  it  had  already 
been  supplied.  Owing  to  complainta  that 
were  made  last  year,  much  of  the  old 
ammnuitioD  had  been  destroyed  ;  it  had, 
therefore,  been  necessary  to  wait  until 
new  ammunition  could  be  made ;  and  it 
was  now  being  distributed  as  rapidly  as 
it  could  be  made. 

TELEGRAPHS  AND  RAILWAY  COM- 
PaNIES,— QUESTION. 

Mb.  hunt  said,  he  would  beg  to 
esk  Mr.  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer, 
"What  progress  has  been  made  in  settling 
with  the  Tarious  Telegraph  and  Railway 
Companies  for  the  purchase  of  their  in- 
terests in  Telegraphic  lines,  and  whether 
he  intends  to  introduce  a  Bill  this  Ses- 
sion to  provide  Ways  and  Means  for 
carrying  out  the  measure  of  last  Session 
upon  the  subject  ? 

The  CHAMCELLOB  of  the  EXCHE- 
OUEE :  Sir,  very  great  progress  has 
been  made  in  the  arbitration,  both  with 
regard  to  the  telegraph  companies  and 
the  railway  companies ;  but  the  arrange- 
ments are  not  yet  completed,  and  there- 
fore it  would  be  premature  to  make  any 
announcement  with  respect  to  them. 

CLERKS  TO  JUSTICES.  4o.— FEES  AND 
SALARIES.— EXPLANATIOIf. 
Mb.  BBTTCE  said,  he  wished  to  correct 
a  statement  he  made  the  other  day  with 
respect  to  the  number  of  clerks  to  jus- 
tices and  of  clerks  of  the  peace  whose 
payment  by  fees  had  been  commuted 
into  salaries.  Misled  by  a  Betum,  he 
stated  that  in  about  thirty  counties  the 
clerks  of  the  peace  had  been  subject  to 
the  change,  but  he  now  understood  the 
number  was  much  less,  and  the  com- 
mutation had  been  made  with  respect  to 
clerks  to  the  justices  in  the  greater  part 
of  about  nine  counties  and  iu  about  forty 
or  fifty  boroughs. 

ASSESSED  RATES  BILL-[Bill  31.] 

(Jfr.  Qoichen,  Mr.  Secretary  Snue,  Jfr.  /oAn 

Bright.) 

SECOND  BEAItlKa. 

Order  for  Second  Beading  read. 
Mx.   QOSCHEN,  in  rising  to  move 
that  the  Bill  be  now  read  a  second  time, 
2Gr.  Bimondt 
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[,  the  Ooremmeut  wished  that  the 
House  should  proceed  with  the  Bill  with 
a  full  knowledge  of  the  Amendments  to 
the  clauses,  and  of  the  new  clauses  which 
had  placed  upon  the  Paper  since  the 
introduction  of  the  measure,  and  which 
would  materially  alter  the  character  of 
the  Bill.  In  the  first  place,  the  Gtorem- 
ment  proposed  to  re-authoiize  the  prac- 
tice of  compounding  by  permitting  agree- 
ment* between  owners  and  OToreeers  fbr 
the  payment  of  rates,  in  consideration  of 
finite  commission  to  be  paid  to  the 
ers.  It  was  also  proposed  that  owners 
should  make  themaelTee  primarily  re- 
sponsible for  the  rates,  so  that  the  col- 
lector might  go  to  them  in  the  first  in- 
stance  instead  of  to  the  occupiers.  Ano- 
ther Amendment  authorized  compound- 
ing in  the  case  of  tenants  paying  quar- 
terly, provided  the  houses  occupied  were 
under  £10  in  value  if  without  the  me- 
tropolitan area,  and  imder  £20  within 
it.  These,  the  chief  Amendments  he  bad 
placed  upon  the  F^er,  would  meet  the 
objections  to  the  Bill  as  it  originally 
stood  —  that  it  would  meet  the  case  of 
weekly  tenants  only,  and  that  the  25  per 
cent  would  not  ^ve  sufficient  leverage 
to  overseers  fo  mduce  owners  to  com- 
pound. A  further  objection  had  beeo 
raised  that  the  Bill  did  not  offer  suffi- 
cient inducements  to  the  owner  to  make 
him  undertake  to  pay,  and  this  was  met 
by  an  Amendment  proposing  that  35  per 
cent  should  be  ]^d  only  to  those  w1m> 
took  the  reroonsibility  of  the  rates  en- 
tirely upon  themselves.  In  this  way  tbe 
Oovemment  proposed  to  remedy  the  eco- 
nomic grievance  ariung  &om  the  aboli- 
tion of  compounding,  which  had  turned 
out  to  be  fer  greater  than  any  one  an- 
ticipated two  years  ago,  when  Parlia- 
ment had  to  choose  between  compoaitioii 
for  ratra  and  an  extension  of  the  fran- 
chise ;  but  they  had  been  careM  also 
to  avoid  the  danger  of  Parliamentary 
disfranchisement,  which  the  re-introduo- 
tion  of  compounding  under  the  exietinff 
state  of  the  law  of  representation  might 
involve.  As  soon  as  the  overseers  had 
no  interest  in  placing  the  name  of  the 
occupier  upon  the  rate  book  omismons 
by  the  thousand  would  possibly  occur ; 
it  was,  therefore,  not  enough  to  sav  the 
name  of  the  occupier  aho^d  he  placed 
on  the  rate  book,  and  that  his  light  to 
the  Buffi'age  should  not  be  affected  by 
hia  landlord's  paying  the  rates.  Ma- 
chinery must  be  pronded  ht  enforcing 
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the  action  of  the  overseers  in  the  matter. 
Before  tiie  Act  of  1867  paseed  composi- 
tion was  praotiBed  in  the  case  of  95,000 
occupiers  above  the  £10  line,  but  not- 
withstanding' the  facilities  for  bringfing 
BUch  householders  on  the  register,  the 
names  of  only  25,000  found  their  vay 
there.  This  being  tiie  case  in  respect  of 
oocnpiers  of  houses  above  £10  in  value, 
it  was  easy  to  imi^ne  what  would  be 
the  result  in  respect  of  occupiers  of 
smaller  tenements,  a  more  shifting  class, 
who  would  have  more  trouble  in  getting 
on  the  lists.  It  might  be  safely  estimated 
that  three-fourths  at  least  of  this  class 
would  not  come  upon  the  register  if  no 
further  provision  were  made.  The  Go- 
vernment, therefore,  recommended  three 
provisions  as  straightforward  as  any  ever 
put  in  a  Bill  for  the  protection  of  poli- 
tical rights.  Checks  were  required  in 
these  cases.  It  was  proposed,  in  the 
first  place,  that  the  owner  should  be 
fined  the  commisraon  ho  would  other- 
wise get,  if  he  omitted  to  give  a  list  of 
the  tenants  he  compounded  for  to  the 
overseers ;  in  the  second  place,  that  the 
overseers  should  be  fined  40«.  for  each 
name  omitted  &om  the  register ;  and  in 
the  third  place,  that  the  occupier  should 
be  allowed  to  claim  his  right  before  the 
Eevising  Barrister,  and  Iwve  hie  name 
placed  upon  the  register,  if  these  checks 
had  not  proved  sufBcient.  These  were 
generally  additions  to  the  Bill  rather 
than  Amendments  to  it.  The  House 
would  remember  that  the  main  prin- 
ciple of  the  Bill  as  introduced  was  that 
weekly  tenants  should  be  allowed  to  de- 
duct their  rates  ^m  their  rent;  and 
this  system  remained,  but  composition 
could  co-exist  with  it.  In  this  way,  he 
believed,  Qie  Act  would  redeem  all  just 
expectations  raised  respecting  it  as  re- 
gards the  political  side  of  the  question. 
He  was  bound  to  state  what  induced  the 
Government  to  make  in  the  BUI  the  im- 
portant change  which  they  now  proposed. 
When  he  first  introduced  the  measure 
he  stated  tmthiyiy  and  loyally  that  the 
Govermnent  were  endeavouring  to  effect 
this  economical  reform  without  reviving 
the  debates  on  the  Bill  of  1867,  and  they 
were  anxious  to  do  so  without  touching 
any  political  or  party  questions.  The 
Bill  nad  been  before  tiie  countiy  for 
some  time,  and  they  had  received  com- 
munications &om  a  vast  number  of  local 
anthoritiea.  He  had  obtained  informa- 
tion from  almost  eveiy  borough  in  which 


composition  had  previously  existed,  and 
the  opinion  was  almost  unanimous  that 
the  Bill,  as  it  stood,  although  a  valuable 
step  in  the  direction  of  easing  the  weekly 
occupier,  did  not  offer  the  landlords  suffi- 
cient inducement  to  come  to  those  agree- 
ments between  themselves  and  the  over- 
seers which  were  so  universally  desired. 
The  Government  had  thought  that  the 
leverage  of  the  reduction  of  the  rent 
would  be  sufficient ;  but  they  were  told 
that  it  would  not  be  so,  but  that,  &om 
arrears  of  rent  and  the  difficulties  te- 
nants would  have  in  understanding  the 
arrangemeuts,  the  deductions  would  not 
be  sufficient  to  secure  the  object  which, 
without  any  difference  of  par^,  they  all 
had  in  view  —  namely,  the  settlement 
of  this  very  difficult  and  formidable  ques- 
tion. The  Government  thought,  there- 
fore, that  they  would  be  justified  in 
making  fresh  proposals,  if  they  could  not 
attain  the  end  in  view  by  the  means 
which  they  had  at  first  proposed,  and  he 
felt  convinced  that  hon.  Gentlemen  oppo- 
site would  as  far  as  possible  co-operate 
with  them.  It  was  also  represented  to 
the  Government  by  many  0)neervative8 
as  well  as  Liberals,  who  had  come  on 
deputations,  that  the  pa3rment  of  rates 
by  the  poorest  class  of  occupiers  waa 
surrounded  by  snch  great  difficulties, 
and  was  so  inoperative  at  the  present 
moment,  that  it  would  be  better  to  aban- 
don it  altogether.  What  he  wished  to 
ask  hon.  Gentlemen  opposite  was,  in 
what  respect  would  any  protection  to 
the  franchise  which  now  existed  be  di- 
minished if  they  carried  into  effect  the 
froposals  now  submitted  to  the  House  ? 
t  had  been  admitted,  in  the  debates  on 
the  Bill  of  1867,  that  payment  by  the 
landlord  was  practically  payment  by  the 
tenant.  That  had  been  admitted  by  hon. 
Gentlemen  oj^site  even  when  the  land- 
lord paid  it  in  a  lump  sum,  and  the 
tenants  paid  it  by  instalments  in  their 
weekly  rent.  That  was  payment  within 
the  meaning  of  the  Act.  "  Qui/acitper 
alium  facit  per  m"  was  a  maxim  which 
covered  the  principle  of  the  Bill  now 
before  the  House  as  well  as  the  Bill  of 
1867.  When  hon.  Members  became 
aware  of  the  groat  grievance  which  ex- 
isted, when  toey  heard  that  hundrenls 
and  thousands  of  summonses  had  been 
issued,  and  that  great  heart-burning  had 
been  occasioned,  they  would  feel  that 
they  conld  d^ve  up  something  which, 
aSua  all,  was  but  a  shadoT,  because,  aa 
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lie  had  endeavoured  to  show,  the  per- 
Booal  payment  of  rates  had,  by  the  force 
of  circumstances,  been  proved  to  be 
utterly  impossible,  and  if  impoBsible,  wba 
it  worth  while  to  keep  up  a  fiction  which 
led  to  so  much  misery,  especially  as  the 
very  class  which  had  been  enfranchised 
was  dissatisfied  with  the  very  Act  which 
had  brought  it  within  the  pale  of  the 
Constitution?  If  they  could  correct 
these  evils  with  the  good  feeling  and 
co-operation  of  hon.  Gtentlemen  opposite 
they  would  do  a  great  deal  to  strengthen 
the  respect  with  which  the  Act  of  1867 
would  oe  regarded.  It  now  only  re- 
mained for  him  to  explain  the  difference 
between  that  composition  which  the  Go- 
vernment proposed  to  establish  and  the 
composition  which  existed  before  1867. 
The  difference  consisted  in  this — that  the 
Government  were  endeavouring  to  have 
a  regulated  and  uniform  system  through- 
out the  country,  and  did  not  intend  to 
establish  the  old  system  of  compounding 
or  reviving  local  Acts  with  all  their  dif- 
ferences of  composition  and  enormous 
allowances.  They  were  going,  indeed, 
in  the  direction  of  uniformity  of  assess- 
ment. All  were  agreed  that  they  must 
do  their  best  to  produce  that.  They 
wished  to  have  uniformil;  of  rating  and 
uniformity  in  the  collection  of  rates,  and 
would  it  be  wise,  then,  to  re-establish  a 
system  of  varying  deduction  in  every 
borough  acconilng  to  the  desires  of  the 
local  authorities?  That  was  the  chief 
diflference  between  the  BUI  of  the  Go- 
vernment and  the  simple  re-enactment 
of  composition.  The  Government  might 
not  have  chosen  the  right  line  for  the 
deduction ;  it  was  for  the  House  to  say 
whether  it  ^ould  be  at  25  per  cent,  or 
at  what  point  it  should  be ;  but  he  wa* 
sure  the  House  would  be  unable  to  sanc- 
tion the  enormous  deductions — amount- 
ing in  some  cases  to  66}  per  cent — which 
had  prevailed  in  some  boroughs.  The 
Government  proposed  that  an  agree- 
ment should  he  authorized  between  the 
landlords  and  the  tenants  at  a  scale  to 
be  fixed  once  for  aU  by  the  House.  If 
£10  in  the  country  and  £20  in  the  me- 
tropolis should  not  appear  to  be  the 
right  limits,  that  was  a  matter  on  which 
the  Government  woidd  feel  bound  to 
how  to  the  judgment  of  the  House.  It 
had  been  su^ested  in  several  large 
towns  that  there  ought  to  be  two  scales 
of  deduction,  one  for  houses  between  £5 
and  £10,  and  the  other  for  houses  below 
Mr,  Gotchm  ' 


£5.  However  that  might  be,  the  two 
points  on  which  the  Govemment  felt 
strongly  were  that  the  weekly  tenanta 
ought  not  to  be  called  upon  to  pay  rates 
for  a  longer  time  than  the  tenancy ;  and 
that  there  should  be  one  uniform  and 
not  a  diverse  system  of  deduction,  at  the 
same  time  that  the  political  rights  of  the 
newly-enfranchised  class  should  not  be 
infringed.  He  had  endeavoured  to  state 
as  briefly  as  possible  the  efi'ect  of  the 
measure,  and  he  would  now  leave  it  to 
the  impartial  judgment  of  the  House. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
"That  the  Bill  be  now  read  a  second 
time." — {Mr.  Ooscken.) 

Mb.  COEEANCE:  We  are  certainly- 
indebted  to  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
for  the  explanation  he  has  afforded  ns 
of  the  intention  of  this  Bill,  for  I  con- 
fess it  does  not  explain  itself  to  me  as 
clearly  as  I  could  wish.  We  are  alao 
indebted  to  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
for  some  admissioiis  he  has  been  pleased 
to  make.  Although  there  may  be  some 
reasons  for  the  introduction  of  a  Bill  of 
I  this  nature  during  the  present  Session, 
'  and  suf&cient  cause  for  the  great  dis- 
satisfaction which  now  exists,  I  oonfees 
that  it  is  with  no  great  sense  of  its  ade- 
quacy to  remove  either  such  causes  or 
the  feelings  it  has  justly  created,  in  the 
Bill  it  is  now  the  pleasure  of  Her  lia- 
jesty's  to  introduce.  The  grievance  com- 
plained of  is  this — that  an  alteration  of 
an  arbitrary  and  unjust  nature  has  been 
made  in  a  law  heretofore  existing,  per- 
mi  tting  owners  of  private  property  to  make 
arrangements  with  the  municipal  bodies 
to  which  they  belong,  in  the  first  plaoe 
to  the  convenionce  of  both  parties  con- 
cerned, and  in  the  second,  to  the  maoi* 
fest  advantage  of  the  poorer  classes  by 
whom  these  tenements  were  held.  They 
com|)lain  that  the  measure  itself  was  a 
partial  measure  imposed  upon  such  Par- 
hamentary  boroughs  in  an  un&ir  and 
invidious  manner,  productive  of  conse- 
quencee  most  seriously  affecting  their 
comfort,  and  for  purposes  to  which  they 
attach,  perhaps,  less  importance  than 
some  hon.  Members  of  this  House.  And 
they  have  cause  for  the  complaint.  I 
learn  that  by  some  the  compounding 
system  had  been  condemned.  I  believe 
m&i  it  was  reported  against  by  the  C<un- 
mittee  which  eat  last  year;  but,  although 
I  have  carefully  gone  through  the  evi-  . 
dence,  and  the  reasons  put  forward  in  its 
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support,  I  tliink  either  that  tlie  Commit- 
tee failed  to  recognize  the  force  of  Bomt 
parts  of  that  evidence,  or  tliat  they  en- 
tered into  it^th  minds  already  strongly 
prejudiced  against  it ;  but  I  also  think 
that  this  was  sure  to  have  been  the  case, 
foe  that  Committee  was  composed  of  men 
who  had  sat  through  the  ^at  compound- 
householder  debate.  They  had  suffered 
imspeakable  things  at  lua  hands,  sat 
through  long  mominge  and  weary  eren* 
ings;  and,  at  last,  to  use  a  figure  oi 
speech  lately  employed  by  a  right  hon. 
Gentleman  in  another  case,  the  House 
of  Commons  toot  courage  to  iteelf,  the 
courage  of  desperation  perhaps — per- 
haps of  imperfect  knowledge,  and  the 
compound-householder  was  at  one  effort 
disestablished  and  disendowed.  It  was 
to  ratify  and  confirm  that  decision  that 
the  Committee  of  1867  sat.  The  com- 
pound-householder had  been  imcom- 
pounded.  The  Sartor  Besartus  and  they 
Bat  upon  him  to  keep  him  in  his  place. 
Throughout  the  whole  proceedings  this 
is  obnouB  enough.  If  the  House  will 
bear  with  me  a  anort  ^pace,  I  will  show 
this.  In  the  first  place,  I  take  Mr. 
Lumleya  evidence  as  to  this,  and  I 
would  ask  l^e  Members  to  read  Mr. 
Lumley's  answers  and  evidence  upon 
this  special  point  from  125  to  285,  and 
especially  the  answers  at  206,  209,  to  214, 
and  lastly  277  to  278,  page  14  of  Report. 
For  instance,  at  206,  after  some  evidence 
of  the  favourable  working  of  a  local 
Act,  to  the  question — "Whether  the 
Poor  Law  Board  had  always  been  in 
favour  of  rating  owners  ?  "  he  says — 
Yes,"  and  subsequently  at  213  and  214 
repeats  the  same  without  qualification. 
And  at  278  to  question — "  Tou  have 
reason  to  believe  that  it  is  satisfactory 
throughout  the  county,   and   is  being 

fnerally  adopted?"  he  says-— "  Yes, 
th'Tifc  so ;  I  think  it  is  increasing  very 
much."  279 — "  You  do  not  hear  com- 
plaints of  the  auditor,  or  any  other  per- 
son in  communication  with  the  Poor 
Law  Board?"  answers — "No."  Nor 
do  I  rest  upon  this.  Going  back  to  a 
former  time,  and  subject  to  an  inquiry 
certainly  not  lees  eznaustlve  and  com- 
plete, and  conducted  by  men  whose  abi- 
hty  has,  it  is  probable,  no  equal  in  this 
House,  we  find  under  their  Beport  stated 
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proper^,  the  WMvpien  of  wtuoh  u*  a  olua  of 
peraoDB  loo  poor  or  too  flaitaating  to  be  oodto- 
nientljr  uaeued  to  ths  rata." 
And  as  a  remedial  measure  they  surest 
that  new  enactment  should  be  made  to 
the  following  effect,  namely — 

"  That  ownen  of  all  r«t*able  property  let  for 
no  greater  term  tban  one  rear.ofno  groat«r  annual 
value  tbiD  (£  ),  witbaut  anj  miaimDin,  shdl 
be  rated  in  mpeol  of  aoeb  propert;,  ioiWad  of 
tbe  oooopler  thereof,  to  all  the  loeal  taiet." 

Such  a  change  as  that  suggested  would 
probably  be  found  sufiicient  to  remove 
the  existing  complainte  upon  this  part  of 
the  subject.  Now,  in  the  face  of  evi- 
dence such  aa  this,  it  will  not,  at  least, 
seem  bold  for  me  to  doubt  the  weight  of 
argument  which  induced  the  Committee, 
under  Besolution  26,  to  affirm — 

That  10  mooh  of  aoj  pobUo  or  loeal  Act  ai 
relate)  to  oompoiLtioii*  for  rates  for  public  pnr- 
poaee  ahould  be  repealed." 

And  I  can  see  no  reason  to  reverse  the 
opinion  I  expressed  in  this  House,  when 
in  speaking  upon  this  question,  I  said, 
Aprfl  12th,  1866— 

There  are  two  wajs  in  vhieh  «e  msf  attain 
this,  we  maj  abolish  eomposition,  or  we  oan  ren- 
der it  equal  throughout  and  recogniie  it  as  the 
(M  rate.  To  tbe  former  I  object.  I  think  that 
oomposition  ia  justlT  etteemed  an  adTanlage  to 
tbe  township  and  a  boon  to  tbe  labooriug  olaia." 

And  I  must  hold  that  this  view  has  been 

completely  justified.  The  results — for 
this  I  am  indebted  to  the  Report,  at 

ae  32,  under  section  8 — as  to  the  col- 
ion  of  xates,  the  most  comple  evi- 
dence exists,  and  at  Norwich,  Birming- 
ham, Brighton,  Manchester,  Liverpool, 
Wolverhampton,  Oldham,  &c.,  the  full 
effects  have  been  realized  at  once.  From 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  President 
of  the  Board  of  the  Trade,  we  have 
also  evidence  of  this.  In  a  recent  speech, 
at  Birmingham,  he  is  reported  to  have 
said — 

But  I  want  to  ipesk  to  yon  a  little  opOD 

another  point  of  that  Bill,  and  that  is  the  clause 

olauses  whioh  haie  oreated  ao  mnoh  suffering 


ation  ia   this  towi 
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atate  that  there  have  been  no  leas  than 
10,000  summoDtes  issued  in  oonneotion  with  the 
pajment  of  the  rate  made  last  Maj  ;  that  no  les« 
than  S.OOD  warrants  of  dintreia  hare  been  isiaed, 
aod  that  it  costs  the  parish  at  least  £10  a  week, 

the  rate  of  £3,000  a  fear  more  than  hefore, 
to  eolleot  the  rates.  It  is  a  ver;  ourioua  thing 
that  Birmingham  has  been  more  hardly  hit  than 
any  other  borough  in  the  kingdom  by  thia  rats- 
paying  clause,  for  in  thia  borough  the  principle  of 
compounding,  that  is  of  the  landlord  paying  the 

of  his  tenant*,  and  receiving  a       -  '     - 


1  of   oonnt  u  oomptDMlion  lor  tbat  payment,  b 
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Htablilbed  fbr  ■  lDDg«T  p«riod,  ud  to  ft  grMtsr 
esient,  I  beliara,  tiMn  ia  taj  atber  town  Ed  Eog- 
Und  or  Walei." 

Well,  I  agree  with  the  rig^ht  bon.  Gen- 
tleman up  to  that  point ;  a  great  inju&- 
tice  had  been  done,  and  one  which 
entailed  inconvenience  upon  some,  and 
absolute  hardehip  upon  a  lai^r  ol&sa. 
But  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  will  ex- 
cuse me  if  I  differ  with  him  somewhat 
in  the  statement  he  mates  in  the  latter 
part  of  the  same  speech.  If  any  injus- 
tice  was  done,  or  wrong  suffered,  it  did 
not  originate  on  this  side  of  the  House. 
The  right  hon.  Gentleman  is  reported  to 
have  proceeded  thus — 

"  Now,  there  won  tbraa  ways  out  of  thi*  diffl- 
ODllr,  »nd  tl  i>  somalimes  oonionient  lo 
one  war  of  getting  out  of  ft  difflcullf.  Wa  inight 
faave  bud  a  pure  houaehold  >nffnge,  vitbouc  ftn; 
raterflDOe  to  ratiag  whatever,  which.  c(  ooune, 
would  h»Te  been  the  beat.  Ue  might,  ftoeording 
to  the  Motion  made  in  the  Houie  bj  Mr  Hibbert, 
bale  aitended  the  oppntion  of  m;  elauu  whiob 
opernted  upon  the  94.000,  and  might  have  ai- 
tended it  oier  ITfl.OOn,  andjuttica  would  haia 
been  done  ;  or  he  might  have  done  another  thinj!, 
which  ho  aftarwardB  agreed  to  do,  Bud  which  be 
did,  whiob  wai  to  ftboiiati  ths  ajaiaia  of  oom- 
pounding  altogether,  whish,  I  tbink,  wai  the  leaat 
wiao,  and  the  moat  harab,  and  the  moat  unjuali- 
llable  of  the  dUtennt  propoiilioaa  DOared  to 
htm." 

The  right  hon.  Gentleman  has  lately  ac- 
cused the  Leader  of  this  party  with  a 
home  manufacture  of  hietory.  He  has 
given  one  more  instance  of  his  dislike 
to  monopoly  in  this  case.  I  repeat  it, 
this  injustice,  if  there  is  injustice,  did 
not  come  &om  this  aide'  of  the  House, 
and  of  this  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
has  been  also  kind  enough  to  Airnish 
the  mroof.  Let  me  call  the  attention  of 
the  House  Jx>  this.  In  explanation  of 
the  transaction,  he  goes  on  to  say — 

"  I  will  tell  jov  flrat  what  Mr.  Gladstone  aald. 
I  nnderaCand  that  our  opponenta  and  their  orators 
in  the  borough,  and  their  newspaper  writers  la; 
the  blame  on  Mr.  GUHiione  and  the  Liberal  partj, 
fur  iho  abolition  of  componnding,  and  for  ibe  in- 
fliction of  ao  moob  auflbring  and  hardihip  upon  a 
S-eat  manj  thouianda  of  the  cottage  oceupiera  in 
irmingham.  Thia  ia  what  Mr.  Gtadatone  aald 
when  .Mr,  Hardoaatle  mnde  bia  proposition.  '  Mj 
bon.  Friend  oRera  ns  at  the  eipenaa  of  an  econo. 
inieal  and  locial  inoouTenienoe,  aC  the  e:ipenae,  at 
an;  rate,  of  foreKoing  an  economical  and  scoial 
adtantage — be  offi'ra  ua,  instead  of  an  extension 
of  the  tranehise,  wbieh  we  conceiie  to  be  limited 
and  unequal. equivoeal  and  dangerona,H  tending, 
in  manj  parts,  to  corruption — he  otfvrs  an  eiten- 
aion  of  the  franehiae  which  is  liberal  and  perfeotlr 
equal.  1  am  Borrjr,  in  deference  to  what  seems  i 
Duwise  judgment  of  tbs  House,  it  is  naoeasarT 
interfere  with  a   ajatem  of  oomposition  wbiab 
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Afterwards,  on  another  occasion,  when 
Mr.  Gladstone  made  a  proposition  to 
discuss  the  question,  he  made  use  of 
these  words.    He  said — 

I  have  deprecated  it  all  along,  and  hare  con- 
iented  to  it  as  1  would  oonsenl  to  cut  of  off  mf 
than  lose  m;  iifii,  on  the  prioaipla  of 
chootiag  the  leaaer  CtiI.  Well,  what  waa  the 
greater  eTli  I  It  was  that  there  should  be  DO 
anfranehiasmeDt.  Now,  thia  much  I  can  accept, 
and  what  it  proves  is  thi»— (hat  the  icheine 
waa  one  detiberatel;  adopted,  and  dul;  concerted 
among  leading  man  on  that  side  for  an  object  dia- 
tinotlf  avowed,  and  that  it  waa  done  with  a  full 
knowledge  and  ocnviction  of  the  social  injurf 
the;  would  inflict  upon  the  labouring  class.  To 
then),  no  doubt,  the  sacridco  made  did  rot  aeem 
(00  mucb,  it  is  perfwtl;  posaible  to  uaderaiaitd 
that." 

Well,  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  further 
informs  tis  that  Mr,  Hodgkinson  waa  a 
speaker  upon  the  clause,  and  ends  thia 
remarkable  chapter  thus — 

"  He  was  onoa  on  our  aide,  who  was  aniioia 
to  give  no  vote  against  anj  part  of  Uie  Bill,  be- 
cauie  we  wrre  withlul  tbal,  in  some  aliape  or 
other,  the  Bill  ahould  pan!  through  Parliament ; 
and  he  gave  notice  that  as  tba  Govprnment  would 
not  take  anj  o(her  mode  of  enfranebising  tba 
people,  thej  insiated  that  Iba  a;aWm  of  oom- 
pounding  ahould  be  ftbielutel;  and  at  onoa  ftbo- 

And  observes,  with  becoming  candour — 
I  dwell  upon  thia,  bacaDee  of  the  paaaagea  I 
)  leen   lo   the   apeecbea  of  our   oppunenu, 

which  show  one  of  two  ihingi,  either  tliat  ibej 

know  nothing  of  the  matter,  or  are  toij  sanlew 

of  the  trulh. 

Well,  there  is  one  thing  which,  perhaps, 
I  may  observe  for  the  benefit  of  those 
Members,  who  were  not  at  that  time  in 
the  House,  that  this  Mr.  Hodgkinson, 
thus  casually  alluded  to,  was  the  Mover 
of  this  clause.  The  actual  author  we 
now  know  to  have  been  the  right  hon. 
.Gentleman  at  the  head  of  Her  M^esty'a 
Government,  and  the  right  hon.  Genlie- 
man  the  President  of  the  Board  of 
Trade.  And  when  it  is  duly  demon- 
strated that  this  plan  was  neither  con- 
nected, matured,  or  moved  upon  this 
side  of  the  House,  it  will  be,  I  think, 
clear  how  large  a  liberty  has  been  taken 
with  facts  in  the  assertions  put  forth. 
Now,  this  is  a  matter  of  no  small  im- 
portance if  we  consider  to  what  issues  it 
lead.  This  speech  of  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  formed  the  text  upon  which 
the  minor  orators  of  the  boroughs  duly, 
and  according  to  their  lights  preached. 
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It  influenoed  many  minde,  and  may 
hare  helped  to  swell  thatmajoritywhicli 
has  aseiimed  the  grave  reBponBibility  of 
diBmembering  the  English  Ohurch.  It 
was  done  by  politiciaDB  to  seire  a  dis- 
tinct  party  purpose,  and  they  gained 
their  end.  Let  them,  at  least,  have  the 
manliness  to  confess  the  truth.  For  that 
deed,  good  or  evil,  but  certainly  attended 
with  hardships,  this  Bill  is  the  doak. 
It  does  not  amount  to  a  restitution  of 
rights.  I  do  not  believe  that  this  qnee- 
tion  has  ever  been  fairly  imderstood 
either  as  a  social  or  political  question, 
though  I  am  not  about  at  this  time  to 
enter  into  this.  I  am  cx)nt«nt  to  agree 
Trith  tha  high  authorities  which  I  quote. 
1o  your  present  Bill  grave  otrjectionB 
exist.  By  it  you  stiU  leave  the  occupier, 
at  short  perioda,  liable  for  his  rate,  and 
the  benefit  he  derived  firom  bis  landlord's 
composition  is  lost.  By  it  you  arbi- 
tramy  fix  the  abatement  at  25  per  cent, 
when  under  the  extreme  variability  of 
drcumstances  in  various  localities  it 
shonld  often  be  50,  at  least,  and  at  this 
the  occupier  pays  the  fUl  rate,  if  the 
question  was  properly  understood.  Of 
tide,  the  bargain  between  the  owner 
and  the  municipal  authority  is  the  best 
test.  It  is  my  belief  that  it  will  be  a 
most  inadequate  remedy  for  a  very  great 
injustice  to  the  poorer  class,  and  that 
done  for  a  poUtiral  purpose.  Their  in- 
terests have  not  been  adequately  con- 
sidered, nor  adequatelj  met.  Acting 
under  this  behef,  I  sbaU  move  that  the 
Bill  be  read  this  day  three  months. 

The  Motion  not  being  seconded,  was 
not  proposed. 

Ms.  HIBBEBT  s^d,  he  would  not 
follow  his  hon.  Friend  (Mr.  Corrance) 
in  his  argument  as  to  who  was  answer- 
able to  the  Hfnise  for  the  abolition  of 
the  compound-householder.  If  any  in- 
jury had  accrued  to  the  rate-payers  in 
consequence  of  that  abolition,  he  did  not 
know  whether  the  fault  was  attributable 
to  the  Liberal  or  the  Conservative  party ; 
but  if  to  the  Liberal  party,  the  present 
Qovemment  had,  at  all  events,  brought 
forward  a  measure  which  sought  to  ob- 
viate the  inconveniences  which  had  ac- 
crued during  the  past  year.  For  his 
own  part,  ho  was  not  at  all  in  favour  of 
the  system  of  compounding.  Hs  should 
like  to  see  it  abolished  in  all  parishes, 
and  he  regretted  that  his  right  hon. 
Friend  the  Fteeldent  of  the  Poor  Law 


Board  had  not  introduced  clansei  repeal- 
ing the  operation  of  the  Compounding 
*-^-  =-  the  various  paridiee  m  which 


they  were  at  present  in  force.  He  would 
now  briefly  state  why  he  preferred  the 
present  KU  to  a  revival  of  the  com- 
pounding ByBtfim.  That  system  acted 
variously  in  different  parts  of  the  coun- 
try, and  was  greatly  abased  in  many 
towns  where  local  Acts  were  in  opera- 
tion. He  need  not  refer  to  a  stronger 
case  than  that  of  Birmingham.  There, 
although  the  ^stem  only  appUed  to  a 
part  of  the  town,  the  abuse  was  carried 
to  the  utmost  extent.  For  houses  under 
£5  rental  two-thirds  off  the  rate  was  al- 
lowed, half  being  allowed  for  bouses 
between  £S  and  £8,  and  one-third  for 
houses  between  £8  and  £12.  How  did 
this  operate  ?  Take  the  case  of  a  house 
in  Birmingham  with  a  £5  rental.  There 
would  be  certain  deductions  allowed  by 
the  Assessment  Committee  amounting 
to  irom  20  to  30  per  cent,  and  being  on 
the  average  25  per  cent.  This  reduced 
the  assessable  value  of  the  house  to 
£3  16».  Therefore,  if  a  rate  of  1».  in 
the  pound  wore  imposed  it  would  amount 
to  3*.  9d. ;  but  tmder  the  local  Act  2«.  Sd. 
was  taken  off,  so  that  in  reahty  the 
owner  paid  only  1».  $d.  Again,  in 
Brighton,  houses ipto  £20  rental  were 
compounded  for.  The  houses  at  £20  a 
year  rental  were  occupied,  not  by  the 

nr,  but  by  shopkeepers  and  persons 
)nging  to  the  middle  dasses,  and  he 
did  not  think  that  such  people  ought  to 
have  allowances  made  to  them  under 
the  compounding  principle.  He  believed 
that  in  Lambeth,  Marylebone,  and  many 
other  districts  of  the  metropolis,  houses 
of  £20  rental  were  compounded  for. 
This  was,  therefore,  a  real  objection  to 
the  compounding  system.  But  com- 
pounding had  another  disadvantage :  it 
took  away  the  advantages  arising  from 
the  occupiers  having  a  voice  in  the  ma- 
nagement of  their  own  affairs.  A  por- 
tion of  the  town  of  Birmingham,  for  in- 
stance, was  under  a  local  Act,  and  the 
consequence  was  that  nearly  one-half 
of  the  householders  of  Birmingham  in 
that  district  could  not  be  put  on  the 
bui^ess  roll  in  consequence  of  their 
names  being  off  the  rate  books,  owing 
to  the  system  of  compounding.  This 
state  of  things,  however,  did  not  occur 
in  towns  under  the  Small  Tenements 
Act,  which  contained  a  clause  reserv- 
ing  the   rights   of   occupiers  to  vote 
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at  manicipal  and  other  elections.  The 
Bill  seemed  to  avoid  the  objections  to 
the  compounding  system,  and  yet  to 
take  advanta^  of  Bome  of  the  good 
parts  of  that  ^'stem.  It  secured  the 
votes  of  all  the  rate-payore,  whether  i 
the  vestriea,  in  municipal  matters,  or  a 
Parliamentary  Elections.  It  vould  do 
away  with  one  of  the  principal  objeC' 
tionfl  of  the  compoiinding  system— 
namely,  compounding'  to  so  large  an 
amount,  and  making  bo  large  an  allow- 
ance as  50  per  cent.  It  seemed  to  legal- 
ize what  was  now  attempted  to  be  car- 
ried out  in  a  voluntary  form  between 
overseers  and  owners  of  property  in 
certain  places.  In  some  of  the  Parlia- 
mentary boroughs,  where  the  compound- 
ing system  had  been  abolished,  there 
was  a  voluntary  arrangement  for  the 
payment  of  the  rates  by  the  owner. 
A  system  had  been  adopted  in  many 
towns,  where  there  was  no  composi- 
tion, by  which  the  owners  paid  the  full 
rate  and  the  occupiers  remained  on 
the  rate  book.  That  system  had  pre- 
vailed at  the  time  compounding  was 
abolished  in  the  case  of  98,000  rate- 
payers at  a  rental  of  £10,  and  in  those 
towns  the  occupiers  retained  their  right 
to  vote.  In  the  town  which  he  had  the 
honour  to  represent  (Oldham)  the  system 
of  composition  had  never  existed,  nor 
did  he  think  his  constituents  had  any  wish 
to  see  it  established ;  but  then  the  Bill 
would  give  them  an  opportunity  of  mak- 
ing deductions,  and  of  allowing  the 
owners  of  houses  to  make  arrangements 
for  the  payment  of  the  rates  of  the  occu- 
piers. He  preferred  it  to  the  system  of 
compounding,  because  it  did  not  compel 
every  town  ia  make  the  allowance  of  25 
per  cent.  It  made  25  per  cent  the  maxi- 
mum. Another  superiority  of  the  pre- 
sent Bill  over  a  revival  of  the  system  of 
compounding  was  that  it  applied  to  all 
places  and  to  every  parish  in  the  coun- 
try, while  the  system  of  compounding 
only  applied  to  a  limited  number  of 
parishes.  If  compounding  was  good  it 
ought  to  be  made  compulsory  on  every 
parish.  But  if  that  Bill  was  good  they 
ought  to  do  away  with  compounding  and 
make  that  Bill  compulsory  on  every  pa- 
rish. The  right  hon.  Qontleman  ought 
to  have  repealed  the  operation  of  the 
Small  Tenements  Act  in  parishes  where 
it  was  at  present  in  force.  The  Small 
Tenements  Act  applied  to  houses  of  the 
rateable  value  of  £6  and  under,  and 
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this  Bill,  if  the  Amendments  pTO;^sed 
by  his  right  hon.  Friend  (the  President 
of  the  Poor  Law  Board)  became  law, 
would  come  into  operation  with  respect 
to  houses  below  £10  rateable  value ; 
so  they  would  have  the  Small  Tene- 
ments Act  in  operation  in  respect  to 
bouses  below  £6  rateable  value,  and  the 
newActinoperationin  reference  to  houses 
between  £6  and  £10  rateable  value. 
That  was  a  distinction  that  ought  not  to 
exist.  They  would  have  overseers  mat- 
ing agreements  with  owners  between  £6 
and  £10,  and  they  would  find  the  ves- 
tries adopting  the  Small  Tenements  Aot 
with  respect  to  houses  of  £6  rateable 
value.  He  should  lite  to  know  also 
what  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  proposed 
to  do  in  regard  to  a  difficulty  which 
would  arise  in  many  places  with  respect 
to  rescinding  the  Small  Tenements  Act. 
It  was  now  necessary  that  two-thirds  of 
the  rate-payers  should  meet  to  rescind 
the  Act,  but  the  rate-payers  most  inter- 
ested in  having  it  rescinded  were  not  on 
the  rate  book,  and  could  not  attend  the 
vestry.  Some  clause  should  be  intro- 
duced that  would  give  all  rate-payers, 
iocluding  those  who  were  compounded 
for,  the  right  to  vote  in  the  vestry  on 
the  question  whether  the  Small  Tene- 
ments Act  should  be  rescinded  ornot.  He 
should  much  prefer  that  the  right  hon. 
Glentleman  should  adopt  the  recommend- 
ations of  the  Poor  Law  Assessment 
Committee  of  last  Session,  and  do  away 
altogether  with  the  system  of  com- 
pounding ;  but  if  the  system  were  con- 
tinued, he  thought  its  operation  ought 
to  be  limited  to  houses  of  a  rateaole 
value  of  £8  instead  of  £10  in  the  coun- 
try, and  of  £16  instead  of  £20  in  the 
metropolis.  He  should  have  felt  satisfied 
if  his  right  hon.  Friend  had  presented 
his  Bill  without  this  25  per  cent  deduc- 
tion principle.  When,  however,  he  saw 
iwners  made  liable  for  the  rates  on 
tmpty  houses,  it  was,  perhaps,  only  fair 
and  reasonable  to  give  them  this  allow- 
ance of  25  per  cent.  The  Bill  with  the 
Amendments  to  be  proposed  furnished, 
'  thought,  a  good  and  practical  method 
meeting  the  difficulties  of  the  ques- 
tion, and  it  would,  he  hoped,  receive 
the  support  of  the  House. 

Mb.  HEADLAM  said,  he  thought  the 
House  was  placed  in  a  great  difficulty 
in  discussing  this  question.  They  had 
before  them  one  Bill,  and  the^  were,  is 
fact,   discussing  another.     ^  hod  is 
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his  |)ocket  a  large  oorrespondenoe,  the 
parties  to  which  g&ve  by  no  means  a 
complimentaiy  reiaion  of  the  origiiial 
Bin.  He  must  saj  he  could  never  nave 
assented  to  that  BilL  But  now  they 
were  diecussing  in  reality  a  Bill  totally 
different.  He  regarded  the  course  which 
had  been  taken  by  the  House  in  1667, 
in  doing  away  in  about  two  hours  with 
the  whole  system  of  oompoimding,  with- 
out considering  what  should  be  done  in 
consequence  of  bo  great  a  change,  as  a 
very  great  mistake.  He  wae  also  of 
opinion  that  another  great  change  ought 
not  now  to  be  made  until  the  country 
had  been  afforded  an  opportunity  of  ex- 
pressing its  views  with  respect  to  it,  for, 
as  it  was,  the  bearing  of  the  present 
measure  waa  very  imperfectly  under- 
stood. What  he  should  suggest  was 
that,  before  anything  like  a  real  decision 
on  it  had  been  arrived  at,  the  Bill  should 
be  committed  pro  formi,  in  order  that 
the  Amendments  might  be  introduced 
into  it  which  it  was  proposed  to  insert. 
The  subj  ect  was  one  of  great  magnitude, 
and  it  must  not  be  supposed  that  the 
Bill  would  simply  restore  compounding 
in  places  in  which  it  had  existed  before. 
It  applied  not  only  to  houses,  but  to 
land,  and  not  only  to  Parliamentary 
boroughs,  but  to  every  borough  in  the 
kingdom ;  and,  while  it  was  not  quite 
clear  to  him  that  the  system  of  com- 
pounding necessarily  did*  good  to  the 
poorer  cusses  of  tenants,  he  had  not  the 
slightest  doubt  that  any  sudden  transi- 
tion from  conjpounding  or  to  com- 
pounding was  calculated  to  produce  the 
greatest  nairdship,  resulting,  in  the  deal- 
ings between  landlord  and  tenant,  in 
causing  the  weaker  to  go  to  the  wall. 
Where  compoxmding  was  established, 
the  landlord  would  raise  his  rent ;  where 
it  was  abolished,  the  landlord  would 
say  it  was  done  by  legislation  and  not 
by  him,  and  he  would  not  reduce  the 
rent.  For  these  reasons  be  should  not 
wish  to  pronounce  his  opinion  as  being 
decidedly  in  favour  of  uie  BiU  without 
further  information. 

Mb.  holms  said,  that  in  venturing 
to  offer  some  remarks  upon  the  import- 
ant question  now  under  discussion,  he 
desired,  as  a  new  Member,  to  claim 
the  kind  indulgence  of  the  House.  As 
chairman  of  a  metropolitan  organiza- 
tion of  parish  authorities,  formed  to 
procure  a  repeal  of  the  rato- paying 
clauses  of  tiie  Beform  Act  of  1867,  he 
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took  a  deep  interest  in  this  question.  The 
organization  to  which  he  referred  was 
based  purely  upon  economical  grounds 
he  might  explain,  and  it  was  composed 
of  men  of  every  shade  of  political  opi- 
nion. The  large  constituency  (Hackney), 
in  the  representation  of  which  he  had 
the  honour  to  share,  was  also  deeply  in- 
terested in  this  matter,  and  it  was  &om 
a  strict  recognition  of  his  duty  towards 
them,  as  a  representattTe,  that  he  was 
induced  thus  early  to  address  the  House. 
Li  two  parishes  out  of  three  of  the  bo- 
rough which  he  represented,  from  60,000 
to  70,000  summonses  for  lates  had  been 
issued  in  a  single  year  since  the  abolition 
of  compounding,  and  in  the  whole  more 
than  100,000.  He  need  not  say  that 
that  amounted  to  a  great  calamity.  It 
had  been  productive  of  the  greatest 
anxiety,  distress,  and  serious  loss  to 
thousands  of  poor  families.  The  cause 
of  that  parouiial  anarchy  was  the  Be- 
form Act  of  1867,  and  the  responsibility 
now  rested  on  the  House  to  remove  this 
great  parochial  difficulty.  A  personal 
and  careful  inquiry  into  the  merits  of 
compounding  confirmed  him  in  this  opi- 
nion— that  it  possessed  merite  which 
were  neither  fairly  weighed  nor  con- 
sidered during  the  political  struggle 
Kevious  to  the  carrying  the  Beform  Act. 
was  a  system  built  on  the  practical 
experience  of  more  than  half-a-ceatury, 
economical  and  simple  towards  the  pa- 
rishes, satisfactoiy  to  landlords,  and 
kind  towards  the  poor.  He  deeply  re- 
gretted that  the  system  had  been  sacri- 
ficed to  the  exigencies  of  a  political 
party.  The  compound-householder  had 
been  made  much  too  mysterious  an  indi- 
vidual by  hon.  Members  on  both  sides 
of  the  House.  The  simple  mode  of 
making  the  landlord  the  rato  collector 
for  the  overseers,  by  the  discount  that 
was  given  to  him,  fulfilled  one  of  the 
three  important  canons  on  taxation  laid 
down  by  Adam  Smith.  All  rates  ought  to 
be  collected  at  the  time  and  in  the  man- 
ner in  which  it  was  most  convenient  for 
the  occupier  to  pay  them.  It  was  well 
known  that  in  cases  of  domestic  calamity 
it  was  often  impossible  for  the  poorer 
occupiers  to  pay  at  all.  For  the  remedy 
of  the  present  state  of  afi'airs  there  were 
two  plans  before  the  House,  and  he  re- 
joiced that  the  OoTemment  had  agreed 
that  both  should  be  discussed  on  the 
same  night.  He  was  in  favour  of  the 
plan  laid  down  in  the  Bill  introduced 

'"  ,       ,,  Google 


1815 


Attested 


{COMMONS} 


SatMSia. 


1S16 


by  tie  hon.  Member  for  Dudley  (Mr. 
Sheridan),  because  it  proposed  to  restore 
a  Bjst«m  that  had  been  found  to  vork 
veil  The  parish  of  St.  John's,  Hack- 
ney, nnder  uieir  local  Act,  had  power  to 
compel  the  owner  of  property  of  any 
amount,  where  the  tenements  were  let 
for  a  shorter  period  than  a  quarter 
year,  to  be  assessed  and  collect  the 
rates ;  and  they  had  the  f^irther  power 
of  compounding  with  any  owners  of  pro- 
perty let  under  £20  a  year,  and  for  any 
len^Ji  of  time.  What  was  the  result  ? 
In  the  half-jear  before  the  passing  of 
the  Eeform  Bill  of  1 867,  upon  a  rateable 
value  of  £440,87S  they  n^e  a  rate  of 
l4.  in  the  pound,  which  ought  to  have 
produced  £22,043,  and  actually  yielded 
£21,900,  showing  a  deficiency  of  only 
£143,  which  wae  ultimately  reduced  to 
£50.  He  must,  however,  confess  that 
in  collecting  that  amount  the  parish 
authorities  had  to  issue  between  4,000 
and  5,000  summonses;  they  had  to  ex- 
cuse some  200  poor  persons,  and  some- 
thing like  1,200  distress  warrants  had  to 
be  issued.  But  let  them  look  to  the 
half-year  immediately  after  the  passing 
of  the  Keform  Bill,  when  that  eytem  was 
swept  away.  The  rateable  value  had 
slightly  increased,  and  was  £458,952, 
upon  which,  in  pla«e  of  a  1«.  rate,  it  was 
found  prudent  to  levy  1»,  6rf,  in  the 
pound  to  cover  any  deficiencies.  That 
rate  ought  to  have  produced  £34,421, 
but  it  only  yielded  £29,199,  showing 
a  deficiency  of  £5,221,  which  was  ulti- 
mately reduced  by  the  payment  of 
some  portion  of  the  arrears  to  about 
£3,700.  But  out  of  that  amount  a 
sum  of  £500  had  to  be  paid  to  270 
owners  of  property  for  collecting  the 
rates  &om  2,630  occupiers,  which  was, 
in  fact,  an  evasion  of  the  law.  To  ob- 
tain the  amount  of  the  rate  12,200  sum- 
monses had  to  be  issued ;  969  persons 
had  t<i  be  excused  by  the  magistrates, 
and  3,800  distress  warrants  were  issued. 
These  figures,  however,  but  very  feebly 
represented  the  amount  of  miseiy  in- 
flicted on  the  occupiers,  who  were,  of 
course,  the  heads  of  families.  The  evil, 
though  to  some  extent  mitigated,  would 
continue  unless  the  parish  authorities 
could  have  recourse  to  the  powers  which 
they  formerly  possessed.  With  regard 
to  the  measure  before  the  House,  he 
might  at  once  say  that  politically  he  was 
satisfied  with  it,  but  economically  he  was 
not.  His  broad  objection  to  it  was  that 
Mr.  Mobns 


although  the  BUI  gave  powers  to  over- 
seers to  make  arrangements  with  land- 
lords of  these  poor  properties,  he  did  not 
believe  that  tiie  Itmdlorde  would  make 
such  agreements  with  them,  because  it 
would  not  be  in  any  way  so  advantageous 
to  the  landlord  to  aeree  with  the  overseer 
.if  he  could  shift  me  entire  payment  off 
his  own  shoulders  on  to  those  <a  the  te- 
nant, and  the  consequence  would  be  that 
neither  would  pay  the  rate.  With  regard 
to  the  objection  that  compounding  waa 
not  a  uniform  E?etem,  so  far  from  that 
being  an  ai^ument  against  it,  it  was  in 
his  opinion  a  strong  argument  in  favour 
of  it.  Two  Bills  had  been  brought  in 
this  Session  to  get  rid  of  the  present  ob- 
jeotions  to  the  mode  of  valuation — one 
relating  to  the  country  generally,  and  the 
'  other  to  the  metropolis.  The  great  re- 
commendation of  the  ^stem  of  com- 
pounding before  the  late  Beform  Act 
was  that  it  left  people  to  manage  their 
own  affairs,  and  he  was  far  &om  think- 
ing it  an  objection  that  in  Brighton  and 
other  towns  1^e  system  was  extended  to 
houses  above  the  value  of  £20.  Hon. 
Gentlemen  on  the  other  side  of  the' 
House  need  never  fear  that  a  large 
number  of  these  small  rate-payers  woiud 
ever  oome  upon  the  register — especially 
in  large  ana  populous  boroughs — from 
the  great  number  of  removals  which 
took  place  annual^.  In  two  of  the  pa- 
rishes comprised  in  the  borough  he  re- 
presented, there  were  between  5,000  and 
6,000  removals  every  year.  The  resto* 
ration  of  this  system  wpuld  not  in  the 
least  disturb  these  much-valued  political 
and  social  institutions,  and  the  class  who 
were  most  directly  interested  in  it  de- 
served generous  treatment  at  the  hands 
of  the  House,  since  they  had  been  lo^al 
and  peaceable  amidst  great  privation 
and  suffering.  The  BUI  of  tiie  hon. 
Member  for  Dudley  was  incomplete,  be- 
cause it  made  no  provision  for  those  per- 
sons coming  on  the  register,  and,  there- 
fore, he  would  eu^i^st  an  Amendment 
to  that  Bill,  suggested  by  his  constitu- 
ents— that  of  placing  the  name  of  the 
occupier  on  the  rate  book,  with  power  to 
him  to  pay  the  rate,  so  that  he  might 
not  lose  the  franchise  in  case  the  laod- 
lord  neglected  to  pay  it. 

SiK  MICHAEL  HICKS -BEACH 
said  that,  as  a  member  of  the  Select 
Committee  by  whom  this  sabjeot  was 
considered  last  year,  he  was  desirous  of 
vindicating  the  cooolumonB  of  that  Com- 
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mittee  from  the  HtriotureB  paesed  upon 
them  b;  the  hon.  Member  for  Eeat 
Suffolk  (Mr.  Corrance).  He  quite  agreed 
with  the  light  hon.  Gentleman  the  Mem- 
ber for  Newcastle  (Mr.  Headlam)  in  re- 
giettiiig  that  they  had  not  had  an  oppor- 
tunity of  considering  the  preeent  pro- 
posal of  Her  Majerty'a  Govemment, 
which  was  entirely  different  from  that 
made  by  them  in  the  first  instance,  and 
which  might  have  been  better  underatood 
if  Uie  Bill  had  been  re-piiuted  before 
coming  on  for  second  reading.  But  the 
right  hon.  Oeutleman  had  also  referred  to 
what  had  occurredin  thatHouse  twoyears 
ago,  when  the  compound -householder 
was  abolished  on  the  Motion  of  the  hon. 
Member  for  Newark  (Mr.  Hodgkinfion). 
Those  who  were  present  on  that  occa- 
sion would,  he  thought,  bear  him  out  in 
saying  that  there  was  no  ground  for  the 
statement  that  the  compound- house- 
holder was  abolished  in  a  hurry  after 
two  hours'  debate,  and  in  order  to  suit 
the  exigencies  of  a  political  party.  The 
Motion  of  the  hon.  Member  for  Newark 
was  not  accepted  separately  either  by  the 
House  or  by  the  late  Gkivemment,  but 
only  when  accompanied  by  the  provision 
eu^ested  by  the  right  hon.  Qentlemau 
the  present  First  Lord  of  the  Admiralty. 
By  that  provision  the  owner  and  oc- 
cupier were  permitted  to  enter  into  an 
arrangement  for  the  t«rm  of  one  year, 
by  which  the  rates  might  be  paid  by 
the  owner,  the  occupier  in  such  case 
not  being  entitled  to  vote  in  respect  of 
hie  tenancy.  The  right  hon.  Gentleman 
the  present  First  Lord  of  the  Treasury 
expressed  himself  in  favour  of  this  pro- 
vision being  added  to  the  Motion  of  the 
hon.  Member  for  Newark,  aud  the  late 
Govemment  undertook  to  bring  in  clauses 
which  would  carry  out  both  those  pro- 
visions. They  were,  however,  subse- 
quently withdrawn,  owing  to  the  oppo- 
sition which  they  encountered,  not  m>m 
the  Conservative  party,  but  from  Mem- 
bers now  sitting  on  the  Govemment  side 
of  the  House.  Therefore,  the  late  Go- 
vernment could  not  iairly  be  blamed  for 
any  hardships  that  might  have  resulted 
from  the  manner  in  which  composition 
had  been  abolished  by  that  House ;  but, 
in  his  opinion,  that  alteration  had  not  by 
any  means  been  attended  by  the  evils 
whiob  had  been  stated.  With  regard  to 
its  finfmdal  aspect,  the  evidence  given 
before  the  Select  Committee  showed  that 
at  Oldham,  Stockport,  and   Sheffield, 


where  the  practice  of  compounding  had 
not  existed,  the  proportion  of  the  rates 
lost  was  much  smaller  than  that  lost  in 
boroughs  where  the  practice  prevailed, 
aud  this  was  the  case,  too,  wiui  Bolton. 
In  Oldham,  where  there  were  17,800 
occupiers,  the  total  loss  on  £158,161  of 
rates  levied  during  the  time  of  the  cotton 
famine  had  been  only  £21,584  ;  whereas, 
if  the  Small  Tenements  Aot  had  beeu  in 
force,  the  allowances  to  the  landlords 
under  that  Act  would  have  been  £29,337. 
In  Stockport,  where  a  similar  composi- 
tion had  prevailed,  between  the  years 
1888  and  1850,  ouly  60  per  cent  of  the 
rates  were  received,  as  against  80  per 
cent  collected  under  the  system  of  per- 
sonal assesameut  uow  existing.  In 
Sheffidd,  where  the  district  rate  is  com- 
pounded for  at  an  allowance  to  the 
owners  of  25  per  cent  on  houses  of  £7 
rating  and  under,  £5,800  was  lost  out 
of  £54,000;  while,  on  the  poor  rate  not 
compounded  for,  £937  only  was  lost 
ou  a  rate  of  £80,000.  The  evidence 
given  before  that  Committee  also  w^it 
to  prove  that  the  towns  where  the  prac- 
tice of  compoimding  had  formerly  pre- 
vailed had  not  suffered  in  a  filarial 
point  of  view  from  its  abohdon.  He 
believed  there  wae  only  one  place, 
Bethnal  Green,  in  which  a  loss  was  an- 
ticipated by  the  collectors.  The  Com- 
mittee took  evidence  from  twelve  or 
thirteen  large  parishes  of  the  metro- 
polis and  of  the  la:^st  towns  in  the 
kingdom,  in  almost  every  one  of  which 
an  increase  was  expected.  A  series  of 
questions  was  also  circulated  to  towns 
that  did  not  send  up  witnesses ;  of 
thirty-nine  replies  sixteen  anticipated  an 
increase,  and  only  two  a  decrease;  and 
in  the  other  cases  either  no  rates  had 
been  levied  since  the  alteration,  or  the 
amount  produced  was  expected  to  be 
much  the  same  as  before.  Therefore, 
it  could  hardly  be  said  that  the  aboU- 
tion  of  compositiou  was  any  great  in- 
ury  to  the  parishes  ;  on  the  contrary, 
le  believed  it  to  have  been  a  great 
benefit.  Two  cases  had  recently  boMi 
mentioned  in  7^  Ttmu,  in  one  of  which, 
that  of  Bradford,  a  large  proportion  of 
a  rate  had  been  collected  without  any 
difficulty,  while  in  the  other,  that  of  St. 
Gleorge's-in-the-East,  a  rate  of  5«.  Id. 
had  produced  as  much  as  a  rate  of  St.  3d. 
luld  have  done  under  the  compound- 
ing system.  Therefore,  it  must  be  ad- 
mitted by  all  who  had  given  attention  to 
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this  qnesdon,  and  who  founded  their 
opinion^  upon  evidence,  that,  taking  the 
country  at  large,  the  abolition  of  com- 
position had  resulted  in  a  gain  to  the 
pariehes.  But  it  had  been  alleged  that, 
though  the  parishes  might  hare  bene- 
fited by  the  change,  it  had  only  been  at 
the  cost  of  great  hardship  to  the  poorer 
classes  of  occupiets.  mm,  in  the  firet 
plaoe,  much  of  this  hardship  wb«  merely 
temporary.  Of  course,  it  was  impossible 
to  make  a  social  change  affecting  large 
numbers  of  the  poor  mthout  creating  a 
large  amount  of  temporaiy  inconvenienoe 
and  distress,  and  there  had  been  otheT 
cases  besides  this  in  which  a  change  of 
system  had  brought  about  a  considerable 
amount  of  dissatisfaction.  Itwasgirenln 
evidence,  before  the  Assessed  Bates  Com- 
mittee, that  at  Brighton,  Wolreiliampton 
and  oUier  places  there  waa  a  great  fall- 
ing off  in  employment  for  the  inhabi- 
tants in  the  year  following  the  abolition 
of  compositioD,  and  again  at  Manchester 
and  Northampton  there  was  very  con- 
siderable political  agitation  in  connection 
with  the  extension  of  the  franchise,  by 
the  abohtion  of  the' rate-paying  clauses. 
But  the  distress  was  mainly  caused  by 
the  fact  that  landlords  in  large  towns,  so 
far  from  recognizing  the  duty  they  owed 
to  their  tenants,  kept  up  the  rents  at  the 
old  amount,  and  made  the  tenants  pay 
the  rates  in  addition  to  the  former  rent, 
which  had  included  the  rates.  It  must 
he  remembered,  with  reference  to  the 
power  of  the  landlord  to  act  in  this  way, 
that  it  was  merely  a  question  of  supply 
and  demand.  "Where  accommodatiou 
was  scarce,  landlords  had  tenants  in 
their  power.  In  such  places,  if  the  Oo- 
vemment  allowed  the  landlords  25  per 
cent  under  the  present  Bill,  it  would  all 
go  into  their  pockets,  and  the  t«nant3 
would  receive  no  benefft  &om  the  pro- 
posed change.  He  could  not  see  why  it 
was  necessary  to  remove  the  liability  of 
the  occupier  to  the  Poor  Law  through- 
out the  whole  country,  simply  because 
in  certain  parts  occupiers  were  too 
poor,  or  through  circumstances  had 
been  too  distressed  to  pay  the  rate. 
The  real  grievance  was  confined  to  the 
case  of  weekly  tenants,  and  he  was 
ready  to  admit  that  they  had  a  substan- 
tial grievance.  Doubtless,  under  the 
5 resent  system,  weekly  tenants  might 
e  called  upon  to  pay  for  a  term  far  in 
excess  of  the  period  of  their  occupation ; 
and  he  would  co-opetate  in  providing 
Str  Michael  Uitki-Bewih 


say  poeuUe  remedy  for  this  grievance. 
If  they  had  &e  power  to  elect  to  pay  the 
rate  by  instalments,  he  thought  that 
would  be  amply  suf&dent  to  meet  the 
case.  If  the  parochial  officer  could  only 
compel  the  tenant  to  pay  such  a  portion 
of  the  rate  as  corresponded  to  the  torm 
for  which  he  might,  if  he  chose,  remain 
in  his  house,  he  did  not  see  why  they 
should  give  the  tenant  any  power  to  de- 
duct a  rate  paid  by  him  from  the  rent 
due  to  the  landlm^,  as  proposed  by 
the  Bill.  The  Committee  recommended 
t^t  the  instslmentfl  should  be  monthly, 
but  he  would  make  them  fortnightly. 
The  proposal  of  the  Government  was 
almost  entirely. grounded  upon  the  Pe- 
titions irom  the  East  of  London  and 
&om  Birmingham.  Now,  he  could  not 
see  why  the  occupiers  in  these  locali- 
ties should  have  greater  difficult  in 
paying  the  rate  than  those  of  Oldham, 
Sheffield,  and  Stockport.  He  had  heard 
of  one  pari^  in  the  East-end  of  London 
where  it  had  become  a  practice  for  an 
occupier  never  to  pay  a  rate  until  he 
was  aummtmed ;  consequently,  the  issue 
of  summonses  was  no  test  whatever  of 
the  difficulty  of  collection.  As  far  as  he 
could  see  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  had 

E' sided  to  Birmingham  and  the  East  of 
mdon,  and  the  remedy  which  he  pro- 
posed in  the  revised  edition  of  his  Bill 
was  word  for  word  the  same  as  that  re- 
commended is  the  Petition  of  the  Church- 
wardens of  Lambeth.  He  would  deal 
with  it,  therefore,  as  the  proposal  of  the 
Churchwardens,  and  not  of  the  President 
of  the  Poor  Law  Board.  Now,  he  en- 
tirely objected  to  the  allowances  which 
were  made  to  the  landlords  under  a  sys- 
tem of  composition,  for,  while  he  pitied 
distressed  occupiers,  he  wished  io  see 
every  class  of  property  paying  a  fair 
and  full  rate,  nothing  being  more  objec- 
tionable than  to  have  a  reduction  pro- 
posed in  a  rate  on  any  particular  de- 
scription of  property.  In  Norwich,  the 
reduction,  in  calculating  the  compound 
rateable  value  of  low-class  property,  jras 
so  largo  as  three-fourths  of  the  gross 
value,  and  the  consequence  of  so  absurd 
an  allowance  had  been,  that  when  the 
Reform  Act  compelled  the  payment  of 
the  full  rate,  there  had  been  greater 
difficulties  in  collecting  it  at  I^rwich 
than  in  almost  any  other  town.  More- 
over, any  exemption  of  small  tenement 
property  &om  rating,  or  indulgence  to  it, 
would  offer  great  temptatioiu  for  the 
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erection  of  cottages  not  fit  for  occupation. 
The  ftiU  rat«  could  be  obtained  Dy  the 
landlord  yoluutarily  pftjin^  it,  ae  had 
been   done   in  94,000   cues  before  the 


it  might  happen  that  the  landlords 
would  paT  l^e  full  rate  only  for  the  beet 
tenants,  leaving  the  parish  officera  to 
collect  &om  the  bad  tenants,  who  iroidd 
then  get  exmised  on  the  ground  of  po- 
verty; and  if  this  was  carried  to  any 
great  extent,  the  landlords  might  raise 
uieir  rents  on  account  of  tbese  excnsals, 
and  thus  make  a  prt^  at  the  expense  of 
the  pariah.  To  prerent  this  the  Gom- 
mittee  had  recommended  tiiat,  when  any 
oocupieT  was  exoosed  his  lates,  the 
owner,  after  due  notice,  dkouM  become 
liable  for  two-thirds  of  fhem ;  and  this 
deduction  of  one-third  was  not  open  to 
the  same  objections  as  the  ordinary  com- 
poaition  allowance,  because  it  was  made, 
not  for  a  loi^  t«rm  upon  all  small  tene- 
ment property,  but  only  for  a  single 
rate,  in  me  case  of  occnpiers  so  poor 
that  the  landlord  would  probably  lose 
his  rent  &oni  them.  An  established  sys- 
tem of  composition  was  also  objection- 
able, because,  as  regarded  the  common 
fund  or  union  charges,  one  parish  which 
compoimded  would  hare  an  advantage 
over  another  that  did  not,  as  th«  charge 
on  the  latter  would  be  calculated  aa  its 
real  rateable  value,  but  on  the  former 
only  on  its  reduced  composition  value. 
This  system  of  compoundm^,  which  had 
become  a  princi^e  of  the  Bill,  was  in  all 
cases  bad ;  it  ruieved  a  particular  class 
of  property  of  the  payment  of  the  fuU 
rate  ;  and,  if  a  perfect  system,  it  would 
prevent  compounding  occupien  from 
taking  aproper  interrat  in  local  manage- 
ment. He  was  astonished  to  hear  Qie 
hon.  M!ember  for  Oldham  (Mr.  Hibbert) 
state  that  in  his  opinion  compounding 
would  create  an  interest  in  local  aSairs ; 
but  it  was  obvious  that  if  a  landlord 
regularly  paid  for  a  tenant,  that  tenant 
would  grow  careless  as  to  whether  the 
rates  were  less  or  more. 

Mb.  HIBBEBT  explained  that  he 
had  said  the  tenant  would  be  raiabled  to 
take  a  part  in  parish  affairs  by  having 
his  name  upon  the  rate  book. 

em  MICHAEL  HICKS  -  BEACH 
sud,  he  did  not  dispute  the  tenant's 
ability,  but  the  inducement  to  interfere. 
The  proposition  of  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man, however,  was  especially  objection- 


able, because  it  would  allow  compound- 
ing, which  might  be  approved  if  confined 
to  cases  of  tenements  let  for  short  terms, 
to  be  eitonded  to  cases  of  yearly  ten- 
ancies of  far  too  high  a  rateable  value  : 
£I0  in  the  country  and  £20  in  Iiondon 
were  most  absurdly  high  limits,  for 
which  he  believed  there  was  no  necessity. 
The  Birmingham  witnesses  who  were 
examined  before  the  Conmiittee  last  year 
asked  for  £7  only;  the  Brighton  wit- 
nesses asked  for  nearly  the  same,  and 
Cambridge  thought  £6  would  be  high 
enough.  But  the  whole  system  of  os- 
culating composition  on  annual  value 
was  bad,  and  he  could  not  give  his  rea- 
sons for  this  in  better  words  than  those 
inserted  in  the  Seport  of  the  Committee, 
on  the  suggestion  of  the  Secretaiy  to 
the  Treasury  (Mr.  Ayrton),  as  f<dlowB  :— 

"It  Dinr  be  obMr>ed,  with  reference  (o  the 
practice  of  making  the  Mseiimont  of  the  owner 
depend  upon  the  annuiil  vnlue  of  property,  (hat 
where  it  I*  let  to  *■  tennnt  tor  s  period  on-exten- 
eive  with  thkt  for  wliieh  the  rates  nre  utuallr 
mnde,  and  the  rent  ts  reicrred  at  periode  wliea 
their  pnjment  in  collected,  the  occupier  atanda  in 
the  same  rel.ition  to  the  tai-gntherer  as  to  hU 
Inndlon),  and  ia  eqaallj  able  to  paj  hie  ratn  ai 
hie  rent,  llowerer  iraall  tin  rent  ma|r  be,  tha 
rates  wilt  be  email  in  proportion.  While,  then, 
there  i»  no  sufficient  reason  for  affording  aaj 
special  ficiiit;  far  relieving  the  occupier  from  the 
personal  piijinent  of  them,  or  the  rats  collector 
from  the  crouhle  of  collecting  them,  thero  are 
verj  gerioai  ohjectioni  to  making  (he  Dolleatioit 
of  rates  or  Ibeir  diminution  or  rcmiision  depend- 
ent upon  eome  particular  amount  of  .-innu:il  rent. 
hi\j  such  limit  must  be  most  UTicijunl  and  .irbi- 
'      -J  in  ill  appliention.     It  leads  to  carious  con- 
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for  the  eipress  purpose  of  turning  the  law  to  ihe 
benefit  of  those  Ibr  whom  it  was  not  intended,  nnd 
to  other  ahuies.  Tour  Committee,  thererore, 
think  that  tliero  is  no  neeeislty  far  making  any 
oiceplionni  mode  of  nstesament  dependent  on  the 
annnal  value  of  the  pramlsee  raled,  and  tint  lb* 
oolleetors,  under  the  armngemeola  thej  havs 
suggested,  wilt  find  no  diOcullf  in  oolleetlng 
quarterij  rales  from  yearlj  occupiers,  howeTer 
sniall  their  ralei  maji  be." 

It  was  only  neceeeary  to  add  to  this  that 
houses  let  at  high  rents  were  sometimes 
impiioperly  reduced,  in  calculating  their 
ratealne  value,  in  order  to  get  them 
within  the  limit  of  composition.  He 
sympathized  with  the  hon.  Member 
for  the  Tower  Hamlets,  that  he  should 
not  only  have  had  one  of  his  proposab, 
as  to  tie  quarterly  collection  of  ratea 
and  taxes  unanimotisly  agreed  to  by  a 
Committee,  and  then  thrown  oyer  by 
the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer,  but 
that  he  should  have  this  other  recom* 
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mendation — that  compomtion  ahould  not 
be  paid  upon  any  annual  value — mected 
by  the  President  of  the  Poor  Law  Board. 
But  even  of  those  who  approved  of  the 
old  E^tero  of  compoeitioii,  there  were 
few  who  did  not  admit  that  the  aUow- 
ancesunderitwereexcessiTe.  Well,  what 
were  the;  under  this  BUI  ?  Take  a  house 
let  at  4t.  per  week.  That  would  amount 
to  £10  8».  a  year.  The  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman proposed  to  reduce  this  by  25  per 
cent  for  repairs  and  insurance,  under  the 
Valuation  of  Property  Bill,  and  thus 
bring  the  sum  down  to  £7  16».  This, 
again,  under  Clause  48  of  the  same  Bill, 
he  would  reduce  by  20  per  cent  on  ac- 
count of  the  a^^^egate  payments  of  a 
weekly  tenant,  amounting  in  the  whole 
to  more  than  the  house  would  fetch  if 
let  by  the  year — a  deduction  which 
had  never  been  made  before,  hut  to 
which  he  had  no  objection  ;  it  would 
bring  the  value  to  £5  Ibo.,  and  &om 
that  would  be  deducted  by  the  same  Bill 
the  rates  and  taxes,  probably  about  a 
sovereign  in  this  case,  and  the  value 
would  stand  at  £4  15«.  From  this  there 
would  be  a  further  reduction  of  one 
quarter  under  the  provisions  contained 
in  the  Amendment  placed  on  the  Paper, 
BO  that  tie  £10  %».  would  be  reduced 
altogether  to  some  £4.  The  deductions, 
therefore,  would  be  considerably  more 
than  the  50  per  cent  of  the  Small  Tene- 
ments Act,  and  not  far  short  of  the  66 
per  cent  which  the  President  of  the  Poor 
Law  Board  had  said  the  House  could  not 
possibly  agree  to.  He  did  not  see  why 
the  landlord  should  claim  any  deduction 
if  he  chose  to  pay  his  tenant's  rates;  of 
course,  it  had  an  appearance  of  justice 
when  it  was  considered  he  paid  for 
empty  houses.  But  why  should  a  man 
pay  rates  for  empty  houses  ?  If  it  was 
considered  right  that  the  owners  of  all 
low-class  property  should  pay  the  rates 
instead  of  the  occupiers,  he  could  see  no 
reason  against  adopting  the  Scotch  sys- 
tem, underwhich  the  landlords  of  houses 
under  £4  in  value  paid  all  the  rates 
without  deductions ;  but  it  was  not  right 
in  England,  any  more  than  in  Scotland, 
to  exact  a  rate  Irom  small  tenement  pro- 
perty when  unoccupied,  which  was  not 
collected  from  unoccupied  property  of  a 
higher  value.  This  payment  of  rate  for 
all  houses,  whether  occupied  or  not,  was 
tlie  real  principle  of  composition;  and 
to  this  he  entirely  objected.  But  the 
moBt  important  oUuse  in  the  Bill  was 
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that  which  provided  that  the  payment 
of  a  reduced  rate  by  the  owner  on  be- 
half of  the  occupier,  ^ould  be  deemed  a 
sufficient  payment  of  the  rate  to  entitle 
the  latter  to  the  Parliamentary  fran- 
chise. What  was  now  proposed  by  the 
right  hon.  Qentleman  opposite  was  pre- 
cisely that  which  was  proposed  by  the 
present  First  Minister  in  1867,  and 
which  was  the  occasion  of  one  of  the 
most  important  debates  and  divisions 
on  the  Beform  Bill.  The  right  hon. 
Gentleman  on  that  occasion  proposed  that 
the  occupier  should  be  entitled  to  vote, 
whether  he  in  person  or  his  landlord 
was  rated  to  the  relief  of  the  poor.  That 
was  precisely  what  the  President  of  the 
Poor  Law  Board  now  proposed  to  do. 
He  proposed  to  do  away  with  the  per- 
sonal habihty  of  the  occupier.  It  was 
very  clear,  if  the  tenant  was  a  very  poor 
man,  and  both  he  and  his  landlord  waro 
made  jointly  liable  for  the  rate,  that  Uia 
liability  would  in  reality  fall  upon  the 
rich  owner,  and  not  upon  the  poor  oc- 
cupier. This  was  a  change  of  great  im- 
Srtance,  and  one  which  required  care- 
I  consideration.  Various  plans  had 
been  suggested  to  meet  the  hardships 
which  were  alleged  to  have  arisen  under 
the  existing  system.  It  was  impos- 
sible that  ^  those  plans  could  be  dis- 
cussed on  the  present  occasion,  but  they 
could  be  very  well  examined  if  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  would  consent  that  the 
Bill  should  be  referred  to  a  Select  Com- 
mittee. Then  they  might  enter  dif^ws- 
sionately  and  calmly  upstairs  into  tha 
complicated  and  difficult  questions  which 
were  involved — questions  so  dry  and  in- 
tricate  that  it  was  v^  difficult  to  difr> 
CUBS  them  in  that  House.  There  was 
one  thing  which  he  wished  to  say  before 
he  sat  down.  He  quite  admitted  that 
difficulties  had  occurred  in  some  of  the 
large  towns,  notably  in  Birmingham  and 
the  East  of  London,  from  the  abolition 
of  composition.  He  should  be  glad  to 
do  a  good  deal  in  order  to  remove  this 
class  of  difficulties  ;  but  he  did  not  think 
it  was  fair  to  allow  Birmingham  and  the 
East  of  London  to  dictate  to  the  House 
what  should  be  the  law  of  rating,  not 
only  for  all  other  towns,  but  for  the 
whole  country.  The  present  system,  as 
he  had  e^d,  had  been  vetr  suocesBiul  in 
many  large  towns,  and  he  beheved  it 
would  have  caused  less  dissatisfactiott  in 
other  places  had  it  not  been  for  political 
agitation  and  Uie  action  of  landtords  to 
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wHoh  lie  had  aUuded.     He  believed 

every  day  made  it  better  B^preciated, 
and  the  diBtreae  vhich  it  oecamODed  less 
fslt.  What  was  wanted  was  a  special 
remedy  for  a  fecial  case,  and  he  be- 
lieved that  a  Select  Committee  could 
better  hit  off  the  exact  remedy  than 
could  be  done  by  open  diecussion  in  that 
House.  But,  whatever  settlement  might 
be  arrived  at,  he  hoped  it  would  be  with 
a  view  to  rating  and  not  political  action, 
because  nothing  would  be  more  to  be 
deprecated  than,  if  in  the  midst  of  so 
many  important  matters  which  demand- 
ed me  attention  of  the  House,  they 
should  be  led  to  revive  thoae  acrimonious 
discuBsionB  which  characterized  the  pass- 
ing of  the  Reform  Act  of  1867. 

Ma.  SHKBIDAK  said,  that  the  Bill 
of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  as  it  stood 
at  first^-and,  indeed,  the  Bill  as  it  stood 
now — did  not  satisfy  him,  and  if  he 
might  attach  any  importance  to  the 
numerous  deputations  which  had  waited 
on  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  with  the 
avowed  desire  of  inducing  him  to  onlaige 
the  scope  of  his  measure,  neither  did  it 
satisfy  the  country.  He  had  received  a 
great  many  communications  &om  the 
country,  and  &om  many  hon.  Members 
on  that  side  of  the  House,  which  led 
him  to  believe  that  his  own  Bill  was 
preferable  to  the  Bill  of  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman.  But  the  result  of  the  agi- 
tation was  that  the  right  hcui.  Gentleman 
amended  his  BilL  He  had,  in  conjunc- 
tion with  those  who  took  an  interest  in 
the  Bill,  very  carefiilly  oonsidered  the 
alterations  proposed  by  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman,  and  the  result  waa  that  his 
original  view  of  the  ohaiacter  of  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman'a  measure  had 
been  very  considerably  modified.  Those 
alterations  had  made  the  Bill  nearly 
everything  that  the  Liberal  party  wished 
for.  It  was  true  it  did  not  restore  com- 
pounding to  the  &ee  and  unfettered  posi- 
tion in  which  it  stood  before  the  Act  of 
1867,  but  for  all  practical  purposes  it 
did  restore  compoundii^>  and  would 
answer  the  purpose  which  the  House 
had  in  view.  In  his  opinion,  the  objec- 
tions u^ed  to  the  measure  that  night 
might  all  of  them  be  met  in  Committee. 
The  right  hon.  Gentleman  had  made  spe- 
cial provision  for  the  pohtical  part  of  the 
question,  and  as  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man thought  that  his  ^Mr.  Sheridan's) 
Bill  did  not  provide  for  it,  he  wished  to 
diMboM  hia  jniud  oa  titat  luad,  utd  to 
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assure  him  that  it  did,  though  the  Bill 
of  the  right  hon.  Qentleman  provided 
for  it  in  a  more  effective  manner.  H, 
therefore,  the  Bill  of  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  should  receive  the  sanction 
of  the  House,  he  would  withdraw  that 
part  of  his  own  Bill  which  referred  to 
compounding.  It  was  rather  late  to 
talk  of  referring  the  Bill  to  a  Select 
Committee.  The  measure  would  re- 
lieve a  Iflo^  body  of  the  people  from 
the  suffering  they  experienced  as  the 
result  of  what  he  must  call  mistaken 
lenslation. 

LoED  HEKLET  said,  he  was  glad 
that  the  Amendment  had  not  found  a 
seconder;  and  that  the  suggestion  to 
refer  the  Bill  to  a  Select  Committee  did 
not  receive  much  approval.  The  towns 
which  were  suffering  &om  the  effects  of 
recent  legislation  were  pressing  for  re- 
lief, and  it  was  high  tdme  that  the  House 
should  take  some  decisive  action  on  the 
matter.  The  hon.  Member  opposite 
(Mr.  Corrance)  was  not  quite  correct  in 
saying  that  the  abohtiou  of  compounding 
arose  &om  the  Liberal  party  as  a  party. 
The  House  was  exceedingly  thin  at  the 
time  when  the  hon.  Member  for  Newark 
{Mr.  Hodgkinson)  brought  forward  his 
proposition  as  a  private  Member.  After 
the  hon.  Member  for  Newark  had  made 
his  speech,  some  communication  was 
held  with  the  Leaders  on  the  opposite 
side,  and  then  it  was  ^reed,  not  oy  the 
Liberal  party  or  the  Liberal  Leaders,  but 
by  a  private  Member  on  the  liberal  side 
and  the  Leaders  opposite,  that  compound- 
ing should  be  done  away  with.  With 
regard  to  the  operation  of  the  change,  a. 
correspondent  who  was  well  conversant 
with  the  matter  wrote  to  him  to  say  that 
no  one  who  had  not  witnessed  the  priva- 
tions to  which  the  industrious  poor  were 
constantly  exposed  could  have  any  idea 
of  the  amount  of  distress  and  misery 
caused  by  the  present  ^stem.  In  1867 
the  summonses  in  the  town  which  he  re- 
presented (Northampton)  had  amounted 
to  1,617,  and  in  1S68  they  amounted  to 
3,672,  showing  an  increase  of  2,055. 
The  distress  warrants  in  1867  were  422  ; 
and  in  1866,  1,480,  showing  an  increase 
of  1,058.  The  summonses  were  more 
than  doubled,  while  the  warrants  had 
increased  three-fold.  And  if  that  woe 
the  state  of  things  when  employment 
was  plentifiil  and  provisions  were  cheap, 
what  was  it  likely  to  be  when  those  con- 
ditions were  reversed?     The  repeal  of 
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Ola^ise  ?  in  the  Reform  Act  of  1867 
tronld,  perhaps,  be  Uie  best  remedy  for 
the  evil ;  but  tiiat  was  now  out  of  the 
question ;  and,  therefore,  the  wisest  and 
most  practical  course  would  he  to  go  into 
Committee  and  endeaTonr  to  ma£e  the 
Bill  before  them  as  suitable  as  possible 
for  its  purpose.  He  could  not  help 
thinking  the  deductions  provided  for  by 
the  Bill  were  too  small ;  and  he  feared 
the  measure  would  put  both  the  owners 
and  occupiers  of  small  tenements  in  a 
rather  worse  position  than  they  were 
tmder  the  old  compounding  system.  It 
proposed  that  the  fi-anchise  might  be 
given  either  by  the  occupier  paying  his 
own  rate,  or  by  the  owner  making  the 
payment  of  the  rate,  and  sending  in  the 
name  of  his  tenant  to  the  oTerseere. 
The  occupier  would  be  liable  for  a  lai^r 
sum  than  he  would  be  liable  for  under 
the  old  compounding  system,  and  the 
landlord  might  force  birn  to  pay  in  ad- 
Tance  at  an  inconvenient  time.  Under 
the  new  system  the  reduction  to  be  al- 
lowed must  not  exceed  25  per  cent, 
whereas  it  was,  in  some  instances  under 
the  old  system,  as  much  as  50  per  cent. 
It  was  questionable  whether  a  reduction 
of  25  per  cent  would  be  sufficient  to 
induce  landlords  of  houses  under  £6 
rental  to  compound  at  all.  In  conclu- 
sion, he  hoped  that  the  Bill  would  pass, 
and  that  no  Airther  obstacle  would  be 
thrown  in  its  way. 

Me.  E.  T0EEEN8  said,  he  had 
come  down  to  the  House  determined  to 
second  the  Motion  of  the  hon.  Member 
for  East  Suffolk  (Mr.  Corranee) ;  but  the 
explanation  of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
the  President  of  the  Poor  Law  Board 
had  entirely  altered  the  character  of  the 
Bill  as  originally  preseDt«d  to  the  House, 
and  had  made  it  a  sufficiently  satisfac- 
tory measure  to  warrant  him  in  with- 
drawing the  oppositioD  he  had  intended 
to  offer  to  it.  He  should  deprecate  any 
proposal  to  refer  the  Bill  to  a  Select 
Committee,  as  the  result  of  such  a  pro- 
ceeding would  be  to  shelve  the  Bill  till 
another  Session.  There  was  a  crying 
grievance  to  be  remedied,  and  the  House 
was  already  in  poseeeaion  of  sufficient 
information  to  enable  it  to  deal  with  the 
question.  

Mb.  LOOEE  said,  he  felt  ver?  much 
rejoiced  that  they  were  likely  to  go  into 
Committee  on  this  BilL  It  was  trifling 
to  say  that  the  political  part  of  the  ques- 
tion was  not  to  be  introdnced,  becanse 
ZordSmUy 


that  had  besn  the  principal  quesdon  for 
consideration.  During  the  debates  on 
the  Reform  Bill  of  1867  that  was  the 
principal  question  considered,  and  it  was 
thought  that  by  the  abolition  of  com- 
poumling  the  whole  difficulty  would  be 
solved,  whereas  it  was  perfectly  dear 
that  it  was  not  solved.  So  far  from  the 
Act  of  1 867  having  increased  the  number 
of  electors,  in  the  parish  of  Bermondsey 
— the  largest  in  the  borough  he  repre- 
sented (Southwark) — the  number  had 
actually  been  dimmished.  He  would 
suggest  an  alteration  in  the  Bill.  In- 
stead of  the  poor  rate  only  being  alluded 
to,  the  rates  in  general  should  be  dealt 
with.  No  less  man  three  or  four  rates 
were  collected  along  with  the  poor  rate, 
and  it  would,  therefore,  be  wise  to  in- 
clude them  all  in  one  category.  If  the 
right  hon.  Qentleman  would  refer  to  the 
Report  of  last  year,  he  would  find  that 
the  difficulties  of  the  question  might  be 
very  easily  solved.  A  proposal  had  beai 
made  by  the  Secretary  for  the  Treasury 
(Mr.  Ayrton)  that  in  the  case  of  houses 
the  rent  of  which  was  collected  at  shorter 
intervals  than  quarterly,  both  the  land- 
lord and  the  occupier  might  be  placed 
on  the  rate  book,  and  if  the  occupier  did 
not  pay  the  rate  the  landlord  should. 
This  would  get  rid  of  much  of  the  ma- 
chinery of  the  present  Bill,  and  leave 
the  matter  for  settlement  between  the 
landlord  and  the  tenant.  He  should 
lay  on  the  table  some  Amendments 
muned  in  accordance  with  this  propo- 
sition, which  he  hoped  might  obtain  the 
consideration  of  the  House.  The  great 
object  should  be  to  make  the  Bfll  as 
simple  as  possible,  whereas  some  of  the 
Amendments  proposed  had  introduced 
confiision  into  the  plan.  It  would  be 
advisable  to  have  the  Bill  re-printed, 
with  the  Amendments  proposed  by  the 
President  of  the  Poor  Law  Board.  If 
the  BiU  in  its  new  form  were  placed  be- 
fore the  House  in  an  intelligible  way 
there  was  no  reason  why  it  might  not 
advance  speedily  and  pasa.  It  was  ab- 
solutely necessary,  however,  that  the 
pohtical  question  should  form  part  of 
the  Bill.  He  did  not  see  the  necessity 
for  referring  the  Bill  to  a  Select  Com- 
mittee. 

Me.  read  said,  that  if  they  were  to 
have  a  Airther  complication  of  the 
county  system  of  compounding  it  would 
render  uie  present  umost  unbearable 
anomalies  of  that  system  abaolutely  in- 
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tolerable.  As  tiie  Bill  iraa  to  meet  an 
exceptional  grioTance  "wliicli  had  been 
brought  on  the  Parliamentary  boroughe, 
he  hoped  it  would  be  confined  to  them. 

Mr.  bright  :  Sir,  I  iraa  rather  sur- 
prised at  'a  complaint  which  seemed  to 
be  made  by  my  hon.  Friend  the  Member 
for  Southwatk  (Mr.  Locke),  and  also  at 
an  obaerration  vhich  fell  &om  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  the  Member  for  New- 
castle (Mr.  Headlam),  to  the  effect,  that 
this  Bill,  vith  the  Amendments  pro- 
posed in  it,  had  not  been  sufficiently  long 
before  the  House  and  the  country.  Now 
the  Bill  itself  was  brought  before  the 
House  in  the  month  of  February,  and 
Qw  Amendments  to  be  incorporated  in  it 
were  laid  upon  the  table  before  the 
Whitsuntide  ikolidays.  Therefore  there 
clearly  baa  been  ample  time  for  every- 
one interested  in  the  matter  to  make 
himself  acquainted  with  the  intentions 
the  Government  in  regard  to  it.  The 
object  we  have  in  view  ia  a  veiy  simple 
one,  and  need  not  draw  ua  into  the  whole 
question  of  rating,  and  several  points 
raised  by  Members  who  have  spoken. 
The  object  is  merely  this — to  remove  a 
great  grievance  inmcted  on  the  poorer 
uaes  of  inhabitants  in  boroughs  by  the 
Reform  Act  of  1867.  I  ahafl  not  now 
go  into  any  inquiry  as  to  how  that  griev- 
ance was  inflicted,  or  by  whom.  The 
action  of  parties  was  at  that  time  very 
embarrassed,  and  somehow  or  other  the 
compound-householder  of  the  time  was 
the  victim  of  our  difficulties.  But  what 
happened  was  this — that  a  system  of 
great  convenience,  and  which  was  con- 
stantly extending  throughout  the  coun- 
try, was  summanly  and  instantaneously 
abolished,  not  at  the  request  of  any 
single  town,  or  parish,  or  person  in  the 
kingdom,  but  because  the  House  at  the 
time  was  thereby  relieved  irom  a  diffi- 
culty in  connection  with  the  question  of 
the  franchise.  The  grievance  created 
was,  however,  very  great — so  great  that 
I  may  assure  the  hon.  Baronet  opposite 
(Sir  Michael  Hicks-Beach)  he  is  quite 
mistaken  in  aupposing  that  if  we  were 
to  put  off  the  question  for  another  year 
or  two,  this  grievance  would  subside  and 
be  no  longer  felt.  Perhaps  I  take  an 
ex^gerated  view  of  the  matter,  because 
I  have  seen,  in  the  town  of  Birmingham, 
a  state  of  things  moat  deplorable  result- 
ing from  it,  and  one  the  effects  of  which 
I  am  sure  will  be  felt  in  that  borough 
tor  many  years.    Such  was  the  action  of 


the  old  system  of  compounding  in  Bir- 
mingham, that  in  tenements  under  £16 
a  year  scarcely  any  person  in  that  town 
ever  paid  any  locu  rate.  There  were 
36,000  householders  in  that  borough 
whose  rates  were  paid  regularly  and 
universally  by  Oxe  owners  oithe  houses ; 
and  without  a  single  person  there  asking 
this  House  to  make  a  change,  the  House 
swept  away  the  whole  system,  and 
brought  upon  36,000  householders,  some 
of  whom  were  women,  without  claim  to 
the  franchise,  an  absolutely  new  tax. 
We  know  what  local  rates  are  j  they  are 
very  heavy  taxes,  which  come  with  great 
severity  and  hardship  upon  those  who 
are  lea^  able  to  pay  them.  I  need  not 
describe  the  summonses,  the  warrants  of 
distress,  the  disturbance  and  the  rioting 
almost,  the  misery,  occasioned  by  the 
change  ;  but  I  think  my  constituents — 
and  I  speak  in  their  behalf  especially, 
though  the  people  of  many  other  towns 
axe  in  the  same  position — have  a  right 
to  ask  the  House  either  to  give  a  strong, 
sufficient,  and  conclusive  reason  for  the 
course  it  took  in  1 867,  or  else  to  provide 
a  remedy  for  a  grievance  so  unexpected 
and  so  severe.  The  hon.  Baronet  oppo- 
site suggested  that,  as  there  were  only 
certain^roughs  affected  by  the  legida- 
tion  of  1867,  possibly  some  Bill  might 
be  adopted  tliat  would  meet  their  case, 
and  leave  the  rest  of  the  boroughs  and 
Toshes  in  the  country  undisturbed. 
That,  however,  I  think,  would  be  very 
difficult.  If  the  House  were  to  attempt 
to  legislate  for  Birmingham,  Wolver- 
hampton, Walsall,  Brighton,  Manches- 
ter, or  any  other  borough,  I  think  it 
would  find  itself  in  a  difficulty  that  could 
only  be  got  out  of  by  adopting  some 
such  general  measures  as  that  before  the 
House.  We  know  the  grievance  ex- 
actly— we  know  how  it  was  caused — to 
some  extent  we  know  its  magnitude,  and 
how  it  affects  those  on  whom  it  has 
fallen.  What,  then,  is  the  remedy  which 
the  Bill  proposes  for  it?  That  up  to 
the  sum  of  £10  in  all  parts  of  the  coun- 
try, excepting  London,  and  up  to  the 
sum  of  £20  within  the  metropolis,  the 
authorities  of  parishes  shall  be  permitted 
to  arrange  with  the  owners  of  houses 
conditions  underwhich  the  owners  should 
pay  the  rate,  and  in  consideration  of 
the  owners  paying  it  they  should  be 
allowed  a  discount  of  25  per  cent.  The 
points  of  £10  and  £20  maybe  too  high, 
and  I  think  it  quite  likely  that  £7  or  £S 
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and  £14  or  £16  miglit  be  sufficient,  but 
that  is  a  question  which  m^  be  fairly 
conaidered  and  discussed  in  Committee. 
So  also  with  regard  to  the  25  per  cent,  I 
may  mention  as  an  iUostration  that  in 
Birmingham,  under  an  Act  passed  twen^ 
years  ago,  applying  to  a  portion  of  the 
town,  houees  under  £5  were  charged 
only  33  per  cent — that  is  to  say,  a  dis- 
count of  66  per  cent  was  allowed  to  the 
owners.  I  have  always  thought  that  au 
esceseive  and  unnecessary  amount.  At 
the  same  time  there  are  many  who  think 
that  in  the  caae  of  the  lowest  class  of 
houses  it  might  be  proper  to  make  an 
aUowance  of  60  per  cent.  But  whether 
there  are  to  be  two  scales  of  allowances, 
one  somewhat  higher  and  one  somewhat 
lower  for  different  classes  of  houses,  is  a 
matter  on  which  the  Committee  can  de- 
cide ;  and  whether  the  percentage  is  to 
be  25  per  cent  or  33  jier  cent,  or  some 
other  figure,  that  also  is  a  matter  for  the 
consideration  of  the  Committee.  It  is 
obviously  not  amatter  on  which  my  right 
hon.  Friend  the  President  o£  the  Poor 
Law  Board  would  wish  to  be  positive, 
because  it  mustbe  decided  by  the  general 
opinion  of  the  Gentlemen  who  represent 
the  boroughs  to  which  this  Bill  is  in- 
tended specially  to  apply.  The  old  sys- 
tem is  one  wluch  would  have  been  re- 
vived exactly  as  it  stood  by  the  Bill  of 
the  hon.  Member  for  Dudley  (Mr. 
Sheridan) ;  and  the  hon.  Member  for 
Hackney  (Mr.  Holms),  who  spoke  from 
behind  this  Bench  some  time  ago,  disap- 
proved in  some  degree  of  this  Bill  for 
this  reason — he  spoke,  not  as  represent- 
ing the  whole  country,  but  as  represent- 
ing the  borough  of  Hackney,  and  he 
wished  to  have  Hackney  placed  in 
exactly  the  same  position  as  it  was  be- 
fore the  Bill  of  1867— that  those  local 
Acts  should  be  revived,  with  all  their 
peculiar  and  exclusive  powers;  and  those 
for  whom  he  spoke  no  doubt  preferred 
that  they  should  be  restored  exactly  to 
their  old  position,  and  not  have  their 
grievances  remedied  by  a  general  Bill 
like  that  now  before  the  House.  I  think, 
however,  the  House  will  come  to  the  con- 
clusion that,  if  wo  are  to  restore  in  any 
shape  the  principle  of  compounding,  it 
is  desirable  that  it  should  be  done  imdor 
a  general  BUI,  and  that  the  gross  irre- 
gularities which  formerly  existed  should 
not  be  permitted  to  revive;  and  that, 
while  the  discount  allowed  to  owners  of 
]>roperty  is  moderate  as  compared  with 
Mr.  Bright 


B  former  cases,  it  should  be  made,  as 
nearly  as  possible,  regular  throughout 
the  country,  and  established  on  somo 
basis  that  the  house  and  the  country 
will  E^ree  to  be  reasonable  and  rwht. 
Now,  I  have  a  very  strong  opinion  Uiat 
on  a  matter  like  tms,  if  Parliament  fixes 

ait  as  to  the  value  of  a  house  and 
the  discount  to  be  aUowed,  that  which  is 
really  best  in  every  pansh  and  eveiy 
borough  will  certainly  be  attained  by  tho 
judgmentof  that  parish orthat  borough, 
ana  of  the  authorities  by  which  their 
parochial  matters  are  conducted.  We 
have  this  shown  in  what  took  plaoe  be- 
fore. What  existed,  even  though  it  was 
r^rular,  was  a  ^etem  that  gave  great 
and  increasing  discontent  throughout  all 
the  boroughs  m  every  part  of  the  country. 
Therefore,  having  fixed  these  limits,  I 
am  perfectly  content  to  leave  the  questioa 
whether  this  Bill  shall  take  effect  in  any 
particular  parish  or  borough  to  the  au- 
thorities of  the  parish  or  borough,  and 
to  the  opinion  of  owners  of  property  and 
the  general  sentiment  of  the  community. 
There  is  only  one  point  more  on  which  X 
will  say  a  word,  and  I  will  address  my- 
self to  hon.  Oentlemen  opposite  as  well 
as  to  those  on  ttus  side  of  the  House. 
One  of  the  great  difficulties  in  framing 
this  BUI  was  to  decide  how  the  franchise 
which  the  Bill  of  1867  professed  to  give, 
should  be  secured  to  the  elector.  It  was 
necessary  that  hie  name  should  be  on 
the  rate  book,  and  on  the  register.  The 
clauses  of  this  Bill  are  somewhat  pecu- 
liar, and  they  show  the  extreme  anxiety 
of  my  right  hon.  Friend,  whUe  making 
this  ^ai^  and  restoring  the  Efyatem  M 
discount,  to  secure  to  every  householder 
the  vote  which  the  BUI  of  1867  intended 
to  give  him.  I  might  reibr  to  the  almost 
numberless  deputations  which  have  been 
to  the  Poor  Law  Board  as  showing  the 
satisfaction  of  the  countiy  with  the  mea- 
sure as  it  ia  now  proposed.  And  my  right 
hon.  Friend  has  reason  to  believe  that 
the  Bill  as  it  now  stands,  and  with  the 
Amendments  which  he  proposes,  will 
meet  with  the  general  support  of  all  the 
leading  persons  who  take  an  interest  in 
this  question  in  all  the  great  boroughs 
irom  which  he  has  received  deputationB. 
He  hasthegreatestconfidenceuiat  HO  far 
as  they  are  concerned  the  Bill  will  be  re- 
ceived in  a  cordial  manner,  and  I  think, 
after  the  discussion  which  has  taken 
place  to-night,  it  will  receive  tho  sanc- 
tion of  Pazliainent.    As  to  iftfermig  th« 
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Bill  to  a  Select  Committee,  I  bave  had  a 
good  deal  of  e^Miience  on  Select  Com- 
loitteee,  and  I  suspect  a  Bill  of  this  kind 
^ing  to  a  Select  Committee  at  this  period 
of  the  Beemon  would  be  in  dan^r  of  not 
coming  back  in  the  shape  of  which  the 
House  wotdd  approve,  or  of  not  oomlng 
back  in  time  for  legielatton  this  Session. 
There  eeema  to  be  nothing  in  the  Bill 
that  the  House  in  Committoe  is  not  eaeilv 
competent  to  diecues  and  settle  ;  and  I 
have  the  greatest  faith,  when  the  Bill  hae 
been  re-printed,  and  the  whole  scheme 
is  Been  in  a  complete  form,  that  then  the 
House  will  find  that  it  is  comprehen- 
aive,  that  it  settles  for  ever,  as  I  hope, 
the  economic  question,  and  that  at  the 
same  time  it  giTes  perfect  security  to  the 
franchise  which  the  Bill  of  1 667  intended 
to  give.  I  think  I  speak  the  sentiments, 
at  any  rate,  of  my  constituents  with  re- 
gard to  the  general  scope  of  the  Bill, 
when  I  say,  without  binding  myself  to 
the  exact  sum  named  in  it,  that  the  Bill 
trill  be  a  complete  remedy  for  the  griev- 
ances which  they  have  bo  often  brought 
before  the  House. 

Mb.  GOURLEY  said,  the  BiU  would 
not  get  rid  of  this — that  by  the  decisions 
of  ^e  Revising  Barristers  and  of  the 
Judges  many  persons  who  paid  poor- 
rates  had  no  votes.  As  the  Bill  now 
stood  persons  who  rented  small  cottages' 
would  have  votes,  whilst  persons  who 
occupied  parts  of  houses,  though  they 
p^d  much  more  rent,  would  have  no 
votes,  in  consequence  of  the  decision  in 
Stamper's  ease.  In  his  opinion,  nothing 
would  satisfy  the  people  but  the  estob- 
lishment  of  household  suffr^T^,  pure  and 
simple,  without  reference  to  the  question 
of  rates.  He  felt  convinced  that  no 
legialatioa  would  be  satisfactory  to  the 
country  which  did  not  at  once  and  for 
ever  repeal  the  rate-paying  olauses. 

Ub.  Sebjeamt  SIMON  said,  that  if 
there  was  one  question  which  more  than 
another,  after  our  policy  towuds  Ire- 
land, excited  the  interest  of  the  con- 
stituencies at  the  last  General  Election 
it  was  that  of  ammding  the  Beform  Act. 
The  Bill  before  the  House  provided  a 
mitigation,  if  not  a  cure,  of  the  evils 
whidi  the  coimtry  was  now  enduring  in 
consequence  of  certain  danses  In  toat 
Act.  He  was  aware  that  the  Qoveni- 
ment  had  quite  enough  on  their  hands 
at  the  present  moment ;  but  the  people 
never  would  be  satisfied  without  the 
repeal  of  the  Tat^-paying  olansas,  the  re- 


duction of  the  county  franchise,  and  the 
security  of  the  Ballot.  It  was  not 
enough  to  settle  the  economical  part  of 
the  question;  the  people  should  have 
secured  to  them  household  aaSraae,  un- 
hampered and  unfettered  by  the  re- 
strictive system  that  at  present  existed. 
Motion  agreed  to. 

Bill  read  a  second  time,  and  eommitted 
for  To-atorroio,  at  Two  of  the  clock. 

REPRESENTATION    OF    THE    PEOPLE 

ACT   (1887)  (AMENDMENT)  BILL. 

(Mr.  Bemy  B.  SKtridm,  Mr.  OovrUy.) 

[bill  43.}      8EC0KD  REASCia. 

Order  for  Second  Beading  read. 

Mb.  SHERIDAN  said,  that  this  Bill 
had  a  tifo-fold  object  —  to  restore  the 
compounding  system,  and  to  abolish  the 
rate-paying  clauses  of  the  Reform  Bill. 
HebelievM  that  the  Government  were 
in  earnest  in  this  matter,  as  was  shown 
by  the  Bill  which  they  had  brought  in 
to  settle  the  question  of  the  compound- 
householder.  He  had  been  induced  to 
move  the  second  reading  of  this  Bill  by 
the  iact  that  many  hon.  Members  had 
pledged  themselves  to  the  repeal  of  the 
rate-paying  clauses ;  but,  as  mb  BiU  just 
read  a  second  time  would  accomplish 
one  of  the  objects  of  this  measure,  as 
various  other  questions  were  at  present 
occupying  the  attention  of  the  Govern- 
ment, and  as  a  private  Member  could 
scarcely  hope  to  succeed  in  carrying 
through  sudi  a  measure  at  this  period 
of  the  Session  without  the  assistance  of 
the  Government  and  of  a  lai^  majority 
of  the  House,  he  desired  to  leave  it  to 
hon.  Members  to  say  whether  he  ought 
to  proceed  with  the  measure.  He  moved 
that  the  Bill  be  now  read  a  second  time. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
"That  the  Bill  be  now  read  a  second 
time." — [Mr.  Sha-ithn.) 

Mb.  GLADSTONE  said,  the  hon. 
Member  for  Dudley  (Mr.  Sheridan)  hod 
stated  that  he  would  leave  this  matter 
in  the  hands  of  hon.  Members,  and  aa 
he  (Mr.  Gladstone)  felt  that  he  came 
within  that  definition,  he  b^^ed  to  re- 
present to  the  hon.  Member  that  he 
would  do  wisely  to  withdraw  the  Bill. 
They  had  been  en^tged  that  night  upon 
a  question  of  oonsiderable  importance, 
even  if  they  measured  it  only  by  the  ad- 
ditional  franchiee  that  the  BiU  they  had 
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juat  been  diecusBrng  would  be  likelj'  to 
confer,  but  of  etill  greater  importance  in 
refersDco  to  the  removal  of  a  presaiiig' 
grievance.  There  were  a  number  of 
points  of  detail  in  reference  to  that  Bill 
which  would  require  to  be  carefiilly  con- 
sidered in  Committee;  but  upon  the 
whole  there  had  been  a  remarkable  con- 
currence of  opinion  as  to  the  main  pro- 
visions of  the  Bin ;  and  the  opinions  in 
fiivor  of  it  were  not  confined  to  his  aide 
of  the  House,  for  two  hon.  Gentlemen  on 
the  other  side  had  objected  to  it  as  not 
going  far  enough,  and  therefore  they 
were  aupportere  of  the  Bill  and  some- 
thing more.  He  thought  that  the  hon. 
Member  for  Dudley,  who,  as  he  knew, 
showed  great  sagacit^  in  proeecutiiig  Mb 
Parliamentary  measures,  would  see  that, 
withatask  like  that  already  before  them, 
it  would  not  be  wise  to  complicate  the 
controversy  by  importing  into  it  some- 
what doubtful  points.  There  were  a  great 
many  persona  who  cordially  accepted 
the  principle  that  the  franchise  ought 
to  be  aeparated  from  personal  liabiuty 
to  the  rate,  and  yet  who  entertained 
considerable  doubt  whether,  in  the  case 
where  they  enfranchised  the  owner  of 
every  house,  it  was  an  evil  that  the  pay- 
ment of  the  rate  by  some  person  or  other 
in  respect  of  the  property  should  be  a 
condition  of  the  francnise.  In  the  Bill 
of  1866  the  Government  of  which  he  was 
a  Member  undoubtedly  proposed  to 
abolish  the  rate-paying  clauaes;  but  that 
was  at  a  time  when  they  were  only  asking 
the  House  to  agree  to  a  very  limited 
f^nchise ;  and  although  he  did  not  wish 
to  pronounce  any  veiy  strong  opinion 
upon  the  point  at  that  moment,  and  in- 
deed scarcely  entertained  any  perfectly 
formed  opinion  upon  the  question  whe- 
ther it  was  desirable  to  retain  the  rate- 
paying  classes  in  conjunction  with  house- 
nold  suffrage,  so  long  as  they  took  care 
that  the  rate  should  only  be  one  in  re- 
spect of  proper^  and  should  not  be  a 
grievance  to  the  occupier,  yet  he  was 
sure  that  the  matter  was  so  far  open  to 
controversy  that  any  attempt  to  pursue 
it  at  the  present  moment  would  place  a 
material  obstacle  in  the  way  of  the 
House  carrying  a  measure  on  which  they 
had  set  their  hearts,  and  on  which  they 
were  very  much  agreed.  He  trusted, 
therefore,  that  the  House  would  not 
then  be  pressed  to  accede  to  the  second 
reading  of  this  Bill,  bat  that  it  would  be 
withdrawn,  while  it  would  always  be  in 
Mr.  GhdttoM 
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the  discretion  of  the  hon.  Gentleman  or 
of  any  other  Member  at  a  fitting  tame 
to  challenge  the  judgment  of  the  Hon<a 
upon  the  subject. 

Mb.  SHKRIDAN  said,  he  had  been, 
unwilling  to  take  upon  himself  the  re- 
sponsibility of  withdrawing  a  measure 
of  ao  much  importance ;  but  after  the 
remarks  of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  he 
felt  there  was  no  other  course  open  to 
him  than  Vo  withdraw  the  Bill. 

Motion,  by  leave,  mihdrami;  Bill 
wiiMrauin. 

DIPLOMATIC  SALARIES,  Ae.,  BILL. 

(ifr.  Dodton,  ISr.  Ckaneiller  0/  tht  Etchegutr, 

Mr.  StoMfeld.) 

[BHi  118.]    coMMTrrEE. 

Bill  eontidered  in  Committee. 

(In  the  Committee.) 

Clauses  1  to  5  agreed  to. 

Clause    6    (Amounts    of    diplomatic 


ilK.  AiJ)ESUAK  LII8K  said,  he  ob- 
jected ia  the  amount  of  the  pensions 
provided  for  diplomatists  by  this  clause. 
He  thought  £1,700  for  a  first-class  pen- 
sion was  too  high  an  amount  to  award, 
when  all  that  was  required  was  that  the 
first  appointment  to  office  should  have 
been  made  only  fifteen  years  previouB- 
1;^,  or  when  the  abrogate  leneth  of  ser- 
vice was  in  all  ten  years.  He  did  not 
regard  a  residence  in  the  capitals  of 
France,  Belgium,  or  other  Continental 
States  as  any  great  hardship ;  and  he 
could  not  understand  why  these  pen- 
sions should  be  so  verymuch  larger,  and 
be  obtainable  on  so  much  easier  terms 
than  tiiDse  which  were  open  to  members 
of  other  branches  of  the  Civil  Service. 
He  trusted  that  the  Government  would 
consent  to  alter  the  figures  10  and  15  in 
the  clause  to  15  and  20.  Unless  the  Go- 
vernment agreed  to  adopt  that  eu|^^es- 
tion,  he  ahould  be  obliged  to  move  an 
Amendment. 

Me.  8TAN8FELD  said,  that  prac- 
tically the  firat  appointment  of  a  mplo- 
matist  under  the  clause,  as  at  present 
framed,  must  date  nineteen  years  before 
his  being  qualified  for  the  receipt  of  a 
pension,  inasmuch  as  he  was  compelled 
at  starting  to  give  four  years'  service  as 
an  unpaid  Bttach6.  There  was  not  that 
discrepancy  which  his  hon.  Friend  be- 
lieved between  these  pensions,  for  the 
Diplomatic  Service  and^the  superannua- 
tions of  the  ordinary  Civil  Service,  al- 
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though  it  was  true  that  the  manner  of 
Bwaraing  them  was  different^  because 
the  nature  of  the  services  was  different. 
It  was  in  the  highest  degree  improbable 
that  the  first  class  pension  would  be 
awarded  to  any  one  whose  t«rm  of  aggre- 
gate service  had  not  exceeded  ten  years. 
The  figures,  as  they  stood,  were  inserted, 
because  the  Bill  was  the  result  of  a  Be- 
solution  which  was  introduced,  though 
unsuccessfully,  some  years  ago,  by  the 
hon.  Gentleman  the  Chairman  of  Com- 
mittees (Mr.  Dodson),  and  which  was  pro- 
posed last  Session  by  Mr.  Labouchere, 
the  Member  for  Middlesex,  and  adopted 
by  the  House.  The  hon.  Member  must 
recollect  that  all  future  pensions  would 
have  to  be  providedfor  by  the  Estimates, 
and  that  be  could  then  raise  the  question 
aa  to  their  amount.  If  the  opinion  of  the 
House  were  unfavourable,  it  would  then 
be  incumbent  upon  the  Qovemment  to 
amend  the  scheme  and  bring  it  into 
accordance  with  the  feeling  of  the 
House. 

Mb.  M.  chambers  taid,  he  thought 
it  was  desirable  when  it  was  proposed  to 
refer  to  or  introduce  clauses  which  were 
contained  in  other  Bills,  to  recite  such 
clauses  word  for  word,  so  as  to  mate  the 
subject-matter  of  them  completely  iuteUi- 
gible.  This  Bill  proposed  to  repeal  cer- 
tain Acts  described  by  their  general 
titles  ;  but  it  was  impossible,  except  on 
close  investigation,  to  tell  what  those 
Acts  were  wMcb  were  to  be  repealed.  It 
appeared  that  after  the  commencement 
M  this  Act,  the  Treasuij,  upon  the  re- 
commendation of  the  Sei^taiy  of  State, 
might  grant  pensions  to  persons  in  the 
Diplomatic  Department,  such  pensions 
not  to  exceed  the  salaries  they  received 
at  the  time  their  actual  employment 
ceased.  The  following  scale  of  pen- 
sions was  laid  down  in  the  Bill — namely, 
'  £1,700  per  annum  for  a  first-class  pen- 
aion;  £1,300  for  a  secoud-claes  pension; 
£900  for  a  third-class  pension,  and  £700 
for  a  fourth-class  pension.  Now  this 
portion  of  the  Bill  had  given  much  dis- 
satisfaction, when  it  was  considered  how 
very  differently  the  Gtovemment  treated 
persons  holding  inferior  situations  in  the 
public  service  when  the  question  of  su- 
perannuation was  brought  under  their 
notice.  At  this  time  too,  when  the  Go- 
vernment was  discharging  numerous 
public  servants,  high  and  low,  &om  their 
service,  on  the  ground  that  it  was  neces- 
sar;  to  beep  down  the  Esdmatee,  per- 


sona were  naturally  induced  to  be  very 
critical  on  the  expenditure  of  the  public 
money,  and  to  feel  dissatisfied  with  the 
granting  of  pensions  of  those  consider- 
able amounts  after  a  comparatively  short 
period  of  service.  It  appeared  to  him 
that  it  would  be  very  desirable,  under 
the  circumstances,  to  revise  those  allow- 
ances. According  to  the  explanation  of 
the  hon.  Gentleman  (Mr.  Stansfeld)  the 
length  of  service  to  qualify  for  those 
pensions  would  be  nineteen  years.  Well, 
supposing  a  young  gentleman  got  his 
first  commission  at  twenty  years  of  age, 
and  served  in  that  most  agreeable  of  all 

5 ublic  occupations,  a  paid  attache.  After 
ue  time  he  would  be  advanced  to  the 
of&ce  of  envoy  or  ambassador,  and  at 
the  age  of  thirty-nine,  when  in  the 
prime  of 'life,  and  only  commencing  his 
career,  aa  modem  usage  went,  he  would 
be  pensioned  off  upon  a  salary,  perhaps, 
of  £1,700.  The  gentleman  in  question 
then  would  probably  get  himself  returned 
to  that  House,  and  he  would,  of  course, 
be  found  sitting  behind  the  Treasury 
Bench,  paid  by  the  pubUc  aa  a  politician. 
Now  he  (Mr.  Chambers)  thought  that 
the  length  of  the  service  ebould  be  ex- 
tended, and  that  the  party  should  not  be 
entitled  to  his  pension  until  he  had 
passed  the  age  of  forty-five  or  fifty 
years.  He  could  not  help  contrasting 
the  treatment  proposed  to  be  given  to 
persons  in  the  Diplomatic  Department 
under  this  Bill  with  that  dealt  out  to  the 
sailors  of  Greenwich  Hospital.  If  it 
had  been  the  practice  formerly  with  the 
Qovemment  of  this  country  to  be  lax 
and  inconsiderate  in  dealing  with  the 

Eublic  funds  in  the  interests  of  the 
igher  class  of  public  servants,  it  was 
certain  that  no  such  thing  would  be  tole- 
ated  at  the  present  time,  for  the  public 
now  watchea  with  the  greatest  attention 
the  mode  in  which  the  revenue  of  the 
country  was  expended,  and  viewed  with 
great  jealousy  any  grant  of  public  money 
that  savoured  either  of  extravagance  or 
injustice.  He  should  support  his  hon. 
Friend  who  sat  near  him  (SLr.  Alderman 
Lusk). 

Mb.  ALTiBniBm  LUSK  said,  he  had 
received  no  answer  to  the  question,  why 
there  should  he  so  great  a  difference  in 
point  of  time  between  the  period  of 
retirement  &om  the  Diplomatic  and  the 
Civil  Service?  If  the  Committee  were 
satisfied  witii  the  amoimt  of  the  pensions 
proposed,  he  should  not  divide  against 
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them ;  but  in  the  next  clanse  he  Bhonld 
certainly  move  an  Amendment  extending 
the  time  of  service  from  fifteen  to  twenty 

Clause  agrted  to. 

Clause  ?.  (QualificationB  forpeneionB). 

Mb.  A.TJiEmAK  LU8K  said,  he  oon- 
eiderod  the  extension  of  the  period  of 
BOTTice  vhich.  he  'proposed  only  reason- 
able  ;  and  he  thought  the  Government 
ought  to  concede  me  point.  He  would 
move  that  the  word  "fifteen"  be  omitted, 
and  "twenty"  inserted  iuBtoad. 

Amendment  proposed,  in  page  2,  line 

31,  to  leave  out  the  word  "fifte^i,"  in 
order  to  insert  the  word  "twenty." — 
{Mr.  Lmk.) 

JfH.  BTAJTSFELD  sMd,  he  could  not 

accept  the  Amendment.  What  was 
proposed  by  the  BUI,  was  to  take  the 
diplomatic  salaries  and  pensions  tinder 
the  existing  conditions  of  service  from 
the  ConsoEdated  Fund,  where  they  were 
outside  the  jurisdiction  of  the  House, 
and  place  them  on  the  Estimatos,  where 
hia  hon.  Friend  might  raise  discussions 
as  to  their  policy  and  amount  on  any  fii- 


Ma.  AiDERiiAJT  LUSK  said,  he  thought 
it  would  be  cruel,  when  pensions  were 
once  granted,  to  be  always  discussing 
their  reduction.  They  ought,  in  the  first 
instance,  to  be  very  careful  in  what  they 
did  about  pensions.  He  could  not  with- 
draw the  Amendment,  which  he  thought 
reasonable  and  fair,  and  he  hoped  O-o- 
vemment  would  give  way  on  the  point. 

Colonel  COEBETT  said,  he  thought 
the  proposal  of  the  hon.  Alderman  a 
very  reasonable  one.  Considering  the 
length  of  time  officers  in  the  army  had  to 
serve  before  they  were  entitled  to  a  pen- 
sion, if  those  who  belonged  to  the  di- 
plomatic body,  after  service  in  good 
climates,  and  all  sorts  of  favourable  cir- 
cumstances, got  their  pensions,  at  the 
end  of  twenty-five  years  they  were  very 
well  off.  He  should  therefore  vote  fer  the 
Amendment.     ^^ 

Me.  8TAKSFELD  said,  he  must  re- 
peat that  the  object  of  this  Bill,  brought 
in  to  carry  out  the  Eesolution  of  the 
House,  was  not  to  modify  the  system  or 
amount  of  diplomatic  pensions,  but  sim- 
ply to  place  them  within  the  grasp  and 
criticism  of  the  House.  The  Amend- 
ment, therefore,  of  his  hon.  Friend  (Mr. 
Alderman  Lusk)  was  not  reaisonable  or 
Ht.  AUtrmm  Lv*k 


wise.  If  it  were  persisted  in  and  suc- 
ceeded he  should  be  compelled  to  with- 
draw the  Bill,  and  diplomatic  pensions 
would  not  be  voted  fiiom  the  Estimates, 
but  remain  charged  on  the  Consolidated 
Fund. 

Questionput,  "Thattheword  'fifteen' 
stand  part  of  the  Clause." 

The  (Committee  divided :  —  Ayes  93  ; 
Noes  29 :  Majority  64. 

Clause  agreed  to. 

Bemaining  clauses  agreed  to. 

Hoose  returned. 

Bill  retorted ;  as  amended,  to  bo  con- 
sidered upon  Thursday. 

METROPOLITAN    POOR   ACT   (ISBT) 

AMENDMENT     BILL— [Bill  AS.] 

{Mr.  OntelieH,   Mr.  Arthur  Feel,   Mr.  Ayrtwt.) 

BEOOITD  BEADIHO.      ABJOUBHED  OBBATE. 

Order  read,  for  resuming  Adjourned 
Debate  on  Question  [28th  May],  "  That 
the  Bill  be  now  read  a  second  tune." 

Question  again  proposed. 

Debate  returned. 

Mr.  W.  M.  TOERENS  said,  before 
the  House  consented  to  read  this  Bill  a 
second  time,  he  hoped  they  would  con- 
sider whether  it  was  just  to  lay  upon  the 
rate-paying  community  inhabiting  the 
metropolis  the  peculiar  burthens  it  would 
impose;  and  whether  it  was  really  for 
the  benefit  of  the  poor  to  adopt  the 
novel  and  eTOerimental  mode  of  treat- 
ment which  they  were  thus  called  upon 
to  sanction.  The  two  considerations 
were  distinct,  and  he  should  deal  with 
them  separately  and  specifically.  They 
were  happily  not  antagonistic,  and  he 
trusted  fliey  would  not  be  antithetically 
set  against  each  other.  The  right  hon. 
Member  for  the  University  of  Oxford, 
when  introducing  the  measure  of  1867, 
which  bore  his  name,  had  defined  the 
duty  of  Parliament  to  be  the  taking  care 
that  the  administration  of  the  Poor  Law 
was  "  in  a  manner  just  to  those  who 
find  the  fiinds,  and  merdftil  to  those 
who  receive  relief."  He  accepted  that 
definition  cheerfully  not  as  implying  a 
balance  of  obligations,  but  as  correctly 
stating  that  which  it  was  their  single 
duty  to  do.  For  he  had  no  more  deep 
and  settied  conviction  than  that  the  true 
interest  of  an  industrious  communis 
like  that  in  the  midst  of  which  iikoj 


..CoCH^Ic 


1341       MOrepoltian  Poor  AH      (JnrB?,  1869)      {IM7)  Aumdmmt  StV.    1342 


dwelt  conaiated  in  the  preservation,  aa 
tai  aa  possible,  of  the  physical  health 
and  atreneth  of  those  who  lived  by  la- 
bour ;  ana  that  the  best  means  of  pre- 
serving the  health  of  the  poor,  of  lessen- 
ing preventible  disease,  ana  of  alleviating 
acute  suffering,  did  not  require  a  waate- 
ful  or  excessive  expenditure  sajmlied 
by  taxation.  He  was  conscious,  I 
ever,  that  in  this  two-fold  aspect  of 
what  he  felt  to  be  a  fundamental  truth, 
many  persons  might  not  be  Blt<^;ether 
prepared  to  follow  him ;  he  would  there- 
fore deal  with  the  two  questions  apart — 
the  &imeBs  of  laying  burthens  abso- 
lutely unprecedented  on  a  particular 
section  of  the  community,  wherewith  to 
try  exparimentfi  in  relief  equally  unpre- 
cedented, and  then  the  humanity  ol 
treating  the  sick  and  infirm  poor  in  a 
way  in  which  they -never  had  been 
tr^ted  before.  He  was  persuaded  that 
on  neither  ground  ought  the  present 
Bill  to  meet  with  the  approval  of  the 
House.  The  House  was  asked  by  this 
measure  te  take  a  further  important 
step  in  the  same  direction,  in  which, 
wim  considerable  hesitation,  they  had 
advanced  two  years  ago.  Nothing  could 
be  more  definite,  precise,  or  clear  than 
the  estimate  of  cost  which  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  cmposite  laid  before  the 
House  in  1867.  rTothing  could  be  more 
lucid  than  the  stetement  of  his  inten- 
tions, or  as  to  the  figures  which  he  then 
laid  before  the  House.  The  right  hon. 
Gentleman,  yielding,  as  he  said,  to  the 
pressure  of  the  strong  feeling  of  regret 
and  anger  excited  by  the  neglect  of 
duty  by  particular  guardians  in  the 
mebNjpolis,  aaked  the  Hoiise  to  put  Lon- 
don aside  fiom  the  rest  of  the  parishes 
in  England,  and  to  apply  to  it  a  sepa- 
rate OTstem.  That  was  a  strong  mea- 
sure, for  they  were  asked  to  agree  to  a 
partial  law ;  but  he  made  the  request  on 
behalf  of  those  who  had  no  voice  in  the 
general  representetion,  and  the  whole  of 
me  metropohtan  Members,  with  the  ex- 
ception of  the  Members  for  Maiylebone, 
accordingly  voted  for  the  BiU.  But 
upon  what  conditions  ? — The  right  hon. 
Gentleman,  by  that  measure,  asked  the 
House  to  allow  him  to  spend,  in  case  of 
exigency,  £100,000  upon  asylums  for 
the  imbecile  and  insane,  £70,000  for 
those  suffering  from  fever  or  small-pox, 
and  £120,000  for  what  he  termed  dis- 
trict asylums — that  woe  to  say,  hospitals 
for  groups  of  parishes  where  the  guar- 


dians should  neglect  to  make  proper  pro- 
vision. The  extreme  limit  of  what  would 
be  required  was  said  to  be  £360,000,  or 
at  the  most  £400,000 ;  but  now  the  es- 
timate readied  what  the- right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman (Mr.  Goschen)  designated  as  the 
"  frightful  sum"  of  £1,400,000,  and  the 
difference  in  figures  was  equal  to  the  dif- 
ference in  tone  between  1867  and  1869. 
Therighthon.  Gentleman  (Mr.  G.Hardy) 
exonerated  thirty-five  out  of  thirty-nine 
Boards  of  Guardians  iu  the  metropolis 
from  blame,  and  frankly  owned  that  they 
had  done  all  that  he  had  called  upon 
them  te  do,  while  there  had  been  but 
three  or  four  exceptions,  which  a  senea- 
tional  Press  had  made  the  most  of  by 
turning  as  in  a  kaleidoscope  to  make  a 
great  show,  highly  coloured  bits  of  abuse 
and  rare  samples  of  neglect.  But  now 
the  President  of  the  Poor  Law  Board 
(Mr.  Goschen)  laid  a  sweeping  indict- 
ment against  the  whole  body  of  London 
guardians,  and  sunmied  up  the  catalogue 
of  their  misdeeds  by  alleging  that  the  law 
to  provide  dispensaries  had  been  delibe- 
rately and  systematically  thwarted  and 
baffied  by  the  wrongheadedness  and  sel- 
fishneas  of  the  guardians  generally ;  and 
he  was  seeking  to  apply  Uie  exceptional 
expedients  asked  by  his  predecessor  for 
exceptional  use,  as  Uio  rule  of  ordinary 
administration  in  aU  cases.  This  was  in 
&ct  the  principal  plea  on  which  they 
were  now  called  on  to  substitute  a  ruin- 
ously expensive  scheme  of  in-door  relief 
for  ^e  sick  and  infirm,  for  the  cheaper 
and  bettor  method  of  relieving  these 
classes  of  the  poor  in  their  own  homes. 
He  (Mr.  Torrens)  had  sought  opportuni- 
ties of  asking  the  guardians  to  put  their 
own  interpretation  on  their  own  conduct, 
and  they  repudiated  the  impression  the 
President  of  the  Poor  Law  Board  seemed 
to  entertain,  and  which  he  had  conveyed 
to  the  House  ;  and  in  one  instance  they 
had  adopted  a  strong  ^Resolution,  which 
had  been  embodied  m  a  Petition  to  the 
House,  contradicting  emphatically  the 
assertion  that  they  had  neglected  their 
duty.  In  the  Act  of  1867  there  was  a 
series  of  clauses  specially  intended  to 
provide  for  an  improved  system  of  dis- 
pensary relief  throughout  the  metropolis, 
and  it  was  only  in  case  it  was  not  pro- 
vided and  workhouses  were  not  im- 
proved, that  it  was  ever  intended  by  the 
Government  or  the  House  to  give  the 
exce^onal  powers  which  were  now  in- 
discriminately claimed.   Agoodexample 
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to  be  followed  waa  furnished  by  tlie 
Irish  Act  of  1852.  He  had  heard  with 
astonishment  the  etatemeut  the  other 
night  of  the  President  of  the  Poor  Law 
CommisBion  as  to  the  paucity  of  the 
numbers  relieved  in  Ireland  under  the 
domicdliary  system.  The  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman had  sarcastically  observed  that 
however  good  in  theory  it  might  appear 
to  him  (Mr.  Torrens),  it  would  practi- 
cally go  but  a  very  rfiort  way,  for  that 
the  total  number  relieved  out  of  6, 000,000 
in  Ireland  by  this  means  did  not  exceed 
18,000.  He  turned  to  the  Eeportof  the 
Commission  for  1868,  which  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  must  have  had  upon  uis 
official  table,  and  what  did  he  find  ?  not 
the  sum  stated  by  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman or  twice  that  Bum,  or  ten  times 
that  sum,  or  twenty  times  that  sum,  but 
as  the  House  would  hear  with  amaze- 
ment a  sum  still  greater  by  far.  Instead 
of  the  number  relieved  under  it  being 
about  18,000,  it  appeared  &om  a  Betum 
that  in  1868  there  were  572,000  cases, 
exclusive  of  191,000  relieved  by  means 
of  visiting  tichets,  making  a  total  of 
750,000,  relieved  at  a  total  cost  of 
£116,000.  The  efficiency  of  the  system 
was  proved  by  the  fiict  that  diseases,  in- 
cluding fever  and  small-pox,  which  we 
found  it  difficult  to  cope  with  in  Eng- 
land, had  been  almost  stamped  out  in 
Ireland.  If  there  was  any  Department 
of  the  State  well  served  by  its  subordi- 
nates, it  was  the  Poor  Law  Board ;  and, 
cf  its  many  efficient  officers,  none  was 
more  worthy  of  commendation  than  Mr. 
Lambert.  In  1866  he  was  sent  to  Ire- 
land specially  to  inquire  whether  the  dis- 
pensary system  estabHshed  there  would 
be  apphcable  here.  He  reported  that, 
having  examined  carefully  the  facts  of 
the  case,  and  the  operation  of  the  dis- 
pensary system  in  Ireland — 

"He  coiiaidered  it  kd mi rablji  adapted  to  the 
exigcnciei  of  large  and  denielj  populated  com- 
mnnitiei,  nnd  did  not  lieiitale  Co  Tecommend  thnt 
it  ■liould  larni  nn  element  in  an;  lehe me  for  Ibe 
iir.proiement  of  Poor  Lair  admiDiuration  in  the 

Our  position,  then,  was  this — the  De- 
partment having  sent  its  most  capable 
man  to  inquire  into  the  operation  of  the 
system,  he  made  a  favourable  Eeport, 
it  was  acted  upon,  and  clauses  to  intro- 
duce the  Irish  system  here  were  put  into 
the  Bill,  which  so  far  remained  almost 
a  dead  letter.  But  he  denied  that  the 
guaidians  had  set  themselves  (^;ainBt 
Mr.  W.  M.  Torrtnt 


the  Act  He  deprecated  a  farther  stride 
in  the  direction  of  providing  for  in-door 
relief  until  a  Boyal  Commission  or  a 
Select  Committee  bad  inquired  into  the 
adequacy  of  the  existing  means.  If 
£118,000  had  been  found  sufficient  for 
the  treatment  of  preventible  and  curable 
disease  in  an  impoverished  population  of 
6,000,000,  was  it  not  reasonable  to  infer 
that  half  that  sum  might  be  made  to  go 
a  great  way  in  securing  the  same  object 
in  the  richest  and  densest  community  of 
3,000,000  in  the  world?  Had  not  the 
rate-payers  of  the  metropolis  a  fair  right 
at  least  to  demand  that  the  experiment 
should  be  tried  of  improving  and  ex- 
panding the  dispensary  fiystem  before 
their  property  and  income  were  irre- 
deemably mortgaged  for  the  erection  of 
enormous  buildings  which,  as  he  should 
presently  show,  were  by  no  means  cer- 
tain to  answer  their  proposed  purpose. 
When  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  came 
into  Office  in  December  last,  he  found 
anxiety  and  alarm  everywhere  through- 
out the  town  at  the  prospect  of  enormous 
outlay  on  brick  and  mortar  with  which 
they  were  threatened.  He  (Mr.  Torrens) 
had  given  early  notice  that  he  would  ask 
the  opinion  of  the  House,  whether  in 
the  present  depressed  condition  of  trade 
and  industry  of  all  kinds,  it  was  not  the 
duty  of  Government  to  suspend  fiirther 
outlay  on  great  asylums  and  hospitals 
until  full  and  impartial  inquiry  should 
have  been  made  into  the  existing  ac 
commodation  which  might  be  made 
available  in  the  voluntary  institutions  for 
the  reception  of  the  sick  which  already 
existed  in  every  part  of  the  metropolis. 
That  meaaure  of  precaution  seemed  to 
many  so  reasonable  that  for  a  time  he 
chensbed  a  hope  that  it  would  be  adopt- 
ed. But  when  instead  of  inquiry  th« 
right  hon.  Gentleman  resolved  to  pre- 
cipitate matters  and  to  make  another 
plunge  blindfold  into  reckless  and  ruin- 
ous outlay  he  felt  it  to  be  his  duty  to  de- 
vote what  leisure  be  had,  to  apply  such 
ability  as  he  possessed,  to  search  out  the 
truth  in  this  matter  and  to  make  himself 
acquainted  as  far  as  he  could  with  the 
actual  circumstances  of  the  case.  Speak- 
ing gener^y  the  result  of  his  investi- 
Sations  was  this — that  though  many  in- 
ividuals  who  were  in  need  failed  to 
obtain  the  medical  or  surgical  relief  they 
required,  it  was  nevertheless  true  that 
ample  acconuuodatiou  existed  for  all 
acute  cases  of  disease  and  accidents,  and 
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that  it  TM  not  for  vant  of  ekill  or  for 
want  of  suitable  buildings  tiiat  the  suffer- 
in  g  poor  were  notnov  adequately  relieved. 
He  cheerAilly  admitted  the  admirable 
character  of  the  metropolitan  hospitals, 
and  he  was  far,  indeed,  &om  chai^;iiig 
them  with  any  dereliction  of  duty.  He 
charged  the  Poor  Law  Department,  irre- 
spectiTe  of  party,  with  not  making  avail- 
acile  these  magnificent  institutionB,  which 
were  sufficient  to  do  all  that  was  re- 
quired, without  OUT  building  palaces  for 
idiots,  or  sick  prisons  at  an  enormous 
cost.  He  had  personally  inquired  into 
the  state  of  the  LospitalB  in  London,  and 
he  had  found  their  wards  and  o£B.ces 
open  to  all  who  were  prosecuting  in- 
quiry with  a  good  purpose.  Ho  found 
&om  his  inquiries  that  the  eleven  great 
or  general  hosjfiitalB  contained  4,354 
beds,  the  six^-Kiur  special  and  smaller 
ones  could  furnish  acconunodation  for 
4,840;  in  all,  9,194  beds,  and,  taking 
the  low  average  of  ten  patients  for  each 
bed  during  the  year,  it  appeared  that 
the  hospitids  could  easily  reheve  92,000 
in-patients  per  annum.  As  a  matter  of 
fact,  they  relieved  only  78,000,  bo  that 
it  was  evident  they  had  plenty  of  room 
in  their  wards  to  spare ;  ana  the  managers 
of  the  various  hospitals  assured  him  they 
would  be  only  too  glad  to  receive  pau- 
per cases  and  charge  the  parish  so  much 
per  bed  for  them.  He  asked  for  a  per- 
missive Bill,  under  the  provisions  of 
which  this  could  be  done.  One-fifth  of 
Charing  Cross  Hospital  was  empty ;  of 
Middlesex,  one-fourth;  King's  College 
the  same;  Westminster,  one- third;  and 
8t.  Oeor^'a,  of  which  they  had  heard  so 
much  during  the  laat  forty-eight  hours, 
had  an  entire  wing,  the  site  of  which  had 
been  given  by  the  Marquess  of  West- 
minster, which  would  soon  be  ready  for 
patients.  For  the  means  to  fiimiah  and 
maintain  this  new  wing  urgent  appealB 
had  recently  been  made  by  a  Eoyal 
Duke,  an  Archbishop,  and  other  distiii- 
guished  personages,  yet  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  desired  to  tax  the  people  for 
another  new  asylum  within  rifle-shot  of 
all  these  empty  beds.  If  the  House  had 
no  other  fact  before  it,  this  alone  should 
induce  it  to  pause  and  direct  inquiry  to 
be  made  before  proceeding  to  legidate 
further.  He  did  not  ask  that  his  word 
ahould  be  taken  ;  let  the  House  appoint 
its  own  Committee  and  be  guided  by  the 
facts  and  recommendationB  it  presented. 
But,  putting  aside  the  rate-payer,  and 
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dealing  only  with  moral  and  medical 
consideratioTis,  how  did  the  propositions 
of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  bear  the 
test  of  experience  or  forethought  ?  Did 
the  results  of  scientific  inquiry,  or  of 
practical  observation  tend  to  encourage 
perseverance  in  the  old  way  of  aggrega- 
tion P  Was  it  true  or  was  it  the  reverse 
of  truth  that  the  accumulation  of  large 
numbers,  under  the  same  roof,  who  were 
suffering  horn,  accident  or  dissEise  was 
the  best  method  of  promoting  their  re- 
covery ?  This  was  a  veiy  serious  ques- 
tion ;  and  it  was  one  which  he  would 
not  have  felt  himself  justified  even  in 
raising  had  not  the  voice  of  warning 
reached  him  &om  all  sides,  and  had  he 
not  been  satisfied  by  comparing  the  tes- 
timony of  the  ablest  and  me  beat  of  men 
that  a  more  excellent  way  of  relief  for 
the  sick  and  Buffering  lay  in  their  dis- 
persion, and  as  &r  as  it  was  possible 
m  their  separate  treatment  in  their  own 
homes.  Dr.  Sutherland,  the  valued  phy- 
sician connected  with  the  War  OfBce, 
had  assured  him  in  a  letter  that  hos- 
pital treatment  was  not  so  beneficial  as 
was  generally  supposed.     He  wrote — 

"  I  have  no  doubt  aijaeU  that  Dioral  renioD* 
are  ill  in  favour  of  home  treKtmenl,  and  I  belieTS 
that,  with  Ihe  eieeptioo  of  special  sue*,  there  i* 
a  lireer  poroentage  of  rppoTeriei  where  alok  «ro 
■ubdiTidsd  unorg  Mparnte  dnellingi  than  vbera 
ihe;  are  removed  in  all  atages  at'  illnesa  to  ■  dia- 
tnnt  hoipilal,  even  although  tha  aurroundingi  and 
meana  of  trealment  maj  bo  greatlj  luperior  to 
thoae  available  in  lh«ir  own  poor  homcB.  The 
simple  dot  of  bringing  together  a  number  of  licl: 
onl  oFa  number  of  aeparate  rooms  involves  a  new 
ciait  of  risks  to  all  of  them." 
That,  however,  was  a  general  statement, 
and  he  would  now  come  to  particulars. 
Not  very  long  ago  he  spent  a  long  and 
iuBtructive  day  in  Guy's  Hospital.  There 
was  scarcely  any  form  of  human  mieery 
that  he  did  not  see  in  Its  wards,  which 
he  was  bound  to  say  appeared  to  him 
to  be  almost  perfect  in  point  of  size, 
light,  and  ventilation.  Nevertheless, 
what  did  he  find  ?  He  conversed  with 
Dr.  Steele,  the  reporter  of  the  establish- 
ment, and  he  asked  that  gentleman  how 
mutual  contagion  was  obviated.  Dr. 
Steele  told  hin)  that  nothing  short  of 
individual  isolation  would  obviate  it.  In 
his  statistical  tables  Dr.  Steele  made 
this  statement — 

"  Notwiihslanding  all  that  has  been  done  it  i« 
to  be  frnred  that  morbiflo  influences  still  remain 
to  interfere  and  thwart  to  a  greater  or  less  ex- 
tent tbe  efforts  of  the  medical  officer.  To  allow 
patients  suffering  from  the  same  or  from  adverM 
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diBaiMitooconprsdikoentbedl  in  tbew 
ment,  mnd  to   rsipira   the  tame   *inio 

«(iinman,  ii  an   evil    nemasarilf  aiaociated  nith 
ETery  e«iabli>hment  for  the  mainletinnce  of  the 
Birk,  which  CBU  only  be  grappled  witl 
fully  by  iii«Bai,  ohich  on  a  large  loile 
bs  praotioally   Impotsible  to  oarry  out.      Tha« 
would  uaCurally  coutiit  of  ■  prooeai  of 
isolatioD,  and  the  Etamping  out,  >a  to    . 
eTery  diseani  whioh  showed  Ihe  alightest  tendency 
to  trnumaticorapontitneous  infection,  byprociding 
>  wpnrate  nparimeni,  with  separate  attendaati, 
nteniili.  and  furniture  for  saob  person." 

He  found  that  fever  patients  were  placed 
here  and  there  among  patients  sunering 
&oin  other  diseases.  The  doctors  did  not 
dare  to  put  all  the  fever  patients  ii 
building.  They  thought  there  was  less 
danger  &om  scattering  them  through 
various  wards.  Is  the  face  of  that  state 
of  facts  the  Government  proposed  to 
spend  a  vast  suni  of  money  with  the 
ODJect  of  bringing  a  lai^  number  of 
fever  patients  together  in  one  great  hos- 
pital. He  had  visited  King's  College 
Hospital  also.  It  was  one  of  the  newest 
and  finest  institutions  in  the  metropolis, 
Formerly  a  large  portion  of  the  build- 
ing was  used  as  a  lying-in  hospital ;  but 
the  best  authorities  were  now  against 
the  system  of  having  a  number  of  mid- 
wifeiy  eases  in  the  same  building.  Dr. 
Priestly,  of  King's  College  Hospital, 
told  him  tbat  if  he  had  funds  for  the 
relief  of  such  cases  he  would  take  the 
two-pair  floors  of  about  ten  houses  in 
one  of  the  humble  streets  in  tbe  neigh- 
bourhood of  the  hospital,  and  fit  up  beds 
in  them.  He  had  been  assured  tliat  in 
hospitals  persons  died  of  sheer  despair, 
arising  &om  seeing  the  dying  and  the 
dead  in  close  proxmiity  to  them.  But 
was  this  all  ?  Sir  James  Simpson,  of 
Edinbui^h,  had  published  some  staj-t- 
ling  statistics  in  reference  to  the  system 
of  treating  a  large  number  of  accidents 
in  the  same  ward.  Hestatedthatof  2,09S 
cases  of  amputations  of  limbs  treated  in 
the  homes  of  persons  in  Scotland  and 
the  North  of  Ikigland  only  one  in  nine 
had  ended  fatally,  while  of  4,937  treated 
in  great  hospitals  in  England  and  Scot- 
land one  in  three  had  ended  fatally. 
Dr.  Holme-Coote,  replying  to  Sir  James, 
stated  that  out  of  2,131  operations  in  St. 
Bartholomew's  only  one  case  in  seven 
and  a-half  had  ended  fatally.  Sir  James 
Simpson  answered  this  by  saying  that 
in  the  cases  referred  to  hy  Dr.  Holme- 
Coote  there  were  many  of  amputatioua 
of  fingers  and  of  operations  on  the  eye 
and  the  lite,  which  rarely  or  Qover  wets 
Jfr.  W.  M.  Torrttu 
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attended  with  fatal  resnlts ;  but,  that  if 
only  amputation  of  limbs  were  takea 
into  the  calculation,  the  facta  against  the 
hospital  were  still  stronger  than  ho  had 
supposed,  because,  instead  of  one  in 
three,  one  in  two  and  six-tenths  of  the 
cases  had  been  fatal.  For  the  sake  of 
the  sick  poor — discarding  altogethw  the 
waste  of  the  rate-payers'  substanoe — ^he 
said,  tben,  let  the  House  hold  its  hand 
until  they  had  mastered  these  facts,  and 
they  had  been  sifted  and  reported  upon 
by  a  Boyal  Commisaion.  He  would  refer 
to  one  more  witness,  whose  testimony 
would  be  received  witi  the  respect  whidt 
her  name  inspired  —  one  who  had  de- 
voted her  life  to  hospital  work  -^  that 
person  was  Florence  Nightingale — and 
let  them  hear  her  words— the  words  of 
trutb  and  wisdom.     She  said — 

■'  I  h&Ts  oome  to  beliaie  that  the  hoipitil  ays- 
tern  is  an  intermediary  Bta^  of  oiTilintion — at 
tha  end  of  a  ilfe  apeut  in  hoapital  work  to  thil 
oonclniion  1  baie  olwaya  oooie — ibat  the  poor  an 
better  relisTed  in  tbeir  own  bomet." 

He  could  not  go  further  than  that  to 
show  the  necessity  for  an  inquiry  by 
such  men  as  the  Government  should 
choose  to  appoint.  He  now  came  to  the 
question  of  district  schools  for  children. 
The  right  hon.  Gentleman  opposite  (Mr. 
G.  Hardy)  had  proposed  to  take  £40,000 
for  district  schools,  and  now  the  contem- 
plated amount  bad  grown  to  £120,000. 
Now,  he  objected  to  the  spending  of  a 
single  farthing  of  that  money.  He  said 
that  these  district  schools  were  not  what 
they  wanted.  It  was  not  their  duty  to 
exonerate  the  separate  localities  from 
the  charge  of  tbeir  own  afflicted  and 
their  own  youth  ;  it  was  the  duty  of 
those  localities  to  keep  an  eye  over 
them,  and  it  was  not  the  business  of 
the  State  to  assist  in  huddling  their 
children  away  in  mobs  to  a  great  dis- 
tance,  where  they  would  be  out  of  eight. 
The  right  bon.  Gentleman  said  that  iu 
the  case  of  foundlings  and  orphans  he 
would  like  to  put  them  in  separate 
schools.  Even  if  they  could  be  educated 
free  from  disease  and  fi<im  moral  de- 
terioration in  that  way,  which  they  could 
not  be,  it  would  still  be  a  misuse  of 
power  to  attempt  anything  of  that  kind. 
The  Poor  Law  authorities  of  Scotland 
had  appointed  assistant  Commissioners 
to  supervise  and  inquire  during  the  last 
two  years  into  the  working  of  the  oppo- 
rate  system  in  that  country — the  system, 
that  was,   of  taking  the  poor  cluldren 


1340      MttfCjpolitm  Poor  Att       (Jtms  7,  1869)     {l^&l)  Ammimaii  BiH.    1350 


who  were  neglected  through  crime  or 
misfortune,  and  placing  them  in  farm- 
houses and  other  situations  where  they 
might  form  new  ties  and  coonectionB. 
Bir  John  M'Neil,  the  tried  and  trusted 
administrator  of  the  Scotch  Poor  Law 
for  many  years,  had  given  his  impri' 
matw  to  ttie  system  of  boarding  out 
these  children  in  farm-houses  and  else- 
where in  Scotland,  which  worlced  well ; 
and  he  simimed  up  his  testimony  in  fa- 
vour of  that  humane  and  economical  sys- 
tem by  saying  that  these  poor  creatures 
seemed  a«;ain  to  melt  into  society,  and 
could  not  be  distinguished  &om  the  chil- 
dren whose  parents  were  living  in  the 
same  localities.  The  children  educated 
in  workhouse  schools,  on  the  other  hand, 
turned  out  badly  as  often  as  they  did 
well.  After  appealing  to  the  House  not 
to  take  advantage  of  the  fact  that  the 
3,000,000  of  people  who  inhabited  Lon- 
don were  represented  by  only  twenty- 
two  Uembers,  to  place  the  metropolis 
under  a  separate  and  exceptional  law 
on  these  matters,  the  hon.  Gentlemf 
concluded  by  moving  his  Amendment. 
8m  CHAItLES  DILKE  said,  1 
hon.  Friend  (Mr.  W.  M.  Torrens)  had 
treated  the  subject  on  what  he  might 
call  the  theoretical  side.  He  wished 
to  treat  it  &om  a  practical  point  of 
view  as  a  means  of  saving  the  pockets 
of  the  rate-payers,  and  he  would  show 
that  on  this  side  of  the  question  also  a 
change  was  most  desirable.  The  right 
hon.  Gentleman  at  the  head  of  the  Poor 
Law  Board  had  spoken  of  the  necessity 
of  building  Poor  Law  asylums,  bei 
the  existing  workhouse  infirmaries 
so  small  tliat  the  sick  were  lying  in 
the  corridors  and  on  the  floor.  But  for 
much  of  that  the  Poor  Law  Board  were 
themselves  responsible.  He  would  illus- 
trate this  by  a  statement  of  the  case  to 
which  his  hon.  Friend  had  already  re- 
ferred— the  case  of  St.  John's  and  St. 
Margaret's,  Westminster,  and  St.  Mary 
Abbot's,  Kensington.  So  long  ago  as 
January,  1867,  the  surgeon  reported 
that  the  sick  wards  at  Kensington  were 
overcrowded.  The  guArdiana  admitted 
the  crowded  state  of  the  workhouse,  and 
prepared  a  plan  for  increasing  their  ac- 
commodation by  SOO  beds,  but  the  Poor 
Law  Board  ordered  the  works  to 


stopped,  inasmuch  as  legislation  on  the 
whole  subject  was  contemplated.     " 


No- 


thing was  done  tUl  January, 

then  hy  the  guardians  themselves,  who, 


from  the  overcrowded  state  of  the  wort- 
house,  were  forced  to  erect  some  iron 
buildings.  At  the  commencement  of  last 
year  the  amalgamation  of  St.  Margaret's 
and  St,  John's,  Westminster,  took  place, 
and  land  was  purchased  at  great  cost 
for  a  sick-houee  at  the  extreme  end 
of  Kensington-  Flans  and  estimates 
were  prepared  for  giving  accommoda- 
tion for  600  beds  for  the  tnree  parishes, 
at  the  cost  of  £100  to  £l30,  instead  of 
£40  a  bed  as  formerly  estimated.  The 
Board,  however,  at  present  had  not  done 
what  it  had  imdertakeu  to  do ;  the  sick 
asylum  had  been  stopped,  and  it  was 
even  doubts  whether  the  site  was  not 
to  be  re-sold.  ^Probably  the  Poor  Law 
Board  would  say  they  were  thwarted  in 
their  wish  to  build  a  sick  aeylum,  but 
he  would  ask  whether  they  had  not 
brought  about  the  state  of  things  of 
which  they  now  complained.  In  a  few 
months  hence  it  might  be  found  that  the 
land  at  Kensington  was  not  sufficiently 
large  for  the  building  of  a  sick  asylum, 
BO  Uiat  next  year  they  might  £nd  them- 
selves in  no  better  a  position  than  they 
were  in  at  present.  No  doubt  the  Poor 
I^w  Board  thought  their  duty  to  be  to 
look  after  the  poor,  and  that  the  interests 
of  the  rate-payers  ought  not  to  be  re- 
garded as  iOl  iu  all.  He  ventured  to 
suggest,  however,  that  if  the  matter  were 
inquired  into  by  a  Select  Committee  or 
by  a  Boyal  Commission  there  need  be 
no  fear  either  that  undue  regard  would 
be  paid  to  the  interests  of  the  rat^-payers 
or  Uiat  those  of  the  poor  would  be  neg- 
lected. On  these  grounds  he  seconded 
the  Motion  of  the  hon.  Member  for 
Finsbury  (Mr.  W.  M.  Torrens)  for  a 
careful  inquiry  into  the  system  before 
the  present  Bill  was  passed. 

Amendment  proposed. 
To  luTo  out  tnm  the  irord  "Ttwt"  to  th« 
«Dd  of  the  (Vacation,  id  order  to  add  the  words 

"  in  tbe  preaent  oooiJilioa  of  tha  Batepafera  of 
the  Mctropolia,  and  of  the  burtbene  laid  upon 
them  for  Ihe  relief  of  the  aick  and  inflrm,  it  is 
not  eipcdient  to  aitopt  inr  liirlber  neaeurea  of 
Ipfiilstioa  UDtil  full  inqoirr  aha  11  hare  bsan 
made  into  the  eiiating;  extent  of  haapital  aooom- 
oiodHtion,  and  how  tar  tbe  aame  toAy  be  miide 
adequate  to  meet  the  want  of  the  lich  poor  cot 
relieied  in  their  own  dwellinga," — {Mr.  W.  Jf. 
Torrau.) 
— instead  thereof. 

Question  proposed,  "That  the  words 
proposed  to  be  left  out  stand  part  of  the 
Question." 


rfbyGOOgIC 


1351        MefropoHim  Poor  Act      (COMMONS)      <1867)  AmtnUmfit  SiB.    1352 


Me.  GATHORNE  HABDT  said,  that 
in  1867  lie  always  felt  that  when  the 
time  arrived  for  carrying  into  effect  the 
schemes  then  Bet  on  foot,  there  would 
be  a  consideTsble  outery  in  the  metro- 
polis on  account  of  the  expenditure  which 
would  have  to  be  incurred.  It  was,  in- 
deed, bnt  natural  that  this  should  be  the 
case.  The  crying  evils  which  were  then 
brought  before  the  House,  and  which 
invited  and  secured  an  almost  unani- 
mouB  assent  to  the  passing  of  the  Bill 
of  1S67,  had  now  to  a  certain  extent 

Sssed  out  of  eight,  and  thoee  who  at 
at  time  were  greatly  shocked  and  ex- 
cited by  what  had  occurred  in  different 
workhouses,  were  now  thinking  rather 
of  the  expense  than  of  the  evils  proposed 
to  be  remedied.  For  his  own  part, ' 
should  always  look  back  on  the  part 
then  took,  and  which  the  House  was 
good  enough  to  sanction,  as  one  of  the 
happiest  incidents  in  his  political  career, 
inasmuch  as  he  had  been  able  to  forward 
a  scheme  which,  he  believed,  might  serve 
as  the  foundation  of  something  that  was 
calculated  to  do  good  at  once  to  the  rate- 

Eayers  and  to  the  poor  of  this  metropo- 
s.  It  was  quite  true  that  the  expendi- 
ture might  have  gone  beyond  what  he 
had  estimated,  and,  indeed,  it  might  even 
have  been  more  than  was  necessary.  If 
such  were  the  ease  the  expenditure  ought 
to  be  at  once  checked,  though  he  trusted 
no  expenditure  would  be  checked  which 
might  be  really  required,  as  he  felt  con- 
vinced it  would,  in  the  long  run,  be  as 
much  for  the  interest  of  those  who  paid 
it  as  of  the  recipients.  In  estimating 
the  expense  that  would  have  to  be  in- 
curred under  the  Metropolitan  Poor  Bill 
of  1867  he  calculated  that  it  would  be 
necessary  to  provide  accommodation  for 
2,000  imbecile  poor,  who  he  might  re- 
mark in  passing  did  not  come  in  the 
same  category  as  the  lunatics  confined 
in  asylums.  No  one  doubted  that  the 
imbecile  poor  ought  to  be  separated  &om 
the  other  paupers  and  placed  on  a  dif- 
ferent footing  altogether.  Well,  he  had 
estimated  tiiat  the  cost  would  be  £50 
for  each  imbecile,  making  a  total  of 
£100,000.  This  estimate  was  for  the 
buildings  alone,  exclusive  of  sites,  fur- 
niture, and  fittings.  He  thought  it  would 
be  a  sufficient  sum  for  the  purpose,  be- 
cause he  found  that  in  twelve  work- 
houses built  in  late  years  the  cost  had 
been  only  £30  per  head ;  bat  it  appeared 
be  was  mistaken,  and  his  succeeeors  in 


OfQce  had  come  to  the  conclusion  that 
it  would  be  necessary  to  erect  buildings 
of  a  much  more  expensive  kind  than 
those  he  had  contemplated.  The  build- 
ings were  to  be  in  blocks,  and  instead 
of  there  being  only  two  lai^e  buildings, 
as  he  had  intended,  there  would  be  in 
reality  no  fewer,  than  twenty.  The  es- 
timate was  now  for  3,000  imbeciles  in- 
stead of  2,000,  which,  of  course,  greatly 
increased  the  diai^e.  With  respect  to 
district  schools,  the  estimate  made  for 
additional  schools  was  £40  per  head  for 
1,000  children.  This  was  for  buildings 
alone,  and  there  was  also  £30,000  for 
enlarging  existing  schools.  It  was  now 
proposed  to  provide  for  3,000  children. 
As  to  fever  and  small-pox  hospitals,  he 
stated  his  opinion  that  it  was  desirable 
to  have  inexpensive  buildings,  and  that 
wooden  or  iron  structures  would  answer 
the  purpose.  The  cost  of  these  he  esti- 
mated at £70,000 — 1,000 patients  at£70 
a  head.  Then  there  was  a  sum  which 
the  hon.  Member  opposite  (Mr.  W.  M, 
Torrens)  had  said  was  £120,000,  but 
which  was,  in  fact,  £160,000,  making 
alb^ther  for  these  buildings  £400,000. 
This  was  exclusive  of  sites,  furniture, 
and  fittings,  and  also,  of  course,  esti- 
mated without  reference  to  the  increase 
in  the  rates  of  building  which  had 
taken  place.  With  respect  to,  the  other 
items  which  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
had  spoken  of  as  making  £1,400,000, 
it  was  not  in  his  power  to  speak  on 
points  of  detail.  But  whether  or  not  a 
Metropolitan  Poor  Act  had  been  passed 
in  1867  there  would  have  been  an 
absolute  necessity  for  new  or  enlarged 
workhouses.  In  round  numbers  the 
number  of  paupers  in  metropolitan 
workhouses,  m  1867,  waa  25,000,  and 
the  workhouses  were  even  then  ex- 
cessively crowded ;  but  now  there  were 
nearly  30,000  in  the  same  workhouses, 
to  which  very  slight  additions  had  been 
made.  Therefore  we  must  look  upon 
this  not  merely  as  a  question  of  the  sick 
and  imbecile  poor,  but  as  a  question  of 
poor  altt^ther.  Probably  one  of 
the  chief  causes  of  the  great  amount  of 
metropoliten  pauperism  was  that  it  was 
not  possible  to  apply  the  workhouse  test 
in  the  case  of  the  able-bodied  seeking 
relief.  Owing  to  the  numbers  inside  the 
guardians  were  compelled  to  provide 
out-door  relief,  and  doubtless  many  of 
the  recipients  were  able-bodied.  He 
agreed  with  the  hon.  Member  for  Fins- 
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bury  (Mr.  W,  M.  Torrena),  whose  ex- 
ertions to  BBcertam  the  facte  entitled 
him  to  great  credit,  that  it  might  he 
desirable,  if  it  were  poBsible,  to  separate 
the  children  and  put  some  out  in  farm- 
houses ;  but  in  dealing  with  the  masses 
of  tlie  metropolis  it  was  idle  to  talk  of 
this.  On  the  other  hand,  was  it  justifi- 
able to  keep  tbese  wretched  children 
mixed  up  witb.  the  inmates  of  work- 
houses P  Was  it  not  better  to  remove 
them  to  district  schools  ?  He  had  bad 
opportunities  of  making  inquiries  re- 
specting many  of  these  schools,  and 
iound  that  great  attention  was  paid 
to  the  care  of  the  children,  and  at 
St«pney,  for  example,  he  found  that  the 
children  were  comfortable,  clean,  and 
well  educated,  and  that  those  who  bad 
been  sent  out  into  the  world  from  the 
school  had  turned  out  well  in  the  main. 
Everyone  who  bad  read  the  comparison 
drawn  by  Ur.  Tufaell,  tbe  Injector, 
between  the  children  in  the  district 
schools  and  those  residing  in  workhouses, 
would  say  that,  it  being  impossible  to 
carry  out  tbe  system  which  the  boo. 
Member  desired,  the  district  school  sys- 
tem in  which  the  guardians  gener^y 
took  a  deep  interest,  ought  to  be  main- 
tained. Thebon.  Member  saidhewished 
to  see  the  dispensary  system  carried  out, 
and  the  country  was  greatly  indebted  to 
Mr.  Lambert  for  bis  Report  in  connec- 
tion with  this  subject  on  tbe  Irish  dis- 
pensaries in  1867.  He  (Mr.  Oathome 
Hardy)  believed  that  if  tbe  dispensary 
system  were  properly  organized  in  the 
metropolis,  the  number  of  sick  would  he 
much  decreased ;  but  be  was  far  &om 
thinking  tbat  it  would  be  decreased  in 
such  a  proportion  ae  to  enable  tbem  to 

fet  rid  of  tbe  necessity  for  additional 
uildinga.  He  did  not  say  to  what  ex- 
tent additional  buildings  were  required, 
but  it  was  neceseaiy  to  provide  hospital 
Bcoommodation  for  the  destitute  poor. 
It  was  idle  to  talk  of  treating  tbem  in 
their  homes ;  tbey  bad  no  homes  in 
which  tbey  could  be  treated.  The  placet 
in  which  they  resided  were  rooms  in 
which  three  or  four  families  were  huddled 
together,  and  bow  could  tbey  be  tended 
there?  The  hon.  Member  spoke  of 
lying-in  wards,  and  no  doubt  the  deaths 
in  the  lying-in  hospitals  were  out  of  aU 
proportion  to  the  deaths  of  women  con- 
fin^  at  their  own  homes  or  in  the  work- 
house wards.  There  had  been  10,000 
cases,  he  believed,  in  tbe  Maijlebone 


Workhouse,  and  only  one  death.  Owing 
to  the  greater  isolation  there,  the  pro- 
portion of  recoveries  was  in  favour  of 
the  workhouse  hoapitala  as  against  the 
lying-in  hospitals,  and  this,  no  doubt, 
^owed  tbat  there  should  be  some  sepa* 
ration  of  persons  in  this  particular  con- 
dition. But  you  could  not  treat  these 
wretched  women  in  their  crowded  homes. 
With  regard  to  London  hospitals  sup- 
ported by  voluntary  subscriptions  or  en- 
dowments, it  appeared  to  him  that  they 
were  not  meant  absolutely  for  the  desti- 
tute  poor,  such. as  those  who  came  into 
the  workhouse.  Then,  too,  tbe  number 
of  cases  treated  in  the  hospitals  was  far 
greater,  and  the  cases  themselves  far 
more  severe  and  aggravated  than  those 
treated  in  the  workhouse  sick  wards. 
In  tbe  latter  scarcely  any  wotmds  or  ac- 
cidents were  treated,  and  there  gangrene 
was  not  found.  Such  cases  were  taken 
to  the  hospitals,  where,  therefore,  that 
particular  disease  prevailed.  But  the 
class  of  people  treated  in  the  hospitab 
and  in  the  workhouse  wards  was  also 
wholly  different.  Many  of  those  in  the 
sick  wards  of  the  workhouses  were  people 
afflicted  with  chronic  infirmity,  mio  re-, 
quired  constant  care  and  attention,  but 
who  would  hardly  be  admitted  into  hos- 
pitals ;  and  it  was  for  this  reason  be  had 
proposed  a  clause  to  establish  medical 
schools  within  tbe  workhouse  wards, 
which  would  he  of  great  advantage  in 
familiarizing  tbe  younger  students  with 
a  class  of  cases  which  scarcely  ever  were 
brought  before  them  in  the  hospitals. 
These  hoqiitala  were  not  meant  to  relieve 
tbe  poor  rates.  There  was  abundance 
of  sickness  and  suffering  to  be  treated 
there  without  resorting  to  the  destitute 
poor  in  order  to  fill  tbe  vacant  beds. 
Those  beds  were  vacant,  not  fixmi  want 
of  sick,  hut  &om  want  of  funds ;  and  the 
destitute  poor  could  only  ^  there  by 
excluding  those  who  wanted  relief  as 
much  as  even  the  class  of  workhouse  sick. 
He  could  not  imagine  any  persons  more 
deserving  of  such  relief  ^lan  working 
men  visited  by  some  unforeseen  sickness 
or  accident,  or  by  some  similiar  visita- 
tion to  any  member  of  their  families. 
No  one  could  wish  that  such  persons 
should  become  paupers  and  have  to  re- 
sort to  the  worldiouse  sick  ward ;  and  it 
was  a  greater  charity  to  keep  the  hos- 
pitals open  for  them  than  to  relieve  the 
parifibes  by  putting  the  sick  and  desti- 
tute poor  into  these  hospitals.  Leaving, 
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then,  the  details  to  those  who  had  de- 
voted more  attention  than  he  had  been 
able  to  bestow  on  them,  he  would  say 
that  he  was  in  favour  of  the  Bill  of  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman.  He  did  not  think 
it  waa  wise  that,  two  years  after  the 
House  had  unanimously  agreed  to  a  Bill; 
and  just  as  the  machine  was  being  put 
into  operation,  they  should  take  it  to 
pieces  to  see  how  it  had  been  made ; 
and  he  thought  that  those  who  supported 
the  measure  of  1867  should  support  the 
plan  of  classification  and  amalgamatii 
which  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  w 
now  trying  to  develop  still  further, 
that  were  done,  utilizing  all  existing 
buildings  and  classifying  the  poor,  you 
could  tSaa  classify  the  masters,  and  em- 
ploy those  best  adapted  to  the  work  in 
deling  with  sturdy,  insolent  vagrancy, 
while  those  who  were  better  fitted  for 
dealing  tenderly  with  the  infirm  and 
^ed  should  be  employed  in  that  ^ 
He  was  not  a&aid  to  trust  any  r  ^ 
hon.  Gentleman  at  the  head  of  the  Poor 
Law  Board  with  a  large  discretion 
these  matters.  Such  a  Minister  was  re- 
sponsible to  the  House  and  the  metro- 
polis, and  he  might  be  left  to  deal  with 
the  questions  as  they  arose.  As  to  the 
arguments  of  the  hon.  Member  for  Fine- 
hury,  who  evidently hadcorefully  looked 
into  the  details  of  the  question,  and  who 
was  an  advocate  of  whom  no  part  of  the 
metropoha  need  be  ashamed,  he  did  not 
think  they  were  conclusive,  for  while  the 
hon.  Member  had  pointed  out  that  the 
wards  of  the  large  hospitals  in  London 
were  liable  to  particular  kinds  of  disease, 
he  had  recommended  that  the  destitute 
sick  poor  who  were  free  from  those  dis- 
eases should  be  placed  in  these  very 
wards.  He  hoped  the  House  would  not 
drawback  in  the  career  upon  which  it  had 
entered.  Let  it  do  ita  utmost  to  put  down 
with  a  strong  band  that  which  he  be- 
lieved to  bo  the  curse  of  the  country — the 
wilful  pauper — the  pauperwho  would  not 
work,  and  who  degenerated  into  crimi- 
nality unless  his  veiy  inertness  prevent- 
ed him.  That  class,  he  was  sorry  to  say, 
was  growing  in  this  coimtry,  and  if  not 
dealt  with  firmly,  would  over-ride  the 
country  and  bring  down  calamities  upon 
it.  His  advice,  therefore,  was,  to  clear  the 
workhouses  proper  of  the  sick  and  infirm, 
and  place  those  institutions  upon  such  a 
footing  as  to  deter  persons  from  going 
to  live  there  upon  the  industry  of  their 
Iieigbbours.  Let  the  House  show  that 
Jfr.  Qathome  Sard;/ 


it  was  determined  to  pat  down  that  class 
of  pauperism  with  a  nigh  hand ;  but  let 
it  at  the  same  time  show  the  utmost  ten- 
derness, mercy,  and  goodwill  towards 
those  who  were  suffering  under  un- 
merited calamity. 

De.  BEEWER  said,  if  even  he  had 
not  been  chairman  of  the  Metropolitan 
Asylums  Board — ^the  first  and  most  im- 
portant Board  constituted  under  the  Act 
of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  die  Member 
for  Oxford  University  (Mr.  G.  Hardy) — 
a  Board  which  seemed  strangely  enough 
to  have  faUen  under  the  ban  of  the  hon. 
and  learned  Member  for  Finsbury  (Mr. 
W.  M.  Torrens),  he  should  stiU  have 
been  anxious  to  address  the  House  on 
this  critical  point  of  the  question,  which 
had  been  brought  before  the  Houee  by 
the  Bill  of  his  right  hon.  Friend  the 
President  of  the  Poor  Law  Board,  inas- 
much, as  having  devoted  twenfy-flve 
years  of  his  hfe  in  the  attempt  to  carry 
out  practically  the  working  of  local  self- 
government — to  the  lowly  ambition  of 
mastering  the  detail  of  parochial  man- 
agement, whether  constituted  under  le- 
Ealative  sanction,  or  methodized  by  vo- 
ntary  associations — he  had  not  eimply 
interested  himself  in  what  he  believed  a 
useM  work,  but  given  some  guarantee 
of  experience — stiS  he  trespassed  on  the 
indu%ence  of  the  House  with  hesitation 
— greater  hesitation  than  he  should  have 
felt,  perhaps,  had  his  knowled^  of  the 
difficulties  inherent  in  the  subject-mat- 
ter been  less  and  his  confidence  been 
greater  in  the  sufflciendes  of  the  means 
to  cope  and  grapple  with  these  difflcultiea 
which  bad  been  presented  to  die  House 
by  his  right  hon.  Friend.  He  believed 
this  House  was  hardly  likely  to  regard 
this  as  a  mere  motropohtan  question; 
and,  therefore,  one  in  which,  as  a  whole, 
it  had  little  concern  and  less  interest. 
They  were  not  dealing  with  a  matter  of 
local  but  of  Imperial  concernment,  and 
he  warned  the  House  that  they  wore  not 
at  the  tail-end  of  a  transition  state, 
gentle  and  progressive,  of  social  govera- 
meat,  but  at  £e  anout-end  of  a  fierce 
and  bitter  etru^le — a  straggle  between 
a  new,  hitherto  untried  system  of  cen- 
tralized social  government  and  an  old 
system — the  most  ancient  and  once  the 
most  popular  of  all  syetema,  although 
lately  fallen  into  disfavour  of  all  exist- 
ing governments ;  and  he  would  remind 
the  Mouse  that  the  greatness  of  that 
change,  especially  regarding  the  state  of 
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ojiimoii  uid  touB  of  thought  vluch  under- 
lied  the  demand  for  that  change,  ren- 
deted  it  imposaible  that  the  system  ad- 
vocated could  be  confined  to  this  metro- 
polis, hut  must  eventually,  and  at  no 
very  remote  period,  extend  to  eveiy 
township  in  the  country.  Questions  of 
local  taxation  had  become  questions  of 
Imperial  magnitude,  for  within  living 
memory  the  whole  Imperial  revenue  was 
lees  than  the  sum  they  annually  collected 
for  local  goremment.  Already  the  Le- 
nslature  bad,  hy  the  passing  of  the 
Houaeleae  Poor  Act  and  the  Poor  Law 
Amendment  Act  of  the  right  hon.  Oen- 
tieman  the  Member  for  Oxford  Univer- 
sity, niade  great  strides  on  the  road  to 
centralization,  between  which  system 
and  local  self-government  there  existed 
not  only  diversities  of  feature,  but  aa 
antagonism  of  principle.  The  essential 
character  and  efficiency  of  local  adminis- 
tration consisted  in  local  knowledge  and 
local  supervision.  If  they  extended  the 
area  of  local  action  and  responsibihiy 
beyond  the  area  of  individual  luiowledge, 
local  self-government  lost  its  character- 
istic limitation,  and  ij>»o  faeto  ceased. 
But  it  would  be  asked  why  local  guar- 
dians, ceasing  to  possess  their  original 
power  and  responsibihty,  should  in  a 
subordinate  condition  assume  an  an- 
tagonistic attitude  towards  a  central 
anthoril?  ?  The  answer  seemed  to  him, 
he  confessed,  most  natural.  By  the 
operation  of  the  Act  of  1867  the  local 
guardians  were  not  placed  under  the 
operation  of  fixed  and  known  laws,  to 
the  admininistration  of  which  they  were 
invited  by  the  Legislature,  but  under 
the  arbitrary  impulses  of  a  central  power 
which  issued  its  edicts,  according  to  the 
aViifting  policy  of  eveiy  varying  control- 
ling head,  to  unpaid  unrecognized  local 
agencies,  who  had  no  motive  for  obe- 
dience, and  who  in  the  nature  of  admin- 
istrators with  undefined  rules  of  action 
had  ever-recurring  provocations  to  dis- 
obey. Svery  m.otive  which  influenced 
men  opposed  harmonious  action  between 
a  central  and  local  authority  so  circum- 
stanced; theloveof  power  was  outraged, 
the  sense  of  personal  respect  lowered, 
and  the  exercise  of  functions  of  useful- 
ness humiliated.  But,  as  if  to  render 
the  breach  wider,  by  the  operation  of  the 
Act  not  only  was  the  relation  of  repre-  ■ 
aentation  to  taxation  disregarded,  out ' 
actually  an  antagonistic  interest  fostered  i 
between  the  tax-spender  and  the  tax- 


payer. For  parish  A  collected  rates 
m>m  its  constituents  for  parish  B  to 
spend,  and  parish  A  had  no  provision 
made  jn  the  Act  of  18G7  to  send  a  single 
representative  to  control  by  his  vote  tiie 
expenditure  of  parish  B ;  and  to  give  the 
vagary  the  most  reckless  name  also,  it 
gave  to  this  rate  the  appellation  of  the 
Common  Fund.  It  was  argued  that, 
although  parish  B  spent  the  rates  of 
parish  A,  yet  it  spent  its  own  money 
also,  and  that  was  sufficient  virtual  re- 
presentation; but  statesmen  whom  this 
countiy  had  delighted  to  honour  had  left 
it  on  record  that  to  divest  the  expender 
of  the  control  of  the  contributor,  or  even 
to  diminish  the  directness  of  that  con- 
trol, was  prdudiclal  to  the  liberties  and 
subversive  of  the  principles  of  constitu- 
tional government.  But  the  reply  was 
that  the  Poor  Law  Board  was  the  re- 
ceiver and  the  distributor  in  the  cases  of 
both  parishes ;  but  that  was  no  atone- 
ment; the  broad  fact  remained  that  a 
revenue  of  Imperial  magnitude  was  col- 
lected and  expended  by  persons  over 
whom  the  tax-payers  hsd  practically  no 
control.  It  was  impossible  that  the  House 
could  long  continue  a  system  so  uncon- 
stitutional in  principle  and  so  profligate 
in  practice— the  House  would  never  sanc- 
tion the  divorcement  of  representation 
&om  taxation.  If  the  House  had  deter- 
mined an  extension  of  the  area  over 
which  taxation  was  to  be  expended,  it 
would  correspondingly  extend  the  gua- 
rantees for  conetitutional  control  over  no 
less  an  area.  But  it  came  as  a  practical 
question,  what  course  was  he  prepared 
to  support?  and  at  once  he  said  he  could 
not  accede  to  Uie  Amendment  of  the 
hon.  and  learned  Member  for  Finsbmy. 
Whilst  opposition  to  the  Act  of  the  right 
hon.  Member  for  the  University  of 
Oxford  was  a  practicable  thing,  he,  and 
those  who  acted  with  him,  did  all  in 
their  power  to  resist  it ;  but  when  the 
Legislature  of  this  country,  by  an  irre- 
sistible majority,  passed  that  Act,  they 
thought  and  felt  that  the  time  for  oppo- 
sition was  gone,  and  their  duty  was,  as 
good  citizens,  to  use  their  best  en- 
deavours to  give  effect  to  the  provisions 
of  that  Act ;  and  believing,  as  he  did, 
that  the  moral  of  our  Legislature  was 
wdla  teitigia  retrorsam,  and  that  they 
were  far  on  the  road  of  a  new  system  of 
social  legislation,  no  other  course  was 
open  to  them  than  that  not  simply  of 
obedience,  but  of  co-operation.    He  did 
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not  deny — ^they  ueret  did  deny — ^that 
the  pomtion  of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
was  an  arduous  one,  and  that  the  objects 
■were  a  real  social  exigence,  and  a  meanB 
to  meet  that  exigence  was,  therefore,  a 
necessity.  Local  government  had,  un- 
doubteiy,  disclosed  many  defects  re- 
sulting from  the  altered  character  of  the 
applicants  for  poor  relief,  and  the  in- 
creased demand  for  the  treatment  of  the 
day-labouring  class  suffering  under  con- 
tagions disease  and  disabling  sickness. 
Local  government  had  to  deal  also  with 
altered  circumstances,  arising  &om  the 
increased  requirements  in  the  manage- 
ment of  the  sick,  of  space,  and  sanitary 
precautions.  A  number  of  harmless  luna- 
tics and  imbeciles,  amounting  to  nearly 
3,000,  had  to  be  provided  for.  These 
were  either  in  county  asylume,  built  and 
maintained  at  great  cost  out  of  county 
rates,  and  necessarily  furnished  with 
means  and  appliances  out  of  character 
for  such  a  class ;  or  these  poor  helpless 
ones  were  found  in  out-wards  of  union 
workhouses,  but  where,  requiring  some 
special  treatment,  they  were  not  simply 


acted  prejudicially  to  the  discipline  and 
management  of  the  other  inmates.  All 
these  cases  demanded  to  be  dealt  with, 
and  there  were  but  two  methods  of  deal- 
ing with  them — either  by  extending  the 
powers  of  local  boards,  or  by  creating  a 
new  machinery.  The  Legislature  adopted 
the  latter  course ;  and,  now  the  matter 
was  settled,  he  was  willing  to  admit  that 
the  system  adopted  was  a  less  expensive 
and  a  more  uniformly  efficacious  means, 
though  he  opposed  its  adoption  and  in- 
troduction. But  now,  strangely  and  in- 
consistently enough,  came  the  Amend- 
ment of  the  hon.  and  learned  Hember 
for  Finsbury,  a  member  of  that  com- 
mittee outside  that  House,  whose  vehe- 
ment, and  he  must  add  unserupnloufl 
agitation,  was  mainly  responsible  for  the 
heedless  haste  with  which  that  Act  was 
passed.  He  asked  how  it  was  that  the 
hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  had  let  go 
by  the  golden  opportunity  when  the  mea- 
sure was  passing  through  that  House, 
and  had  preferred  that  sterile  thing  an 
•r  pott  facto  discussion  ?  How  was  it 
the  hon.  Gentleman  was  so  innocent  of 
the  facts  he  had  that  night  brought 
before  that  House?  Not  a  danger  he 
had  deprecated,  not  a  scene  depicted, 
not  a  hardship  exposed,  not  an  alarm 
Bounded,  which  the  metropolitan  guar- 
iV.  Brewer 


dians  did  not  bring  prominently  before 
the  country  in  their  meetings  at  St. 
James's  Hall.  There  was  no  excuse  for 
the  hon.  Gentleman  not  knowing  that 
the  measure  of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
would  deal  a  death-blow  to  local  self- 
government  ;  where  was  then  the  voice 
which  should  here  have  been  raised,  not 
to  avert  the  needful  reformation,  but  the 
total  destruction  of  that  system  he  pre- 
tended to  r^^ret  ?  By  the  course  taken 
in  the  Act  the  whole  metropolis  was 
formed  into  a  district  from  aU  parts  of 
which  a  board  was  constituted,  conaiat- 
ing  of  sixty  members,  forty-five  being 
the  representatives  of  locfd  Boards  of 
Guardians,  and  fifteen  nominated  by  the 
Poor  Law  Board.  Of  that  Board,  of 
which  had  the  honour  to  be  chairman, 
he  bore  testimony  that  their  zeal  and 
patience,  their  assiduity  and  accurate 
knowledge  of  the  subject  under  thar 
management  were  worthy  of  all  praise. 
The  &st  duty  of  that  Board  was  to  as- 
certain the  nature  and  extent  of  the  duty 
committed  to  them.  By  carefiil  investi- 
gation they  found  that  the  number  of 
lunatic  imbeciles  to  be  provided  for  was 
3,000,  and  the  number  which  could  be 
econonucally  and  safely  housed  in  one 
institution  did  not  exceed  1,500.  The 
right  hon.  Gentleman  imagined  that 
these  imbeciles  could  be  provided  for  in 
some  huge  building,  but  science  had 
long  ago  utterly  condemned  such  erec- 
tions. They  were,  therefore,  compelled 
to  build  all  their  hospitals  and  asyluma 
on  the  pavilion  principle,  an  excellent 
example  of  which  hon.  Gentlemen  would 
see  opposite  the  House  in  which  they 
were  sitting.  Two  large  pavilion  asy- 
lums had,  i£erefore,  to  be  constructed; 
one  at  Leavesden  on  the  north,  the  other 
at  Caterham  on  the  south,  and  these 
asylums  were  now  in  process  of  erection. 
Besides  those,  they  were  responsible  for 
providing  hospitals  for  &om  2,600  to 
3,200  cases  of  small-pox,  and  4,500  cases 
of  fever ;  the  Liverpool  Boad  Hospital, 
in  1S06,  having  received  under  parish 
orders  3,342  fever-stricken  poor.  But 
that  estimate  would  have  been  incom- 
plete unless  they  could  have  arrived  at 
some  conclusion  on  the  relative  propor- 
lion  of  fever  cases  sent  from  different 
localities  to  the  fever  hospital,  and  the 
nests  and  hot-beds  of  contagious  disease. 
The  result  of  that  investigatioD,  coupled 
with  the  desirabilify  that  no  case  labouiv 
ing  &om  disease  E^ould  be  sent  a  di»- 
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tance  mucli  exceeding  three  miles,  forced 
on  them  the  necessity  of  selecting  the 
sites  which  had  been  mentioned  and 
commented  on  in  the  House.  Strange, 
indeed,  must  it  sound  to  the  ear  of  men 
of  ordinaiy  experience  that  men  or 
women  labouring  &om  infectious  disease 
were  more  safe^  treated  at  their  own 
homes.  Was  it  so  ?  Did  the  hou.  Qeu' 
tieman  mean  to  treat  a  case  of  scarlet 
fever  or  smaU-pox  in  the  crowded  garret 
of  Uie  day  labonror,  with  his  wife, 
children,  and  perhaps  a  lodger,  all  con- 
fined to  the  four  walls  of  one  miserable 
chamber?  Why  such  a  course  would 
endanger  the  infection  of  the  whole  me- 
tropolie.  The  great  object  of  medical 
science  was  to  find  out  the  hot-bed  of 
fever,  and  circumscribe  it ;  and  the  way 
to  do  that  was  to  remove  the  patient 
to  some  contiguously  suitable  asylum. 
Local  self-govemment  was  gone.  They 
who  fought  for  its  euetence  asked,  now 
the  country  had  pronounced  against  it, 
no  dawdling  or  irresolute  scheme.  They 
asked  for  a  bold  hand  and  a  resolute 
policy — a  policy  which  would  inaugurate 
a  better  system — more  suited  to  the  age 
— a  system  which  would  utilize  tlie  ratee, 
protect  the  tax-payer  &om  extortion  and 
fraud,  and  the  deserving  poor  from  the 
injustice  of  designing  knaves  who  de- 
voured the  substance  set  apart  for  them, 
and  alienated  that  sympathy  which  their 
sorrow  so  justly  challenged.  Let  the 
system  be  such  as  would  teach  the  idle 
and  improvident  the  necessity  <^  adopting 
different  habits;  such  ae  would  render 
assistance  to  the  infirm  and  aged,  and 
see  that  the  wants  of  sickness  and  of 
childhood  were  better  provided.  Let  it 
be  such  as  would  inculcate  habits  of  in- 
dustry in  the  rising  generation ;  above 
all,  give  to  the  natural  guardians  and 
protectors  of  the  poor  the  assurance  that 
the  reproach  they  vainly  sought  to  avert 
under  the  old  system  had  been  rolled 
away,  and  that  whilst  the  rates  were 
either  diminished  or  increased — either 
had  been  effected  without  one  single  act 
which  tended  to  demoralize  or  t«  oppress 
the  really  destitute  and  deserving  poor. 
Sm  MA8SEY  LOPES  said,  he  ob- 
jected to  the  principle  of  this  Bill,  as  he 
did  to  that  of  last  year.  The  Freddent 
of  the  Poor  Law  Board  had,  on  moving 
the  second  reading  of  the  Bill  the  other 
night,  made  one  or  two  statements 
which  surprised  him,  and  must  have 
created  a  sensation  not  only  in  &b  me- 


tropolis, but  throughout  the  country. 
In  the  first  place,  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man told  them  that  the  Bill  would  com- 
pel an  expenditure  of  £1,500,000,  which 
was  precisely  the  amount  which  had 
been  expended  in  the  metropolis  on 
those  objects  since  1834,  when  the  Poor 
Law  came  into  existence.  The  second 
statement  was  that,  within  the  last  three 
years,  pauperism  in  the  metropolis  had 
increased  from  40  to  60  per  cent — &om 
100,000  to  150,000  persona— and  that 
the  expenditure  had  increased  in  the 
same  ratio.  Well,  in  the  teeth  of  that 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  asked  the  rate- 
payers of  the  metropolis  to  expend  an- 
other £1,000,000.  The  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman then  went  on  to  say  that  ho  did 
not  consider  pauperism  a  matter  of 
merely  local  interest.  In  that  he  agreed 
with  the  right  hon.  Gentleman ;  it  was 
a  matter  of  national  interest.  It  was 
not  only  a  matter  for  the  rate-payers  of 
the  metropolis,  but  of  every  town  in  the 
country.  It  must  not  be  supposed  that 
the  metropolis  was  most  heavily  bur- 
dened for  the  relief  of  the  poor.  He 
would  give  a  few  of  the  axaounts  paid 
by  some  of  the  towns  in  this  kingdom. 
Salisbuij  paid  7«.  lOd.  on  the  rateable 
value;  Leeds,  7«.  lid.;  King's  Lynn, 
7»,  2irf.;  Norwich,  7».  Irf.;  SouQiampton, 
7s.0id.;  Great  Yarmouth,  7». ;  Plymouth, 
6«.  lOd.;  and  Stoke  Damerel,  6«,  5rf, 
What  were  the  rates  in  the  metropolis  ? 
In  Bethnal  Green  they  were  highest — 
5>.  Sid. ;  in  St.  George' s-in-the-East,  the 
poorest  parish  in  London,  they  were 
4«.  8id.;  in  the  City  of  London,  the 
wealthiest  part,  1(.  4d.;  in  Paddlngton, 
1«.  6j(f.  These  figures  showed  that,  in 
feet,  the  poor  rates  of  the  metropolis 
were  not  nearly  so  high  as  those  in  some 
of  the  laige  provincial  towns.  Indeed, 
the  Bill  was  the  thin  end  of  the  wedge ; 
it  would  be  a  precedent  for  all  other 
towns.  The  present  Bill  was  for  a  con- 
solidation of  unions,  while  that  of  last 
3^ar'was  simply  for  a  classification  of 
paupers,  and,  therefore,  there  waa  a 
great  distinction  between  the  two.  The 
right  hon.  Gentleman,  when  bringing 
forward  this  measure,  confessed  that  the 
rate-payers  of  the  metropolis  would  ob- 
ject to  it,  but  said  the  public  at  large 
were  so  interested  in  the  question  that 
they  would  disvegard  the  opinion  of  the 
rate-payers.  Who  were  me  pubhc  at 
large?  Did  they  oontribute  to  those 
large  burdens  ?    On  what  princijde  but 
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the  majority  principle  could  tlie  public 
at  large  be  allowed  to  interfere  m  the 
question  ?  What  constitutional  right 
had  they  to  interfere  in  it  ?  It  wae  easy 
to  be  philanthropic  at  other  people's  ex- 
pense. The  test  of  a  man's  sincerity  in 
the  welfare  of  others  was  whether  he 
would  make  pecuniary  sacrifices  in  order 
to  relieve  them  The  great  hardship  of 
the  poor  rate  was  that  it  was  levied  on 
one  description  of  property.  The  rate- 
payers of  the  metropolis  admit  the  ne- 
ceaesity  of  this  expenditure,  but  they 
say — "  Our  burdens  are  already  intole- 
rable. Why  are  we  to  bear  these  charges, 
which  are  for  the  benefit  of  the  commu- 
nity at  larg«,  singlehanded.  You  who 
are  owners  of  other  property  are  equally 
interested ;  if  you  are  prepared  to  bear 
your  fair  proportion,  we  will  no  longer 
murmnr,  but  co-operate  with  you  in 
promoting  such  needful  and  desirable 
objects,"  There  were  men  in  the 
tropolis  with  tens  of  thousands  a  year 
from  rent-ohat^a  and  ground -rents 
who  did  not  contribute  to  the  poor  rate ; 
and  there  were  lodgers  living  in  every 
luxury  who  did  not  contribute  to  it, 
while  poor  shopkeepers  and  household- 
ers were  taxed.  Lord  Overstone  stated 
that  there  were  £150,000,000  a  year  of 
capital  acGumidated  yearly  in  this  coun- 
try. Why  should  not  that  capital  con- 
tribute its  proportion  to  the  maintenance 
of  the  poor  ?  Why  should  this  descrip- 
tion of  property  be  exempted  and  go 
scot  free?  It  was  an  unjust  privilege 
and  impohtic  exemption.  He  objected 
to  what  was  called  the  amalgamation  '" 
unions  and  to  the  enlargement  of  axei 
because  all  this  meant  a  lose  of  local 
control  and  local  self-government.  The 
lai^  unions  would  be  cumbrous  and 
unmanagable,  and  every  parish  would 
help  itself  to  as  much  as  possible  out  of 
the  common  Amd,  and  thus  there  would 
be  no  economy  and  httle  efficiency.  The 
Government  were  pledged  to  bring  for- 
ward the  whole  question  of  local 'tax- 
ation, and,  therefore,  he  thought  it  pre- 
mature and  wrong  to  pass  such  a  Bi ' 
that  now  before  t£e  House. 

Hr.  6AMTTDA  said,  his  experience  aa 
an  employer  enabled  him  to  say  that  the 
working  people  valued  the  la^e  hos- 
pitals very  much,  and  that,  as  a  rule, 
they  came  out  of  them  in  a  much  better 
state  than  if  they  had  been  treated  in 
their  own  homes.  As  a  «>vemor  of  the 
London  Hospital  he  oould  state  that  the 


poorer  classes  were  bo  anxious  to  avail 
themselves  of  the  treatment  in  that  and 
other  similar  institutionB  that  the  go- 
vernors found  it  necessary  to  enlarge 
them  &om  time  to  time,  and  in  stmie 
cases  could  not  provide  sufficient  accom- 
modation for  the  applicants.  It  might 
be  a  disadvantage  to  bring  a  number  ii£ 
diseased  persons  into  one  building ;  but 
there  was  no  advantage  without  a  draw- 
back. He  believed  that  this  Bill,  in- 
stead of  making  the  taxes  on  the  metro- 
politan district  heavier,  would  t«nd  to 
lighten  them,  inasmuch  as,  the  work- 
houses now  being  crowded  to  suffocation, 
out-door  relief  was  widely  given  withoat 
the  possibility  of  testing  the  fitness  of 
the  recipients.  The  amount  asked  for 
now  was  indeed  larger  than  in  1867;  but 
it  was  shown  to  be  absolutely  necessaiy 
that  they  ehoidd  adopt  some  such  plan 
as  that  proposed  by  the  President  of  the 
Poor  Law  Board  for  separating  the  dif- 
ferent classes  of  the  poor,  and  all  that 
the  House  could  do,  therefore,  was  to 
watch  the  expenditure  in  Committee, 
and  keep  it,  as  £ar  as  possible,  within 
reasonable  limits.  Instead,  however,  of 
the  estimate  of  £50  a  bed  given  by  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  opposite  for  ac- 
commodation in  lunatic  and  infirmaiy 
wards,  hie  e^terience  led  him  to  believe 
that  tjie  probable  cost  would  bo  much 
nearer  £150.  One  of  the  main  advan- 
tages of  the  Bill  was  that  it  pointed  to 
a  general  equalization  of  poor  rates 
throughout  the  metropolis.  The  capital- 
ist and  the  labourer  no  longer  lived  as 
they  did  at  the  commencement  of  the 
present  century,  in  the  same  portions 
of  the  metropolis;  but,  as  this  change 
had  been  made  in  the  interests  of  all, 
there  was  no  reason  why  the  wealthier 
classes  who  benefited  by  the  arrangement 
should  not  contribute  to  the  support  of 
their  poorer  fellow-citizens,  as  ih»j  did 
formerly  when  residing  in  the  same 
parish. 

Mb.  W.  H.  SMITH  moved  that  the 
debate  be  now  adjourned. 

Mn.  QOSCHEN  said,  the  subject  was 
important,  and  hon.  Meanbers  naturally 
'  '  '  to  speak  upon  it;  but  as  the 
was  now  getting  on  vray  fast  he 
hoped  the  Bill  would  be  read  a  second 
time  that  ni^t. 

Mb.  W.  H.  smith  said,  he  was 
sorry  to  have  the  appearance  of  oppos- 
ing an  important  maasure.  The  hour, 
however,  was  really  Tsty  late ;  oo)^  two    ' 
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or  three  MemberB  for  the  metropolis 
had  yet  spoken,  and  several  ivere  anx- 
ious to  do  so ;  and  as  the  measure  was 
one  involring  a  large  amount  of  taxa- 
tion and  a  zreat  enlai^ement  of  the 
powers  of  the  Poor  I^w  Board,  he 
thought  his  proposition  was  really  not 
unreasonable. 

Mb.  BRUCE  said,  he  was  sorry  to 
put  pressure  upon  the  faon.  Gentleman, 
but  as  the  House  would,  in  any  case 
Edt  until  two  o'clock  in  tbe  moming,  the 
debate  might  as  well  be  continued. 

Mr.  speaker  said,  that  unless  the 
hon.  Member  for  Westminster  (Mr  W. 
H.  Smith)  proceeded  with  his  address 
at  once  he  would  lose  the  opportunity  of 
speaking  upon  that  stage  of  the  Bill. 

Mb.  W.  H.  smith  said,  that  yield- 
ing to  what  seemed  ia  be  the  general 
BOuse  of  the  House,  he  would  withdraw 
his  Motion  and  address  himself  to  the 
main  question.  He  contended  that  if 
the  proposed  buildings  were  erected  an 
increased  charge  would  follow  for  the 
maintenance  ofthe  asylums  for  the  re- 
lief of  the  insane  poor  already  in  course 
of  erection.  There  were  to  be  not  only 
fever  hospitals,  but  district  infirmaries  to 
contain  3,000  patients,  at  a  present  es- 
timate of  £300,000.  No  such  hospital 
had,  however,  yet  been  constructed  at 
£100  per  bed.  Hospitals  built  under 
the  vomntary  principle,  and  which  pro- 
posed the  cure  of  the  sick  poor  usually 
cost  from  £200  to  £300  a  bed.  The 
estimate,  therefore,  appeared  to  him  to 
be  greatly  below  the  mark  if  sis  in- 
firmaries, with  AOO  patients  in  each, 
were  to  be  erected.  Another  considera- 
tion was  the  cost  of  the  beds  when 
they  were  once  provided.  His  impres- 
sion was  that  if  additional  provision 
were  made,  additional  persons  would 
appear  to  claim  it,  and  that  there 
would  be  found  to  be  involved  a  per- 
manent cost  of  £30  or  £40  per  bed  per 
annum.  No  wonder,  therefore,  that 
alarm  was  felt  in  the  metropolis  at 
these  enormous  figures.  There  was,  in 
fact,  a  want  of  confidence  in  the  Poor 
Law  Board,  which  rendered  the  tax- 
payers of  the  metropolis  unwilling  to 
place  greater  powers  in  the  hands  of 
that  Board.  [Fbis  was  not  to  be  won- 
dered at  when  the  head  of  that  Board 
was  changed  with  every  Ministry,  and 
not  unfrequently  during  the  existence 
of  the  same  Ministry.  [Hiere  had  been 
for  some  time  the  want  of  a  r^ular, 


persistent  and  persevering  policy  on  the 
part  of  the  Poor  Law  Board,  and  a 
strong  desire  existed  throughout  the 
metropolis  that  the  administration  of 
the  Poor  Law  should  form  the  subject 
of  a  careful  and  deliberate  inquiry. 
The  right  hon.  Oentleman  now  at  the 
Board  had  not  yet  had  an  opportunity 
of  mastering  all  the  details  of  the  ques- 
tion, and  hence,  probably,  the  vacilla- 
tion and  unoertunty  in  the  administra- 
tion of  the  office  which  had  existed 
during  the  last  three  or  four  months. 
He  did  not  doubt  that  Parliament  would 
be  obliged  to  widen  very  largely  the 
area  of  administration  so  far  as  the 
existing  workhouses  were  concerned. 
It  would  be  necessary  to  separate  more 
completely  the  able-bodied  from  the 
infinu,  and  the  children  firom  adulte. 
On  the  other  hand  he  was  satisfied  that 
the  only  true  system  of  administering 
out-door  relief  was  by  making  it  as 
much  as  possible  local  in  character,  so 
that  those  who  administered  the  relief 
might  bring  to  bear  upon  it  that  per- 
sonal and  local  knowledge  which  was 
found  so  advantageous  in  country  dis- 
tricts. What  was  wanted  was  a  street 
to  street,  and  almost  bouse  to  house, 
visitation,  for  the  purposes  of  out-door 
relief.  The  expenditure  would  thus  be 
greatly  lessened  by  the  elimination  of 
cases  undeserving  of  relief.  There  was, 
however,  the  danger  of  the  loss  of  this 
personal  supervision  under  the  system 
of  amalgamating  lai^  unions.  He 
was  also  apprehensive  that  when  large 
hospitals  were  substituted  for  the  pre- 
sent workhouse  infirmaries,  and  when 
large  numbers  of  sick  were  congr^ated 
in  them,  they  would  be  found  to  be  as 
unhealthy  and  dangerous  as  some  of 
the  wards  of  the  great  London  hospitals. 
While  they  all  desired  to  help  the  suf- 
fering and  deserving  poor,  it  was  equally 
desirable  to  discourage  pauperism  and 
prevent  the  honest  and  prudent  working 
man  from  being  taxed  and  compelled  to 
provide  comforts  for  the  idle  and  impro- 
vident which  he  was  unable  to  obtain 
for  himself.  He  did  not  wish  to  impede 
the  erection  of  these  asylums  and  fever 
and  email-pox  hospitals ;  but  it  was  well 
worthy  the  consideration  of  the  House 
whether  the  Poor  Law  administration 
in  the  metropolis  was  as  satisfactory  aa 
it  ought  to  be  and  whether  it  tended  to 
discourage  pauperism.  The  rate  per 
head  for  the  London  paupers  greatly 
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exceeded  that  for  the  rest  of  the  coun- 
try it  boin^  8j.  id.  per  head  of  the  po- 
pulation of  London,  and  6«.  %d.  through- 
out the  whole  of  the  country.  To  that 
8«.  Ad.  per  head  must  he  added  the  in- 
terest of  the  capital  sum  employed  in 
the  proposed  buildings,  which  would 
amount  to  a  further  sum  of  Id.  or  8i. 
per  head.  There  was  a  large  portion 
of  the  pauper  population  of  London 
which  was  not  the  pauper  population  of 
Loudon  aloue,  but  was,  in  fact,  drained 
&om  the  whole  of  England.  In  behalf 
of  the  metropohs,  therefore,  he  protested 
against  that  charge  being  imposed  on 
the  rate-payers  of  the  metropoEs  alone. 
There  were  other  sources  of  taxation — 
poBsibl;  even  the  CouBoHdated  Fund 
— which  ought  first  of  all  to  be  tried 
before  imposing  so  heavy  a  burden  upon 
the  metropohs. 

Me.  D.  DALETMPLE  said,  he 
thought  a  well-arranged  dispenaaiy  sys- 
tem in  London  would  answer  perfectly, 
but  only  as  a  subordinate  part  of  a  sys- 
tem where  good  and  efficient  hospitals 
existed.  Dispensaries  would  meet  the 
minor  cases,  which  formed  the  com- 
mencement of  pauperism;  for  a  laj^e 
portion  of  the  pauperism  depended  on 
the  head  of  the  family  being  thrown  out 
of  employment  through  illness ;  but 
nothing  could  be  bo  disastrous  or  costly 
as  in  a  great  city  to  adopt  any  system  of 
dispensary  treatment  for  every  kind  of 
disease.  He  very  much  doubted  whe- 
ther the  statistics  of  the  hon.  Member 
for  Finsbury  (Mr.  W.  M.  Torrens) 
would  bear  strict  examination.  For  in- 
stance, there  were  amputations  and  am- 
putations ;  and  those  cases  which  involved 
httle  trouble  and  no  risk  should  not  be 
compared  with  or  included  in  the  list  of 
those  serious  cases  in  which  the  illne 
which  had  led  up  to  the  amputati< 
produced  half  the  danger.  He  did  hope 
that  those  who  had  charge  of  the  expen- 
diture would  exercise  the  greatest  vigi- 
lance and  economy.  He  was  perfectly 
staggered  when  he  heard  the  President 
of  the  Foor  Law  Board  talk  of  the  cost 
per  head  of  some  of  the  proposed  build- 
ings. He  could  not  help  fearing  that 
there  was  to  be  an  outlay  for  architec- 
tural display,  which  was  wholly  out  of 
place.  He  hoped  that  the  estimates  be- 
fore the  House  would  be  considerably  cut 
down.  The  patients  should  be  com- 
fortably and  reasonably  housed  and 
attended  to,  and  not  lodged  in  a  luxury 
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and  semi-splendour  to  which  they  had 
iver  been  accustomed. 
Mk.  GOSOHEN  sai^  it  was  from 
I  want  of  respect  to  bis  hon.  Friend 
the  Member  for  Finsbury  (Mr.  W.  M. 
Torrens)  that  he  would  not  at  that  hour 
attempt  to  follow  hint  tltrough  that  most 
able  speech  to  which  they  had  all  listened 
with  so  much  interest,  to  show,  in  what 
points  hishon.  Friend  was  mistaken,  but 
also  to  show  the  many  points  in  which  he 
entirely  concurred  with  him.  He  was 
mistaken  if  he  thought  that  the  Poor 
Law  Board  discouraged  dispensary  treat- 
ment. That  very  Bill  contained  clauses 
to  enforce  it.  They  found  the  machi- 
nery inadequate ;  they  were  anxious  to 
carry  it  out,  and  if  the  House  passed 
that  Bill,  when  he  had  to  giv«  an  ac- 
count of  his  stewardship  next  year,  the 
erection  of  those  dispensaries  and  the 
improvement  of  the  system  of  out^door 
relief  would  be  among  the  things  which 
he  hoped  he  should  have  been  able  to 
accomplish.  But  he  agreed  with  two  or 
three  hon.  Members  who  had  addressed 
the  House  that  it  was  impossible  to  hope 
to  empty  the  workhouses  in  the  metro- 
polis by  any  carrying  out  of  the  dispen- 
sary system.  And  he  mi^ht  say  the 
same  with  regard  to  schools.  If  th^ 
could  manage  to  place  orphan  children  in 
large  numbers,  and  afterwards  draft 
them  into  the  population  it  would  be 
done;  but  it  was  better  to  have  the 
children  in  district  schools  than  in  any 
workhouse  school.  Then,  again,  the  fever 
cases  would  have  to  remain  in  the  work- 
houses if  there  were  not  fever  hospitals. 
He  agreed  that  it  was  better  to  have  per- 
fect isolation,  but  they  could  not  have  iso- 
lation in  fever  cases  in  the  metropolis. 
But  would  they  leave  fever  cases  in  the 
workhouse ;  or  would  they  treat  them 
in  cottages?  It  was  impossible  to  do 
that.  There  were  thousands  and  thoa- 
eands  of  cases  that  could  not  be  treated 
with  any  hope  of  recovery  in  their  own 
homes.  Acute  cases  end  chronic  cases 
must  be  treated  differently.  If  his  hon. 
Friend  would  introduce  clauses  by  which 
arrangements  should  be  made  authoriz- 
ing guardians  to  send  their  worst  oases 
to  hospitals  they  should  be  taken  into 
consideration.  He  wished  to  utilize  all 
the  space  in  hospitals  that  could  be  used. 
Then,  as  to  expense,  it  seemed  to  be 
thought  that  this  Bill  was  intended  to 
authorize  the  Foor  Law  Board  to  spend 
£l,600,000,bntthatwBBnotBO.    Atpre- 
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Bent  the  Poor  Law  Board  posseesed  all  the 
neceBsaiy  authority,  but  &.&  BUI  was  in- 
tended to  enable  ue  Board  to  supersede 
theneceasityof  Bomeof  the  proposed  hos- 
pitals. He  hoped  the  ^eater  portion 
of  the  six  separate  infirmaries  would  be 
saved  b^  means  of  the  process  he  had  ex- 
plained to  the  House.  Rwaswiththeview 
of  saving  the  erection  of  these  hospitals 
and  infirmaries  that  this  Bill  was  brought 
forward.  A  great  many  of  the  strictures 
of  his  hon.  Friend  the  Member  for 
Finsbury  did  not  apply  to  this  Bill  at  all. 
It  was  in  order  to  carry  out  the  ^stem 
of  classiBcatioii  that  they  wished  this 
Bill  to  bo  passed.  With  regard  to  the 
expenditure,  he  wished  to  point  out  that 
of  the  sum  of  £1,400,000  there  was 
either  expended  or  authorized  to  be  ex- 
pended for  works  in  prepress  the  sum  of 
£700,000.  Thatamount  wasthe  practi- 
cal expenditure  of  the  last  two  years 
under  the  Bill  of  the  right  hon.  Q-entle- 
man  opposite.  Therefore,  they  had  the 
large  sum  of  £700,000  to  deal  with,  and 
if  he  were  able  to  cut  off  &om  that 
amount  some  £300,000  or  £400,000,  he 
should  have  effected,  with  the  assistance 
of  the  House,  a  considerable  saving. 
So  fax  from  the  Qovemment  intending 
to  destroy  local  government,  as  stated 
by  the  hon.  Member  for  Colchester 
(Dr.  Brewer)  their  wish  was  simply  to 
substitute  one  form  of  local  government 
for  another.  As  a  metropolitan  Member 
himself,  he  was  anxious  to  save  expendi- 
ture as  far  as  a  saving  could  be  effected 
consistently  with  efficiency,  and  he 
trusted  that  the  House  would  not  refuse 
to  read  the  Bill  a  second  time. 

Question  put. 

The  House  divided: — Ayes  118 ;  Noes 
15:  Majority  103. 

Main  Question  put,  and  agretd  to. 

Bill  read  a  second  time,  and  eommitted 
tot  I%urtdai/. 


SKAINAaE  &in>    nCPROVEUEKT    OF    LAUDS 

(ibeund)  sttpfleheittal  bill. 
On  Motion  of  Mr.  Atbtoh.  Bill  to  oonBm 
ProTiatonal  OnJan  nndor  "'I be  Drvins^  nnd 
Improvflment  of  Lanila  (Inliind)  Aot,  I8113,"  and 
ths  Aeli  amendinf  Iho  ume,  ardtrtd  to  be 
brongbt  ill  bf  Mr.  Athoh  and  Mr.  Glth.' 
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LIFE  PEERAGES  BILL— (No.  118.) 

( Tht  Earl  Rut$ell.) 

REPOBT  OF  AMENDlfENTS. 

Order  of  the  Day  for  receiving  the 
Report  of  the  Amendments,  read. 

Moved,  "  That  the  said  Report  be  now 
received." — {The  Earl  RutteU.) 

The  Dose  of  ARGYLL :  My  Lords, 
I  did  not  trouble  your  Lordships  with 
any  observations  on  this  Bill,  either  on 
the  second  reading  or  in  Committee,  but 
there  are  reasons  why  I  wish  to  notice 
the  principle  involved  in  it,  and  the  ar- 
guments that  have  been  used  in  support 
of  it.  I  should,  however,  have  oeen 
glad  to  defer  my  remarks  till  the  Bill 
had  reached  its  last  stage,  had  it  not 
occurred  to  me  that  possibly  events 
might  in  the  meantime  arise  in  this 
House  which  may  complicate  the  ques- 
tion, and  may  embitter  a  controversy 
which,  up  to  &6  present  time,  has  been 
conduct«d  without  any  reference  to  party 
politics.  I  cannot  help  thinking  that 
the  aspect  of  the  House  the  other  night 
when  this  Bill  was  under  discussion  was 
one  which  could  not  have  been  alto- 
gether satisfactory  to  either  side.  It 
seemed  to  me  that  the  attitude  of  the 
great  majority  of  nobl^  Lords  on  both 
sides  was  an  attitude  of  uneasiness  and 
suspicion ;  and  that  though  the  BUI  was 
to  be  allowed  to  pass  through  Committee 
by  a  compromise  between  the  Leaders  of 
opposite  sides,  the  large  majority  of  the 
House  did,  and  do  now,  view  it  with  un- 
easiness and  suspicion.  Nor  can  I  be 
surprised  at  this  feeling,  especially  when 
I  look  at  the  immense  gulf— for  I  can 
use  no  milder  term — between  the  argu- 
ments used  in  support  of  the  Bill  and 
the  provisions  to  which  those  arguments 
referred.  My  own  impression  is  that 
the  measure  may  be  useful  or  may  1>e 
highly  mischievous  according  to  the  ar- 
guments used  in  ita  suppwt    NoWi  in 
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the  first  place,  I  cannot  help  obserring 
that  it  submits  the  constitution  of  this 
House  to  the  discusBion  of  the  other 
House ;  and,  though  this  may  be  neces- 
eary  and  advisable  far  grave  reasons,  no 
man  can  deny  that  it  is  in  itself  aa  evil, 
and  that  to  raise  a  discussion  upon  the 
abstract  principles  of  the  Constitution, 
and  of  the  constitution  of  this  House  bo- 
fore  the  other  House,  is  a  proceeding 
which  always  iuTolves  a  certain  amount 
of  danger.  That  danger,  I  must  say, 
will  be  greatly  aggravated  unless  we 
base  and  defend  tMs  measure  upon  ar- 
g^uments  very  different  from  those  which 
have  been  employed  by  some  of  the 
most  distinguished  speakers.  I  am  hound 
to  say  that  I  except  my  noble  Friend 
(Karl  BuBsell),  for  he  used  none  of  the 
arguments  to  which  I  have  referred, 
and  based  the  measure  almost  entirely 
on  the  ground  of  mere  convenience ; 
his  opinion  being  that  it  might  be  the 
means  of  adding  to  the  House,  from 
time  to  time,  men  distinguished  in  litera- 
ture, in  science,  art,  and  politics,  who 
would  adorn  the  House  with  their  pre- 
sence and  give  lustre  to  its  deliberations 
by  their  coimsels  or  their  eloquence, 
liio  force  of  that  argument  I  fully  ad- 
mit, and  I  accept  it,  as  far  as  it  goes, 
in  support  of  the  Bill.  But  the  argu- 
ments used  by  other  noble  Lords  are  of 
a  very  different  character.  The  nohle 
Earl  (the  Earl  of  Carnarvon)  who  held 
the  Office  of  Secretary  of  State  for  tiie 
Colonies,  in  one  of  our  most  recent  Ad- 
minietrationB,  referring  to  the  relations 
which  subsist  between  the  two  Hous^, 
said — 

"A»  nwttera  now  atand  that  nnit;  [the  nnity 
between  tbe  two  Hoa*ea]  can  only  be  aecured  by 
ODO  of  two  WBya — either  we  muit  ^ield  upon  every 
point  to  the  Lower  Houm  or  Pnrliiiinent,  which 
would  be  mere  wea|(neaa  ;  itnil  1  for  one  aay  thM 
politiciil  eiialence  upon  aucb  terma  wouid  not  be 
worth  haTing,  that  il  would  not  be  oredil*ble  to 

argument  and  in  debate  with  tbe  Lower  Houas  of 
FarJiiment ;  and  tbaC  em  only  bu  obtained  by  nail- 
ing lo  Ihii  Houae  tboae  who  will  bring  with  ibem 
ample  knowledge  of  the  various  aubjecta  which 
may  have  to  Ira  debated." — [3  Bantard,  oiovi. 
1181-S.} 

Again,  the  noble  Marquess  who  sits 
near  him  (the  Marquess  of  Salisbury), 
in  a  speech  which  has  often  been  re- 
ferred to,  made  some  remarks  to  the 
same  effect — which,  it  is  true,  formed 
part  of  the  peroration  of  his  speech, 
and  I  am  never  quite  sure  how  for 
XU  Jhih  of  ArgyU 
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it  is  fair  to  bind  men  to  passages  occur- 
ring in  their  perorations,  for  I  think 
we  are  all  apt  to  talk  rather  wildly  in 
what  are  called  perorations.  The  noble 
Marquess,  however,  spoke  with  great  de- 
liberation, andhe  distinctly  recommended 
this  measure  for  the  adoption  of  the 
House  on  the  ground  that  it  was  neces- 
sary to  increase  our  strength  as  a  politi- 
cal body.  That  was  the  whole  gist  of 
his  argument — that  unless  we  adopted 
some  such  measure  we  must  consent  to 
find  ourselves  entirely  subject  to  the  con- 
trol of  the  House  of  Commons.  The  ar- 
gument, therefore,  of  these  two  distin- 
guished Members  of  the  House  is  that, 
tiie  Bill  will  addpoUtical  strength  to  this 
Houae,  and  in  such  a  degree  as  ma- 
terially to  alter  thepresent  relative  posi- 
tion of  the  two  ^uses,  and  to  place 
your  Lordships  on  a  footing,  not  merely 
of  legal  equality,  but  of  influence  and 
authorily  equal  to  the  House  of  Com- 
mons. Now,  the  main  object  for 
which  I  have  risen  on  this  occasion 
is  to  declare  my  firm  conviction  that 
for  such  a  purpose  the  Bill  is  not  worth 
the  paper  on  which  it  is  printed. 
My  conviction,  moreover,  is  that  it  is 
not  desirable  in  any  Constitution  to 
have  two  Houses  of  Parliament  which 
are  co-ordinate  and  co-equal  in  point 
of  actual  power  and  authority.  la 
any  Constitution  in  which  you  have 
two  Chambers  of  this  character  you  are 
liable  at  any  moment  to  come  to  a 
dead-lock.  To  avoid  such  an  evil, 
one  must,  more  or  less,  be  supreme 
over  the  other  as  an  expression  of  the 
will  of  the  nation.  But  even  if  such  a 
state  of  things  were  desirable,  I  believe 
it  to  be  wholly  unattainable  in  this 
country.  You  cannot  have  a  second 
House  of  Parliament — as  it  is  vulgarly 
but  inaccurately  called — co-equal  with 
the  House  of  Commons  in  power  and 
authority,  unless  you  have  it  similarly 
based  on  popular  election.  It  is  true 
that  in  the  United  States  the  Senate  is 
in  a  position  which  enables  it  lo  hold  ita 
own  against  the  House  of  Bepresenta- 
tives ;  but  that  is  because  it  represents 
separate  States,  and  being  also  elective 
it  has  co-ordinate  and  co-equal  autho- 
rity. I  believe  the  object  to  be  one  which 
we  ought  not  to  seek,  and  which,  were 
we  to  seek  it,  is  wholly  unattainable. 
In  that  view  of  the  matter  I  consider 
this  Bill  to  he  wholly  worthless,  and  if 
we  send  it  down  to  the  House  of  Com- 
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mona  ftvowing  that  this  ie  our  object,  WB 
sh&Il  only  cover  ourselves  with  ridicule. 

Eabl  BUS8ELL :  It  is  not  my  object. 

The  DtFKB  os  ARGYLL:  No;  my 
noble  Friend  has  avoided  all  those  argu- 
meuts,  and  has  introduced  the  measure 
on  the  only  safe  grounds  on  which  it  can 
be  argued — ^that  it  will  give  on  opportu- 
nity for  introducing  a  few  distinguished 
Members  into  this  House.  Now,  I  wish 
to  Bay  a  few  words  on  the  grave  accusa- 
tion brought  against  this  House  by  these 
two  distinguiBhed  Members  of  the  Con- 
eervatiTe  party — ^namely,  that  we  have 
lost  our  place  in  the  Constitution,  and 
have  not  kept  pace  with  the  advances 
of  the  community.  If  I  can  interpret 
such  language  at  all,  it  means  that  this 
House  is  w  too  predominantly  Tory, 
and,  of  course,  I  ^ould  agree  in  that 
opinion.  [A  laugh.']  That,  however,  ia 
not  the  question — the  question  is  whe- 
ther our  constitutional  position  has,  up 
to  this  moment,  been  so  managed  with 
reference  to  the  general  opinion  of  the 
country  and  our  relations  with  other 
bodies  in  the  State,  that  we  have  main- 
tained a  large  share  of  influenoe  In  the 
legislation  of  the  country.  Now,  I  en- 
tirely deny  that  our  position  has  been  so 
muoD  endangered  and  altered  by  changes 
which  have  recently  occurred.  How  has 
our  relationship  with  the  House  of  Com- 
mons been  hiuieito  managed  and  con- 
trolled so  as  to  keep  our  hereditary  House 
iairiy  in  line  with  the  general  progress  of 
opinion?  Why,  in  the  first  place,  wehve 
in  the  same  political  atmosphere,  read 
the  same  newspapers,  attend  the  same 
public  meetings;  we  are,  in  fact,  part 
and  parcel  of  the  general  society  of  the 
country;  and  we  must  be  very  stupid 
indeed,  and  must  have  lost  that  power 
of  reflecting  the  opinions  of  the  country 
which  our  ancestors  unquestionably  pos- 
sessed, if  we  are  not  able  to  march  fairly 
abreast  in  the  great  advances  of  public 
.  opinion.  Anotner  vay  in  which  this 
House  has  kept  its  place  abreast  with 
the  opinions  of  the  day  and  in  harmony 
with  the  Constitution  is  not  so  much  in 
Uie  occasional  recruiting  of  the  House 
by  the  raising  of  Commoners  to  the 
Peerage — though  that  ia  an  important 
element  in  the  matl«r — as  it  is  in  the 
fact  that  the  sons  and  heirs  of  Peers  in 
a  large  proportion  of  cases  serve  their 
apprentioeship  in  the  House  of  Com- 
mons, and  there  is  thus  a  continual  re- 
cruitnient  going  on  far  more  important 


than  the  recruitment  by  new  peer^es — 
namely,  by  men  coming  up  to  this  House 
who  have  sat  fifteen,  twenty,  or  thirty 
years  in  the  House  of  Commons,  and 
who  therefore  are  thoroughly  imbued 
with  its  spirit,  and  know  its  power  and 
the  place  it  ought  to  have  in  the  Constitu- 
tion, and  who  take  their  placeshere,  bring- 
ing with  them  the  knowledge  and  sym- 
Sthies  th^  have  acquired  m  the  other 
ouse.  Then,  again,  another  reason  is 
to  be  found  in  the  exercise  of  common 
sense  and  forbearance  on  the  part  of  the 
Leaders  of  the  great  political  parties ; 
but  I  will  not  dwell  upon  that  lest  I 
should  be  thought — which  I  do  not  in 
the  least  intend — to  refer  to  existing  dif- 
ficulties which  are  before  ua.  It  is 
enough  for  me  to  say  that  this  fair  exer- 
cise of  discretion  on  the  part  of  the 
political  Leaders  has  notoriously  been 
one  of  the  great  means  by  which  this 
House  has  been  kept  in  harmony  with 
the  other  branch  of  the  Legislature. 
Another  important  means  is  the  pros- 
pect which  various  parties  have  of  com- 
ing into  Office.  During  the  twenty-two 
years  in  which  I  have  sat  in  this  House 
I  have  often  noticed,  on  the  part  of 
noble  Lords  opposite,  what  appeared 
to  me  very  unreasonable  resistanite  to 
measures  of  a  ^pular  kind,  especially 
measures  aflectmg  the  privileges  of  the 
Church  or  the  liberties  claimed  by 
Dissenters.  I  have  seen  them  resisted 
year  after  year  by  the  same  arguments ; 
but  I  have  always  observed  that  just 
about  the  time  when  the  Conservative 
party  had  some  prospect  of  coming 
into  Office,  the  decks  were  cleared  of  ail 
these  inconvenient  measures.  The  Jews 
were  admitted,  and  various  other  mea- 
sures were  adopted  by  the  Leaders  of  the 
party  opposite  when  it  became  apparent 
that,  clothed  with  the  reeponsibihty  of 
Office,  they  would  have  to  deal  with  those 
measures  themselves.  Now  all  these  are 
means  and  methods  by  which,  under  the 
ordinary  action  of  the  Constitution  of  this 
country,  the  result  has  been  secured  that 
the  House  of  Lords  should  in  the  main 
march  in  harmony  with  the  other  branch 
of  the  Legislature  and  with  the  general 

Srogress  of  the  8tate.  I  do  not,  of  course, 
eny  that  this  House  has  a  tendency  to 
look  upon  great  political  questions  in  a 
somewhat  diflferent  point  of  view  from 
that  taken  by  the  otiier  Hotise :  but  the 
truth  is  that  if  the  majori^  of  this  House 
and  it0  uprit  i«  ecrpi  did  not  lead  them 
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hereditary  peerage  except  on  conditioae 
with  reference  to  peueione  and  other 
tilings  which  it  wae  not  always  coa- 
Tsnient  to  meet.  And  I  do  not  agree 
with  the  opinion  of  those  who  are  ad- 
verse to  the  measure  that  no  persons  will 
be  found  who  will  accept  life  peerages. 
I  beheve  there  are  distinguished  men — 
both  politicians  and  members  of  the 
general  pubhc — whom  it  may  be  veiy 
advantageous  to  have  increased  facilities 
for  introducing  occasionally  as  Mem- 
bers of  this  House,  and  it  is  possiblft 
that  on  special  subjects  they  may  be 
of  great  use  in  conveying  to  us  the 
knowledge  they  may  poBsees.  As  to 
the  great  commercial  class,  I  agree  with 
Lord  Harrowby — whom  I  do  not  see 
present — that  while  the  largest  propor- 
tion of  merchant  princes  will  natuAUy 
be  Members  of  the  House  of  Commons, 
there  is  no  reason  why  they  should  not 
be  introduced  here  ae  hereditary  Peers. 
In  the  p«at  majority  of  cases  they  would 
be  wiUing  to  a<«ept  hereditary  peerages, 
and  they  would  be  a  most  important 
element  of  strength  to  the  House ;  but 
certainly  as  regards  them  I  see  no  neces- 
sity for  introducing  the  principle  of  life 
peerages.  I  am  disposed  to  concur  in  the 
opinion,  rather  implied  than  expressed  on 
a  former  occasion,  that  the  ordmary  Pre- 
rogative of  the  Crown  ought  to  be  exer- 
cised to  a  greater  extent  than  hitherto  in 
introducing  representatives  of  the  com- 
mercial classes  into  this  House.  But  I 
now  refer  solely  to  the  question  whe- 
ther life  peerages  or  hereditary  peerages 
would  be  most  properly  offered  to  them. 
This  BUI  involves  very  serious  constitu- 
tional questions,  and  if  we  send  it  to 
the  House  of  Commons — ^which  I  do 
not  say  that  I  am  against — let  as  put 
it  upon  reasonable  grounds,  and  not 
on  the  ground  that  we  anticipate  that 
it  will  add  materially  to  the  pohtical 
strengthor  weight  of  the  House.  Above 
all,  let  us  not  commit  the  folly  of  sup-  • 
posing  that  it  will  enable  us  to  with- 
stand the  ultimate  decision  of  the  coun- 
try as  expressed  by  the  House  of  Com- 
mons; but  let  us  explain  to  them  that 
there  are  a  certain  limited  number  of 
cases  of  men  distinguished  in  a  literary, 
political,  or  judicial  capacity,  who  might 
with  great  convenience  be  introduced 
as  life  Peers,  and  who  would  adorn  our 
Benches  and  add  to  the  interest  and 
reality  of  our  debates.  Those  are  the  only 
grouiLds  on  which  I  think  this  Bill  ought 


to  take  a  somewhat  different  view  of  pub- 
lic questions  we  should  be  of  no  use  what- 
ever as  a  separate  branch  of  the  Legis- 
lature. That  cannot  fairly  be  complained 
of;  but  the  question  is  whether  this 
House  has  been  accustomed  obstinately, 
without  reference  to  the  state  of  pubhc 
opinion,  to  adhere  to  the  opinion  which 
the  majority  may  have ;  and  I  maintain 
that  hitherto  we  have  been  able  to  keep 
ourselves  abreast  of  the  opinion  of  the 
day,  and  to  exercise  a  powertiil  and  effec- 
tive influence  upon  the  legislation  of  the 
country.  "Whether  out  position  has  been 
rendered  very  much  weaker  by  the  recent 
great  changes  in  the  su&age  remains  to 
be  seen.  At  all  events  it  must  be  re- 
membered that  those  of  our  Members, 
and  they  are  a  very  large  proportion, 
who  first  serve  in  the  House  of  Commons 
will  have  to  go  through  the  same  school, 
and  must  be  elected  along  with  others 
by  household  suffrage ;  and  I  trust  that 
those  influences  will  continue  to  keep  us 
in  the  position  we  have  hitherto  main- 
tained. It  has  been  said  that  on  great 
questions  we  are  apt  to  take  a  class  and 
a  landlords'  point  of  view.  Kow,  it  is 
true  that  Free  Trade  made  very  slow 
progress  here ;  but  I  think  the  public  are 
bouad  to  remember  that,  even  upon  such 
questions  as  these,  affecting  the  early  as- 
sociations much  more  than  the  personal 
interests  of  Members  of  this  House,  there 
have  been  distinguished  Peers  who  were 
foremost  in  the  movement  in  favour  of 
Free  Trade.  I  remember  the  first  debates 
which  took  place  after  I  became  aMember 
of  this  House,  and  I  well  remember  that 
a  Peer  representing  one  of  the  oldest 
&milies  in  this  House  and  one  of  the 
greatest  landed  proprietors  in  the  king- 
dom, the  late  Earl  Fitzwilliam,  night 
after  night  used  to  urge  the  necessity  of 
a  repeal  of  the  Cora  I^ws ;  and  so,  even 
among  the  most  ancient  hereditary  fami- 
lies of  the  country,  there  always  have  been 
men  who  have  taken  a  foremost  part  in 
the  Liberal  movements  of  their  time.  It 
may  be  asked  why,  if  I  regard  this  Bill, 
with  its  proposed  creation  of  two  life 
peerages  a  year  and  a  maximum  num- 
ber of  twenty-eight,  as  unnecessary  and 
worthless  with  regard  to  the  political 
weight  of  this  House,  I  should  vote  for 
it  at  all,  well,  I  support  it  entirely 
on  the  comparatively  narrow  ground 
stated  by  my  noble  Friend  (Earl  Buesell). 
I  have  known  several  instances  in  which 
men  expressed  a  reluctance  to  accept  an 
Tht  Duk*  of  ArgyU 
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to  be  eoBt  down  to  the  House  of  Com- 
mODB,  and  we  ahall  be  damaging;  our 
positioa  and  exfOBing  oureelves  to  de- 
served ridicule  if  ve  send  it  down  as 
baaed  on  any  argumenta  such  aa  tbose 
that  have  been  put  foi^ard  by  the  noble 
Earl  and  the  noole  Marquees  oppOHite. 

The  MAKQTOse  oy  8ALISBUBY:  I 
have  listened  to  the  apeeHjh  of  my  noble 
Friend  with  ever-increasing  perplexity. 
I  know  the  readiness  of  his  answer  in 
debate  and  the  powerful  stream  of  elo- 
quence which  epontaneously  gushes  from 
bis  lips,  and  I  cannot  understand  why  a 
speeca  of  mine  delivered  a  month  ago, 
on  the  first  reading  of  the  Bill,  ^ould 
not  bave  been  answered  at  the  time, 
ahonld  not  have  been  anawered  on  the 
aecond  reading,  should  not  have  been 
answered  on  going  into  Committee,  but 
that  now,  after  this  long  period  of  medi- 
tation, and  I  hope  of  ae^usion,  the  noble 
Duke  should  have  produced  an  answer. 
What  inspiration  has  suddenly  passed 
over  him  and  prompted  him  to  do  what 
he  never  thought  of  doing  before — 
namely,  exposing  my  heresies  f  I  fear 
it  is  hardly  paying  him  the  compliment 
he  has  paid  to  me  to  answer  him  on  the 
q>ot.  What  I  oi^ht  to  do  would  be  to 
move  that  the  debate  be  adjourned  for 
a  month,  by  which  time  I  might,  per- 
hapa,  be  able  to  produce  an  answer. 
Perhaps,  however,  I  was  only  the  peg 
on  whioh  other  doctrines  were  intended 
to  be  e^mreased.  Ferhapa  it  was  the 
shadow  which  coming  events  cast  before 
them,  and  the  rumours  which  are  cir- 
culating about,  which  drove  him  to  this 
unwonted  courae — so  that  by  the  exi- 
gency of  pohtical  events  he  was  com- 
pelled by  an  irresistible  desire  to  nrofess 
tiie  absolute  subordination  of  this  House 
to  the  House  of  Commona,  and  could 
not  repress  the  sentiment  for  a  single 
night.  Well,  I  am  not  prepared  to  fol- 
low him.  I  am  not  prepared  to  have 
any  part  in  an  assembly  which  should 
make  such  an  unrestricted  profession  of 
subserviency  to  the  other  branch  of  the 
L^alature  aa  that  which  he  deaires; 
and,  if  hia  constitutional  doctrine  is  true, 
I  tbink  he  will  soon  have  possession  of 
theae  Benches  to  himself.  I  do  not  intend 
to  follow  the  noble  Duke  into  a  lecture  on 
constitutional  law  or  the  relations  of  the 
twoHousea.  Thatmaybeveryproperneit 
week,  or  the  week  after,  but  it  ia  hardly 
opportune  now.  I  quite  beheve  that 
this  House  ia  subordinate  to  the  nation 
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I  do  not  believe  it  ia  subordinate  to  the 
House  of  Commons.  I  quite  believe, 
with  the  noble  Duke,  that  no  Bill,  how- 
ever large  or  however  small — that  no 
l^slation  of  any  kind  will  make  either 
House  of  Parliunent,  or  any  Minister, 
or  any  autocrat,  or  any  governing  power 
that  has  ever  been  conceived,  aupsrior 
to  the  will  of  the  nation.  There  la  one 
of  hia  criticismB  which,  on  behalf  of  my 
noble  Friend  (the  Earl  of  Carnarvon)  as 
well  aa  my  own,  I  wish  to  answer,  as  the 
noble  Duke's  misapprehension  has  been 
shared  by  others.  It  has  been  supposed 
that  because  we  pointed  to  great  objects 
aa  desirable,  and  on  that  ground  based 
our  support  of  the  BiU, '  tberefore  this 
Bill  would  do  a  great  deal  to  attain  these 
objecta.  Now,  that  doea  not  at  all  fol- 
low. There  are  great  objects  in  reference 
to  this  House  which  it  is  desirable  to 
attain ;  but  it  does  not  follow  that  we 
are  never  to  be  actuated  by  the  wish  to 
attain  them  except  when  we  have  some 
great  and  violent  measure  to  support  or 
to  oppoae.  I  believe,  for  instance,  that 
the  effects  of  thia  Bill  will  be  email,  and 
I  like  it  all  the  better  fbr  that.  I  do  not 
like  a  policy  which  produces  a  trans- 
formation scene  once  every  few  years. 
The  evO  which  I  beheve  exists,  which 
thia  Bill  will  tend  in  a  very  small  degree 
to  remedy,  and  which  oUier  meaeurea 
may  also  tend  to  remedy,  is  simply  this 
— 1  hope  I  ahall  offend  no  one  by  saying 
so — but  no  one  can  have  looked  abroad 
— not  at  the  present  moment  in  parti- 
cular, but  at  the  past  faistoiy  of  tbe 
world — witbout  seeing  that  what  we  call 
the  hereditary  principle  is  not  so  strong 
in  ifa  infiuence  over  mankind  as  it  was 
in  former  times,  and  that  the  process  by 
which  that  change  of  feeling  baa  been 
produced  is  still  in  operation,  and  that 
we  do  not  know  what  will  be  its  limits. 
This  House  was  formerly  strong  through 
the  hereditary  principle.  The  diaracter, 
the  abilities,  the  opportunities  of  its 
Members  might  be  what  they  might; 
but  the  fact  ttiat  they  sat  by  hereditary 
right  gave  it  an  enormous  claim  on  the 
consideration  of  the  country.  Thatpower 
has  not  been  lost,  but  I  believe  it  has 
been  lessened;  and  believing  that  a, 
legislative  aeaembly,  whether  tost  or  se- 
cond, should  be  thoroughly  power&I 
and  efiScient  for  its  object,  it  seems  to 
me  desirable,  as  far  as  we  can,  to  aeek 
new  sources  of  power  &om  which  to 
make  up  to  this  House  that  source  of 
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pover  ^hioli  to  eome  extent  haa  declined. 
Wow,  the  eources  of  power  I  should  seek 
would  be  to  gain  the  general  respect  of 
tiie  country  by  addii^  to  this  House 
distii^uidied  men  of  ^  kiude  who  can 
lend  lufitre  to  our  debates  and  weight  to 
our  councils.  Do  not  tali  of  there  oeinj 
an  addition  of  only  two  Peers  a  year,  ani 
twenty-eight  in  all.  Tou  do  not  count 
influence  by  noses.  It  is  the  weight 
of  the  men  we  hope  to  get,  not  their  nu 
bers,  which  we  expect  to  give  strenj 
to  the  House;  and  as  Amiiehing  t 
Bouice  of  influence  I  hoped  this  Bill 
would  be  passed.  Another  source  which 
I  ventured  to  touch  upon  was  the  re- 
moval of  the  disadvantage  arising  &om 
powerful  and  wealthy  classes  being  able 
to  say,  "  The  House  of  Lords  has  little 
claim  to  my  consideration,  for  there  is 
not  one  man  of  my  kind  in  it."  I  agree 
with  the  noble  Duke  that  this  disadvan- 
ta^  would  be  easily  removed  by  the 
exercise  of  the  ordinary  Prerogative  of 
the  Crown ;  but  this  Bill  may  further 
the  object,  and  I  therefore  think  it  a 
good  one.  I  have  said  this  much  too 
often,  and  I  did  not  dream  of  being 
called  upon  to  speak  of  it  again;  but 
the  extraordinary  ruminating  power  of 
the  noble  Duke,  which  causes  bim  afl»r 
Buch  a  long  process  of  digestion  to  chew 
the  cud,  has  obliged  me  to  intrude  once 
more  on  the  attention  of  the  House. 

LoED  HOUGHTON;  My  Lords,  I 
listened  wi&  great  interest  to  the  epeeol 
or  lecture  of  me  noble  Duke  (the  Duki 
of  Argyll),  and  waited  for  that  part 
upon  which  he  threw  an  undeserved  con- 
tempt—  namely,  his  peroration,  for  I 
hoped  it  would  announce  that  he  was 
gomg  to  oppose  Uie  llirther  progress  of 
the  Bill.  This  is  the  first  great  meaaure 
I  have  seen  treated  with  undue  levity  in 
this  House — indeed,  I  do  not  think  your 
Lordships  have  fully  comprehended,  or 
fully  expressed,  the  enormous  gravity  of 
this  question.  No  doubt  the  noble  Earl 
below  me  (Earl  Bussell)  has  had  the 
simple  object  which  the  noble  Duke  has 
stated;  buttheveryfactthattluHqueBtion 
has  suggested  to  any  of  your  Lordships 
such  djflerent  processes  of  reasoning  and 
BUch  different  conclusions  from  the  noble 
Earl  is  sufficient  to  show  that  when  it  goes 
down  to  the  House  of  Commons  it  will 
not  be  treated  as  the  introduction  into 
this  House  of  a  casual  statesman,  man 
of  letters,  philosopher,  artist,  or  doctor, 
but  as  the  first  tmie  when  the  constitn- 
Tht  Marymt  of  Salitbury 
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tion  of  this  House  has  beoome  a  Beijoas 
subject  of  debate  in  the  House  of  Com- 
mons. Such  a  subject  m^,  no  doubt, 
come  before  the  other  House  Inti- 
mately ;  but  it  ought  not  to  come  before 
it  in  an  accidents  or  fortuitous  manner. 
The  noble  Marquess  (the  Marquess  of 
Salisbury)  appears  to  approve  this  Bill 
because  it  introduces  the  thin  end  of  the 
wedge.  Now,  I  have  alw^s  been  in 
favour  of  gradual  reform,  believing  that 
lai^e  dramatic  reforms  are  not  the  most 
useful  to  the  country,  nor  the  mo^  con- 
genial to  the  political  disposition  of  our 
people ;  but  the  other  extreme  ought  to 
be  avoided,  and  great  and  delicate  ques- 
tiona  ought  not  to  be  started  without 
profound  and  practical  reasons.  The 
object  of  this  Bill  is  to  introduce  a  few 
additional  eminent  men  into  thia House; 
but  have  successive  Governments  done 
all  they  might  have  done  to  introduoe 
those  very  persons  by  the  ordinary  means 
of  hereditary  peerages?  The  greater 
part  of  the  persons  whom  it  is  desirable 
to  introduce  by  this  Bill  would  be  quite 
willing  to  receive  hereditary  peerages, 
and  there  could  be  no  possible  objection 
to  their  receiving  them.  Until,  then, 
you  find  men  obstinately  revising  to 
accept  hereditary  peerages,  you  ought 
not  to  resort  to  other  methods.  I  am 
not  sure  th««  is  not  a  danger  in  Uie 
alleged  necessity  of  getting  more  emi- 
nent  men  in  this  House.  I  <£>  not  see  the 
necessity — I  do  not  see  any  advantage  in 
making  the  House  noher  in  property 
or  int^ect  than  it  now  is.  Ib^eve 
it  is  already  sufficiently  rich  in  them  fiir 
all  purposes  of  political  action.  The 
desire  to  concentrate  in  this  House,  if 
you  could  do  it.  all  the  wealth  and  intd- 
lect  of  the  country  would  not  make  the 
position  of  the  House  safer,  but  infinitely 
more  dangerous.  Ita  real  securi^  de- 
pends on  its  commixture  and  infusion 
with  the  rest  of  the  community,  not  on 
its  coDUsting  exduavely  of  ridi  men  or 
clever  men.  It  mixes  itself  up  even  by 
its  occasional  poverty  with  the  interests 
of  other  classes.  I  should  have  been 
glad  had  some  Peer  of  sufficient  posi- 
tion been  ready  to  arrest  the  further 
progress  of  the  BilL  I  am  sure  there  is 
a  floating  opinion  in  the  House  as  to 
the  danger  and  insecurity  of  the  Bill,  as 
to  the  very  small  object  which  you  wish 
to  attain,  and  as  to  the  tmoertainty  of 
the  object  itself,  which  would  induce  the 
majority  of  the  House,  even  on  the  third 
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)  ezpreea  to  the  noble  Earl 
th^  gratitude  for  haviii^  brought  the 
Bubject  under  their  conBidemtion,  but 
their  conTictdon  that  after  the  maniptila- 
tion  it  has  uudei^ne  it  would  not  be 
for  the  advantage  of  the  Houee  to  proceed 
with  it 

The  Eabl  op  MALMESBITRY  :  My 
Lords,  I  was  not  in  England  when  this 
meaaure  was  introduced,  but  I  read  the 
report  of  the  debate  on  the  firat  reading, 
and  it  certainly  struck  me  that  all  the 
consequences  of  the  introduction  of  the 
Bill  wotdd  be  exactly  what  they  have 
proved  to  be.  The  Bill  in  itself  is  per- 
lectlyworUiless  for  the  improvement  of 
this  House,  if  that  is  its  intention ;  but 
I  felt  that  if  the  question  waa  discuseed 
the  debates  woiud  take  a  turn  which 
might  be  highly  derogatory  to  the 
House,  and  certainly  not  to  its  advan- , 
ta^.  I  was  convinced,  too,  tliat  what 
the  noble  Duke  has  foreshadowed  would 
occur,  and  that  in  the  House  of  Com- 
mons  this  House  would  be  exposed, 
to  jibes  and  reflections  from  those  who 
are  enemies  of  the  institution,  and  to 
discuBsionB  of  its  constitution  which 
would  not  bo  very  agreeable  to  your, 
Lordships  generally.  There  has  beem 
a  doleful  tone — a  tone,'  as  it  were,  of  self- 
condemnation — an  adioission,  or  half  ad- 
mission, that  this  House  was  not  in  its 
proper  position,  and  not  in  accord  witii 
me  other  institutions  of  the  country; 
that  it  has  not  kept  pace  with  the  other 
institutions  and  feelings  of  the  coun- 
try ;  and  that  it  was  gradually  losing  its 
influence  and  power.  Indeed,  bad  a 
foreigner  been  present  on  a.  recent  occa- 
sion he  would  nave  formed  the  impres- 
sion that  the  House  was  actually  on  its 
last  legs,  and  that  unless  we  introduced  < 
a  considerable  number  of  mercantile  men ' 
we  could  not  be  in  accord  with  the  coun- 
try generally.  Now,  I  desire  as  much 
aa  anybody  the  presence  of  what  axe 
ceiled — but,  as  I  shall  presently  show, 
wrongly  —  mercantile  men ;  but  it  is 
firom  Qo  pride  on  our  part,  &om  no 
toxAl  in  the  law,  and  firom  no  want 
of  power  in  the  Crown,  that  this  is 
not  the  case.  If  any  persons  have  been 
to  blame  it  has  been  those  eminent 
Lords  and  Commoners  who,  as  Prime 
Ministers,  have  had  the  selection  of 
Buch  men  in  their  hands — and  no  one 
more  than  the  noble  Earl  himself  has 
had  the  power  during  his  distinguished 
career  of  adding  to  the  ranks  of  the 


peerage.  We  are  certainly  not  in  &tout 
with  tne  publio  Press  at  this  moment ; 
and  tiie  newspapers,  particularly  those 
of  the  Liberal  party,  are  constantiy  ac- 
cusing us — for  they  make  it  an  accusa- 
tion— of  being  entirely  landed  proprie- 
tors. Well,  why  should  we  be  incapable, 
as  landed  proprietors,  of  legislating? 
If,  however,  they  bring  a  charge  ag;ainst 
the  House  they  should  be  correct  in 
their  indictment.  We  are  not  only 
landed  proprietors — we  are  a  great  de^ 
more  than  that.  But  if  we  were  all 
landed  proprietors  we  should  be  in  that 
very  character  the  greatest  merchants 
in  tiie  world,  because  it  would  rest  with 
us  greatiy  and  chiefly  to  provide  thie 
country  with  food.  Surely  that  is  not 
a  position  which  is  at  all  a  Ami  upon 
our  capabilities.  But  we  are  not  all 
landed  prtmrietors.  We  find  a  number 
of  other  industrial  interests  represented 
by  Members  of  this  House.  Who  pos- 
sess more  mines  of  various  kinds  men 
Members  of  this  House?  There  is 
a  Member  of  this  House  who  is  a 
merchant  in  gold.  What,  then,  do  these 
jeers  mean?  They  do  not  mean  tbat 
we  are  incapable,  because  we  are  partly 
landowners,  of  understanding  the  va- 
rious interests  of  the  Stats ;  but  it  is  the 
fashion  or  whim  of  the  public  Press, 
into  which  I  am  sorry  to  see  noble 
Lords  have  also  &llen,  to  find  fault  with 
this  House  for  t^ortcomings  which  really 
do  not  exist.  Not  long  ago  we  were 
told  that  if  we  met  daily  an  hour  earlier 
it  would  save  ub,  for  that  we  were  in 
bad  odour  with  the  country  for  not  meet- 
ing till  five.  Then  we  were  told  we  did 
not  speak  enough,  our  speeches  not 
being  ;long  enough.  Now,  I  maintain 
that  all  that  the  country  has  a  right  to 
expect  is  that  its  business  sho^d  be 
done,  and  well  done;  and  is  that  Ute 
case  or  not?  That  is  what  wo  should 
ascertain,  and  not  launch  into  theories 
as  to  what  this  House  ought  to  be  under 
such  and  such  circumstances,  and  with 
such  and  such  men  within  its  walls.  I 
have  had  communications  with  law- 
yers who  have  been  in  our  Committee- 
rooms,  and  have  watched  what  we 
have  done,  and  I  am  not  a&aid  to 
defend  this  House  against  any  accusers 
as  having  honestly  and  &irly  done  the 
business  of  the  country.  There  can  be 
no  greater  proof  of  our  honesty  than  die 
fact  l^at  real  property  is  far  more 
heavily  taxed  than  personal  property, 
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To  go  no  further  back  than  1688,  this 
"assembly  of  selfisli  landowners,"  as 
Tre  are  repreBented,  have  for  200  jears 
acted  BO  honestly  that  It  has  allowed  its 
ovn  interests  to  suffer,  and  has  allowed 
real  properly  to  pay  more  towards  the 
burdens  of  the  State  than  any  other. 
These  complaints  of  this  House  re- 
mind me  of  the  occasion  when  the 
EmpsFOF  of  Itussia  said  Turkey  waa  a 
dck  man,  and,  inasmuch  as  he  could 
not  live  much  longer,  he  was  to  be 
taken  in  hand  at  once  and  made  to  feel 
his  weakness,  and  of  how  little  use  he 
was  in  Europe.  That  is  exactly  like  the 
language  of  the  public  Press  towards 
this  House.  They  speak,  indeed,  pretty 
plainly,  and  intimate  that  it  muBt  be  an 
elective  body,  and  that  the  hereditary 
princi^e  must  cease.  Now,  the  noble 
Earl  (£arl  Russell)  says  he  can  get  every 
year  two  very  useml  men  as  life  Peers. 
Even,  however,  if  he  does  so.  It  certainly 
wUL  not  save  this  House  &om  the  per- 
dition to  which  many  people  have  de- 
voted it,  and  which  they  nave  prophesied, 
Sut  I  am  convinced  that  he  will  not  find 
eligiblemen  to  accept  theconditions  which 
he  offers.  He  rests  his  aigument  on  the 
principle  that  the  hereditary  peerage  is 
a  very  costly  honour.  Does  he  tMnk, 
however,  knowing  what  human  nature 
is,  that  men  value  cheap  honours  ?  I 
do  not  believe  they  do.  I  believe  that 
the  moment  it  is  looked  upon  as  a  cheap 
honour  it  will  be  despiBed.  Tour  Lord- 
ships will  recollect  that  when  there  was 
a  question  whether  the  Guelph  or  the 
Order  of  the  Bath  should  be  conferred 
on  some  person,  and  when  William  IV. 
announced  his  intention  of  conferring 
the  Guelph  on  him,  somebody's  remark 
was,  "  Serve  him  right."  Now,  that  is 
the  view  which  would  be  taken  of  the 
first  life  peerage,  and  the  recipient  of  it 
would  be  in  a  nondescript  position — in 
the  position  of  a  man  elected,  if  we  cau 
conceive  such  a  thing,  at  a  dub  without 
&e  privileges  and  status  of  oUier  mem- 
bers. Many  inconveniences  will  be  at- 
tached to  it.  The  noble  Earl  does  not 
propose  to  debar  the  Crown  from  creating 
life  Peers  of  different  ranks  —  Earls, 
Harquesses,  or  Dukes,  as  well  as  Barons. 
Suppose  a  life  Peer  was  first  made  a 
Baron  and  afterwards  an  Earl,  his  wife 
would,  of  course,  take  the  title  of  Countess. 
Well,  she  would  go  into  society  with  her 
daughters,  like  other  Countesses;  but 
her  daughters,  though  they  would  sit 
Th*  Sari  of  Malmttbwy 
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by  the  daughters  of  other  Countesses, 
would  have  no  rank  or  title — and  do 
those  who  know  society  and  the  world 
believe  that  that  would  be  pleasant  to 
the  parents  ?  That  is  an  illustration  of 
the  felse  position  in  which  persons 
will  be  placed  if  you  leave  the  old 
trodden  padi  with  r^ard  to  honours 
and  position.  If  I  could  see  that  any 
real  strength  would  accrue  to  this  House, 
I  should  be  the  first  to  support  the  Bill ; 
but,  seeing  that  it  is  a  great  innovation 
in  the  Constitution,  breaking  as  it  does 
into  the  hereditary  principle — seeing 
that  those  who  accepted  the  position 
would  probably  soon  deplore  such  ac- 
ceptance— seeing  that  it  would  do  us  no 
good  whatever,  and  would  expose  us  to 
anything  but  agreeable  remarks  in  the 
House  of  Commons,  I  must  make  up  my 
mind,  though  with  great  regret,  to  move 
that  the  Beport  of  this  Bill  be  received 
this  day  three  months. 

An  Amendment  moved  to  leave  out 
("now"l  and  insert  ("this  day  three 
months.") — {Th«  Earl  of  Malmetiury.) 

TiBcourrr  8TBATF0ED  DE  RED- 
CLITFE :  My  Lords,  it  appears  to  me 
that  this  Bill  is  fraught  with  a  veiy 
dangerous  innovation.  It  is  small  in  its 
dimensions,  and  therefore  calculated  to 
creep  in  upon  our  acc^ttance  against 
our  better  judgment.  Not  that  I  would 
impugn  the  motives  of  my  noble  and 
illustrious  ^Friend  (Earl  Russell);  but*I 
must  be  allowed  to  say  that,  in  my  opi- 
nion, a  more  unfortunate  moment  could 
hardly  have  been  selected  for  the  intro- 
duction of  such  a  Bill.  My  objection  to 
the  Bill  goes  {m  beyond  its  details  ;  it 
goes  to  the  very  principle  of  the  mea- 
sure, and  applies  to  it  so  strongly  that  I 
cannot  conceive  any  Amendment  which 
could  reconcile  me  to  its  adoption.  It 
appears,  my  Lords,  to  me  that  the  intro- 
duction of  life  peerages  would  seriously 
affect  the  character  and  stability  of  this 
House.  It  has  been  observed — and  I 
think  most  correctly — that  your  Lord- 
ships' House  must  rest  for  its  sumkort 
on  a  very  different  foundation  from 
that  on  which  the  other  House  of  Par- 
liament depends.  This  branch  of  the  Le- 
gislature  has  no  part  of  the  strength  de- 
rivable from  popular  representation",  but 
must  look  elsewhere  for  the  sources  of  its 
authori^.  They  are  to  be  found  in  the 
sense  of  its  usefulness  as  a  saf^^nard 
for  the  encroachments  of  the  Crown  oa 
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the  one  side,  and  &om  the  dangers  of 
popular  excitement  on  the  other.  They 
are  to  be  found  in  the  independence  of 
ita  5f  embers  and  their  Teignt  in  the  so- 
cial scale — in  the  prescriptive  character 
of  the  institution — in  the  charm  of  ita 
hirtorical  traditions — in  its  hereditary 
rights,  and  in  the  recollection  of  its 
early  struggles  in  the  cause  of  freedom. 
Even  were  it  otherwise,  I  would  Bubmit 
that  the  present  moment  ie  most  un- 
&Tourable  to  the  discussion  of  the  pro- 
posed innovation,  and  that  if  the  Bill 
were  to  pass  your  Lordships'  House  it 
would  afford  matter  for  senous  embar- 
rassment in  the  other  House  of  ParUa- 
ment.  Such,  in  few  words,  are  the  im- 
pressions which  I  entertain  upon  this 
ill-timed  and  hazardous  question,  and  I 
venture  to  remind  your  Lordships  that 
my  position  in  this  House  is  one  which 
renders  it  veiy  unlikely  that  I  should 
have  contracted  any  prejudice  against 
the  noble  Mover's  proposal.  On  the 
contrary,  I  might  bo  supposed  witli  more 
probability  to  have  a  bias  in  favour  of 
the  Bill.  But  the  truth  is  that  I  see  an 
innovation  capable  of  sapping  the  foun- 
dations of  our  institution  without  any 
Srospect  of  advantage  at  aU  equal  to  the 
anger,  and  I  also  perceive  in  the  very 
smaBness  of  the  measure  a  certainty  of 
its  being  expanded  into  far  different  pro- 
portions at  no  distant  period.  On  these 
and  other  groimds,  which  need  not  now 
be  stated,  I  am  prepared,  with  all  re- 
n>ect  for  my  noble  Friend  the  Mover  of 
the  Bin,  to  give  my  vote  against  its 
third  reading,  should  the  Motion  of  the 
noble  Earl  behind  me  be  pushed  to 
a  division. 

LoBD  GAIBNS :  I  do  not  rise  in  any 
way  to  taunt  the  noble  Duke  opposite 
(the  Duke  of  Argyll),  when  I  say  that 
your  Lordships  find  yourselves  in  a 
somewhat  singolar  and  perplexing  [rosi- 
tion,  in  consequence  of  the  observations 
made  at  the  beginning  of  this  conversa- 
tion. I  do  not  rise  to  taunt  the  noble 
Duke  with  this ;  but  I  cannot  help  re- 
marking that  on  eveiT  occasion  when 
this  Bill  comes  to  be  discussed  in  this 
House,  your  Lordships  obtain  more  and 
more  an  insight  into  considerations 
closely  affecting  the  principle  and  closely 
connected  with  the  working  of  the 
sure.  It  is,  therefore,  by  no  means 
strange  that  opinion  ripens  on  the  sub- 
ject, and  that  many  Members  of  your 
Lordships'  House  who  paid  bat  uttle 
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attention  to  the  BUI  in  the  first  instance 
e  to  have  more  decided  views, 
opposed  to  it.  I  think  it  is 
doubtful  whether,  without  notice,  your 
Lordships  ought  to  go  to  a  division  at 
this  stage  in  order  to  put  an  end  to  the 
progress  of  the  Bill;  But,  at  the  same 
time,  I  must  say  that  I  think  it  would  be 
within  the  competence  of  my  noble 
Friend  (the  Earl  of  Malmesbu^)  on  the 
third  reading — now  that  your  Lordships 
see  the  form  the  BUI  has  assumed,  and 
the  at^uments  that  are  put  forward  in 
support  of  it — to  take  the  opinion  of  the 
House  as  to  whether  the  measure  is  one 
which  ought  to  pass.  I  hope  the  noble 
Earl  who  introduced  the  Bill  will  fix  the 
third  reading  for  such  a  time — and  that 
time  cannot,  I  think,  be  within  the  pre- 
sent week — as  will  give  your  Lordsnips 
an  opportunity  of  considering  all  the 
circumstances,  so  that  we  may  then  be 
prepared  to  come  to  a  vote.  I  hope, 
also,  that  before  Uie  Motion  for  the  third 
reading  we  may  have  an  advantage 
which,  up  to  this,  it  would  appear  we 
have  not  enjoyed.  I  was  under  the  im- 
pression that  the  Government  were  pre- 
pared to  recommend  this  Bill,  and  ask 
your  Lordships'  assent  to  it,  on  the 
ground  that  tney  thought  it  would  be  a 
convenient  arrangement  if  the  Govern- 
ment had  power  to  a  limited  extent  to 
confer  life  peerages  on  persons  who, 
either  from  their  official  experience  or 
peculiar    qualifications,    might    render 

Sortant  assistance  to  your  Lordships' 
berations.  But  I  confess  I  have 
come  to  have  very  great  doubts  as  to 
whether  they  will  now  be  able  to  recom- 
mend it  on  that  ground ;  because  the 
noble  Duke  has  thie  evening  supported 
it  entirely  on  different  grount^  from 
those  taken  by  my  two  noble  Friends 
below  the  Gan^ay ;  and  when,  on  a 
former  occasion,  I  took  exception  to  some 
remarks  of  my  noble  Friend  the  noble 
Marquess  (tiie  Marquess  of  Salisbury), 
the  noble  Earl  the  Colonial  Secretary 
endorsed  these  remarks,  and  said  they 
were  a  proof  of  my  noble  Friend's  large- 
ness of  mind.  I  want  to  know,  &ere- 
fore,  whether  the  Government  are  pre- 
pared to  recommend  this  Bill  for  adop- 
tion by  your  Lordships'  House,  and,  if 
80,  on  what  grounder  I  sa^  again,  I 
do  not  like  the  Bill.  The  object  of  my 
efforts,  in  respect  to  it,  was  to  make  it 
as  harmless  as  it  could  be  made.  I 
thought,  on  its  first  introduction,  that 
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there  was,  to  a  certain  extent,  a  desire 
on  both  Eddea  to  hare  some  such  Bill, 
and  I  endeaToured  to  make  it  aa  inno- 
cuouB  as  it  could  be  made.  I  ebould  be 
better  pleased  that  it  vas  rendered  en- 
tirely innocuous  by  Its  rejection. 

Easl  BU68ELL:  I^tiallnaQie  such 
a  time  for  the  third  reading  as  will  give 
all  your  Lordships  an  opportunity  of 
taking  part  in  the  diecusBion.  I  cannot 
rise  wittkout  taking  some  notice  of  argu- 
ments that  have  been  used  in  the  course 
of  this  discussion.  With  regard  to  my 
noble  Frieudbehindme  (Lord  Houghton), 
I  do  not  think  he  was  always  of  the  same 
opinion  as  he  appears  to  be  now  with  re- 
spect to  the  wants  of  this  House — he  did 
not  always  object  to  the  addition  of  men 
of  talent  to  your  Lordships'  House. 
Among  the  men  whose  experience  in 
public  affairs  made  it  desirable  that  they 
should  have  seats  in  this  House  I  may 
mention  Sir  James  Harris.  He  was  not 
made  a  Peer  on  account  of  his  lai^ 
estate.  He  was  eminent  ibr  his  diplo- 
matic ability  and  hie  dexterity  in  taking 
advantage  of  an  emergency.  Ultimately 
he  was  possessed  of  means  that  en- 
abled him  to  accept  a  peerage;  but  there 
have  been  others  who  mstingnished 
themselves  in  diplomacy,  and  who  felt 
themselves  unable  to  accept  an  heredi- 
tary peerage.  I  believe  ttiere  are  dis- . 
tinguished  men  who  would  rather  shrink 
from  such  a  dignity,  but  who  would  be 
glad  in  the  evening  of  their  life  to  have 
a  seat  in  your  Lordships'  House,  where 
they  might  deliver  their  opinions  on  the 
affairs  of  Europe.  The  only  object  I 
have  in  view — and  I  believe  the  omy  ab- 
ject my  Friend  the  noble  Duke  has  in 
view — is  to  increase  the  strength  of  your 
Lordships'  House  by  the  introduction  of 
men  of  great  ability  and  eminent  cha- 
racter. I  fully  believe  that  the  feeling  in 
favour  of  the  hereditary  principle,  to 
which  mankind  has  so  long  been  at- 
tached, is  as  strong  now  as  at  any  time. 
We  all  know  that  when  the  present 
Emperor  of  the  French  started  as  a 
candidate  for  the  Presidency  of  the 
French  Bepublic,  he  was  not  able  to 
refer  to  any  great  civil  or  militaiy 
achievements,  but  trusted  principally  to 
his  connection  with  a  great  Sovereign 
—  and  it  was  the  name  of  Napoleon 
that  carried  his  election.  What  was  the 
name  of  Napoleon  but  an  hereditaiy 
claim?  Even  Savage,  Then  he  wrote  the 
scoffing  line — 
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"  No  tenth  truiRiiitt«r  of  »  fooliih  &o»," 
prefaced  it  with  the  line — 
"  He  Utbi  to  build ,  not  boait,  &  generou*  noe :" 
thus  showing  that  although  he  scorned 
to  be  the  descendant,  he  wished  to  he 
the  progenitor  of  a  race  of  great  men. 
I  tbink  there  is  a  great  misapprehension 
of  the  place  of  this  House  in  the  Consti- 
tution, when  it  is  stated  that  we  should 
endeavour  to  strengthen  this  House  in 
order  to  enable  it  to  act  as  a  balance  to 
the  House  of  Commons.  We  must  not 
forget  that  the  real  umpire — the  ultimate 
court  of  appeal — in  this  country,  on  all 
questions  of  importance,  conaiBts  of  the 
^eat  body  of  the  people  of  &igjand. 
We  ma^  learn  something  on  this  point 
from  history.  Thus  we  reed  in  Lord 
Uacaulay's  History,  that  the  party  which 
carried  the  Kevolution  in  1668,  were 
completely  overthrown  in  1690  when  the 
Tory  party  obtained  an  immense  majo- 
ri^  in  the  elections.  Again,  when  the 
Duke  of  Marlborough  wished  to  continue 
the  war,  the  House  of  Commons,  who 
were  opposed  to  that  policy,  gained  the 
superiority,  because  the  people  of  Eng- 
land were  in  favour  of  me  war  being 
discontinued.  In  1784,  however,  when 
this  House  threw  out  the  India  Bill, 
which  had  received  the  support  of  a  great 
majority  in  the  House  of  Commons,  an 
appeal  was  made  to  the  people  upon 
the  subject,  and  th^  decided  m  favour 
of  the  House  of  Lords  and  against 
the  Honse  of  Commons.  On  the  other 
hand,  this  House  was  obliged  to 
yield  in  1832  to  the  decision  of  the 
House  of  Commons,  because  that  deci- 
sion was  supported  by  the  people.  I 
have  referred  to  these  instances  to  show 
that,  even  as  it  is  at  present  constituted, 
the  House  of  Lords  is  not  obliged  to 
yield  in  every  case  to  the  decision  of 
the  House  of  Commons.  When,  how- 
ever, the  decision  of  the  great  body  of 
the  people  of  the  United  Kingdom  has 
been  ascertained  it  must  prevail,  whe 
ther  it  be  in  favour  of  the  House  of 
Commons  or  of  the  House  of  Lords, 
Under  these  circumstances,  I  think  that 
the  Bill  must  stand  upon  its  own  merits, 
and  should  not  be  looked  upon  aa  cal- 
culated to  effect  any  change  in  the 
balance  of  power  between  the  two 
branches  of  the  Legislature. 

Eabl  GBANVniE ;  I  do  not  think 
it  necessary  to  address  any  observationa 
to  your  Lordahips  after  tke  speech  of 
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the  noble  Earl.  I  wish,  horever,  to 
take  tliia  opportunity  of  observing;  tliat 
the  Btat«ment  of  the  noble  and  learned 
Lord  opposite  (Lord  Cairns)  was  inaccu- 
rate with  reference  to  what  I  stated 
irith  regard  to  the  tone  of  the  Bpeeches 
mads  by  him  and  by  the  noble  MarquesB 
upon  the  first  reading  of  this  Bill.  What 
I  said  was  that  there  was  a  remarkable 
contrast  between  the  speech  of  the  noble 
Marquess  on  the  first  reading  of  the 
Bill,  in  which  he  stated  that  the  Bill 
would  promote  the  interests  of  this 
House,  and  the  grudging  tone  in  which 
the  noble  and  learned  Lord  admitted 
that  the  merit  of  the  Bill  depended  upon 
its  details.  I  wish  further  to  state  that 
it  is  beyond  doubt  that  the  noble  Earl 
(the  Earl  of  Malmeebury)  has  a  perfect 
right  to  express  his  dissent  to  the  Bill 
at  any  of  its  stages ;  but,  at  the  same 
lime,  I  think  this  House  would  be  placed 
in  a  rather  ridiculous  position  ii^  after 
a  compromise  had  taken  place  on  this 
Bill,  which  passed  through  Committee 
without  a  single  dissentient  voice  being 
raised  against  it,  any  large  number  of 
your  Lordships  should  feel  called  upon 
to  vote  for  the  rejection  of  the  Bill  on 
its  third  reading. 

The  Eabi,  of  HALMESBTTfiT:  I 
entirely  agree  with  what  has  f^en 
&om  the  noble  Earl,  that  it  would  be  a 
most  improper  course  for  any  Member 
of  your  Lordships'  HousS  to  surprise 
the  House  by  pressing  for  a  sadden 
dirision  without  having  previously  an- 
nounced his  intention  of  doing  so.  Un- 
der these  circumstances,  I  shall  not  call 
upon  your  Lordships  to  divide  upon  this 
Bill  to-night — especially  since  the  noble 
Earl  has  been  good  enough  to  state  that 
he  will  name  a  convenient  day  for  the 
third  reading. 

Amendment  (by  Leave  of  the  House) 
withdrawn;  Then  the  original  Motion 
was  agretd  to;  Beport  received  accord- 

uigly. 

Easl  obey  proposed  to  insert  a  new 
Clause — 

"  If  tb«  niusW  of  Lif*  PMn^M  kathoriiMl  b; 
thii  Act  ihould  be  complete,  or  if  Her  Mkjeitj 
thoald  bBve  alreadjr  granled  two  nich  peeragea 
dnrlDg  tbe  current  ^ear,  at  the  time  when  ■  per- 
ND  ii  appaioled  to  an  otBoe  nnder  tbe  Crown  m 
ODt  of  Her  Hajeity'a  eoofldealnl  lerranti,  it 
■ball  be  bwrul  for  Her  Hajeat^  to  grant  ■  ipecial 
aod  oztraordiaarj  Li/e  Peerage  to  the  peraon  ao 
appointed  to  be  a  Cabinet  Uialitcr,  ifit  «hoald 
bi  for  tfaa  coQTonianc*  of  the  pubiia  Mrfioa  (hat 
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ahould  have  a  aeat  in  (be  Hobm  of  Lordi,  and 
he  ahould  be  onwillJDg  to  accept  an  hereditary 
peerage.  In  calculsting  lbs  number  of  Life  Peer- 
Rgea  which  Her  Majeat;  ii  authoriied  to  create 
under  this  Act,  special  and  eitraDrdinar;  Life 
Peerages  shall  be  coant«d." 

E*ni-  STANHOPE  said,  that  when  the 
Bill  was  in  Committee  he  proposed  cer- 
tain gualifications  which  were  embodied 

an  Amendment,  prepared  with  great 
care,  and  which  had  the  Bp|irobation 
of  his  noble  and  learned  Iriend  the 
Leader  upon  that  dde  of  the  House. 
Their  Loraships,  after  some  debate,  ax- 
rived  at  the  conclusion  that  the  quali- 
fications proposed  in  that  Amendment 
were  inexpedient,  and  that  the  Bill 
should  be  couched  in  the  most  simple 
terms.  The  prindple  of  simplicity,  how- 
ever, would  be  departed  from  if  the 
House  were  now  to  adopt  the  somewhat 
complicated  provision  which  bad  just 
been  proposed  by  his  noble  Friend.  In 
the  case  put,  of  a  change  of  Government 
occurring  when  the  number  of  life 
peerages  had  been  fiUed  up,  the  worst 
onvenience  which  could  result  would 
that  the  Great  Seal  would  pass  into 
hands  which  would  not  be  those  of  a 
Peer,  but  of  a  Lord  Keeper — a  term  by 
no  means  novel  in  our  histoiy.  Among 
many  other  instances  that  might  be 
given,  Lord  Gowper  had  held  ule  Seal 
lor  a  long  period  before  he  was  pro- 
moted to  the  Office  of  Chancellor  and 
a  peert^.  With  great  respect,  there- 
fore, for  his  noble  Frien»i,  to  whose 
opinion  he  was  always  anxious  to  show 
deference,  he  thought  it  would  bO  un- 
wise to  complicate  the  measure  by  the 
introduction  of  this  Amendment. 

The  Eael  of  HABROWBT  pointed 
out  that  there  had  been  repeated  in- 
stances of  a  Lord  Chancellor  taking  his 
seat  upon  the  Woolsack  before  he  be- 
came a  Peer. 

LoED  OHELMSFOED  said,  that  he 
himself  had  sat  in  the  House  as  Lord 
Chancellor  before  he  became  a  Peer. 

Amendment  negatived. 

Loan  LTVEDEN  remarked,  that  the 
wording  of  the  Preamble,  as  it  stood, 
might  convey  an  impression  unfavour- 
able to  their  Lordships'  House.  The 
words  ran :  —  "  And  whereas  it  is  ex- 
pedient to  afford  facilities  for  the  intro- 
duction into  the  House  of  Lords  of  per- 
sons distinguished,"  and  so  on.  This 
might  imply  either  that  such  persons 
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wem  not  nov  to  be  found  in  tlie  House 
of  Lords,  OF  that  they  could  not  gain 
admittance. 

Preamble  (unended  by  inserting  the 
word  ("  greater")  before  ("  facilitiee,") 
and  agreed  to. 

Bill  to  be  read  3*  on  Monday  the  2Ut 
itutant. 

BRIDGWATER  ELECTION. 
In  the  Commons  Address  to  Her  Ma- 
jesty, moved  to  fill  up  the  blant  with 
("  Lords  Spiritual  and  Temporal,  and  "); 
agreed  to:  Then  it  was  moved  that  the 
name  of  Edwin  Flumer  Price,  Esquire, 
one  of  Her  Majesty's  counsel,  be  Bubstd- 
tuted  for  that  of  William  Forsyth,  Es- 
quire, one  of  Her  Majesty's  counsel,  in 
tiie  said  Address;  agreed  to:  Then  the 
said  Address  as  amended  agreed  to  (The 
Xiord  Chancellor) ;  and  a  message  sent 
to  the  House  of  Commons  to  acquaint 
them  that  the  Lords  have  agreed  to  the 
said  Address,  and  have  filled  up  the 
blank  and  have  substituted  the  name  of 
Edwin  Plumer  Price,  Esquire,  for  that 
of  William  Forsyth,  Esquire,  in  the 
said  Address:  The  Lord  Steward  and 
the  Lord  Chamberlain  to  attend  Her 
Majesty  with  the  Address  on  the  part  of 
this  House :  The  Lord  Chamberlain  to 
wait  upon  Her  Majesty,  humbly  to  know 
what  time  Her  Majestr  will  please  to 
appoint  to  he  attended  with  the  said 
Address. 

REPORTS   OF  JUDGES   ON   ELECTION 

INQDIRIES— CITY  OF   DUBUN 

ELECTION. 

JOINT  AODBESSES. 

The  LOED  CHANCELLOE  :  My 
Lordn,  I  have  to  ask  the  concurrence  of 
your  Lordships  with  the  House  of  Com- 
mons in  Addresses  upon  the  subject  of 
certain  elections  as  to  which  the  Judges 
who  were  constituted  by  the  Act  of  Par- 
liament last  year  as  the  proper  tribunal 
for  investigating  corrupt  practices  at 
elections  have  made  their  Eeport.  And 
with  regard  to  five  out  of  the  six  Beports 
no  question,  I  believe,  can  arise,  or  has 
been  suggested,  as  fit  for  discussion. 
But  as  regards  the  sixth  case— that  of 
the  Cify  of  Dublin  Election — a  question 
has  been  raised  in  the  House  of  Com- 
mons which  does  appear  to  he  a  proper 
one  for  discussion.  As  regards  ifubmi, 
a  discussion  arose  in  the  other  House  as 
to  the  effect  of  the  Report  of  the  learned 
■Lori  Lgveden 
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Judge.  The  Act,  on  the  construction  of 
which  the  discussion  arises,  is  the  IS  ft 
16  Viet.  c.  57 — because  the  Act  of  last 
Session  simply  transferred  the  jurisdic- 
tion formerly  given  to  Election  Commit- 
tees of  the  House  of  Commons  to  the 
Judges  appointed  to  try  these  petitionB, 
and  made  no  difference  in  the  lan^ui^Q 
of  the  former  enactment  with  reference 
to  the  point  now  under  consideration. 
The  language  of  the  16  &  16  Viet.  c.  57 
as  to  corrupt  practices  is  that  when  by 
the  joint  Address  of  both  Houses  of 
Parliament  it  should  be  represented  to 
Her  Majes^  that  a  Committee  of  the 
House  of  Commons,  appointed  to  tiy 
any  election  petition,  or  to  inquire  into 
corrupt  practices  at  any  election,  had 
reported  "that  corrupt  practices  had 
extensively  prevailed,  or  uiat  there  was 
reason  to  believe  that  they  had  exten- 
sively prevailed,"  in  any  place  where 
the  election  was  held,  and  the  Housog 
of  Parliament  should  thereupon  pray 
HerMajestyfo  cause  inquiry  to  be  made 
under  Uiat  Act,  that  then  the  inquiry 
should  proceed.  What,  therefore,  the 
Committee  was  required  to  report  was, 
"fliat  corrupt  practices  had,  or  that 
there  was  reason  to  believe  they  had," 
extensively  prevailed  in  the  place  where 
the  election  was  held.  I  will  first  state 
what  appears  to  me  to  be  the  plain  mean- 
ing and  intent  of  the  Act.  ^e  object  of 
the  Legislature  was  to  secure  an  investi- 
gation whenever  corrupt  practices  had 
extensively  prevailed,  and  a  great  deal, 
therefore,  will  tnm  on  the  meaning  of 
the  word  "extensively."  I  confess  I 
cannot  bring  my  mind  to  doubt  the  in- 
tent and  meaning  of  that  word.  The 
House  of  Commons,  in  its  connection 
with  this  subject-matter,  has  been  in  the 
habit,  when  a  general  amount  of  cor- 
ruption has  prevailed  among  any  portion 
of  the  electors,  to  present  an  Adtu^sa  to 
flie  Crown  praying  that  a  special  inquiry 
mi^ht  be  made  in  order  to  ascertain 
whether  that  extensive  corruption  pre- 
vailed. Unfortunately,  it  was  olscovered 
that  in  many  of  these  cases  a  certain 
class  of  voters  were  not  those  who  were 
least  disposed  to  yield  to  these  tempta- 
tions— I  mean  the  firemen  of  the  dif- 
ferent towns.  The  word  "extensively" 
I  read  as  contrasted  with  "  slightly,"  or 
cases  which  the  seal  of  an 
agent  or  the  &cilitieB  of  temptation 
might  occasion.  "Eztonsve  oorrup- 
tion,"  —  "'---'— *— -" *-"■- 
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vulgarly  called  "vlioleBale  corruption" 
^-corruption  on  a  great  scale — and  I  do 
not  conceive  it  can  be  held  to  refer  to 
the  nnmbers  of  the  constituency,  or  to 
be  relative  to  those  numbers.  I  take  it 
that  if  anybody  should  corrupt  150  per- 
sona, and  offer  to  corrupt  200  or  300 
more,  that  would  be  exteusive  corrup- 
tion, whether  the  borough  contains  600, 
or  6,000,  or  26,000  electors.  In  either 
case  the  attempt  to  corrupt  the  electors 
would  be  "  extensive  corruption."  Ex- 
traordinary care  was  taken  in  this  sta- 
tute to  secure  the  means  of  remedying 
BO  great  and  serious  an  evil  aa  a  lai^ely 
extended  course  of  corruption,  because 
it  enacted  not  merely  that  where  those 
practices  had  existed  there  should  be 
this  remedy,  but  where  the  Judge  re- 
ported that  there  was  reason  to  believe 
that  they  had  existed.  That  being  so, 
the  question  that  arises  in  Dubhn  is 
this : — The  learned  Judge  who  had  cog- 
nizance of  this  matter  made  his  Beport, 
as  stated  in  the  Address,  that  corrupt 
practices  extensively  prevailed  among 
the  freemen  voters  at  the  last  election 
for  the  city  of  Dublin,  and  he  added 
that  it  had  not  been  diown  that  corrupt 
practices  extensively  prevailed,  or  that 
there  was  reason  to  believe  they  had  ex- 
tensively prevailed  among  any  other  close 
of  voters — that  is  to  say,  mere  was  a 
laj^e  class  of  men  among  whom  corrupt 
practices  extenmvely  existed,  but  the 
rest  of  the  constituency  were  pure.  Is 
it  ever  the  case  that  the  whole  of  a 
constituency  are  corrupt  P  Is  there  any 
ease  that  can  be  named  of  the  kind  7  I 
hope  and  believe  not.  The  freemen  are 
just  the  class  among  whom  corrupt  prac- 
tices  have  too  often  prevailed.  There 
are  2,500  or  2,600  freemen  in  the  city  of 
Dublin,  and  there  was,  it  appeared, 
what  might  be  called  wholesale  and  ge- 
neral corruption  among  that  class.  They 
formed  about  one-fifih  of  the  whole  con- 
stituency, which  numbered  13,000  or 
14,000  voters.  In  the  city  of  Dublin, 
beyond  a  doubt,  on  the  Eeport  of  the 
Judge,  the  construction  of  the  word 
"  extensive"  applies.  There  are  several 
boroughs  in  which  there  is  a  lai^  class 
of  agricultural  voters,  as  well  aa  the 
urban  class,  living  in  the  town.  Sup- 
pose it  were  reported  that  corrupt  prac- 
tices extensively  prevailed  in  one  of 
these  classes.  Now,  it  would  be  a  very 
serious  thing  if  your  Lordships  were  to 
hold  that  it  does  not  signify  now  many 


are  corrupted  if  the  Jadge  who  tries  the 
case  does  not  report  that  the  corruptioD 
had  been  extensive  throughout  the  whole 
community.  I  have  tried  to  satisfy  my- 
self on  this  subject  by  supposing  that 
cattle  plague  had  broken  out,  that  your 
Lordships  were  dealing  with  the  matter 
in  order  to  prevent  the  spread  of  the 
disease,  that  a  Bill  had  been  framed  just 
like  this,  and  that  if  it  had  been  re- 
ported that  the  cattle  plague  exten- 
sively prevailed  in  a  county  yon  would 
have  power  to  take  steps  to  provide 
against  the  spread  of  the  disease.  If 
you  obtained  a  report  that  it  extensively 
prevailed  among  all  the  black  cattle, 
but  that  it  was  not  shown  to  exist  among 
all  cattle,  it  would  surely  be  a  strange 
thing  to  say  that  the  plague  did  not  ex- 
tensively exist  in  the  county,  and  that 
means  ought  not  to  be  at  once  taken  to 
prevent  tne  spread  of  the  disease.  I 
think  there  can  be  no  reasonable  doubt 
that  a  Commission  should  issue  in  the 
case  more  particularly  under  discussion. 
The  noble  and  learned  Lord  concluded 
by  moving  to  fill  up  the  blanks  in  the 
several  Addresses  relating  to  the  Elec- 
tions for  Norwich,  Beverley,  Sligo,  and 
Cashel,  with  the  words  ("Lords  Spiritual 
and  Temporal,  and");  which  Motions, 
with  the  formal  Orders  thereon,  were 
severally  put,  and  agreed  to. 

DDBLIN   CITY   ELECTION. 

jonm  ABSBEss  ro  heb  majesty. 

In  the  Commons  Address  to  Her  Ma- 

jes^.  Moved  that  the  blank  be  filled  up 

with  ("Lords  Spiritual  and  Temporal, 

sai_i.")—{Tke  Lmrd  Chancellor.) 

LoBD  CAXRNS  :  I  quite  concur  in  the 
remark  made  by  my  noble  and  learned 
Fnend  last  night — that  while  your  Lord- 
ships ought  to  be  prepared  to  deal  with 
this  subject  in  a  judicial  spirit,  yet  it  is 
one  whioh  vour  Lordships  generally  are 
just  as  well  able  to  decide  as  the  legal 
Uembers  of  the  House.  We  fortunately 
have  no  original  jurisdiction  in  regard 
to  the  action  of  the  House  of  Commons 
in  relation  to  election  petitions  or  the  in- 
quiry into  anycorrupt  practices — ^we  have 
no  right  to  meddle  wiui  them,  or  to  move 
in  any  direction  towards  examining 
them.  We  are  perfectly  powerless  ex- 
cept so  far  as  power  is  given  us  by  sta- 
tute. One  power  only  has  been  given 
to  us  by  statute — that  ia  the  power  of 
oouonrting  mth  the  House  of  Commons 
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in  an  Addrees  to  tbe  Crown  for  the  iesue 
of  a  Oommiflaion.  That  ia  a  statutory 
power.  It  must  be  followed  strictly  and 
to  the  letter.  The  conditions  the  stetute 
laid  down  are  these — Tour  LordBliips 
may  concur  witb  the  ConimonB,  and  ad- 
dress the  Crown  for  the  issning  of  the 
Commission ;  the  Commission  will  issue 
and  have  all  the  powers  the  statute  gives 
it.  The  powers  of  the  CommiasicMi,  isau- 
inp;  according  to  the  Act  of  Parliament, 
will  be,  in  the  first  place,  that  the  whole 
expense  of  the  Commission  will  be  thrown 
on  tlie  constituency  whose  acts  are  to  be 
inqnired  into.  Next,  the  Commission 
will  have  power  to  administer  oaths,  to 
commit  witnesses  for  contempt ;  and, 
not  only  so,  but  to  give  to  any  witness 
who  shall  make  a  fall  disclosure  of  all 
the  facts  within  his  knowledge  a  certifi- 
cate of  indenmi'fy  against  any  criminal 
proceedings  in  respect  of  what  he  has 
disclosed.  Further  than  that,  the  Com- 
missioners will  be  protected  in  anything 
they  do  in  the  prosecution  of  their 
powers ;  but,  on  the  other  hand,  if  yon 
do  not  pursue  the  powers  of  the  statute 
— if  the  Crown  issues  the  Commission 
unwarranted  by  the  precise  terms  of  the 
statute — then  all  acta  of  the  Commission- 
ers will  be  illegal  and  wrong — they  will 
be  liable  to  chtdlenge  by  anyperson  who 
chooses  to  do  so ;  their  committal  of  a 
witness  will  be  false  imprisonment,  the 
officer  who  enforces  their  order  may  be 
resisted  to  a  breach  of  the  peace,  and 
the  crime  will  be  the  crime  of  the  officer 
osiA,  not  of  the  person  who  resists  him. 
The  case  may  come  before  your  Lord- 
ships judici^Iy,  and  yon  will  have  to 
Bay  whether  the  House  was  justified  by 
the  Act  in  addresain);  the  Crown  to  issue 
the  Commission.  Now,  the  first  thing 
that  attracts  notice  is  the  peculiar  way 
in  which  the  Address  is  to  be  ibunded 
in  which  we  are  asked  to  concnr.  What 
the  Act  of  Parliament  says  is  this — 

"  Where  tij  x  JoiDt  Addmi  of  both  Hooim 
of  pBrliameDt  it  shill  ba  nprawated  to  Bar 
MsJBitr  that  (b  Judga)  hu  rsported  to  tbe  Bodw 
that  comipt  practioM  have,  or  that  there  ii  reuon 
to  bellere  that  corrupt  praetjou  hare,  oxteniiTsI; 
preTailed  In  any  oity  " — 


presented  to  Her  Majesty,  representing 
that  a  Judge  has  reported,  not  as  to  any 
particular  detail  of  faota,  bnt  that  cor- 
rupt practicee  hare,  or  that  there  is 


aa  to  believe  that  corrupt  practices 
have,  extensiTely  prevailed  in  any  city, 
then  the  Gotnmisston  may  issue.  Now, 
observe  the  words  "  extensively  pre- 
vailed." What  do  they  mean  7  Ja  it 
possible  to  suppose  that  they  can  have 
any  meaning  except  one  with  reference 
to  the  place  or  the  oonstituent^  concern- 
ing which  the  Judge  reports?  What 
would  be  extensive  bribery  in  a  constitu- 
ency of  100  would  not  be  so  in  a  consti- 
tuency of  15,000.  And,  observe,  what 
the  statute  has  done  is  to  interpose  the 
Judge  as  the  person  who  is  to  decide 
whatia  meant  by  the  word  "extensiv^y." 
It  ia  not  that  Parliament  is  to  read  the 
evidence,  and  form  its  own  conclnsion 
whether  the  bribery  has  been  extensive 
or  not ;  if  that  were  so  we  might  have 
those  very  pain&l  discussions  renewed 
in  both  Houses  which  pohtidans  on  all 
sides  have  long  since  endeavoured  to 
sweep  away  &om  the  action  of  Parlia- 
ment— we  might  have  Uembers  ooming 
down  ai^^uing  on  the  r^mrt  as  to  whe- 
ther or  not  corrupt  practices  alleged  had 
been  "  extensive."  You  have  had  the 
Judge  interposed  to  avoid  the  whole  of 
that  scandal ;  but  he  must  make  a  state- 
ment in  his  Seport  to  the  House  that  in 
the  city — in  the  constituency^-concem- 
ing  which  he  has  been  inquiring,  cormpt 
practices  have  extensive^  prevailed,  or 
that  there  is  reason  to  beheve  that  cor- 
rupt practices  extensively  prevailed  at 
the  election.  Then  the  two  Houses  are 
to  approach  Her  Majesty  and  state  cate- 
gorically that  a  Judge  has  reported  that 
corrupt  practices  have  extensively  pre- 
vailed, or  that  there  is  reason  to  beheve 
corrupt  prtKjtices  have  extensively  pre- 
vailed. What  are  you  asked  to  state  to 
the  Grown  on  approaching  the  foot  of 
the  Throne  7  You  are  asked  to  stats  to 
the  Crown — 

''We,  Toar  M^sitj's  nioit  dutiful  and  lofal 
nibieota,  bag  laaTe  humblj  to  reprewat 

to  lour  Hiyeity  that  Mr.  Joitlee  Kaogh  .  .  .  • 
has  reported  to  the  House  of  Common*  that  oo^• 
rupt  praotioea  did  axteasirelir  prerail  amonftt 
tba  Freeman  votors  at  the  last  Eleolion  for  the 
Citf  of  Dablin,  and  that,  save  as  reported  re- 
speoting  the  said  Freemen  oorrupt  prsotioea  blT* 
not  been  ibona  to  hate  eitensiTelj  prevailed,  nor 
is  thsre  reason  to  belieie  that  eorrapt  praotioM 
have  prevailed  at  the  said  Eleation." 
Now,  if  that  is  a  Beport  that  in  the  con- 
stituency concerning  which  he  was  in- 
quiring he  was  prepared  to  say  that  cor- 
rupt practices  extensively  prevailed,  whr, 
in  the  first  place,  did  he  not  say  so;  and, 
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in  the  aecond  place,  why  not  tell  tlie 
Orown  ao  ?  Tou  ore  compelled  to  put  on 
tile  face  of  the  Addreee  the  truth,  and 
that  truth  ia  not  that  vhich  ia  required 
by  the  Act  of  Parliament.  Let  me  re- 
mind your  Lordships  of  the  view  taken 
on  these  Beporta  in  1853  with  reference 
to  Canterbury  and  Clitheroe,  which  be- 
came the  subject  of  discussion  in  this 
House,  and  on  which  Lord  Lyndhuist, 
speaking  with  reference  to  Oanterbury, 
said — 

"  HJi  noble  Friend  tod  seated— and  be  belioTed 
tbe  utne  argament  wai  )Uled  &Ua  in  the  otber 
Houwof  Pari  iameDt— that  the  terma  mnde  uie 
of  in  tbe  Addreia  were  equivBlent  to  thon  in  tbe 
Report.  Nov,  he  ippreheaded  that  their  Lord- 
■hipa  had  naauthorit;  todnw  laji  auch  ooDelniion. 
It  wu  the  dntj  of  the  Conmiittce  to  draw  their 
coneliuion  from  the  eiidenee  :  their  Lordabips  hid 
no  power  14  look  at  that  evideoce  for  the  purpose 
of  aJlering  the  Report.  Tha  Committee  were  tt 
onlf  parties  to  draw  that  oongliuion,  and  Parlii 
ment  wai  bound  bj  tbeir  Report." — [3 
cxzT.  eoi.j 
Then  he  said  further — 

"  If  a  Commiaaion  ware  issued,  what  would  be 
tbe  oonaeqaanee  )  Wbf ,  that  tbe  validit;  of  tbi 
Cammiuioa  might  be  qneationcd  if  the  mattt 
were  brought  before  a  oourt  of  law.  He  appre- 
hended, therefore,  that  tbe;  ought  not  to  preaent 
an  Address  to  Her  Majostj  staling  that  which 
was  in  lerma  incorrect,  drawing  a  eoncluaion 
which  the;  had  no  right  to  draw  from  the  Report, 
and  wbioh,  if  put  upon  tbe  faoa  of  ibis  Addresa, 
would  not  aupport  the  Commiaiion  which  it  waa 
noij  Bought  to  iiiue.  But,  further  than  (his,  ha 
did  not  oontider  that  what  had  been  reported  b; 
the  Comroitiee  waa  eqai talent  to  what  was  atated 
upon  the  Due  of  this  Addreu." 
So  well  did  the  House  feel  the  cogency  of 
thisstatementthat  when  the  Clitheroe  case 
came  before  the  House,  though  the  House 
of  Commons,  as  in  this  instance,  bad 
voted  the  Addresa,  Lord  Campbell,  on  tbe 
recommendation  ofLordLyndhurat,  with- 
drew it.  Now,  is  there  any  difference  in 
Uie  rwesent  case?  On  tbe  register  for 
the  City  of  Dublin  there  are  2,700  free- 
men voters,  tbe  constituency  numbers 
12,654,  and  the  learned  Judge  states  that 
out  of  the  freemen  eleven  were  proved  to 
have  received  money,  and  forty-one  were 
charged  with  having  received  it.  I  do 
not  quarrel  with  the  statement  of  the 
learned  Judge,  for  he  was  the  person  to 
ftam  an  opinion  as  to  the  prevalence  of 
bribery ;  but  be  does  not  say  that  among 
the  constituency  corrupt  practices  exten- 
sively  prevailed,  but  that  among  the 
freemen  such  practices  prevailed.  He 
wanted  to  show  to  wliat  extent  that  of- 
fence prevailed  among  the  freemen,  but 
to  t^e  core  that  his  Beport  should  not 
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be  held  to  oast  on  the  constituency  at 
large  the  slur  and  disgrace  which  would 
be  involved  if  the  statement  waa  that 
corrupt  practices  extensively  prevailed 
among  the  constituency  at  large,  and  to 
show  that  he  was  not  prepared  to  give 
the  certificate  on  which  idone  a  Com- 
mission can  issue.  The  noble  and  learned 
Lord  on  the  Woolsack  has  put  a  case  for 
tbe  purpose  of  illustration.  Now,  illus- 
trations are  dangerous  things  if  they  are 
not  on  all  fours.  But  I  will  take  the 
case  supposed.  I  will  suppose  that,  by 
some  legislation,  some  statutory  action 
shall  be  taken  if  a  certain  pubhc  officer 
shaU  give  his  certi£cate  that  the  cattle 
fxtensively  wevails  in  any  par- 
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this  officer  has  given  hie  oertiiicate  that 
cattle  plague  extensively  prevails  in  a 
parish  of  the  county,  but  that  save  in  that 
parish  it  does  not  prevail  in  the  county. 
If  that  pubhc  officer  made  such  a  report, 
and  you  attempted  in  consequence  to  act 
under  the  statute,  I  apprehend  that  yon 
would  find  yourselves  woefully  wrongin  a 
court  of  law.  Again,  if  the  Beport  stated 
that  the  cattle  plague  extensively  pre- 
vailed among  a  particular  species  of 
cattle,  and  that,  save  and  except  with 
regard  to  that  species,  it  did  not  other- 
wise extensively  prevail,  then  anyone 
attempting  upon  such  a  report  to  act 
under  the  statute  would  soon  discover 
that  be  had  committed  a  very  great  mis' 
take.  This  ia  a  grave  matter,  and  I 
trust  that  the  course  taken  by  your  Lord- 
ships on  the  present  occasion  will  be  the 
same  as  that  which  was  pursue^  in  the 
Clitheroe  case,  in  respect  to  which  Lord 
Lyudhurst  and  Lord  Campbell  con- 
curred, and  where  the  House  assented  to 
a  Motion  similar  to  the  one  I  am  about 
to  make — namely,  that  the  Address  to 
Her  Majesty  in  the  Xhiblin  case  be  taken 
into  consideration  on  this  day  six  months. 

Amendment  moved  to  leave  out  from 
("  the  ")  to  the  end  of  the  Motion  and 
insert  ^"  said  Address  be  taken  into  con- 
sideration this  day  six  mpnths.") — (JSe 
Zord  Cairm.) 

Loan  WESTBUET  said,  by  the  ex- 
isting statutes  a  conditional  power  is 
given  to  Her  Majesty  to  issue  a  Com- 
mission for  tbe  pnrpoae  of  making  in- 
quiry into  the  existence  of  corrupt  prac- 
tices of  any  election  of  a  Member  or 
Members  to  serve  in  Parliament.  The 
power  ia  oonditioaal — ^that  is  to  say,  it 
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the  condition  is,  that  the  Judge  shall 
have  reported  to  the  House  of  Commons 
that  corrupt  practices  hare,  or  that  there 
IB  reason  to  believe  that  they  have,  ex- 
tensively prevailed  in  any  county,  city, 
borough,  or  place  electing  a  Member  or 
Members  to  serve  in  Parliament  at  any 
election  or  elections  of  such  Member  or 
Members.  Unless  the  Eeport  of  the 
Judge  etricUy  answers  this  description, 
the  power  to  issue  the  Conuniasion  does 
not  arise.  The  House  will  observe  that 
the  Beport  of  the  Judge  must  predicate 
or  affl""  of  the  county  or  borough,  as 
the  case  may  be,  that  corrupt  practices 
havo,  or  that  there  is  reason  to  believe 
th^  have,  extensively  prevailed  in  it. 
This  must  be  afiEirmed  of  the  whole  of 
the  county  or  borough  by  the  Judge, 
and  it  is  a  conclusion  which  he  himself 
must  derive  and  state.  The  Houses  oi 
Parliament  cannot  draw  that  conclusion. 
If  the  Judge  nffirmfl  the  existence  of 
corrupt  practices  in  a  part  of  a  county  or 
borough,  or  in  some  separatfl  part  or 
body  of  the  electors  of  a  county  or  bo- 
rough, it  is  not  sufficient  to  fulfil  the 
statutory  condition,  and  the  power  to 
issue  the  Commission  will  not  arise.  No 
lawyer  could  reason,  as  the  Government 
appears  to  have  done,  that  by  this  Be- 
port  the  Jud^e  afBims  the  existence  of 
corrupt  practices  extensively  in  a  certain 
body  of  freemen,  which  body  is  a  con- 
siderable part  of  the  whole  body  of 
electors,  and  therefore  by  inference  it 
aflBrms  extensive  corrupt  practices  in 
the  city  generally.  That  mode  of  rea- 
soning will  not  satisfy  the  Act  of  Parha- 
ment.  The  Judge  must  himself  derive 
and  state  the  conclusion,  and  where  he 
has  not  done  so,  the  House  of  Commons 
cannot  substitute  its  own  inference  for 
the  Judge's  conclusion.  The  House  of 
Commons  has  been  led  by  the  Law  Ad- 
visers of  the  Government  into  error.  No 
Commission  can  legally  issue. 

Lord  CHELMSFORD  said,  that  the 
simple  questiok  was  whether  the  Report 
of  the  Judge  was  in  the  words  of  the 
Act  of  Parliament,  It  was  perfectly 
clear  that  the  power  ^ven  in  reniect  to 
the  issue  of  Commissions  of  Inquuy  was 
a  statutory  power,  and  the  statutory 
form  must  bo  implicitly  followed.  Under 
the  statute  the  Judee  was  to  report  that 
corrupt  practices  had  extondvely  pre- 
vailed, or  that  there  was  reason  to  be- 
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lieve  that  corrupt  practices  had  exten- 
sively prevailed  in  a  city  or  county,  as 
the  case  might  be  ;  and  unless  the  Judge 
so  reported  it  was  quite  dear  that  me 
case  was  not  brought  within  the  statute. 
Now,  in  the  case  of  Dublin,  thb  learned 
Judge  reported  that  corrupt  practicea 
extensively  prevailed  among  we  free- 
men, but  that,  save  as  aforesaid,  cor- 
rupt practices  were  not  shown  to  have 
extensively  prevailed,  nor  was  there 
reason  to  beGeve  that  they  had  exten- 
sively prevailed.  It  was,  then,  a  ques- 
tion for  their  Lordships  to  decide,  whe- 
ther a  Judge  saying  that  corrupt  prao- 
tices  had  not  extensively  prevailed  was 
the  same  as  his  saying  uiat  they  had 
extensively  prevailed.  The  leamod 
Judge  having  come  to  the  conclusion 
that  conrupt  practices  extensively  fjre- 
vailed  among  the  freemen,  and  having 
reported  to  that  effect,  seemed  anxious 
to  avoid  being  supposed  to  mean  to  say 
that  corrupt  practices  extensively  pre- 
vailed throi^hout  the  whole  city  of 
Dublin;  and  he  therefore  added  that, 
with  the  exception  of  the  class  of  free- 
men, corrupt  practices  wero  not  shown 
to  have  extensively  prevailed,  nor  was 
there  reason  to  believe  that  they  had 
extensively  prevailed  at  the  election  to 
which  the  petition  he  had  to  decide  on 
related.  It  was  quite  plain  that  that 
was  not  a  Eeport  in  the  words  of  the 
Act  of  Parliament,  and  their  Lordships 
ought  not,  under  these  circumstances,  to 
agree  to  the  proposed  Address  in  the 

case  of  Dublin.  

The  lord  CHANCELLOR  swd, 
there  was  no  magic  in  words,  and  if  the 
Judge  said — "  I  find  that  corrupt  prac- 
tices extenaiTely  prevailed  among  the 
froemen  of  the  city,  but,  save  as  afore- 
said, there  were  none,"  was  not  that  suf- 
ficient? The  Report  that  corrupt  prac- 
tices had  extensively  prevailed  among  a 
laige  class  shows  that  they  had  existed ; 
but  the  argument  on  the  other  side  really 
was  that,  because  corrupt  practices  ex- 
tensively prevailed  only  among  the  free- 
men, corrupt  practices  did  not  exten- 
sively prevail  at  all.  Surely  they  did 
not  exist  the  less  because  they  were 
confined  only  to  a  class.  Suppose  they 
exist«d  in  a  particular  street  or  in  par- 
ticular wards,  and  the  Judge  saidT  so, 
not  wishing  to  affix  a  stigma  on  the 
rest  of  the  city,  would  not  such  a  Report 
have  j  ustified  a  Royal  Commission  F  As 
to  the  Clitheroe  case  the  Oommittee  there 
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reported  that  treating  eztencdvely  pre- 
Tilled — treatmg  not  being  an  offence 
vhicb,  under  the  Act,  would  have  justi- 
fied the  issue  of  the  Commieaion — and 
then  in  the  Uotion  for  an  Address  the 
words  of  the  Act  were  adopted,  and  the 
words  of  the  Committee's  Beport  were 
departed  from.  Here  the  very  words  of 
the  Judge's  Beport  were  given  in  the 
Address.  On  the  wh»de,  he  did  not 
think  it  well  to  cany  the  Question  to  a 
diTisiou,  and  would  therefore  withdraw 
the  Motion  for  an  Address  in  the  case  of 
the  Gty  of  Dublin, 

Amendment  agreed  to,  and  Address 
to  be  taken  into  consideration  this  day 
tix  monlfu. 

Then  it  was  moved  that  a  message  be 
sent  to  the  House  of  Commons  to  iuonn 
them  that  this  House,  having  considered 
tlie  report  of  the  judge  appointed  to  try 
a  petition  complaming  of  an  undue  elec- 
tion and  retora  for  the  dty  of  Dublin, 
do  not  think  it  expedient  to  address  Her 
Majesty  praying  Her  Majesty  to  cause 
inquiry  to  be  made  pursuant  to  the  pro- 
TiBions  of  the  Act  31st  and  32d  Vict, 
chap.  125  ;  and  offreed  to. 

HouM  adjaaned  at  Eight  a'olook, 

t«  Tburadir  next,  twlT  put 

TcD  o'clook. 


HOUSE    OF    COMMONS, 

TWnJay,  8th  June,  1669. 

MENDTES.]  ~  SiuoT  CoinaTTiii— Abjuinlan 
y/u,  appeitiled;   WitncMM  (tloate  of  Com- 

nont),  Contagiouf  Diteua  Act  (1866),  nomi- 

Witi  imt  li%ui»-~Reioltai(m*  [June  f]  reporUd. 
PoBuo  ^aa— Ordered— Firtt   Reading  —  Ei- 

ehrquer    Boadi  (£2,300,000)*  [193];    Fablio 


(No.  3)  [P.  P.  306]. 
Comma***— B»nkrupt<7  (re-eomm.)  [»7]- 

Marriiga  irith  >  Deoeaied  Wife'a  Slater  [23], 

debate  adjovmed. 
Coamittee^Report—AuMMi  lUtei"  [31-UB]; 

Poor  Rsliaf  (Ireland)  Act  ( 1863)  AnendmHit  ~ 

rUT]. 
Av>«fi-Enilo*ed  Sohooli  (No.  3)  •  [IIS]. 
WiOdraum—O'SalUna'i  DUabiiity  •  [108]. 

The  Hotue  met  at  Two  of  the  dock. 


RITER  THAMES   AT  BARKING. 

QUESTIOIT. 

CoLOHEL  FEENCH  said,  ho  would 
beg  to  ask  Her  Uajes^'s  Gorenunent, 
W^t  is  the  result  of  the  inqoirr  as  to 
the  formation  of  a  bar  across  the  [uiames, 
w  Barking,  from  the  sewage  of 
London  ? 

Mb.  BBUCErephedthatMr.Bawtin- 
Bon,  tiie  well-known  civil  engineer,  had 
been  instructed  to  inquire  into  the  sub- 
ject. He  had  made  a  preliminary  in- 
quiry, and  had  given  notice  of  a  public 
inquiry,  which  was  to  be  held  on  the 
21st  instant.  That  inquiry  would  be 
prosecuted  with  all  due  diligence,  and 
the  Beport,  when  made,  woiJd  be  laid 
upon  the  table  of  the  House. 


BANKRUPTCY  (w-eommittjd)  BILL.  [BiuBT] 

(Ifr.  AUomey  Qentral,  Mr.  SMeiWr  Qenerai.) 

COMMITTEE.       [iVo^WS  Zfd  Jvnt.'] 

Bill  eontidered  in  Committee. 
(In  the  Committee.) 

Clause  32  (Power  for  landlord  to  dis- 
train for  rent.) 

Ma.  MOBLEY  moved,  in  pwe  15, 
line  3,  after  "one"  insert  "hall,"  the 
object  being  to  enable  the  landlord  to 
claim  full  payment  in  respect  only  of 
half  a  year's  rent  instead  of  a  whole 
year.  He  had  never  been  able  to  under- 
stand why  a  landlord  should  be  placed 
in  a  better  position  with  regard  to  his 
rent  than  the  ordinary  tradesman  with 
reference  to  the  debts  that  were  due  to 
him.  He  proposed  the  Amendment  on 
this  further  ground — that  landlords,  in 
allowing  their  rent  to  run  into  arrear 
for  twelve  months,  often  prejudiced  the 

The  attorney  GENERAL  said, 
that  it  was  impossible  to  pass  this  Bill 
during  the  present  Session  without  sub- 
mitting to  compromise,  and  he  was  there- 
fore disposed  to  agree  to  the  Amend- 

Ti^  80LICIT0B  GENERAL  said, 
this  was  a  very  serious  question,  though 
he  thought  it  could  not  be  properly  dis- 
cussed on  the  present  occasion.  For  his 
own  part,  he  confessed  he  could  never 
see  why  a  man  should  be  able  to  seize 
the  goods  ofAforthe  debts  of  B.  Still, 
such  was  the  law,  and  he  supposed  that 
as  long  as  the  law  existed  it  must  be 
administered. 
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Mb.  MOELEY  said,  that  his  Amend- 
meut  did  not  relate  to  the  state  of  the 
law.  Whenever  that  came  forward  for 
discussion  he  should  be  prepared  to  show 
it  was  Bach  a  law  as  would  never  have 
been  lietened  to  if  the  landlords  had  not 
mode  it. 

Amendmeiit  agreed  to. 

Clause,  as  amended,  ordwei  to  stand 
part  of  the  Bill. 

Clause  33  Clawse  B  (Proof  in  case  of 
rent  and  perioilical  pajmenCs)  agreed  to. 

Clauses  34  and  35  agreed  to. 

Olauae  36  (Allewance  to  banbrupt  for 
maintenance  or  service.) 

Mb.  NOEWOOD  moTed,  in  page  15, 
line  25,  to  leave  out  "  consent,"  and  fol- 
lowing words,  to  and  including  "meet- 
ing," and  insert  "  sanction  of  the  com- 
mittee of  inspection." 

Mb.  AKDEESON  observed  that  tJie 
Scotch  law  was  extremely  jealous  upon 
this  matter  of  allowances ;  and  although 
Tery  great  powers  were  given  to  the 
committee  of  inspection,  yet  the  ^ow- 
ance  could  be  granted  only  with  the 
sanction  of  the  creditors  themselves. 
He  hoped  that  the  Amendment  would 
not  be  pressed. 

The  ATTOENET  GENERAL  said, 
he  thought  that  the  power  of  making  an 
allowance  should  not  be  given  to  the  in- 
spectors but  only  to  the  creditors  as  a 
body. 

Amendment  withdrawn. 

Clause  agreed  to. 

Clause  37  agreed  to. 

Clause  36  (Provision  as  to  secured 
creditor)  agreed  to. 

Clause  39  (Distribution  of  dividends) 
agreed  to,  after  short  discussion. 

Clauses  40  to  42  agreed  to. 

Clause  43  (Bankrupt  entitled  to  sur- 
plus.) 

Mb.  G.  GEEGOET  moved,  in  line  37, 
to  insert — 

"And  Hfter  payment  to  tbs  orsditora  who  luTe 
proTe4  of  intcreit  on  their  d«bti  it  tbs  nU  snl 
in  tbe  ordor  foUowiog  : — 1.  All  orediton  whose 
dcbti  bjr  Uw  eirrj  intereat  (bill  Br(t  Koeife 
intereat  on  thoM  dabti  **  li-om  tbe  flliog  of  tbe 

Ctition  for  ■djudicatiODitths  ratereseried  orbj 
w  pajvble  or  proireable  thsreon.  2.  All  other 
eredlton  who  hftTe  proved  (hall  tben  rooeire 
interest  on  their  d«bt«  M  from  the  filing  of  tb* 
petiLlon  «t  foor  per  oentani  par  *nDOD)." 

Mb.  JESSEL  said,  the  hou.  Member 
proposed  to  put  upon  the  bankrupt  the 
obUgation  of  paying  interest  on  debts 
Hu  Solicitor  General 
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which  by  law  did  not  carry  it.  It  was 
very  seldom,  indeed,  that  the  bankrupt 
paid  in  full  at  aU,  and  certainly  in  that 
extraordinary  case  they  ought  not  to  im- 
pose on  Tiim  an  additional  burden  beyond 
that  to  which  he  was  legally  liable. 

The  ATTORNEY  GENERAL  was  of 
opinion  that  it  would  be  pushing  things 
too  far  to  enforce  the  interest  as  well  as 
principal  in  fiilL 

Amendment,  by  leave,  withdrawn. 

Clause  agreed  to. 

Clauses  44  and  45  agreed  to. 

Clause  46  Cuuse  E  (Order  of  dis- 
charge.) 

Mb.  EATHBONE  moved,  in  page  17, 
line  21,  to  leave  out  "  for  an  order  of 
discharge,"  and  insert — 

''  For  an  order  of  protection  ;  and  when  *  b*nlc> 
nipt  lui  oblBined  an  order  of  protection  bo  ^U 
not  be  lisble  to  anj  suit  or  proceeding  for  any 
debt  proreabts  under  the  bankrnptey,  but  the 
Court  maj  Irora  time  to  tins  examiDe  him,  or 
anr  peraong  able  to  giro  an  aocoant  of  hia  pro- 
partf,  and  if  aatisSed  that  be  ia  able  to  pajr  an; 
aum  for  the  benefit  of  hi*  creditor*,  maj  order 
payment  aooordinglj  until  tbe  debts  are  paid  in 
fbll,  or  If  he  diea  learing  aaaeta  the  Court  ma; 
attach  tbe  aaaeta  for  the  like  porpoee." 
The  hon.  Member  said,  the  Amendment 
was  in  accordance  with  the  sound  Eng- 
lish principle  that  a  man  was  bound  to 
pay  his  debts  as  soon  as  he  was  able. 
The  clause  as  it  now  stood  would  permit 
a  man  to  obtain  a  discharge  when  he 
had  paid  lOi.  in  the  pound,  and  a  great 
temptation  to  the  commission  of  fraud 

lud  thereby  be  afforded.     When  a 

m  in  the  course  of  trade  found  that  bis 
assets  would  not  realize  10*.  in  the  pound 
he  would  be  tempted  to  buy  fresh  goods, 
for  which  he  could  not  reasonably  hope 
to  pay,  for  the  sole  purpose  of  increasing 
the  amount  of  his  assets,  so  that,  while 
honest  man  he  coiild  not  dlaim  a, 
release  under  the  Bill,  he  might,  by  be- 
coming a  dishonest  man,  go  before  iha 
Court  and  get  a  discharge.  The  public, 
he  might  add,  had  an  interest  in  tiie 
matter  which  was  not  always  identical 
with  that  of  the  individual  creditor,  for 
if  we  were  to  have  a  continuance  of  that 
over-speculation  and  over-trading  which 
had  recently  prevailed  to  such  an  extent 
the  commercial  prosperity  of  the  oountiy 
must  be  seriously  affected.  Over-trading 
caused  fluctuationa  in  the  price  of  labour, 
and  those  fluctuations  were  most  detri- 
mental to  tbe  morahty  of  our  population. 
He  hoped,  therefore,  the  Attorney  Gene- 
ral would  adopt  the  Amendment  which 
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he  proposed,  and  thus  base  liis  Bill  on  a. 
eoimd,  dear,  and  intelligible  principle. 

Mb.  SAHUDA  said,  be  qiute  agreed 
vitb  ftU  the  hon.  Member  bad  said  in 
respect  to  the  necessity  of  caution  in 
tbeiT  legislation  ei^inst  overtrading  or 
reokleaa  trading.  But  the  Amendment 
ruBod  no  less  a  question  tban  'whether 
they  ahould  abandon  the  Bankruptcy 
haw  altogether.  Ho  iras  of  opinion 
that  any  mtm  who  paid  lOf.  in  the  pound 
might  reasonably  oe  presumed  to  be^ 
ana  in  practice  was  found  to  be — an 
honest  and  straigbtforvard  man.  Al- 
though the  clause  gave  the  debtor  who 
paid  10*.  in  the  pound  the  right  to  his 
aisoharge  horn  the  Court,  his  creditors 
would  still  be  enabled  to  follow  hie 
estate,  if  any  remained,  until  they  re- 
ceived a  settlement  in  Aill  of  their  cUims. 
He  thought,  howerer,  it  would  be  a  very 
harsh  enactment  to  empower  the  creditors 
to  follow  the  bankrupt  throughout  his 
life  and  to  seize  upon  his  after-acquired 
property  until  their  debts  were  paid  in 
fulL  He  thought  that  private  arrange- 
mente,  which  were  after  all  the  moat  dlf- 
oult  cases  to  reach,  might  be  met  in  this 
manner — ^namely,  that  where  a  second 
bankruptcy  took  place,  any  previous 
private  arrangement  mijght  be  made  to 
come  within  the  scope  of  the  Court,  and 
render  the  debtor  liable  to  the  extent  of 
lOf.  in  thepound  on  both  sets  of  debte. 

Mb.  STEPHEN  CAVE  said,  that  he 
thought  Tnixing  up  the  piuiishment  of 
debtors  with  the  payment  of  creditors  was 
at  the  foundation  of  many  miatakes.  The 
object  of  the  Bankrupt  Laws  waa  to  col- 
lect and  distribute  the  assets  of  debtors. 
If  a  man  committed  a  criminal  act  he 
ought  to  be  punished  by  tiie  Criminal 
Law,  and  not  by  the  Bankruptoy  Law ; 
and  if  the  Criminal  Law  was  defective 
in  that  respect  it  ought  to  be 
The  object  of  a  Bau^upt  Law 
duce  a  bankrupt  to  surrender  as  much 
of  his  estete  as  possible,  and  as  soon  as 
possible,  for  the  benefit  of  bis  creditors, 
and  such  after  -  acquired  property  as 
might  be  declared  liable  by  the  Court. 
To  suspend  the  order  of  i^achoige  be- 
yond the  point  fixed  by  the  clause  would 
drive  a  man  to  desperation,  and  entirely 
defeat  the  object  for  which  Bankrupt 
Laws  were  passed — namely,  to  collect  as 
much  money  as  possible  for  the  benefit 

of  the  creditora.  

The  ATTOENET  GENERAL  said, 
the  jvopositionofthebon.  Oentlemanthe 


cided  on  adopting  it  they  had  better 
abolish  the  Bankrupt  Laws  altogether. 
The  provisions  of  the  clause  in  the  Bill 

re  such  that  he  felt  certain  it  would 

an  inducement  to  a  man  to  stop  pay- 
ment at  a  time  when  he  was  compara- 
tively  solvent.  His  future-acquired  pro- 
perty would  be  liable  to  the  full  extent 
under  an  order  of  the  Court,  and  he 
(the  Attorney  General)  considered  that 
the  Bill  waa  the  best  solution  of  this 
difficult  subject.  It  waa  now  proposed 
to  go  farther  against  a  bankrupt  Uian 
the  law  had  ever  before  gone,  and  he 

nsidered  it  was  going  far  enough. 

Mb.  BAENETT  approved  of  the  dause 
the  Bill.  The  proposal  of  a  lOi. 
dividend  was  a  great  improvement  on 
the  present  law,  and  he  thought  five 
years  was  not  too  long  a  period  to  give 
a  T"<*"  in  which  to  recover  himself. 

Mb.  ETLAND8  admitted  that  he 
would  regret  the  adoption  of  the  Amend- 
ment if  it  should  prove  fatal  to  the  Bill ; 
but,  at  the  same  time,  waa  not  surprised 
that  the  hon.  Member  for  Liverpool  had 
brought  this  question  before  the  House. 
They  had  seen  numerous  instances  where 
men  made  private  arrangements  under 
which  they  paid  a  small  sum,  and  were, 
a  short  time  afterwards,  seen  living  in 
lai^  houses  and  driving  splendid  equi- 
pages, with  every  appearance  of  great 
wealth.  Previous  legislation  had  dealt 
too  compassionately  with  the  debtor, 
and  it  waa  that  that  had  done  so  much 
commercial  harm.  He  hoped  tbo  hon, 
and  learned  Qentleman  would  see  hia 
way  to  adopt  the  Amendment  of  the 
hon.  Member  for  Liverpool. 

Mb.  MOBLEY  believed  tiiat  he  spoke 
the  sentiments  of  the  Chambers  of  Com- 
merce throughout  the  country,  except 
Liverpool,  when  he  objected  to  this  10*. 
line.  They  saw  no  virtoe  in  10«.  as  a 
guide  te  the  integrity  of  a  man  in  his 
dealings.  Many  of  the  Chambers  re- 
commended 6«.  6d.  i  but,  generally,  they 
objected  to  have  any  sum  stated.  A 
man  who  was  in  difficulties  might  be 
below  the  10«.  line,  and  might  go  into 
the  market  and  buy  goods  in  order  to 
place  his  aaaete  above  this  line.  He 
had  given  notice  of  his  intention  to 
move  Amendments  that  the  majority  of 
the  creditors  ahould  have  power  to  dia- 
cbarge  the  bankrupt  without  any  reason 
exc^   through    sympathy  wim  him ; 
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that  the  Judge,  when  satisfied  that  the 
bankrupt's  failure  arose  from  uoaTOtd- 
able  uuafortune,  should  ha.Te  power  to 
discharge  him  ;  and  that,  in  the  absence 
of  either  of  those  conditions,  the  Court 
should  be  able  to  assess  his  fiiture-ac- 
^ulred  property  to  such  an  extent  as  the 
justice  of  the  case  might  require.  If 
they  were  to  have  a  line,  5«.  might  be 
ample  in  one  ease,  and  1 5«.  not  too  much 
in  another.  Therefore,  he  proposed  to 
leave  it  to  the  Court  to  say  ^^lat  amount 
of  the  future-acquired  property  should 
be  appropriated  in  discharge  of  the  lia- 
bilities of  the  bankrupt.  In  general, 
the  remark  of  overtrading  did  not  apply 
to  the  trade  of  England.  The  great 
staple  trades  of  the  country  were  based 
upon  capital,  andamajority  of  the  traders 
who  were  brought  down  are  more  iiie 
objects  of  sympathy  than  of  punishment. 
He  objected  distinctly  to  me  Amend- 
ment of  the  hon.  Member  for  Liverpool, 
and  suggested  that  the  medium  course 
jiroposed  by  him  between  the  proposi- 
tion of  the  Government  and  the  pro- 
posal of  the  hon.  Member  for  Liverpool. 
was  the  proper  one  to  adopt.  The  cases 
were  constant  and  numerous  in  which 
Mndly  treatment,  instead  of  a  hard 
judicial  bearing,  was  the  best  courae  to 
adopt.         

Mb.  GOSCHEN  said,  that  the  Govern- 
ment really  su^^ested  a  middle  course 
between  the  Amendment  of  the  hon. 
MembOT  for  Liverpool  (Mr.  Rathbone) 
and  the  proposal  of  the  hon.  Member 
for  Bristol  (Mr.  Morley).  Representing 
the  City  of  London,  he  did  not  think 
there  would  be  a  majority  in  favour  of 
20<.  at  the  present  time.  It  was  a 
great  step  to  take  to  make  attire-ac- 
quired property  responsible  at  all,  and 
the  Bum  of  10«.  was  a  fair  line  to  take. 
Before  the  Committee  on  the  question 
the  line  was  proposed  to  be  drawn  at 
6«.  %d.  It  was  true  that  there  was 
principle  in  any  line ;  but  if  it  were  left 
to  the  Court,  and  if  the  bankrupt  should 
think  that  the  Court  was  likely  to  let 
him  off,  he  would  fail  to  pay  altogether. 
If  he  had  only  a  choice  between  the 
proposals  of  the  Members  for  Liver- 
pool and  Bristol,  he  would  prefer  the 
former,  because  if  the  matter  were  left 
to  the  Court,  they  would  not  arrive  at 
the  result  tliey  desired  to  accomplish 
by  this  clause. 

Ma.  A88HET0N  CE0S9  approved 
of  the  clause  as  it  stood  in  the  BiU.     The 

Mr.  MorUy 
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Amendment  of  the  hon.  Member  fbr 
Bristol  (Mr.  Morley)  if  agreed  to  would 
introduce  the  greatest  possible  uncer- 
tainty in  the  administration  of  the  Bank- 
ruptcy Laws,  which  would  be  very  un- 
desirable. The  primary  object  of  Bank- 
ruptcy Laws  was  protection  to  the  bank- 
rupt, but  the  mam  object  was  to  collect 
as  speedily  as  possible  the  estate,  and 
distribute  it  amongst  the  creditors. 

Me.  CETJM-EWING  said,  he  voted 
for  a  discharge  on  the  payment  of  a 
6#.  %d.  dividend,  but  he  felt  rather  in- 
clined to  the  proposition  of  the  hon. 
Member  for  Bristol,  that  when  a  certain 
portion  of  the  creditors  wished  to  give 
the  debtor  a  discharge  they  would  thereby 
indicate  their  opinion  that  the  debtor 
had  acted  honesUy. 

Mb.  JE8SEL  said,  he  should  conceive 
it  to  be  a  great  loss  if  the  Bill  did  not 
pass.  It  had  been  said  that  to  leave  a 
man  liable  for  his  debts  would  destroy 
him  alt<^ether  by  preventing  him  &om 
earning  money  in  future.  But  in  all 
matters  of  legislation,  before  we  went 
to  bypotheeiB  we  consulted  experience; 
and  in  making  inquiry  of  experience 
in  England,  we  were  told  by  the  learned 
Attorney  General  that  the  reasons  for 
the  proposition  of  the  hon.  Member 
for  Liverpool  (Mr.  Bathbone)  were 
altt^ether  unfounded.  But  England 
was  not  the  only  commercial  country 
in  the  world.  What  was  the  legisla- 
tion of  our  great  neighbours?  Their 
legislation  had  been  uniform.  They 
had  left  the  debtor  to  pay  his  debts, 
notwithstanding  that  he  was  a  trader ; 
and  be  asked  any  hon.  Member  who 
knew  anything  of  France  or  Belgium, 
whether  it  was  true  that  a  man  who 
became  a  bankrupt  ceased  to  exert  him- 
self? It  was  notorious  that  a  Con- 
tinental banker  and  financier,  well  known 
for  his  hospitality,  used  to  state  at  his 
table — "  I  date  my  fortune  from  my  Uiird 
bankruptcy."  And  this  was  one  of  the 
richest  men  in  Europe.  But  every  one 
who  heard  him  was  aware  that  be  had 
paid  his  debts.  In  France,  Italy,  Bel- 
mum,  and  the  North  of  Germany  the 
law  was  that  bankruptcy  did  not  dis- 
charge the  debtor  from  the  payment  of 
his  debts ;  the  creditors  were  (^ed  to- 
gether, and  if  a  majority  in  number 
and  a  majority  of  three-fburths  in  valae 
dischargied  him  there&om  he  was  dis- 
charged, otherwise  he  remained  liable 
for  w  time  to  the  payment  of  the  whole 
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of  his  debts.  The  creditors,  it  vas  true, 
ooold  not  sue  Mm,  but  the  aadgnees 
oonld.  But  there  was  the  e^rarience  of 
OUT  om  country  to  the  same  effect. 
England  had  been  a  commercial  oounti? 
for  centuries.  Our  present  law  dated  from 
1 842,  'which  was  comparatively  yesterday. 
What  was  the  law  before  1842  ?  Why, 
from  the  time  of  Hemy  Viii.  to  Queen 
Anne,  bankruptcy  did  not  dischaive  the 
bankrupt  from  his  debts  at  all.  It  dis- 
charged the  bankrupt  from  imprison- 
ment only.  But  from  the  time  of  Queen 
Anne,  by  the  consent  of  four-fifths  of  his 
creditors,  a  bankrupt  was  discha^fed 
from  his  debts.  In  1842  the  power  of 
discharge  from  debt  was  given  to  the 
Court  01  Bankruphn'.  The  proposal  of 
tiie  hon.  Member  for  Liverpocu  would 
leave  the  bankrupt  liable  not  to  the 
penal  consequences  of  bankruptcy,  but 
only  to  the  payment  of  his  debts.  In 
1861,  for  the  first  time,  the  benefit  or 
the  disadvantage  — he  cared  not  which 
it  was  called — of  bankruptcy  was  ex- 
tended to  the  non-trading  part  of  the 
oommunily.  Kow  what  was  the  law, 
before  1861,  as  respected  non-traders. 
Non-traders  could  only  be  relieved  from 
imprisonment  by  passing  through  the 
Insolvent  Court  but  were  not  relieved 
from  their  debts.  It  seemed  to  liim 
contrary  to  morality  and  good  sense  to 
excuse  a  non-trader  fivm  the  payment 
of  his  debts.  A  great  statesman  said 
that  misfortune  was  generally  another 
name  for  imprudence,  and  that  saying 
vhich  applied  to  every  career  in  the 
world  was  emphatically  applicable  to 
commerce.  He  believed  me  dishonest 
traders  were  in  a  small  minori^.  The 
first  object  of  the  Bankruptcy  Law  was 
to  distribute  the  property  of  the  bank- 
rupt among  his  creditors;  the  second, 
to  discourage  reckless  trading.  At  pre- 
sent, however,  the  law  offered  a  man  a 
premium  for  recklessness.  In  Con- 
tinental countries,  and  in  England  in 
former  times,  recklesaness  was  not  en- 
couraged ;  but  it  had  been  encouraged 
by  the  legislation  since  1B42.  He  thought 
the  clause  was  of  the  greatest  import- 
ance, and  that  it  ought  to  be  accepted. 

Ma.  BAEING  said,  if  he  believed  the 
Amendment  of  the  hon.  Member  for  Li- 
verpool (Mr.  Eathbone)  would  put  a  stop 
to  reckless  speculation  and  gambling  in 
trade,  he  would  support  it.  But,  in  past 
times,  and  in  recent  times.  Parliament 
had  legislated  in  a  way  to  encourage 

VOL.  OXOYI.    [thibd  sEBue.] 


those  evils.  It  was  by  the  Limited  Lia- 
bihty  Act  that  they  had  given  rise  to  a 
sort  of  commercial  gambling,  which  was 
disgraceful  to  the  country,  and  which 
had  been  ruinous,  not  only  to  traders, 
but  also  to  a  number  of  unfortunate 
persons  who  had  been  led  astray,  to 
their  own  injury  and  that  of  o&era. 
Well,  that  being  so,  could  he  suppose 
that,  by  punishing  the  bankrupt  ana  de- 
priving nim  of  all  freedom  unless  he 
paid  20«.  in  the  pound,  we  should  pre- 
vent  that  bad  state  of  things  ?  He  did 
not  believe  that  by  making  the  dis- 
charge very  difficult,  perhaps  impos- 
sible, tiiey  would  benefit  the  community 
at  large.  Two  courses  had  been  pro- 
posed for  adoption ;  one  by  the  hon. 
Member  for  Liverpool  (Mr.  Bathbone), 
which  said  to  the  bankrupt — "  Ton  shall 
not  be  free  till  you  pay  20«.  in  the 
pound;"  and  the  other  by  the  hon. 
Member  for  Bristol  (Mr.  Morley),  which 
would  make  it  matter  of  chance  whether 
the  bankrupt  paid  anything.  It  ap- 
peared to  him  that  the  course  which  the 
Government  had  pursued  was  the  wise 
course — the  attempt  to  secure  that  the 
trader  should  not  spend  his  vet;  last 
shilling  before  he  stopped,  and  speculate 
to  the  last.  He  shoula  therefore  support 
the  provisions  of  the  Bill. 

Mb.  GILPIN  said,  that  the  tendency 
of  the  Amendment  was  to  make  the  BiU 
as  much  in  favour  of  the  creditor  as  the 
past  legislation  of  the  House  had  been 
in  frivour  of  the  debtor.  He  approved 
of  a  middle  course.  There  were  often 
good  reasons  why  a  man  could  not  pay 
20(.  in  the  pound ;  and  to  pursue  nim 
mercilessly  m  such  a  case  was  a  step  in 
the  wrong  direction.  The  Bill  must  be 
fair  and  just,  in  order  that  it  might  be 
carried  out  with  the  approbation  of  the 
country,  and  he  wonla  therefore  sup- 
port the  proposition  of  the  Attorney 
General. 

Tm  LORD  ADTOCATE  said,  that 
if  one  of  the  recent  speakers,  instead 
of  crossing  the  Engli^  Channel,  had 
crossed  the  Tweed,  he  would  have  met 
the  same  result  as  by  travelling  to 
France  or  Belgium.  A  majority  of  the 
creditors,  and  four-fifths  in  value,  could 
give  the  bankrupt  a  release.  The 
Amendment  of  the  hon.  Member  for 
Liverpool  (Mr.  Bathbone)  would  shut 
out  the  bankrupt  altogether  from,  dis- 
chai^e,  even  though  his  creditors  were 
perfectly  willing  that  he  should  go  free. 
2  Z 
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He  could  not  see  any  object  in  that,  iin- 
lesB  it  were  the  punishment  of  the  bank- 
rupt. But  why  should  the  bankrupt  be 
punished  for  an  act  of  bankruptcy  ? 
They  could  not  protect  commercial  mo- 
rality when  they  were  dealing  with  the 
question  how  to  divide  the  assets  of  the 
hankrapt  in  the  most  rapid  and  effectual 
manner  among  his  creditors.  It  ap- 
peared to  hiTTi  that  the  clause  was 
framed  upon  a  proper  principle,  and 
there  was  a  valuable  addition  to  it ; 
which  was  that  the  bankrupt  had  five 
years  in  which  to  make  up  his  lOi.,  so 
that  they  would  neither  shut  him  out 
from  hope  altogether,  nor,  on  the  other 
hand,  would  they  have  the  scandal  of 
having  a  banlo^pt  going  about  as  if 
nothing  had  happen^. 

Mb.  BTAYELIET  HH-T,  said,  there 
was  refdly  no  hard  and  fast  line  what- 
ever. Though  10s.  in  the  pound  was 
fixed,  it  rested  with  the  creditors  if  they 
chose  to  take  a  lower  amount ;  and,  on 
the  other  hand,  if  the  banlaupt  had  any 
properly  or  reversion,  the  court  might 
re^se  his  discharge. 

Mb.  W.  FOWLEE  said,  he  thought 
they  had  now  come  to  the  crucial  ques- 
tion under  that  Bill.  It  was  unwise  to 
give  the  creditors  power  to  make  ar- 
rangements with  the  debtor,  by  deed, 
without  the  intervention  of  the  court. 
Almost  all  the  scandalous  cases  of  which 
they  had  heard  were  cases  of  arrange- 
ment by  deed,  and  not  within  the  court ; 
and  lihey  would  never  have  a  satisfac- 
tory Law  of  Bankruptcy,  until  they  got 
rid  of  those  arrangements  by  deed. 
When  a  man  failed  in  business  there 
ought  in  every  instance,  without  excep- 
tion, to  be  an  inquiry  into  the  cause  of 
his  failure.  By  the  Bill,  unless  the 
debtor  paid  10».  in  the  pound,  he  could 
not  get  a  discharge  without  the  consent 
of  his  creditors.  By  giving  the  creditors 
power  to  let  a  man  off,  it  came  to  this, 
that  each  debtor  had  a  different  tribunal 
to  deal  with  him;  end  creditors,  he  must 
Bay,  were  an  irresponsible  and  capri- 
cious tribunal.  Was  it  more  expedient, 
for  the  interest  of  the  whole  community, 
that  they  should  keep  bankrupts  with  a 
millstone  of  debt  for  ever  hanging  about 
their  necks,  or  that  they  diould  dis- 
charge themP  He  thought  it  would  be 
more  expedient  that  they  should  lot  the 
debtor  off  under  proper  restrictions — and 
the  whole  question  before  them  was  as 
to  what  were  those  Teatriddons.  As  the 
I^  lord  Advoealt 


BUI  stood,  the  court  could  not  move 
without  the  consent  of  the  <;reditors, 
wliich  he  did  not  think  was  a  proper 
state  of  things.  He  could  not  support 
the  proposal  of  the  hon.  Member  for 
Liverpool  (Mr.  Eathbone),  which  would 
be  seriouslT  injurious  to  trade.  The  truth 
was,  they  hadheen  too  lenient  for  many 
years,  and  bow  they  were  in  some  dan- 
ger of  going  to  the  opposite  extreme  of 
excessive  severity.  ^^ 

The  ATTOENET  GENERAL  said, 
that  the  Bill  did  not  place  the  dischaige 
of  the  debtor  at  the  absolute  will  of  the 
creditors,  but  only  enabled  them  to  dis- 
charge him  if  they  passed  a  special  re- 
solution by  the  vot«  of  three-fourths  in 
value  and  a  majority  In  number  declaring 
that,  in  tbeir  opinion,  the  bankruptcy 
had  arisen  from  unavoidable  misfortune. 
He  was  quite  alive  to  the  evils  incident 
to  the  system  of  assignments  by  deed, 
and  some  attempt  to  remedy  them  had 
been  made  in  the  Bill  by  providing 
that  no  deed  of  assignment  should  take 
effect  unless,  at  a  general  meeting  of  the 
creditors,  a  trustee  had  been  appointed. 
That  would  be,  to  some  extent,  a  safe- 
guard against  the  clandestine  assign- 
ments that  now  so  frequently  took  place. 
But  the  question  of  deeds  of  arrange- 
ment would  arise  at  a  later  stage  of  the 
Committee,  and  he  would  not  now  anti- 
cipate the  discussion  upon  it. 

Me.  WALPOLE  said,  the  only  ques- 
tion immediately  before  them  was  the 
Amendment  of  the  hon.  Member  for 
Liverpool  (Mr.  Eathbone).  They  had  to 
decide  a  most  important  and  most  difficult 
point — namely,  what  were  the  circum- 
stances under  which  a  bankrupt  was  to 
be  entitled  to  his  discharge.  While  they 
talked  of  men  being  bound  t»  pay  20«.  in 
the  pound,  it  should  not  be  forgotten 
that  recent  legislation  had  occasioned  a 
vast  amount  of  the  commercial  distress 
which  had  prevailed.  The  Eetnma  pre- 
sented annually  to  the  House  showed  in 
reference  to  the  Hmited  liabili^,  or  joint- 
stock  companies,  either  wound  up,  or  in 
process  of  winding  up,  that  tbeir  nomi- 
nal capital  was£136,000,000;  their  paid- 
up  capital  only  £23,000,000;  and  their 
liabihties  £74,000,000.  In  regard  to 
bankruptcies,  the  Eetums  for  the  last 
year — which  corresponded  auhstantiaUy 
with  those  of  the  previous  four  or  five 
years — proved  this  —  that  there  were 
about  9,000  bankruptcies,  of  which  about 
1,700  paid  some  dividend,  nearly  6,000 
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failed  for  £1,000,  and  had  assete  worth 
£550,  the  necessary  legal  expenses  would 


paid  none,  and  about  900  paid  a  divi- 
dend  under  2i.  6d.  in  the  pound,  and 
that  out  of  the  whole  number  not  more 


than  120 or  ISOpaid  a  dividend 

or  upwarda.    Well,  in  the  face  of  these 


iUpi 

mi. 

£wts,  would  it  be  wise  to  insist,  as  the 
hon.  Member  for  Liverpool  nropoeed, 
that,  unless  the  bankrupt  paia  the  full 
20«.  in  the  pound,  hie  oischai^e  should 
be  withheld?  Would  such  a  provision  be 
likelv  to  operate  eSectively  in  preventing 
recMesB  trading  P  There  was,  of  course, 
no  magical  virtue  is  a  limit  of  1 0«. ;  but, 
all  things  considered,  he  thought  it  a 
reasonable  one,  and,  taken  in  connection 
with  the  other  provisions  of  the  Bill,  it 
would  probably  work  very  well.  He 
should  certainly  vote  against  the  Amend- 
ment of  the  hon.  Hembet  for  liverpool. 

Me.  BATHBOKE  said,  he  thought 
it  was  clear  IJiat  public  opinion  was  not 
prepared  for  the  Amendment,  which 
therefore  he  was  prepared  to  withdraw ; 
but  that  which  he  proposed  had  been 
the  law  a  long  time  in  America,  and 
it  had  been  found  to  involve  no  hard- 
ship. Aa  to  the  imputations  made  against 
liverpool,  he  was  not  prepared  to  say 
it  was  free  from  them ;  but  the  grossest 
and  the  greatest  number  of  scandals  ap- 
peared in  the  metropolis.  No  doubt  Eng- 
lishmen were  apt  to  carry  out  a  new 
principle  to  a  ridiculous  extent ;  but  it 
was  unjust  to  chaise  everything  to  the 
principle  of  limited  liability,  when  the 
greatest  scandal  of  all  had  virtually 
occurred  before  the  principle  was  applied 
to  it. 

Me.  M'MAHON  said,  that  he  thought 
it  would  be  veiy  desirable  to  introduce 
into  England  the  practice  observed  in 
America — namely,  that  in  the  case  of  a 
first  bankruptcy  the  debtor  should  be 
compelled  to  pay  50  per  cent  of  his  lia- 
bilities, and  in  the  case  of  a  second 
bankrupt(7  70  per  cent  of  them,  under 
pain  of  his  having  his  order  of  dlschai^e 
withheld.  That  would  be  a  ve^  good 
precedent  for  us  to  follow.  The  French 
practice  was  not  one  that  we  could  veiy 
well  follow. 

Me.  BAINES  said,  that  the  Chamber 
of  Commerce  and  the  Trades  Protection 
Society  of  Leeds  believed  the  Govern- 
ment Bill  best  secured  the  interests  oi 
creditors. 

Mb.  HENLEY  pointed  out  that  a 
bard  and  fkat  line  of  10*.  would  press 
hu^y  on  humble  traders  and  debtors 
as  compared  with  large  ones.    If  a  man 


absorb  more  than  £50  of  uiat  amount, 
and  the  debtor  would  consequently  be 
excluded  from  the  benefit  of  this  Act. 
He  knew  that  justice  waa  aimed  at,  and 
yet  injustice  would  be  done. 

Thk  ATTOENET  general  re- 
marked that  a  hard  and  fast  line  must 
always  be  a  hardship  on  one  side  or  the 
other.  That  could  be  obviated  only  by 
a  sliding  scale,  which  was  impracticable, 

Mb.  MUNTZ  expressed  his  behef  that 
a  hard  and  fast  Une  would  not  work 
satisfacttirily.  He  thought  it  would  be 
well  to  postpone  the  clause  for  future 
consideration. 

Amendment,  by  leave,  teithdraum. 

Mb.  peek  moved,  in  page  17,  lines 
27  to  29,  to  leave  out  "that a q>ecial re- 
solution of  his  creditors  has  been  passed 
to  the  effect,"  and  "  in  their  opinion  "  ; 
and  after  "unavoidable  misfortune," 
insert — 

And  Uat  tba  twnknipt  ii  not  ohargeibla  vith 
ntb  and  haurdoos  trading,  ipeauUtioa,  gBmiDgli 
eitraragant  aipenditura,  or  otbsr  diihonMt  or 
imprOTidsot  eonduet." 

Creditors  were  notoriously  capricious, 
and  the  question  of  the  bankrupt's  dis- 
charge might,  under  any  circumstances, 
be  left  with  much  greater  confidence  in 
the  hands  of  the  Judge.  Whilst  speak- 
ing on  the  subject  he  thought  it  very 
desirable  that  it  should  be  stated,  if 

g>Bsible,  who  the  chief  Judge  u^der  the 
ill  would  be.  Much  interest  was  felt 
upon  the  subject.  He  objected  very 
much  to  the  hard  and  fast  Ime  of  10«., 
and  thought  that  the  whole  subject  of 
the  discharge  ought  to  be  left  to  the  dis- 
cretion of  the  Judge. 

Me.  NOEWOOD  objected  to  the 
Amendment.  At  the  same  time  he 
thought  the  clause  might  be  amended 
by  simply  requiring  the  creditors  to  pass 
a  resolution  stating  that,  in  their  opimon, 
the  debtor  ought  to  have  his  discharge, 
instead  of  making  them  declare,  as  was 
now  proposed,  that  his  bankruptcy  had 
been  caused  by  unavoidable  misfortune. 

Me.  AiDEBMAM  W.  LAWRENCE  ex- 
pressed a  hope  that  the  Attorney  General 
would  adhere  to  the  clause  as  it  stood. 

Me.  Aldeeicait  SALOMONS  said,  he 
thought  that  the  creditors  would  eaisily 
be  tU)le  to  determine  what  were  and 
what  were  not  unavoidable  misfortunes, 
and  the  words  being  general  would  leave 
SZ3 
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much  more  liberty  to  the  creditora  than 
they  wx)iild  otherwise  have. 

Mb.  MOELET  BBked  if  there  was 
any  virtue  in  the  words  "unavoidable 
misfortune  ?"  Was  not  the  wish  of  the 
creditors  in  favour  of  a  bankrupt's  dis- 
chai^e  when  expressed  by  a  proper  ma- 
jority to  be  BuiBcieut  ? 

U^.  AT,nKRMAw  LiUSK  said,  he  hoped 
that  the  clause  would  be  retained.  ' 

Thb  attorney  general  said, 
he  thought  those  words  were  right.  The 
role  was  that  the  bankrupt  was  not  to 
be  diBchai^ed  unless  be  paid  10*.  in  the 
pound ;  but  he  might  be  dischai^d  on 
paying  U.  or  nothing  at  all,  under  cer- 
tEun  drcumstancee — namely,  the  decision 
of  the  oreditorB  that  the  bankrupt  had 
sufTered  &om  unavoidable  misfortune. 
He  thought  that  the  words  were  quite 
right. 

Amendment  negatived. 

Mb.  WAIJ>0I£  said,  he  hc^d  the 
Attorney  Cleneral  would  re-consider  his 
opinion.  He  thought  he  might  insert 
other  words  quite  meeting  his  purpose, 
which  would  not  leave  the  clause  open 
to  a  very  serious  objection.  The  r^ult 
of  passing  the  clause  as  it  now  stood 
would  be  that  9,000  debtors  would  be 
thrown  on  the  world,  who  could  not  fey 
any  possibili^  obtain  their  discharge, 
even  though  uie  creditors  desired  it,  un- 
less they  could  show  that  their  bank- 
ruptcy was  occasiouod  by  what  was  called 
unavoidable  misfortune.  It  would  meet 
the  difficulties  of  the  case  if  the  creditors, 
instead  of  saying  that  the  bankruptcy 
had  arisen  &om  unavoidable  misfortune, 
should  pass  a  resolution  to  the  effect  that 
his  bankruptcy  had  not  arisen  &om  any 
misconduct  of  his  own. 

Mb.  HERMON  objected  to  a  bank- 
rupt being  allowed  to  obtain  his  dis- 
charge upon  the  simple  condition  ^f 
paying  1 0«.  in  the  pound.  A  dividend  of 
10*.  ought  be  as  fraudulent  as  one  of  1«. 

TheSOUCITOE  general  pointed 
out  that  the  question  of  the  hard  and 
fast  line  of  10«.  had  already  been  de- 
cided. The  point  now  before  the  Com- 
mittee was  whether  a  bankrupt  should 
be  discharged  when  a  majority  of  his 
creditors  passed  a  resolution  to  the  effect 
that  his  bankruptcy  had  arisen  from  un- 
avoidable misfortune.  They  would  no 
doubt  put  a  liberal  and  common-sense 
construction  upon  the  words  "unavoid-  I 
able  misfortune." 

Jfr.  AUtrmm  SakmMt  ' 


{COMMONS]  CmmiitM.  I4I6 

Mb.  hughes  was  in  favour  of  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman's  (Mr.  Walpole's) 
proposal. 

Me.  NOEWOOD  said,  that  his  ex- 
perience was  that  every  bankrupt  at- 
tributed his  difficulties  to  unavoidable 
misfortunes. 

Amendment  negatived. 
Mb.  WALPOLE  said,  he  thought  that 
the  negative  form  was  preferable  to  that 
in  which  the  clause  now  stood,  and  he 
would  therefore  move  that,  instead  of 
having  to  decide  that  the  bankruptcy 
had  arisen  from  unavoidable  misfortune, 
the  creditors  might  pass  a  resolution 
that,  in  their  opinion,  it  had  not  arisen 
from  culpable  misconduct. 

The  ATTOENET  GENERAL  pre- 
ferred the  words  as  they  were,  but  he 
bad  no  objection  to  their  being  altered 
to  "  misconduct ; "  the  qualifying  word 
"culpable"  proposed  by  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  he  could  not  agree  to. 

Me.  WHITWELL  moved,  in  page  17, 
line  41,  after  "  said  Act"  to  insert — 

"  For  tha  parpoMi  of  thii  •Mstioa,  ortdilora  od 
bills  of  «ioluHig«  or  promiMorj  note!  ibnll  ba 
reckoned  ia  Taluo  orAj  for  the  bilaDcs  after  da> 
dueling  all  aums  paid  on  lueh  biiU  or  notea  \>J 
penona  liable  tbereen  other  thao  tfaa  baoknipC." 
Me.  JE88EL  said,  that  the  Amend- 
ment would  destroy  the  commercial  value 
of  all  bills  of  exchange,  and  contended 
that  the  creditor  was  entitled  to  hold  his 
proof  until  he  was  paid  in  full. 
Amendment  negatived. 
Clause  agreed  to. 

Clause  47  (Effect  of  order  of  dis- 
charge). 

Mb.  MOELET  moved  in  page  18,  Una 
2,  to  leave  out  "provable  under  the 
bankruptcy,"  and  insert — 

"And  obligationioontractedbrhimorfoTwhieb 
he  «■■  liable  at  the  date  of  bii  baokrapto}." 
His  object,  he  said,  was  to  secure  tlie 
bankrupt  from  all  liabihties.  If  the 
bankrupt  were  to  give  up  all  his  assets, 
he  ought  to  be  free  from  all  liabUities. 

Mb.  8TAYELEY  Ttn.T,  said,  he  did 
not  think  the  words  necessary.  Clause 
29  answered  all  the  hon.  Member's  pur- 
pose.   

The  attorney  GENERAL,  ob- 
serving that  the  Amendment  involved 
the  oniisdon*of  the  words  "provable 
under  the  bankruptoy,"  said,  that  if  a 
man  failed  to  include  a  debt  for  which 
he  was  hable  in  his  schedule  he  should 
abide  by  the  consequences.     He  joined 
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in  the  opinion  tliat  the  Amendment  was 
unneceseajry,  and  with  respect  to  eharee, 
said  they  would  form  part  of  the  estate, 
and  woidd  be  sold  in  the  ordinary  way. 
In  this  way  the  bankrupt's  liability  in 
req>ect  of  them  would  be  transferred. 

Amendment,  by  leave,  withdrawn. 

Mb.  EATHBONE  moved  in  page  18, 
line  12,  after  "  therefrom"  to  insert^ 

"  And  ha  ihftll  not  be  diwharged  from  aoj  debt 
or  liabilitj  iconrred  bj  meiDB  of  SQf  fraud,  bite 

fireteDOe,  or  brraohortrutt,  nor  from  Bnf  debtor 
inbilitf  nhBreof  he  has  bafore  bankniptc;  ob- 
Uined  forbeiniM*  bf  >nr  fraud  or  f4liB  preleuca." 

Amendment  at/reed  to. 

Mb.  Sebjbaitt  SIMON  moved  in  page 
IS,  line  2,  after  "of,"  insert  as  para- 
g^ph  1,  as  follows: — 

"  1.     Damage)  iinrded  igtinat  h[m  la   uif 
■etioD  for  uuiult,  libel,  lUoder,  breuh  of  pro- 
miu  of  marrUge,  adullerr,  or  aednction  ;" 
and  to  alter  the  numbering  of  the  two 
following  paragraphs  accordingly. 

The  ATTOENEY  GEI^^AL  said, 
that  the  point  was  provided  for  in  another 
clause. 

Amendment  withdriuen. 

Clause,  as  amended,  agrttd  to. 

Clause  48  agrted  to. 

Clause  49  (Possible  allowance  to  bank- 
rupt after  discharge). 

Mb.  AKDEESON  moved  tiiat  the 
cQause  be  struck  out,  as  it  carried  the 
idea  of  benevolence  to  the  bankrupt  to  a 
dangerous  extent.  He  thought  it  would 
be  most  objectionable  to  allow  a  majority 
of  the  creditors  to  coerce  the  minority 
into  maintaining  the  bankrupt  after  his 
discharge.  

The  attorney  GENERAL  said, 
he  had  no  objection  to  strike  out  the 
clause  provided  there  was  a  general  wish 
to  that  effect. 

Ma.  MUNTZ  objected  to  strikiig  it 
out.  It  was  based  upon  an  old  statute, 
and  bad  hitherto  worked  well. 

Clause  ttrvek  out. 

Clauses  50,  51,  and  52  agreed  to. 

Clause  53  (Status  of  undischai^^ 
bankrupt).  , 

The  attorney  GENERAL  stated 
that,  as  there  were  a  good  many  Amend- 
ments for  striking  out  sub-section  1,  he 
would  avoid  discussion  by  complying 
with  them. 

Sub-section  1  ttrvek  out. 


given  notice.   On  sub-section  2,  in  page 
20,  line  8,  after  "  property"  insert — 

"  NeTaiihelesi  if  during  tbe  uid  period  of  fin 
feira  the  tuolinipt  ihall  cot  hare  paid  to  hii  ora- 
diton  lucU  additional  snm,  tha  Court  in  whiab 
the  bankruptoj  proceeding*  had  been  iastitated, 
or  any  Court  having  juriadiDtiou  in  bnnhruptoj 
in  the  place  or  diatriot  trhere  the  bankrupt  re- 
tidea  ahsll.  at  anj  lime  during  anoh  period,  until 
auoh  additional  aum  aball  haio  been  p<iid  upon  the 
application  of  the  truatee  or  of  aof  creditor, 
aummon  the  bankrupt  to  appear  before  aueh  Court, 
and  tbe  Court  ahatl  examine  and  Inquire  into  tbe 
aSairt  of  the  banlirupt,  and  the  bankrupt  ihall 
produoa  tueh  of  hla  booka.  and  file  luafa  aocoonll, 
and  make  auob  diaoloaure  of  hia  affaira,  and  in 
aueh  manner  aa  tbe  Court  might  require  ;  and  if 
it  ahall  appear  to  the  latlafiietion  of  the  Court 
that  the  bankrnpt,  linDe  the  date  of  hIi  bank- 
ruptoj,  ha*  acquired  propert;  and,  regard  being 
had  10  debta  or  liabllitlea  incurred  bf  him  ainc* 
aueh  data,  that  he  ia  able  to  paj  a  further  diii- 
dend,  the  Court  aball  order  auah  afler-aequired 
propertr,  or  ao  muoh  thereof  aa  it  aball  Ks  St,  to 
be  applied  to  the  pajment  of  aueh  further  divi. 
dend  i  and  upon  the  making  of  luch  order  aueh 
after  acquired  property,  or  to  mnob  thereof  aa 
nforetaid,  whether  the  same  ahalL  conaiit  wholly 
or  in  pnrt  of  things  in  action  or  othemise,  and 
the  truBtae  ahatl  exeroiea  in  reipeet  thereof,  and 
shall  b«  aubjectto  all  (be  proiialons  of  tfaia  Aot. 
aa  \{  tha  aame  had  been  the  property  of  the  bank- 
rapt  at  the  data  of  tbe  bankruplo;  ;  all  coata  of 
aueh  application  ai  aforesaid  shall  be  boma  \ij  tba 
truatea  or  creditor  hj  whom  the  aame  waa  mada 
on  leas  the  Court  ahall  make  such  order  aa  klbra- 

The  ATTORNEY  GENERAL  con- 
sidered that  the  adoption  of  the  Amend- 
ment would  altogether  defeat  the  Bill ; 
but  he  was  prepsred  to  reduce  the  time 
allowed  to  the  bankrupt  to  recover  him- 
self from  five  years  to  three  years.  The 
bankrupt  could  not  recover  lumself  if  it 
were  in  the  power  of  any  creditor  at  any 
time  to  put  the  court  in  motion  against 
him.  All  his  credit  would  be  destroyed, 
and  any  chance  of  recovering  himself 
would  be  also  destroyed. 

Amendment  withdrawn. 

Mb.  fees  moved  to  omit  Bab-B«o- 
tion  3.  

The  ATTORNEY  GENERAL  said, 
that  if  this  were  done  the  whole  prin- 

S'  lie  of  the  Bill  would  be  destroyed. 
e  hoped  the  Amendment  would  not  be 
pressed. 

House  rnumed. 

Committee  report  Progress ;  to  sit 
again  upon  I^i^,  at  Two  of  the  clock. 
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were  notquestionB  before  the  Moum  to- 
night. Tne  maia  qneetioa  rmsed  by  the 
Motion  which  stood  in  hia  name  on  the 
Paper  was  the  cost  of  that  war  in  com' 
parison  with  the  estimate  of  einranae 
which  had  been  laid  before  the  House. 


itonoiT  pon  A'BELBtrr  oohhtttee. 
Mb.  OANDLISH  in  risinK  to  move 
the  appointment  of  a  Select  Committee 
to  inquire  into  the  causes  of  the  great 
escesa  of  cost  in  prosecuting  the  w^ar 
with  Abjrssinia  over  the  Estimate  sub- 
mitted to  Parliament,  said,  in  a  discus- 
sion which  took  place  in  this  House  on 
the  26th  July,  1867,  it  appeared  from 
the  speech  of  the  noble  Lord  the  then 
Foreign  Secretary  (Lord  Stanley)  that 
the  possibility  of  a  war  with  Abyssinia 
had  become  somewhat  dimly  visible  to 
the  House  and  the  country.  The  neces- 
sity for  a  warlike  demonstration  became 
more  apparent  to  the  minds  of  the  then 
Government  in  the  early  part  of  the 
month  of  August  in  the  same  year,  and 
60  fer  had  tne  probability  of  war  ad- 
vanced that  in  November  the  Government 
of  the  day  thought  it  expedient  to  call 
the  House  together  to  communicate  their 
policy  to  the  country  and  to  ask  for  the 
necessary  Supplies  for  jirosecuting  a 
warlike  demonstration  against  the  King 
of  Abyssinia.  When  the  House  met  in 
November  he  believed  he  was  correct  in 
saying  that  there  was  a  general  concur- 
rence of  opinion  in  favour  of  the  Expe- 
dition. He  (Mr.  Candlish)  at  least  was 
one  who  concurred  in  the  propriety  of 
it;  and  the  House  at  large,  almost  by 
a  formal  vote,  more  than  tacitly,  acqui- 
esced in  its  policy,  for  it  granted  the 
necessary  Supplies.  It  was  easier  to  ao- 
Quiesce  in  the  policy  of  that  Expedition 
uion  it  was  in  the  policy  which  made  the 
Expedition  nccessaiy.  It  was  easier  to 
justify  a  warlike  enterprize  to  release 
Consul  Cameron  and  our  coimtrymen 
who  were  detained  prisoners  in  Abyssinia 
than  it  was  to  justify  the  policy  which 
sent  Consul  Cameron  there.  He  appre- 
hended that  if  we  had  learnt  nothing 
more  fo>m  that  Expedition,  we  had  at 
least  learnt  this — that  it  was  unwise  for 
any  civilized  Government  to  attempt  to 
establish  consular  or  diplomatic  rela- 
tions with  a  semi-barbarous  power.  A 
nation  at  the  head  of  civilization  could 
in  no  degree  deflect  from  the  principles 
of  truth,  honour,  and  integrity ;  and 
could  not  with  propriety,  as  he  conceived, 
have  any  diplomatic  intercourse  with  a 
nation  which  did  not  even  understand  the 
meaning  of  these  terms.  But  the  policy 
which  Bent  Consul  Cameron  to  Abyssinia, 
and  the  policy  of  the  war  which  was  nn- 


cemed  in  despatching  the  Expedition,  for 
that  language  wae  shorter  and  clearer 
than  any  he  could  himself  command. 
On  the  26th  of  November,  1867,  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Member  for 
Buckinghamshire,  then  filling  the  office 
of  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer,  after 
detailing  the  decision  of  the  Government 
and  the  progress  made  in  preparing  the 
Expedition,  askedforaVoteof£2,000,000 
towards  defraying  its  expenses,  and  used 
these  words — 

"  It  will  now  bs  mr  dntj  to  eipluo  the  probabla 
ooit,  ai  &r  M  we  axa  kiMrtaio,  of  the  war  io 
which  we  nuj  h»s  to  embarlc,  uid  Tor  whioh  WO 
hsTO  to  a  gr«*t  dogroe  prepared,  Bod  alio  to  oi- 
plaiD  whj  I  have  fixsd  upon  £3,000,000  aa  the 
antouDt  whioh  it  ii,  on  the  whole,  viseit  and  beat 
to  *ata  under  the  preaent  eircamitanoei.  Tha 
Commitlee  ii  eDtitird  to  the  fullest  oonSdeooa  In 
thia  matter,  and  1  do  not  know  that  I  oan  proceed 
in  a  mBiuier  more  iatiifaotorf  to  the  Committee, 
■a  well  aa  to  the  GoTemment,  than  if  1  place  b»- 
fore  them  all  the  iufarmotioD  that  we  have  upon 
the  subject,  and  atate  what  we  believe  will  be  the 
complete  coat  of  tbia  war  if  It  shoold  oommenco 
and  be  puraued  not  only  to  ita  proltable  but  to  ita 
ponible  tcmiiDaCian.  The  Eatimatea  before  at, 
1  need  hardl;  remind  the  Committee,  cannot  be 
prepared  with  the  precision  with  which  Eatimatea 
are  uniallj  laid  upon  the  ladle  of  the  Honae,  be- 
cansa  cbey  refer  to  expenditure  taking  plaee  in  a 

I  diatant  conntr;,  and  they  mail  thcrttfore  be  d*- 
aeribed  aa  "rough  Eatimatea;"  but  1  wiah  the 
Committee  to   onderaland  thnt  though  I  anil 

<  mjeelf  of  an  epithet  in  eommoD  ule  and  call  them 
rough  Eatimatea,  the;  are  not  oareleas  Eatimatea. 
Tbey  have  been  inbmittod  to  aa  aeTore  an  inra*. 
tigatioD  aa  waa  poaalblsDndar  the  circumatancea, 
to  much  oriticiam  and  to  the  jodgmant  of  moat 
eiperienoad  men,  and  the;  have  led  to  ooniider- 
abla  inquirj,  CTen  in  the  diatant  plaoea  where  the 
expenditure  muat  to  a  great  degree  take  plaoe. 
We  otter  tbem,  therefore,  with  aa  much  confldenco 
aa  we  have  a  right  to  feel,  and  that  oon&denoe 
ia  bj  DO  meana  alight.  Aaanming,  then,  that  the 
war  eommcDcca,  and  ia  carried  on  until  the  end 
of  the  month  of  April,  about  which  time  it  would 
be  e^radient  tbat  our  troopa  ahould  leave  Abfa- 
tinia,  we  believe  it  will  be  aetxmrj  that  we 
■hould  incur  an  cipenditure  oF  £3,SO0,000.  That 
amount  win  no  doubt  bo  inoreaaed  if  we  are  called 
upon  to  replace  the  forcea  of  the  Indian  Govers- 
ment  that  are  now  aaaiating  Her  lltjutlj  in  tbit 
eaterpriia ;  but  the  Increaae  will  not,  oompar»- 
tivel;  apeaking,  be  oonaiderable — 1  aa;  compare 
tlMlf  ipaakiog,  bManMlbsntMB  llMneMak 
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a  thiit  head  in  the  pnblia  papers. 
Id  caae  we  have  to  repUoe  the  forces  which  the 
Indian  GoTernment  nov  lend  to  Her  Msjeitr, 
there  will  be  >d  inoreaie  in  the  Estimate  of 
£300.000,  moreorlei*.  That  i*  the  whole  amount 
which  we  beliBTe  would  be  required,  and  would 
giTS  a  total  eipenditure  of  £3,S00,0OD  ;  but  the 
GoTerDment  would  oonlamplate  the  pouibilitr  of 
»n  expend iture.  in  round  numbera,  of  £4,000,000, 
Ifwe  haTB  to  replace  thoae  troopa.  Now,  of  thii 
£3,E00,OOO,  £3,000,000  alone  will  be  payable  bf 
the  Borne  GoTernment  during  the  present  finan- 
ciid  fear — that  ii,  the  year  ending  on  the  31at  of 
Mareb — that  is  to  bk;,  £2,000,000  to  meet  the  ad- 
YanoFi  and  make  the  allowauoea  on  account  to  tbe 
IndiaD  GoTemment,  which  would  become  due  be- 
fore that  day,  and  to  make  good  those  adianoeg 
whioh  have  been  aopplied  hj  the  eerTicei  at  borne 
from  tbe  appropriated  Votea.  It  certain!]'  will 
not  exceed  the  sum  of  £S,000,000  in  Ifae  conrse  of 
the  present  flnaneial  fear ;  and  Uer  Majeetj's 
CoTernment  are  therefore  of  opinion  that  it  ia  ud- 
necessar;  to  trouble  tbe  Committee  of  Supply  for 
a  greater  amount  than  that.  There  isahoanotlier 
— though  I   think  I  haie  already  given  a 


a  greater  expen- 


template  at  the  preient 

diture  than  £3,000,000  :  lor.as  lar  as  we  can  cal- 
culate it  will  take  exactly  that  aum  to  place  our 
complete  force  upon  the  loil  of  Abyssinia.  I 
think  that  General  Napier  may  9nd  himaelfwitb 
bis  army  eompletel;  equipped  and  ready  for  ac- 
tion in  Abyssinia,  at  a  coat  of  £2,000,OUO.  I  do 
not  wish  to  indulge  in  any  aanguina  expectations  ; 
but  we  ought  not  to  be  blind  to  this  contingency, 
that  after  these  great  preparations,  and  after  the 
invauon  of  Abyssinia  by  disciplined  troops,  it  is 
poaaible  that  tbe  future  horrors  of  war  may  be 
■pared."— [3  Hamard,  czc.  161-2.] 
This  vaa  spoken  on  the  26th  Kovem- 
ber,  and  two  days  afterwards  the  state- 
ment iras  confiimed,  if  confirmation  was 
needed,  by  the  noble  Lord  the  Secretary 
for  Foreign  Affaire  (Lord  Stanley)  in  the 
most  definite  and  precise  f^rms,  and  the 
Hoose  received  it  with  that  implicit  con- 
fidence which  it  was  bound  to  exercise 
on  an  oocasiou  of  an  official  statement 
made  under  CLrcnmstancee  bo  grave  and 
with  such  particularity  and  definiteness. 
The  House  re-aesembled  in  February, 
and  rumours  being  prevalent  that  an  in- 
crease of  expenditiue  would  be  neces- 
eaiy,  the  hon.  Member  for  Peterborough 
nUr.  "Whall^)  asked  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  tbe  Member  for  Buddng- 
hamshire  if  the  Estimates  for  tbe  war 
were  likely  to  be  increased.  The  reply 
was — "  I  have  no  reason  to  believe  that 
the  Estimates  for  the  Abyssinian  Expe- 
dition have  been  exceeded."  This  was 
on  the  20th  February,  1868,  and  when 
further  pressed  on  tie  subject  by  Mr. 
Darby  Griffith,  then  a  Member  of  the 
House,  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  said — 
**  I  thought  my  prSTiooi  answer  was  sufflelently 
«lpUoit,aiul  iMaoDlyajrlhaTanorMKn  what- 
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erer  to  belioTe  that  tbs  general  Estimate  I  put 
before  the  House  has  been  eioeeded," — [3  Bait- 
tard,  <aa.  989.] 

On  the  16th  March  the  hon.  and  gal- 
lant Member  for  Truro  (Captain  Vivian) 
asked  the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer 
(then  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Mem- 
ber for  North  Northamptonshire,  Mr. 
Hunt)  a  similar  question.  Therighthon. 
Gentieman,  in  reply,  said — 

"  I  think  it  has  been  oiDal  for  this  Houae  to  be 
content  till  the  Budget  has  been  brought  forward 
in  order  to  learn  whether  the  Estimates  have  been 

exceeded  or  not I  do  not  decline  to 

answer  the  question.  Tbe  public  mind  has  been 
made  uneasy  by  exaggerated  atalemenls  as  to  the 

eipenditure  going  on   in  Abyasinia 

My  right  hon.  Friend  the  First  Miniater  of  tbe 
Crown  (Mr.  Disraeli)  staled  in  Novemher  last 
that  it  was  estimated  that  if  the  cipedilion  lasted, 
aa  was  anticipated,  to  the  end  of  April,  the  ex- 
penditure would  amount  to  £3,500,000,  and  in 
certain  eientualities  it  might  extend  to  £4,000,000. 
From  the  last  means  of  information  at  my  disposal, 
I  am  able  to  state  that  I  helieTe,  up  to  the  time  1 
am  speaking,  tbe  expenditure  in  Abyssinia  will  bs 
GOTcred  by  tbe  lower  of  these  two  amounts." — 
[3  Hamard,  exo.  188*.] 

The  present  First  Lord  of  the  Admi- 
ral^ (Mr.  C3iilders)  followed  up  this 
reply  widi  these  more  pointed  words : — 
"Did  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  mean 
that  tbe  expense  to  the  end  of  April  had 
not  been  exceeded?"  and  the  reply  was 
that^ 

"  irthe  Expedition  lasted  till  the  end  of  April 
the  expense  woold  amount  to  £3,400,000,  and 
might  extend  to  £1,000,000,  but  that  1  beliere 
that  the  whole  of  the  expenditure  up  to  the  pre- 
sent time  would  be  corered  by  the  lower  of  tbe 
two  amounts— namely,  £3,S00,OO0."— {jW.] 
Up  to  this  time  the  House  will  perceive 
that  no  hint  was  given  that  the  Esti- 
mates had  been  exceeded.  Nothing 
further  was  communicated  to  the  House 
till  the  23rd  April,  when  the  Budget 
speech  was  delivered ;  and  in  that 
speech  it  was  stated  that  the  supplies 
to  be  obtained  from  the  country  were 
much  less  than  had  been  anticipated, 
and  that  in  consequence  supplies  had  to 
be  obtained  from  a  distance,  and  that 
the  Estimates  would  be  increased  on  that 
account  to  about  £600,000  a  month.  Sii- 
Bobert  Napier  anticipated  that  he  would 
be  on  his  way  home  on  the  20th  of  April, 
and  that  if  there  were  any  further  chai^ 
it  would  be  small  in  amount,  and  woud 
probably  be  defrayed  by  the  Indian  Go- 
vernment. The  expenses  up  to  the  end 
of  May  would  thus  be  about  £5,000,000. 
This  was  a  statement  made  to  the  House 
when  the  late  Government  must  have 
been  in  possession  of  full  information  on 
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the  Bubject.  It  was  mode  tea  days  after 
tiie  fall  of  Magdala,  and  the  welcome 
news  of  its  fall  was  within  two  days  of 
these  shores..  The  calculation  as  to  the 
time  when  this  event  would  take  place 
and  the  priaoners  be  liberated  was  ful- 
filled to  the  letter.  It  was  in  the  month 
of  April.  Magdala  was  reached  on  the 
10th;  on  the  13th  it  fell;  theAbyssi 
army  was  scattered  to  the  winds ;  and 
on  Uie  IBth  the  British  army  was  on  its 
homeward  march.  Within  100  days  Sir 
Bobert  consummated  his  mission — ^re- 
leased the  prisoners  and  destroyed  the 
fortificatione  of  Magdala.  So  that  in 
point  of  fact  there  was  nothing  to  in- 
crease the  Estimates.  On  the  4th  oJ 
March  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  oppo- 
site (Sir  Stafford  Northcote)  said— 

"  Whkt  tha  Honw  hx  a  right  jealooalj  to  look 
at  ii  tha  infonnBtioii  that  iraa  auppliad  to  it  nben 
it  wu  oalled  apoo  to  <rote  monaf."— [3  Baiuard, 
oxoJT.  836.] 

When  the  £2,000,000  was  asked  for 
by  the  QoTemment  the  estimate  was 
£3,500,000.  On  the  23rd  of  April  another 
£3,000,000  was  asked  for  by  the  Chan- 
cellor of  the  Exchequer,  and  the  estimate 
was  thus  increased  to  £5,000,000.  So, 
according  to  his  own  test,  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  would  see  that  it  was  fair  to 
quote  the  remarks  at  the  time  to  which 
he  had  referred.  [Sir  Stafford  Nobth- 
COTE:  Hear,  hear!]  Now,  what  had 
been  the  cost  of  this  war  ?  On  the  4th 
May  last  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the 
present  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  said 
the  expenditure  was  £6,800, 000  in  India, 
£461,000  by  the  War  Office  at  home, 
£1,262,000  by  the  Admiralty,  £250,000 
by  the  India  Office ;  making  a  total  of 
£8,773,000.  In  other  words,  the  actual 
expenditure  was  shown  to  be  £5,300,000 
in  excess  of  the  original  Estimate,  and 
£3,800,000  in  excess  of  the  second  and 
corrected  Estimate  which  was  submitted 
to  the  House  at  the  time  the  Yote  was 
^liven.  These  facte,  he  submitted,  amply 
justified  the  proposition  which  he  had 

t laced  upon  the  Paper,  and  the  right 
on.  Gentleman  opposite,  he  believed, 
tax  &om  objecting,  in  point  of  iact,  in- 
vited this  inquiiy.  [SireTAFFOBDNoKTH- 
OOTE ;  Hear,  hear !]  While  inquiiy 
was  pending,  it  was  not  for  hirn  to  make 
charges  against  any  person;  but  obvi- 
ously there  must  have  been  grave  and 
serious  mistakes  somewhere.  He  would 
assume  that  the  representationB  made  to 
the  House  were  honestly  made,  aooord- 
Mr.  CoHdUth 


ing  to  the  information  which  at  the  mo- 
ment bad  reached  the  authorities.  Mr. 
Turner,  who  supervised  the  expenditure 
on  the  part  of  the  Government,  wrote  to 
say — 

"Than  totals,  making  altogatbar  £6,000,000, 
will  doabt1«M  pro**  to  b«  oaiiiidarBbl]t  ander  tho 
ootnali  when  broD^t  to   aooount  rather  tbaa 
otherwtaa," 
And  Major  General  Jameson  said — 

"  ProTided  the  Expedition  terminatad  on  tho 
31>t  of  Majr,  it  would  not  bo  aab  to  uk  for  1«H 
than  £3,000,000" 


the  £3,000,000.  In 
the  opinion  of  the  gallant  officer 
£3,000,000  would  be  a  safe  amount  for 
which  to  ask,  and  if  the  Expedition 
lasted  beyond  the  Slst  of  May  a  fiirther 
charge  of  £600,000  would  be  requisite 
for  every  month  beyond  that  day.  Sir 
Kobert  Napier  reached  the  coast  with 
his  forces  in  June ;  at  that  date,  there* 
fore  the  Expedition  might  fairly  be  taken 
to  be  at  an  end,  but  it  might,  perhaps, 
be  necessary  to  allow  another  mouth  for 
the  removal  of  materials.  In  seeking 
an  investigation  into  the  expenditure  of 
all  this  money  the  House  was  ensured 
in  a  strictly  constitutional  work.  Public 
money  was  voted  freely  for  any  object 
of  which  the  House  approved;  and  it 
would  always  maintain  the  honour  of 
the  country  by  making  good  an  outlay, 
whether  wisely  or  unwisely  incurred,  re- 
serving to  itself  at  a  later  period  the 
right  of  full  inquiry.  In  answer  to  the 
objection  which  might  be  possibly  urged, 
that  this  Motion  came  too  late,  and  that 
the  Committee,  if  appointed,  could  not 
report  during  the  present  Session,  the 
hon  Gentleman  said  that  there  had  been 
no  early  opportunity  of  roislngthe  ques- 
tion with  effect,  as,  even  yet,  the  official 
information  was  hardly  complete ;  and 
the  Committee,  though  unable  to  report, 
would  at  least  be  able  to  lay  upon  the 
table  tlie  evidence  which  they  had  taken, 
and  ask  to  be  re-appointed  next  Session. 
STAPFOED  NOETHCOTE  : 
After  the  speech  to  which  we  have  just 
listened  I  con  hardly  be  doing  wrong  in 
seconding  the  Motion,  which  I  am  quite 
as  anxious  to  see  adopted  as  the  hon. 
Gentleman.  I  desire  this — first,  upon 
general  grounds,  for  I  think  that  the 
ground  which  the  hon.  Uember  has 
taken  is  a  perfectly  sound  and  legiti- 
mate one,  and  that  if  the  course  which 
he  proposes  on  the  present  c. 
more  &eqaaitly  aiaptai.  ia  o 
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&  lai^  expenditure  for  a  paitictilar  ob- 
ject has  been  sanctioned  and  then  ex- 
ceeded, it  woidd  conduce  veiy  much  to 
economy,  and  would  have  a  benefi- 
cial effect  upon  the  f^ecutiTe  Qovem- 
ment  in  keeping  them  up  to  their  duly 
in  these  matters.  We  knotr  very  welt 
that,  excuse  or  dieguise  it  aa  we  may, 
war  will  always  be  a  very  wasteful  bi 
nesB ;  and  everybody  kuowe  that  on 
caaion  of  a  war  there  ia  generally  a  great 
deal  of  public  enthueiaem  excited,  which 
enables  the  Government  to  obtain  the 
sanction  of  Parliament  for  entering  into 
it ;  and  that  while  a  war  is  going  on  the 
Government  have  it  entirely  in  their 
own  hands,  and  have  only  to  come  down 
to  the  House  and  deprecate  diBCUBsioa  on 
the  subject,  and  the  patriotism  and  feel- 
ing of  the  country  would  Eilways  prevent 
their  being  hampered.  Then,  after  the 
war  is  over,  there  is  too  often  a  tendency 
to  make  the  best  of  a  bad  business—to 
say— "The  money  is  gone,  andnowthere 
is  nothing  to  do  but  to  pay  the  bUl." 
And  so  one  great  expenditure  after  ano- 
ther gets  huE^ed  up  and  slurred  over,  in 
a  way  not  for  the  public  interest.  1  think 
the  hon.  G«ntJeman — if  I  may  say  so — 
has  acted  very  discreetly  and  entirely  in 
conformity  with  that  which  ought  to 
animate  the  Members  of  this  House  in 
bringing  forward  this  Motion  at  the 
time  and  in  the  manner  in  which  he  has 
done.  He  has  avoided  saying  anything 
which  could  give  any  offence  whatever  ; 
and  I  thank  him,  on  the  part  of  my 
late  Colleagues  and  myeeHS,  ior  the  lan- 
guage in  which  he  has  couched  the  re- 
marks which  he  has  just  addressed  to 
us.  I  can  assure  him  that  we  warmly 
reciprocate  his  desire  to  hare  this  matter 
entirely  cleared  up.  That  is  one  reason 
why  I  support  the  Motion.  Another  is, 
that  I  am  confident,  when  this  Question  is 
examined  into  before  a  Select  Commit- 
tee, and  comee  to  be  really  probed  by 
the  examination  of  documents  and  of 
witnesses,  it  will  he  fonnd  that,  although 
it  may,  perhaps,  be  said  we  were  to  a 
certain  extent  to  blame  for  using  lan- 
guage which  may  have  given  the  Bouse 
and  the  country  an  impression  of  greater 
certainty  on  our  parts  than  we  ought  to 
have  felt ;  yet  it  will,  I  beliere,  appear 
that  throughout  we  acted  perfectly  iimd 
jide,  and  Uiat  the  information  which  we 
laid  before  the  House,  and  the  grounds 
npon  which  we  ourselves  acted  were 
grounds   such  as  would  have  justified 


any  Ministers  in  our  position  in  taking 
the  course  which  we  actually  adopted. 
I  hope,  moreover,  and  I  believe  it  will 
appear,  that  the  excess  which  was  unfor- 
tunately incurred  was  an  excess  for 
which  we  were  not  responsible,  and  for 
which  the  circumstances  of  the  war 
will  lully  account.  I  admit  that  when 
the  hon.  Member  says  we  mentioned 
£3,500,000  or  4,000,000  as  the  probable 
cost  of  the  Expedition,  supposing  it 
would  last  tm  April,  and  when  at  a  later 

Eeriod  we  named  £5,000,000  as  the  pro- 
able  amount,  and  that  when  some  eight 
or  ten  months  afterwards  it  turns  out 
that  the  estimate  has  been  exceeded  by 
the  amount  stated  by  the  hon.  Member, 
that  is  a  matter  which,  primd  faei»,  re- 
quires explanation  and  defence.  But  I 
would  ask  him  to  bear  in  mind  that  the 
House  and  the  country  were  perfectly 
aware  that  these  Estimates  were  neces- 
sarily of  a  very  rough  and  uncertain 
character.  It  was  part  of  the  case  uiged 
against  us  by  some  hon.  Gentlemen  that 
we  should  not  have  entered  into  this  war 
at  all,  because  we  were  undertaking  an 
expedition  at  short  notice  into  a  wholly 
unknown  country,  where  it  was  impos- 
sible to  say  beforehand  what  means  and 
appliances  we  should  meet  with — whe- 
ther we  should  find  the  ordinary  supplies 
of  provisions,  whether  we  should  find 
any  means  of  transport,  whether  we 
should  even  find  a  proper  supply  of 
water.  We  knew  that  we  should  also  be 
pressed  for  time,  and  that  if  the  Expedi- 
tion did  not  come  to  a  conclusion  by  the 
end  of  April  or  the  beginning  of  May  we 
should  lose  a  whole  season.  We  knew 
that  the  health  of  the  troops  would  suf- 
fer, that  great  misfortunes  might  be  ap- 
prehended if  they  were  compelled  to  re- 
main in  the  country  for  another  season, 
and  that  during  tlie  whole  time  they 
were  there  the  mfBoulty  in  supplying  our 
troops  wi&  provisionB  in  that  unknown 
country  would  be  very  great.  Under  these 
circumstances,  not  having  time  to  commu- 
nicate as  rapidly  as  we  could  have  wished 
to  do  with  Uie  base  of  our  operations  at 
Bombay  and  the  country  of  Abyssinia  in 
which  me  operations  were  to  carried  on, 
and  knowing  how  long  it  would  take  to 
send  out  supplies  from  this  country,  it 
was  necessary  to  give  a  considerable 
latitude  to  those  upon  whose  judgment 
we  relied  and  to  whom  we  entrusted  the 
lafety  of  the  Expedition.  The  principal 
directiona  we  gave  to  General  Sir  Kobert 
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Na^er  and  also  to  the  Qovenunent  of 
Bombay,  who  were  ch&i^ed  with  the 
o^tLouatioa  of  the  Expemtion,  were — 
"Tate  care,  whatever  yon  do,  that 
you  do  not  incur  any  diBaeter.  Take 
care  that  you  do  not  compromise  the 
safety  of  the  British  troops  or  the  ho- 
nour of  the  British  name.  Ask  for  what 
you  require.  Do  the  matter  aa  economi- 
cally as  you  can ;  but  do  not  let  it  fail  for 
want  of  proper  proyiaions  and  supplies." 
In  that  way,  we  in  Eug;laiid  necessarily 
put  ourselveB  to  e.  great  extent  in  tlie 
hands  of  those  who  bad  to  organize  the 
Expedition — the  Qovermnent  of  Bombay 
and  Sir  Bobert  Napier.  We  endea- 
voured, as  well  as  we  could,  to  form  an 
estimate  of  what  the  expenditure  would 
be.  We  knew  the  force  of  men  that 
was  required,  and  with  the  aid  of  the 
Admiralty  and  the  War  Office  we  endea- 
voured to  calculate  the  cost  of  the  sup- 
plies that  it  would  be  necessary  to  send 
from  this  countir,  and  the  coat  of  the 
transport.  By  the  aid  of  officers  who 
had  Lad  e;Kperienoe  in  the  Persian  and 
other  campaigns  we  formed  as  good  an 
estimate  as  possible  of  the  probable  cost 
of  the  force  while  it  was  under  arms. 
But  we  hsd  no  estimate  supplied  to  us 
&om  the  seat  of  war  or  mim  Bombay 
that  we  could  lay  upon  the  table  of  the 
House,  or  to  which  we  could  refer  as 
representing  the  expenditure  for  which 
we  held  the  Oovemment  of  Bombay 
responsible.  I  may  say  that  I  men- 
tioned t.TiJH  to  the  House  at  the  time  that 
the  second  Vote  was  asked  for.  I  laid 
upon  the  table  a  Betum,  &om  which  I 
quoted  some  passages  in  Match  last; 
and  in  r^ard  to  vrfiich  I  said  that  the 
information  it  contained  was  not  so  full 
or  so  accurate  as  we  could  wish,  but  that 
we  hoped  and  believed  that  the  sum  we 
were  asking  for  would  be  sufficient.  It 
now  turns  out  that  we  were  considerably 
under  the  mark,  because  we  under-esti- 
mated the  expenditure  that  had  already 
occurred,  and  because  we  had  not  fore- 
seen certain  events  that  occurred  afler 
the  period  at  which  we  reckoned  on  the 
termination  of  all  expenditure.  When 
I  say  that  we  put  ourselves  in  the  bands 
of  the  Government  of  Bombay  and  of 
General  Sir  Bobert  Kapier  in  regard  to 
the  expenditure,  I  desire  to  say  most 
explicitly  that  I  am  not  attempting  or 
desiring  to  throw  any  blame  upon  the 
Government  of  Bombay  or  the  Com- 
mander-in-Chief on  account  of  the  extia- 
Sir  Stafford  Iforthcote 


ordinary  cost  of  the  Expedition.  I  should 

call  it  very  discreditable  on  the  part  of  the 
Home  Government  if  we  attempted  to 
shift  on  the  Government  of  Bombay  any 
of  the  re^nsibility  that  properly  be- 
longed to  ourselves.  I  wish  further  and 
besides  to  bear  my  testimony  in  the 
most  emphatic  manner — and  the  more 
so  because  I  think  that  hitherto  very 
scant  justice  has  been  done  to  the  Go- 
vernment of  Bombay — to  the  excellent 
manner  in  which  tiiey  performed  the 
very  difficult  service  uat  was  pressed 
upon  them.  Perhaps  I  may  be  allowed, 
as  an  evidence  of  the  difficulties  with 
which  the  Government  of  Bombay  had 
to  contend,  to  read  a  few  pass^es  from 
a  letter  which  Sir  Seymour  Fitzgerald 
has  addressed  to  me  in  reference  to  the 
debate  that  took  place  in  this  House  in 
March  last — 

"The  chirget  appear  to  be  that  the  Gonni- 
ment  of  Baoibaj  baa  oommitted  the  oountrr  to 
u  eipenditure  '  monatroDtlf '  diB^ring  from  their 
erttmate ;  Ihat  thej  haie  fidled  ainoe  the  olote  of 
(he  Expedition  lo  leiid  a  proper  aocouot  of  Um 
aotual  ooet ;  and  that  the  eipenditura  bai  been 
resklew  and  eitravagKnt.  Aa  rpgird*  the  Brat 
point.  1  wiab  to  eay  that  at  no  time  hare  I  im- 
tared  to  giro  onj  eitimate  of  the  probable  ooit. 
The  preparation*  bad  not  been  commenoed  a 
moiith  b«rore  it  was  obTiom  to  everjione  hera 
that  it  vai  impouible  to  form  eiea  an  approxi- 
mate eitimate  ;  aod  if  I  had  been  required  to 
giie  one  1  should  hare  declined.  We  were  oatled 
on  to  make  proTiiion  for  40,001)  men  and  80,000 
animali,  and  it  wai  neoeuarj  that  thie  ahould  be 
done  at  once  and  vithoat  (he  lesat  delaf ,  to  inanro 
the  earl;  departure  of  the  Expedition.  A  audden 
call  of  Ihii  magnitude  deranged  the  prioee  in  a. 
maj  to  defy  calculation,  ao  that  ire  were  drJTsa  to 
haie  recouree  to  the  moat  diitant  marketa.  Far- 
ther, from  the  oomplate  ignorance  that  exiated  u 
to  the  oonntr;  whither  the  force  waa  aent,  eierf- 
tbing  had  to  be  proTidod,  not  odIj  food  for  (be 
troopa  and  followera,  but  baf  for  (he  animala,  and 
BTen  firewood  for  the  men.  Even  at  home,  where 
there  ia  nothing  that  cannot  be  procured  from 
manaboturera  aeonatomed  to  anpplj  the  ordinary 
demand!  of  the  market,  our  taak  irooldnot  bare 
been  an  eaar  one.  Bat  here  articlea  had  Co  be 
provided  the  manu&otiire  of  which  waa  onnanal 
and  almoat  nnknown.  For  imtance,  when  tbe 
preparationa  far  the  Expedition  were  commenced, 
there  were  but  thirleeo  ipare  water  tanlia  in  tba 
dookjard.  We  bad  to  proride,  and  did  proTide, 
in  an  incredible  short  apace  of  time  a  auffloient 
number  to  oarr;  more  than  4,000,000  gallon*  of 
water,  though  I  w(a  told  at  flrat  by  the  oontiae- 
tors  that  so  unusual  waa  tba  mann&oture  that  no 
contract  oould  be  taken  for  the  auppljr  of  mors 
thao  fortj,  or  at  tbe  utmost,  fifl;  per  week,  ('rom 
onr  ignorance  of  the  countr;  no  one  eould  aaf 
whether  the  Expedition  woald  last  two  moathi  or 
two  jean,  and  under  anoh  oironmataiicee  no  one 
in  the  House  or  out  of  it  eoaU  at  that  time  ba<N 
UBderttood  that  taj  'eaUmate,'  properl;  ip«akuix 
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onUtioD  upon  aaffioient  and  relikbls  data.  A* 
regarda  the  doUj  in  rendering  «n  acoount,  even  if 
there  had  beeo  deU;,  the  cirouraaUncel  I  ham 
refbrr«d  to  would  hate  been,  I  think,  a  aufflcient 
explanation.  The  expenditure  had  boon  made,  it 
may  almott  be  laid,  at  eierj  port  emit  of  Sael — 
Bombar,  Karrachee,  Calentta,  Madras,  Aden, 
Buahire,  Muaoat,  and  a  doien  plujei  in  tha  Red 
Sea,  and  made,  too,  under  different  anthorltiea 
AOting  independently.  The  number  of  Touohera 
■Ireadf  examined  eioeeda  2B,000,  and  tha  net 
ohargM  aotnallf  audited  and  reported  to  the 
Imperial  Goieminsnt  amountad  to  £6,618,000. 
These  hate  been  regularly  aent  home  month  by 
month  aa  faat  aa  the  audit  wai  completed.  Theae 
flgures,  I  think,  not  only  diaproTo  any  charge  of 
delay  ;  bat  I  beiiere  1  nay  ohallenge  the  prodoo- 
tion  of  any  inalanM  of  a  iimilar  eipuditure 
being  ao  qniokly  and  oompUlely  reodered." 
I  mentioa  these  £actB  in  order  to  show 
the  pressure  put  upon  the  Govenunent 
of  Bombay,  and  to  explain  why  ■we  oould 
not  reoeive  the  infonnatioii  as  lapidJy  aa 
w&a  necessary  to  enable  us  to  lay  trust- 
worthy Estimates  before  the  House.  It 
was  impossible  to  receive  these  accounts 
so  as  to  enable  us  in  March  to  know 
what  the  real  amount  of  the  expenditure 
would  be.  It  may  be  said  that  this  was  a 
Tery  bad  and  unbuainesa-like  transaction ; 
but  aU  I  can  say  is,  that  if  you  examine 
the  ciroumstauces  of  any  other  war  you 
will  find  that  precisely  the  same  tlung 
has  occurred  on  all  former  occasions. 
And  if  we  consider,  in  the  cose  of  the 
Abyssinian  Expedition,  the  great  hurry 
in  which  the  thing  was  done,  and  the 
wide  area  from  which  the  supplies 
were  drawn,  I  think  it  is  very,  much 
to  the  credit  of  the  Indian  and  Bom- 
bay Qovemments,  that  they  have  been 
able  to  present  so  complete  an  account 
within  so  short  a  time  as  ten  months  after 
the  conclusion  of  hostilities.  I  believe  I 
am  right  in  stating  that  this  has  been 
done,  and  that  the  total  amount  fails 
within  the  Estimate  given  in  March  last. 
All  these  matters,  however,  will  be  well 
BiftedbeforeaCommittee,  and  upon  their 
Report  Parliament  will  be  enabled  to  pro- 
nounce a  judgment.  I  do  not  complain 
of  the  time  m  which  the  hon.  Member 
has  brought  forward  his  Motion,  or  of 
the  deductions  which  he  and  others  have 
drawn  &om  the  &ct8  as  they  are  now 
before  us.  All  I  ask  is,  that  the  final 
decision  of  Parliament  should  be  sus- 
pended until  the  matter  has  been  com- 
pletely inquired  into.  And  although 
the  Committee  will  be  unable  to  finish 
its  labours  this  Session,  much  useful 
work  may  be  done  in  aseertaining  what 
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information  is  required,  and  the  quaiterB 

&am  which  it  may  be  best  obtained,  and 
in  framing  qnestions  to  be  sent  out  to 
India  and  answered  before  another  Sea- 
aion.  There  will  also  be  an  opportunity, 
no  doubt,  of  personally  examining  ofScers 
who  may  be  able  to  throw  light  on  the 
subject.  I  believe  that  Mr.  Timier  is  now 
in  liiis  counfar,  and  others  connected  with 
the  various  War  departments  may  either 
be  in  this  country  or  may  be  invited  to 
come  over  to  give  evidence.    I  am  aware 


myself  might  have  begun  to  make  our 
arrangements  at  an  earher  date.  All 
that  I  can  say  is  that  we  hoped  against 
hope  up  to  the  last  moment,  ana  xmtil 
political  events  happened  in  Abyssinia 
of  such  a  character  aa  to  leave  us  no 
alternative  but  to  commence  operations. 
No  doubt  by  beginning  so  late,  the  acci- 
dents of  the  season,  and  the  absence  of 


and  hurry  ia  such  a  case  meana  increaaed 
expenditure.  It  waa  found  that  time 
was  running  veiy  close ;  and,  although  it 
was  calculated  that  the  campai^  would 
be  finished  by  the  end  of  April  or  the 
beginning  of  May,  it  was  impossible  to 
tell  what  would  occur,  and  wnether  the 
force  might  not  have  to  remain  there 
during  the  whole  year.  It  was,  thero- 
fore,  neceesary  to  order  large  aupplies  to 
be  sent  out.  Sutmlies,  which  would  have 
been  necessary  ifthe  campaign  had  been 
prolonged,  were  to  a  great  extent  wasted 
or  hail  to  be  brought  back  at  a  time 
when  the  monsoon  was  adverse  to  navi- 
gation, and  thus  in  various  ways  un- 
h>oked-for  expenditure  was  incurred  at 
the  close  of  the  Expedition.  The  late 
Government  court  mquiry;  they  are 
prepared  to  take  any  blame  that  may  bo 
fairly  found  to  attach  to  them.  At  the 
same  time  they  enter  upon  the  inquiry 
with  considerable  oonfidenoe  that  the 
verdict  will  be  one  upon  the  whole  very 
decidedly  in  their  favour,  and  creditable 
to  the  Government  of  India,  and  parti- 
cularly that  of  Bombay,  aa  f ar  as  they 
had  the  management  of  those  operations. 
Mb.  MUNDELLA  said,  he  was  sure 
the  House  would  be  as  content  as  he 
was  that  the  right  hon.  Baronet  (Sir 
Stafford  Northoote)  anticipated  him  in 
rising  to  second  the  Motion;  but  he 
would  have  been  better  satisfied — and 
he  was  sure  the  House  would  have  been 
better  satisfied — if  the  right  hon.  Baronet 
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had  not,  in  the  latter  port  of  hia  speech, 
elaborately  defended  and  excueed  the 
taviah  expenditure  to  which  we  have 
been  subjected.  It  appeared  to  bim  that 
much  of  the  defence  the  right  hon.  G«n- 
tleman  had  put  forward  was  not  exactly 
founded  upon  fact,  for  the  ciroumstances 
which  were  supposed  to  have  cauBed 
the  extiaordinaiT  expenditure  were  all 
known  and  calcufated  upon  beforehand, 
and  it  was  anticipated  that  the  campaign 
would  finish  when  it  did.  It  was  said 
that  the  ori^nal  estimates  were 
rough  and  uncertain  character,  and  that 
we  had  no  estimates  from  Bombay  oi 
&om  the  Beat  of  war  ;  but  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  who  was  then  Chancellor  of 
the  Exchequer  (Mr.  Disraeli)  In  sub- 
mitting them,  said — 

"  Tbsr  have  b««D  Bubmitted  to  bb  ut 
TettignlioD    »i   was   passible   under  (hi 
»tnncc>,  to  much  orilioitm,  and  to  the  judgment 
of  most  experienced  men,  and  tbey  bare  Te<'  '~ 
coniiderable  inquiry,  eien   in  Iba  diBtant  pli 
where   Ihe  elpsnditure  must  lo  a  great  dej 
lake   place.    We  offer  them,  therefore,  with 
much  confidence  u  we  have  ■  right  to  feel, 
that  confidence  a  bj  no  meana  slight." — [8  £ 
»ard,  MO.  lai .] 

Moreover,  the  statement  that  these  w 
Foueh  Estimates  could  not  apply  to  the 
23ra  of  April,  when  the  war  was  actually 
finiahed.  In  military  and  commercial 
circles  the  Abyssinian  War  was  regarded 
as  a  great  scandal,  and  the  expenditure 
as  having  exceeded  almost  all  precedent. 
He  did  not  wish  to  cast  reflections  upon 
the  late  Glovemment,  nor  upon  the  gal- 
lant officer  in  command  of  the  army ; 
but  there  was  fault  somewhere,  and  it 
was  but  right  that  a  Committee  should 
immediately  investigate  the  matter,  not 
only  that  the  country  might  have  the 
satisfoction  of  knowing  ^^at  had  be- 
come of  the  extra  £5,000,000,  but  that 
it  might  also  prevent  such  extravagance 
in  the  future.  If  we  were  to  be  again 
involved  in  war,  it  would  probably  not 
be  a  httle  war  with  some  barbarous 
prince,  but  it  might  be  a  great  war  with 
some  civilized  nation  ;  and  the  question 
was  whether  in  such  a  case  we  were 
again  to  waste  all  our  resources  at  the 
very  outset,  and  so  involve  the  county 
in  immense  expenditure  and  risk,  lib 
was  well  known  there  was  the  grossest 
mismanagement  in  Abyssinia ;  Uiat  the 
army  sent  there  was  out  of  all  propor- 
tion to  the  work  to  be  done ;  and  that 
the  freights  surpassed  anything  ever 
known  in  this  country.  He  haa  It  on 
Mr.  MunMla 


the  aulliorily  of  contractors  that  such 
things  as  these  occurred — a  ship  was 
chartered  to  take  out  compressed  hay  at 
so  much  the  voyage  and  at  so  much  per 
day  demurrage;  when  the  captain  ar- 
rived out  with  his  cai^  he  was  kept 
waiting  for  months,  chaining  demur- 
rage, 'Uie  mules  on  shore  dying  mean- 
while ;  he  was  then  ordered  away  to  an 
Indian  port,  where  he  was  kept  waiting 
for  months ;  he  was  then  ordered  out  to 
sea  to  throw  the  cargo  overboard ;  that 
order  being  countermanded,  he  was  told — 
"  We  don't  want  the  hay ;  take  it  away, 
and  do  what  you  please  with  it;"  and 
he,  knowing  where  he  could  find  a  good 
market,  went  and  sold  it  and  brought 
home  the  proceeds  to  hJs  owners.  Num- 
bers of  vessels  had  been  kept  lying  for 
months  under  demurrage  in  Annedey 
Bay  and  off  Bombay,  and  the  captains 
had  then  been  ordered  to  throw  their 
precious  freights  overboard.  At  the 
close  of  the  war  6,000  mules  and  horses, 
which  had  been  collected  at  Suez  at  an 
enormous  cost,  were  given  away  for  an 
old  song;  and,  as  another  instance  of 
the  wasteful  and  extravagant  expendi- 
ture, he  might  mention  that  500  women 
were  taken  from  India  to  grind  com  for 
the  Sepoys  in  Abyssinia,  but  that  it  was 
afterwards  found  they  had  never  ground 
com  in  their  lives.  Men  who  htS  seen 
something  of  the  wars  of  the  last  quar- 
ter of  a  centuiy  in  India,  America,  and 
Italy,  and  who  had  been  with  the 
Austrian  army  and  with  the  Danish 
army,  said  they  never  witnessed  such 
extravagance  as  they  saw  in  Abyssinia. 
It  was  a  war  of  gold,  and  altogether  a 
disgrace  to  us,  reflecting  the  greatest 
discredit  upon  those  who  had  the  or- 
ganizatioa  and  management  of  it.  Un- 
der these  circumstances  it  was  only  right 
that  an  inquiry  should  take  place  into 
the  matter,  and  tmtil  that  inquiry  should 
have  terminated  he  hoped  that  the  House 
would  suspend  its  judgment,  and  would 
not  come  to  the  conclusion  for  which  the 
right  hon.  Qentlcman  had  contended — 
that  everything  was  done  that  coold  be 
done,  that  all  things  ought  to  be  made 
pleasant,  and  that  the  waste  of  money 
could  not  be  prevented.  In  justice  to  the 
British  tax-payer  he  urged  investigation. 
Mk.  EASTWICK  said,  he  had  hoped 
that  the  debate  would  have  terminated 
with  the  speech  of  the  right  hon.  Ba- 
ronet  (Sir  Staffitrd  Northcote),  who  made 
such  a  satisfaGtoTy  statement.   As  it  had 
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been  ooatiiiued,  and  the  hon.  Member 
for  Sheffield  (Mr.  Mimdella)  bad  pre- 
ferred sucb  strong  obarges,  be  would 


1434 


I  felt  certain  of  this  that,  shonld 
the  matter  be  referred  to  a  Select  Com- 
mittee, the  zeal  and  energy  di^layed  by 
the  Bombay  OoTemment  would  receive 
a  more  full  acknowledgment  than  it  had 
yet  received.  He  b^eved  tbat  only 
those  who  had  been  concerned  in  such  a 
taak  could  fully  appreciate  the  labour  of 
organizLug  an  Expedition  which  com- 
jnised  15,000  fightmg  men.  Of  course, 
the  markets  of  Bonibay  were  not  able 
to  supply  the  required  stores,  and  there- 
fore it  was  necessary  to  send  to  other 
parts  of  the  world  to  get  them,  and  we 
were  simultaneouBly  buying  mules  in  the 
Dardanelles,  Spain,  and  Africa,  and 
horses  in  St.  Petersburg.  "When  bo  many 
demands  were  being  met,  was  it  possibk 
to  form  any  just  estimate  of  the  expendi- 
ture ?  It  was  utterly  impossible,  and  the 
Govemmentwouldl^veoeen  justified  in 
declining  to  publish  any  estimate.  The 
Bombay  Oovemment  and  Sir  Seymour 
Fitzgerald  devoted  all  their  time  and 
energy  to  keeping  down  the  expenses ; 
but  many  things  occurred  which  it  was 
quite  impossible  to  foresee.  The  0^>- 
vemment  had  no  doubt  acted  wisely  in 
selecting  for  the  command  the  best  officer 
they  could  find,  and  then  leaving  to  bini 
the  conduct  of  the  operations.  The 
force  had  originally  been  fixed  at  12,000 
men  ;  but  Sir  Bobert  Napier  had  asked 
for  2,000  more,  and  it  was  impossible  to 
comply  with  that  demand  without  a  large 
additional  expenditure.  Again,  the  ori- 
ginal eetimato  had  been  for  six  months' 
stores,  and  it  was  thought  afterwards 
better  to  increase  that  amount  to  twelve 
months'  stores.  -  When  the  campaign 
terminated  earlier  than  had  been  an- 
ticipated a  vast  amount  of  stores  re- 
mained on  band,  and  it  would  have  been 
bettor  and  cheaper  to  have  left  them  at 
Annesley  Bay  than  to  have  removed 
them,  because  it  was  not  possible  to  sail 
transports  without  steamers ;  indeed, 
after  some  vessels  had  remained  for 
several  weeks,  it  was  found  to  be  the 
cheapest  course  to  throw  their  cargoes 
into  the  sea.  When  all  those  thmge 
rome  to  be  considered,  it  would  certaimy 
be  found  that  there  was  no  reason  to 
impute  blame  to  the  authorities;  on  the 
contrary,  they  would  receive  much  greater 
credit  than  had  been  given  to  them  by 
the  oouatiy. 


Sm  CHAHLES  WINGFIELD  ob- 
served that  it  had  been  left  to  Sir  Eobert 
Napier  to  determine  the  strength  and 
composition  of  the  force,  and  he  believed 
no  one  was  prepared  to  say  that  he  took 
too  large  a  force.  He  did  not  know  what 
resistance  or  physical  difficulties  be  would 
have  to  encounter,  and  if  be  had  failed, 
having  had  fiill  discretion  left  him,  it 
would  not  have  been  enough  for  him  to 
say  that  he  had  miscalculated  the  cam- 
paign. Was  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man (Sir  Stafi'ord  Northcote),  then,  in 
error  to  leave  it  entirely  to  Lord  Napier 
to  determine  the  strength  of  the  forces  ? 
He  thought  not.  It  was  impossible  for 
him  to  calculate  the  difficulties  that  lay 
in  the  way  of  the  entorprize,  and  the  only 
thing  he  could  do  was  to  trust  the  com- 
mander, and  give  him  freedom  to  select 
what  force  the  nature  of  the  enterprize 
might  require.  Sir  Bobert  Napier  merely 
said  to  the  Government  of  Bombay — "  I 
want  so  many  thousand  men ;  put  them 
down  in  Abyssinia  and  give  me  the  means 
of  moving  them  there.  It  rested  with 
the  Government  of  Bombay  to  provide 
transport  and  carriage  in  Abyssinia. 
Whether  tiiey  had  provided  it  at  a 
reasonable  rate,  or  whether  they  had 
incurred  needless  expenditure,  was  a 
point  which  required  minute  inquiry; 
£4,230,000 — nearly  half  the  entire  cost 
— was  spent  in  sea  transport ;  including 
coals,  the  cost  of  the  transport  was 
nearly  £5,000,000.  That  did  appear  te 
hi-m  an  excessive  sum,  and  he  could  not 
but  think  that  inquiry  would  show  it 
was  a  lavish  and  needless  expenditure. 
On  this  point  inquiry  was  urgently  need- 
ed. Fending  that  inquiry,  ne  received 
with  some  reservation  the  assurance  of 
the  right  hon.  Baronet  that  the  Govern- 
ment of  Bombay  deserved  the  thanks  of 
the  country  for  the  manner  in  which  it 
had  conducted  the  necessary  preparations 
for  the  Expedition. 

CoLOK£L  STXES  said,  the  Expedition 
had  from  the  first  occasioned  surprise  on 
both  sides  of  the  House.  It  originated 
with  three  Members  on  the  Liberal  side, 
who  advocated  it  on  the  grotmd  of  the 
insulted  dignity  of  Great  Britain,  Her 
Majesty's  representative  having  been 
imprisoned  by  a  barbarian.  Two  of 
those  Members  were  no  longer  in  the 
House ;  the  third  was  still  a  Member. 
The  other  side,  then  in  power,  took  it  up 
as  a  capital  card,  thinking  that  a  great 
deal  of  credit  might  be  got  out  of  it  by 
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redeeming  the  lioiiaur  of  the  cotmtry. 
They  oortainly  deserved  great  oredit  for 
placing  their  confidence  in  the  ahilily 
and  judgment  of  Lord  Napier.  But, 
imhappify,  the  Expedition  had  occa- 
Bioned  very  considerable  expense  in- 
deed— ^&r  beyond  what  tad  been  antid- 
pated  by  the  Goromment  themselvea. 
At  an  early  period  of  the  year,  when 
discusaing  the  subject,  he  stated  that  he 
had  a  list  of  the  transports  employed  in 
his  hand,  and  the  oost  per  month  would 
amoimt  to  40  lacs,  or  £400,000.  If  the 
expedition  lasted  fax  months  there  would 
therefore  be  £2,400,000  for  transports 
alone,  and  if  twelve  months,  £4,800,000. 
That  was  independent  of  coals.  The 
OoTemment  had  the  same  sources  of  in- 
formation which  ho  poBseeeed — ^namely, 
infcarmation  from  Bombay,  and  they 
should  have  known  this  fact  as  he  knew 
it.  Neither  in  policy  nor  justice  should 
the  tax-payers  of  the  country  have  been 
called  on  to  bear  such  an  amount  of 
taxation  —  approaching  to  a  sum  of 
£10,000,000— forwhat?  A  phantom— 
the  redemption  of  the  national  honour, 
and  the  maintenance  of  the  prestige  of 
England  in  India.  He  denied  that  the 
honour  of  England  was  compromised 
because  Mr.  Oameron,  who  had  no  busi- 
ness in  Abyssinia  at  aJl,  hod  been  taken 
prisoner  by  the  King.  The  whole  affair 
might  have  been  managed  by  native 
agency  for  £30,000  or  £40,000,  or  even 
much  less.  As  for  prestige — he  had 
some  knowledge  of  India,  having  seen 
a  good  deal  of  it,  and  of  its  different 
nations,  and  he  might  say  there  was 
not  one  in  a  million  there  that  ever 
beard  of  Abyssinia.  6o  fkr  as  the  mili- 
tary operationa  were  concerned,  nothing 
could  be  more  satisiactery  or  effective. 
The  manner  in  which  Qoneral  Napier 
bad  depots  provided  along  his  line  of 
match  till  he  got  to  MagdtJa  did  him  in- 
finite credit.  But  how  had  all  this  money 
been  spent,  the  expenditure  having  ter- 
minated before  the  time  anticipated  by 
the  Government  ?  In  July,  1868,  a  gen- 
tleman, who  had  resided  for  six  months  at 
Zoulla,  came  to  him  and  said  he  had  seen 
tranraorts  &om  Suez  loaded  with  hay  ool- 
leoted  in  Syria,  and  others  from  Bombay. 
What  became  of  it  F  These  transports 
lay  in  Annesley  Bay,  and  some  never 
d^vered  their  cargoes  at  all.  Then  the 
quantity  of  coal  supplied  at  an  increased 
price  was  verylat^  indeed.  He  had 
asked  the  late  Garenanent  £oi  a  Betom 


of  the  number  of  cMpe  which  brought 
hay  to  Annesley  Bay ;  of  the  price  paid 
for  the  hay ;  of  ue  quantity  len  in  A  t^s- 
sinia,  and  of  the  quantity  never  unship- 

Eed.  The  Under  Se<tretary  for  India 
ad  informed  him  that  the  order  for  the 
Ketnm  was  sent  to  Bombay  on  the  20th 
of  August  last,  but  the  required  state- 
ment bad  not  yet  been  received.  The 
order  had  been  repeated,  and  when  pro- 
duced be  had  no  doubt  it  would,  to  a 
great  extent,  explain  the  increase  of  the 
estimate,  without  at  all,  in  his  opinion, 
affecting  the  character  of  the  Bombay 
Government,  and  certainly  not  of  Lord 
Napier.  Another  cause  of  waste  had 
been  the  purchase  of  mules  in  Syria, 
where  tbey  cost  £40,  and  in  Spain,  where 
they  oost  £80  per  head ;  while  in  Abys- 
sinia they  might  hare  been  had  for  £4 
or  £5.  What  became  of  those  mules  ? 
Many  thousands  of  them  had  been  left 
on  the  coast  of  Abyssinia  when  we  came 
away.  With  regard  to  all  beyond  the 
mere  military  expense  of  the  Expedition, 
he  thought  it  was  quite  necessary  that  an 
inquiry  should  be  instituted,  and  the 
country  would  thank  the  Government 
and  the  late  Minister  for  India  for  hav- 
ing  consented  to  it  so  readily. 

Captain  E.  E.  B.  BEAUMONT  said, 
that  the  case  was  that  a  number  of  their 
fellow-countrymen  were  unfortunately 
detcuned  at  a  long  distance  from  this 
country,  and  in  order  to  rescue  them 
the  country  had  spent  £10,000,000, 
though  a  much  smaller  sum  would  have 
sufficed  for  the  purpose.  Under  these 
circumstances  it  oehoved  the  House  to 
inquire  into  the  causes  of  that  uuneoes- 
ssjy  expenditure. 

Ma.  OTWAY  observed,  that  unques- 
tionably there  had  been  a  great  excess 
of  expenditure  over  the  estimate,  and 
that  drcumstance  formed  a  proper  sub- 
ject for  inquiry.  Therefore  it  did  not 
seem  desbable  to  enter  now  into  a  dis- 
cnesion  of  every  matter  which  had  been 
referred  to  that  evening ;  and  if  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  opposite  (Sir  Stafford 
Northoote)  had  concluded  his  remai^ 
with  the  expression  of  his  desire  that 
the  House  should  suc^end  its  jui^ment 
until  the  Oommittee  made  its  Beport 
the  debate  might  then  have  ended. 
However,  after  statii^  that  there  were 
three  departmente  connected  witii  the  ex- 
penditure of  the  Expedition — the  Home 
Government,  the  Goremmeat  of  Bcon- 
bsy,  and  the  department  of  titie  £q>»- 
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ditian  tmder  Lord  Napier — ^the  right 
hon.  Gbatleman  vent  on  to  declare  hie 
eatisfoctioiL  with  the  economical  pro- 
ceedingB  of  each,  and  to  express  his 
conviction  that  the  result  of  the  in- 
quiiy  would  prove  entirely  creditable 
to  ttke  late  Qorenunettt.  Now,  pro- 
phecies with  regard  to  AbysBiiiia  had 
not  been  very  fortunate  on  the  part  of 
the  right  hon.  Qentleman ;  bnt  he  trusted 
that  the  proposed  inquiry  might  verify 
to  some  extent  his  hopes.  Ilie  statements 
made  in  the  Hoase  that  evening  showed 
that  a  strong  impression  existed  in  the 
country  that  tiiere  had  been  a  lavish  and 
unneceasaiT  expenditure  in  connection 
-with  the  Abyssinian  Expedition.  That 
was  a  necessary  subject  for  inquiry,  and 
the  Motion  of  the  hon.  Member  for 
Sunderland  (Mr.  Candlish)  had  the  en- 
tire concurrence  of  the  Government. 

Mk.  F.  WALPOLE  said,  he  would 
have  been  glad  if  the  hon.  Gentleman 
who  made  the  Motion  QSx.  Candlish)  had 
also  proposed  to  inquire  into  thrf  causes 
of  the  Abyssinian  War.  Ohaxges  had 
been  made  of  great  hurry  and  great  ex- 
penditure in  connection  with  that  Expe- 
dition; but  bis  knowledge  of  wax  led 
him  to  believe  that  on  the  occasion  in 
question  hun;  meant  economy.  He 
would  be  very  glad  to  see  the  result  of 
that  inquiry,  and  he  was  sure  that  when 
the  reeolt  was  known  Gentlemen  on  the 
other  (the  Ministerial)  aide  of  the  House 
would  regret  the  acerbity  with  which 
they  had  pressed  that  Motion. 

Sib  Zmm  ELPHIN8T0NE  said, 
he  was  sorry  to  notice  the  tone  in  which 
his  hon.  Friend  the  Member  for  Chatham 

gCr.  Otway)  had  granted  the  Committee, 
e  was  glad  that  it  was  to  be  granted ; 
but  he  ^d  not  think  tram  the  tenonr  of 
the  observations  of  the  hon.  Gentieman 
that  the  Government  would  approach 
the  inquiry  in  any  spirit  of  fairness.  He 
wished,  however,  that  the  whole  Abys- 
sinian question  should  be  referred  to  that 
Committee.  Let  them  go  to  the  heart  of 
the  businees  and  see  how  the  Abyssinian 
War  b^an.  He  thought  Mr.  Cameron, 
who  hadeufTered  greatly,  had  been  fouUy 
attacked  in  the  course  of  the  discussion, 
and  in  justice  to  him  they  ought  to  in- 
veeti^te  the  whole  of  the  matters  that 
had  led  to  the  Abyssinian  War.  Li  re- 
ference to  the  observation  of  the  hon.  and 
gallant  Member  for  Aberdeen  (Colonel 
Bykes),  who  said  that  Abyssinia  was  fiill 
ra  mtues,  he  must  observe  that  tfaongh 
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there  were  mules  enough  there  for  a 
shooting  par^  or  a  small  number  of 
persons,  yet  he  believed  that  for  the 
supply  of  a  single  regiment  with  the 
necessary  mules  the  resources  of  Abys- 
sinia would  be  absorbed  in  a  single  day. 
With  regard  to  expenditure,  he  had  al- 
ways noticed  that  as  soon  as  shipowners 
and  manufacturers  had  grown  rich  on 
warlike  expeditions  they  immediately 
began  to  grumble  when  the  bill  came 
to  be  paid.  The  Abyssinian  Expedition 
had  shown  that  the  arm  of  this  country 
could  reach  any  part  of  the  globe,  and 
by  adding  to  the  prestige  of  Uie  nation, 
would  tend  in  future  to  save  British 
tax-payers  from  expenditure  for  similar 
expeditions.  He  moved  that  the  whole 
Abyssinian  question  be  referred  to  a 
Select  Committee. 

Mb.  AYBTON  suggested  that,  as 
there  was  nkuch  important  business  be- 
fore the  House,  the  discussion  might 
now  be  allowed  to  close.  It  was  not  the 
desire  of  the  Government  to  say  one 
word  to  prejudge  the  inquiir.  The  duty 
they  had  to  undertake  witiL  regard  to 
this  Expedition  was  very  simple,  though 
very  onerous  —  it  had  only  been  to  pay 
the  demands  made  on  them  during  the 
last  three  months  for  the  expenses  in- 
curred under  the  arrangements  made  by 
the  late  Government ;  and  the  few  ques- 
tions they  had  had  to  consider  had  been 
simply  with  reference  to  the  allocation 
of  the  chains  between  the  British  Ex- 
chequer and  the  Government  of  India. 
The  Government  had  not  imbibed  any 
feeling  of  prejudice  in  the  question ;  they 
only  deeiTed  that  the  Committee  diould 
approach  the  subject  with  an  impartial 
mind,  and  a  full  determination  to  do 
justice  to  the  motives  and  condnct  of  the 
late  Government.  He  hoped  the  House 
would  not  be  drawn  into  an  intermin- 
able debate  on  the  origin  and  progress 
of  the  Abyssinian  War. 

Mr.  ALTimtMAM  LTJ8K  said,  diat 
though  the  House  had  been  told  a 
great  deal  about  enormous  chai^^  for 
&eight,  the  chains  made  were  not  ex- 
traordinary at  all.  They  amounted,  as 
a  rule,  for  sailing  ships,  to  about  £1  per 
Twister  ton  per  month,  and  that  at  a 
time  when  there  were  but  few  ships  in 
the  market.  If  the  required  number  of 
ships  had  not  been  obtained  in  conse- 
quence of  not  giving  a  fair  price  for 
mem,  and  any  disaster  had  ooonrred  as 
at  the  Crimea,  the  Government  would 
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then  liave  been  accosed  of  bnngUng  and 


inagemeL.. 

Sib  JAMES  Er;PHIN8T0NE  Haid, 
lie  'would  not  preea  the  Amendment  oj 
which  he  had  spoken. 

Mb.  CANDIJSH,  in  reply,  disclaimed 
the  imputations  of  the  hon.  Member  for 
Portsmouth  (Sir  James  Mphinstone), 
and  aaid  he  was  not  aware  that  there 
bad  been  any  asperity  in  the  debate  or 
any  attaok  on  Consul  Cameron.  He 
thanked  the  Govenmient  for  their  ac- 
quieeoence  in  the  Motion. 

Motion  agreed  to. 

SalMt  Committea  i^tpBtnled,  "  to  ioqnir*  into 
the  oasiet  of  tba  grwt  sxcen  of  ooit  in  proae- 
entlng  the  War  with  Abjiiinia  orer  tbe  eattoute 
labmiUed  to  Parliament." — {Hr.  Candliih.) 

And,  on  Juns  31,  Committee  nominaUd  a* 
follow:— Mr.  Buna,  Sir  Stattord  Nobth- 
ooTi,  Mr.  GaiRt  Don,  Sir  John  IUt,  Mr. 
SSII.T,  Mr.  Euiwici,  Mnjor  Amor,  Mr.  Chri*- 
TOPBiR  DiNiioH,  Mr.  Wditi,  Mr.  Howas.  Sir 
PitnioK  O'BmtH,  Lord  Elcho,  Captain  Baio- 
KoitT,  Mr.  Cbibl»  Tukher,  Mr.  Muhdilu,  Sir 
Jamii  ELPHiHaTONi,  Mr.  Holhi,  C clonal  B a rt- 
KL0T,  and  Mr.  CinDLiaa : — Power  to  aend  for 
periona,  papera,  and  t«oord) ;  Fire  to  b«  the 
qnonun. 


ENDOWED  SCHOOLS  AND  HOSPITALS 

(SCOTLAND). 

HOnOlt  ?0K  A  BOTAL  COMMISBIOM. 

Sm  EDWAED  GOLEBKOOKE  rose 
to  move  an  Address  for  the  issue  of  a 
Itoyal  Commission  to  inquire  into  the 
endowment  and  administration  of  En- 
dowed Schools  and  Hospitals  in  Scotland. 
The  question  was  one  which  had  been 
much  neglected  in  recent  inquiries  into 
the  state  of  education,  but  it  was  too 
vitally  connected  with  that  great  ques- 
tion, upon  which  Parliament  would 
ehortly  De  called  to  l^alate,  to  be  alto- 

f  ether  passed  over.  The  problem  of 
ealing  with  educational  endowments  in 
England  was  one  which  had  been  the 
Bubjeet  of  inquiry  after  inquiry.  It  was 
one  of  a  most  large  and  difficult  cha- 
racter ;  for  vhi}e,  on  the  one  hand,  they 
were  bound  to  respect  the  wishes — al- 
moBt  the  caprices — of  the  founders,  they 
had  also  to  regard  the  interests  of  the 
public,  and  to  take  measures  for  the 
effectiTC  administration  of  these  insti- 
tutions. In  England  the  question  was 
ripe  for  legislation.  In  Scotland  it  was 
far  otherwise.  The  public  knew  litfle 
or  nothing  of  the  property  or  adminis- 
tration of  these  institutions — ^there  was 


a  comfortable  sort  of  feeling  that  they 
did  a  great  deal  of  good.  Even  as  to 
their  funds  very  httle  was  known,  except 
that  their  value  waa  probably  much 
undervalued.  In  the  neighbourhood  of 
Edinburgh  in  particular,  there  were 
lai^e  endowments,  partiy  for  the  pur- 
poses of  education  and  partly  for  pur- 
poses analogous  to  the  charitable  insti- 
tutions of  tMs  country.  At  the  head  of 
these  was  one  which  gave  tone  to  the 
rest.  He  meant  Heriot  s  Hospital.  The 
revenues  of  these  institutions  were  very 
large,  and  it  was  most  desirable  to  ascer- 
tain that  they  were  justly  administered 
and  applied  in  the  most  beneficialmanner. 
What  he  desired  was  to  know  something 
definite  as  to  the  existing  resources  of 
Scotland  in  this  respect.  The  case  of 
Scotland  was  peculiar :  educational 
means  were  swept  awav  at  the  Beforma- 
tion.  The  difficulty  had  existed  ever 
since,  but  more  in  the  towns  than  in 
the  country  districts.  The  Education 
ComBiieHionerB  had  pointed  out  in  their 
fieport  upon  burgh  and  the  middle 
class  schools  that  the  working  classes 
found  more  difficulty  in  obtaining  good 
education  for  their  children  at  a  rea- 
sonable rate  in  towns  than  they  did 
in  the  rural  districts.  The  difficulty 
arose  not  because  the  working  classes  in 
towns  were  less  anxious  for  education 
than  elsewhere,  but  because  the  means 
of  obtaining  it  were  lees  available  in 
towns  than  in  the  rural  districts.  The 
information  which  Parhament  now  pos- 
sessed in  regard  to  these  institutions 
was  derived  chiefly  from  scattered  no- 
tices in  the  Reports  of  the  Scotch  Gom- 
miesioners  on  Education.  The  existing 
educational  endowments  necessarily  came 
under  the  inquiries  of  the  Commissioners, 
but  unfortunately  not  as  a  primary  and 
special  duty.     They  were — 

"In  particular,  to  report  jour  opinion  aa  1« 
vbather  the  fundi  Toted  bj  Parliament  are  ap- 
plied to  Scotland  in  the  wa;  most  beneficial  for 
the  ifltereita  of  (he  people,  and  to  make  BI17  aug- 
geation  in  regard  to  the  application  thereof,  or  in 
regard  to  the  atats  of  the  said  sohoola  and  (he 
manigemeDt  and  emolument  (hereof,  which  mar 
appear  to  jou  oalculated  to  improve  ihe  ednoalioD 
of  the  people  in  Sootland." 

Although  thus  only  incidentally  men- 
tioned, the  question  was  not  to  be  ig- 
nored, and  there  were  important  pas- 
sages in  the  assistant  Commissioners' 
Beporte  which  bore  on  the  subject,  but 
it  was  almost  entirely  ignored  in  the 
Qeneral  Seport  of  the  &>mmissioiiexs. 
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It  wBfi,  in  fact,  only  foraed  upon  them 
in  connection  with  the  financial  qaea- 
tion.  In  the  Beport  of  the  Aesietant 
OommiaeioneTs  there  is  the  following 
passaee: — 

"  Thare  i«  fat  >notb«r  waroe  from  wbioh  kid 
might  be  obuiaed,  to  wbiob  ne  biTs  rafemd 
both  in  oar  ggnenl  and  ipecial  Reporta — nuniilf , 
hoipiul  fundi  and  endowtoantl.  Could  an;  por- 
tioa  of  tbeie  ba  made  availsble  for  lbs  ancon- 
TBgamaDt  of  tha  higher  or  aeoaadarr  education, 
tbe  question  of  fundi  would  bo  ver;  muoh  limpli- 
fled,  and  the  demands  eithar  on  looat  rales  or  the 
pablio  purta  would  be  greatlj  reduced.  But  tbe 
wbola  subject  vhioh  thii  opeos  up  is  oua  on  irbicb 
our  inforniallon  i>  m  jet  h>  inoomplete  and  in- 
eiaot,  that  it  is  impassible  to  form  even  an  esti- 
nata  of  the  aid  that  might  be  sxpected  from  auoh 
endowments.  Thfra  ii  do  doubt,  boweter,  that 
tbe  hospital  reTcnnes  and  mortifloations  through- 
oat  Sootland  are  of  anormoui  Talue.  Soma  of 
tbam.asat  prasent  sdmiDistersd,  areoftittia  uie, 
and  tha  number  of  persona  that  tbej  benefit, 
whao  compared  with  their  peouniaiy  Talue,  is 
ridioulDUBl;  imall  i' 

And  they  cite  tiie  case  of  Stirling, 
where  there  were  hospital  ftindB  to  the 
amount  of  £5,400  a  year.  The  third 
Report  of  the  ConuuiBBioners  makes  this 
recommendation,  that — 

"  Witboat  projudioe  to  the  preaent  powart  of 
tbe  trustees  of  hospitals,  it  shall  be  tbe  dutj  of 
tha  Qaneral  Board  to  aiamine  ibe  statutea  and 
rules  of  tbair  foundations  and,  subject  when 
neoestarr  to  the  approval  of  Parliament,  to  make 
alterations  tbarein,  with  a  Tiaw  to  tha  aitanaiob 
of  eduoation." 

Inquiry  was  thua  shadowed  forth  by  a 
high  authority,  and  whether  it  waa  to  be 
conducted  by  an  independent  Commiseion 
or  not  was  of  little  consequence.  There 
were  many  allusiona  in  the  assistant 
Commissioners'  Iteporta  in  proof  of  the 
importance  of  the  inquiry ;  out  they  all 
showed  that  the  Commissioners  them- 
selves laboured  under  the  impression 
that  the  question  did  not  come  under  the 
ntedal  reference.  Mr.  Lawrie,  one  of 
the  Assistant  Oommisdonera,  summed  up 
his  Beport  with  some  striking  general 
lemarlu.     He  said — 

"  The;  are  not  based  on  perfunotorj  obsarrO' 
tion,  or  tha  result  of  baaEj  iDfinvnoa.  Since  I 
reoeiTed  jour  Initmotionl,  the  qnestion  of  the 
hospital  sfstem  has  noTerbeenoutof  mjthoughta. 
I  haTa  bean  led  to  oonclasions  avan  muob  larger 
■od  more  antagonistic  to  tlie  present  oonstitutton 
«f  thinga  than  I  hare  felt  mjaalfbera  at  liberty  to 
record.  Tbeae  coDcluiiaDB,  too,  have  been  reached 
in  spita  of  the  (act  tbat  tbs  fundi  are  so  wall  ad- 
ininistered  and  tbe  hospitals  as  a  whole  are  so 
ftithfullj  and  anxionsij  conduotad  as  to  de^ 
■nimadreriion  from  the  most  hostile,  I  hare 
oonflnad  mjaelf.  haweier,  to  such  reaommenda- 
tions  as  tend  in  the  right  direction,  and  do  not 

VOL.  OXOVI.    [rmaD  skbizb.] 


And  when  Mr.  Lawrie  was  consulted  on 
a  kindred  point— namely,  the  existing 
means  of  maintenance  for  sohools  in 
burghs — he  stud — 

"It  will  one  daf  probabl;  be  a  question  to 
what  extent  tbe  large  funds  mortified  for  hoipitU 
purposes  maf  be  tumad  to  the  ganaral  use,  with* 
oat  detrimanl  to  tha  interests  of  tbe  persons 
whom  the  fbandait  speoiallj  intended  to  benedt." 

Ill  tbe  case  of  many  of  these  institutions, 
especially  widi  regard  to  bursaries,  there 
was  a  d^culty  owing  to  their  being  in 
the  hands  of  private  patrons ;  and  it  was 
no  disparagement  to  say  that  they  were 
slow  to  move,  and  required  tbe  influence 
of  public  opinion  to  encour^e  change. 
The  boys  were  not  stimulated  as  the  day 
scholars  were  in  burgh  schools,  by  ex- 
tended competition  and  the  study  of  sub- 
jects which  were  of  their  own  selection, 
out  were  isolated  by  a  kind  of  monastic 
life.  With  very  little  effort  a  scholar  of 
the  hospital  was  sure  of  a  bursary.  He 
hoped  Her  Majesty's  Government  would 
take  the  question  into  their  serious  con- 
sideration, and  that  some  action  would 
be  taken  in  the  matter. 

Ms.  M'LAREN  said,  he  had  great 
pleasure  in  seconding  the  Motion.  He 
most  heartily  concurred  in  the  proposal, 
and  believed  that  if  a  Boyal  Commission 
were  appointed  great  go«>d  would  result. 
Tbe  hon.  Baronet  had  made  allusion  to 
the  great  institutions  in  the  neighbour- 
hood of  EdinhuTgh----particuIarly  in  re- 
ference to  Heriot'a  Hospital.  Some  of 
the  points  in  connection  with  that  insti- 
tution were  not  fuDy  understood.  Con- 
nected with  Heriot's  Hospital  there  were 
out-door  schools,  which  were  supported 
from  the  surplus  funds  of  that  hospital, 
under  an  Act  of  Parliament  obtained 
thirty-one  years  ago.  There  were  alto- 
gether nine  schools,  attended  by  about 
3,300  children,  and  their  education  was 
entirely  fr^.  It  might  be  supposed  that 
this  led  to  a  system  of  waste,  but  the  fact 
was  that  the  children  got  an  excellent 
education  at  the  rate  of  £1  Ts.  6d.  a  year ; 
and  the  governors  of  the  local  institution 
had  refiised  to  ai»ept  Oovenunent  aid 
for  the  erection  of  the  schools,  or  for  the 
^yment  of  any  part  of  the  expenses. 
Then  there  was  1 S6  boys  within  the  walls 
of  the  hospital  receiving  not  only  their 
education,  but  their  food  and  their  cloth- 
ing, and  when  they  left  the  institution, 
apprentice  fees  for  five  years  ia  order  to 
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maintain  them  until  they  were  able  to 
support  themBelves.  Besides  these  ad- 
Tentages,  all  the  boye  vho  vere  fit  for 
a  UnirerBity  education  received  £30  a 
year  as  bursars.  Heriot's  Hospital  was 
founded  on  the  modeJ  of  the  Blue  Coat 
Hospital  in  London ;  and  he  'would 
ture  to  say  that  if  they  would  inquire 
into  the  eipenBes  of  the  two  inatitutions, 
they  would  find  that  one  master  in  the 
Blue  Coat  School  would  get  more  money 
than  all  the  maBtera  in  Heriot's  Hos- 
pital, and  that  the  averaee  expense  of 
educating  the  boys  would  be  more  than 
double.  He  stated  these  things  not  to 
find  fault  with  the  Motion,  but  to  pre- 
vent  the  impression  that  tliere  was  e 
latent  fund  existing  which  might  be 
made  to  a  large  extent  aTailable  for 
other  purposes.  No  doubt  if  the  Bill  of 
the  Lord  Advocate  were  passed  some 
good  would  be  effected.  TheActaof  1853 
and  1856,  which  enabled  the  Charity 
Commissioners  to  reform  those  institu- 
tions that  applied  for  changes,  did  not 
extend  to  Scotland,  and  up  to  this  time 
there  never  had  been  an  inquiry  into 
these  institutions.  Another  point  he  dc 
sired  to  mention  with  reference  to  Heriot' 
Hospital  free  schools  is  aa  to  whetJier 
an  entirely  &ee  education  was  a  good 
thing  or  not.  It  had  been  said  that  the 
poorer  classes  of  Scotland  did  not  value 
anything  unless  they  paid  for  it — that 
they  despised  education  which  wai 
tirely  free,  and  that  the  children 
sequently  did  not  attend  so  well  those 
free  schools  as  schools  for  which  they 
would  have  to  pay.  He  had  taken  some 
trouble  to  test  that  allegation.  It  had 
been  made  for  twenty  years,  and  no 
statement  was  ever  made  more  totally 
destitute  of  foundation.  The  facts  were 
directly  the  opposite.  The  attendance 
at  tie  Heriot  schools,  day  by  day,  where 
no  fees  are  charged,  is  about  85  percent 
of  those  on  the  roll.  Over  the  schools 
in  Edinburgh,  where  weekly  fees  of  2d. 
and  3d.  are  charged,  the  average  per- 
centage of  attendance  is  less.  The  ex- 
planation was  this — If  a  boy  was  absent, 
the  teachers  made  inquiry,  and  if  he  was 
absent  three  times  without  any  good 
reason,  ho  was  dismissed  from  the  school ; 
and  the  privilege  of  getting  an  excellent 
education  free  of  expense  was  so  highly 
valued,  tliat  they  dare  not  stay  away. 


Motion  mode,  and  Question  proposed, 

"  Tbkt  >n  homble  Addreii  be  pretented  to  Her 

H^it7,  that  She  will  be  gnoioail;  plMMd  to 

Jfr.JfZorm 


Une  s  Rofal  ComnuMJen  to  isqnire  into  tha 
nature  and  amount  of  all  Endowmenti  in  Scot- 
land, the  fondi  of  whioh  are  iJeToted  to  the  msin- 
lennnoe  or  education  of  ^oang  perioni ;  alio  to 
inquire  into  the  adminiitratioa  and  maungement 
of  BD^  Hoapitali  or  Schools  lupporied  b;  auoh 
EndowmeDtB,  and  into  the  lyatem  and  courie  of 
study  respectivclj  pursued  therein,  and  to  report 
whether  any  and  what  changes  in  the  administra- 
tion and  uM  of  luoh  Endowmeuta  are  expedient, 
bj  which  their  nieliilneai  and  efitcienoj  may  be 
incraosed." — (Sir  Edward  ColtbroolM.) 

The  lord  ADVOCATE  said,  he  wa« 
far  fr^m  denying  the  general  importance 
of  the  subject  wUch  was  dealt  wim  by  the 
Motion  of  his  hon.  Friend.  There  could 
be  no  doubt  that  the  endowed  institutions 
of  Scotland  were  very  large  and  very  ex- 
tensive, and  that  the  rules  under  which 
many  of  them  are  administered  were  not 
in  accordance  with  the  present  state  of  so* 
ciety.  He  entirely  agreed  that  these  foun- 
dations weie  not  beneficiBl  to  the  public 
to  the  extent  intended  by  the  foundere — 
and,  indeed,  he  believed  that  in  some  cases 
their  effects  were  decidedly  mischievous. 
The  hon.  Baronet  had  thrown  some 
blame  upon  the  Commissioners  for  Edu- 
cation in  Scotland,  and  seemed  to  think 
that  they  had  not  properly  inquired  into 
this  part  of  the  subject  committed  to 
them.  He  (the  Lord  Advocate)  did  not 
think  they  were  at  all  liable  to  that  oen- 
sure.  Their  main  duty  waa  to  inquire 
into  elementary  education  in  Scotiand. 
That  was  the  matter  for  which  they  were 
appointed,  and  was  a  matter  into  which 
they  did  most  carefully  inquire ;  hut 
they  thought  it  was  tlieir  duty  not  to 
relinquish  the  inquiry  altogether  until 
they  had  made  some  investigation  into 
the  middle-class  education  of  Scotland. 
That  was  not  the  main  subject  upon 
which  they  were  appointed,  but  tiey 
thought  that  their  Keport  would  be  im- 
perfect onless  to  some  extent  they  dealt 
on  that  matter.  Accordingly  assistant 
Commissioners  were  appointed  to  inquire 
into  the  state  of  the  burgh  schools,  and 
into  the  general  state  of  middle-clasa 
education,  and  they  had  furnished  a  vei^ 
elaborate  and  useful  Beport.  But  it 
appeared  to  the  Commissionere— and  it 
struck  him  (tlie  Lord  Advocate)  very 
strongly  indeed — that  until  you  had  set- 
tled 5ie  question  of  elementary  educa- 
tion— until  you  had  decided  on  what 
foundation  the  education  of  the  country 
was  to  be  built — it  was  premature  to 
proceed  to  deal  with  the  question  of 
middle-class  education.  It  was  for  tli&t 
reaaon,   and  not  beoauae  the  Conuuis- 
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Bioners  were  not  ooiiBcioua  of  the  umiort- 
ance  of  the  question,  tliat  the  Boyal 
Gommisaioners  did  not  go  at  length  into 
the  question  of  middle-class  education, 
or  into  the  question  of  these  education^ 
endowments.  On  tlie  other  hand,  be 
was  strongly  impressed  with  the  import- 
ance of  haying  aU  information  upon  the 
matter,  and  £ot  that  purpose  the  Uovem- 
ment  had  proposed  to  introduce  into  the 
Bill  noT  pending  in  the  other  House  a 
clause  enabling  the  Education  Board, 
appointed  under  that  Bill,  to  make  in- 
quiries into  and  to  deal  with  these  en- 
dowments. But  the  trustees  of  some  of 
the  most  important  of  these  institutions 
made  a  representation  that  a  measure 
might  be  introduced  by  which  they 
mi^bt  be  enabled  to  reform  themselves. 
This  seemed  a  very  reasonable  and 
creditable  proposal ;  and,  accordingly, 
the  Oovemment  have  introduced  a  BiU, 
which  is  now  before  the  House,  and  has 
been  read  a  second  time,  and  would  pro- 
bably come  on  for  discussion  in  Com- 
mittee on  Thursday.  His  hon.  Friend 
(Sir  £dward  Golebrooke)  now  iuterposes 
the  proposal  for  a  Boyal  CommiBsion. 
He  (the  Lord  Advocate)  thought  thie 
was  premature.  What  be  proposed  was 
that  the  debate  should  be  adjourned  to 
Thursday,  when  the  Endowed  Schools 
Bill  would  come  on,  when  they  could 
discuss  the  provisions  of  the  Bill  he  had 
himself  intn>duced  as  well  as  the  general 
question.  It  might  be  that  the  Educa- 
tion Board  would  be  found  capable  of 
conducting  the  inquiry  satisfactorily. 

8m  EDWARD  COLEBEOOKE  said, 
he  would  assent  to  this  proposal. 

Debate  adjourned  till  I%urtdM/. 

CONVENTION  OF  PARIS. 

UOTION  FOB  FAFESS. 

Ma.  SHERIDAN,  in  moving  the  Mo- 
tion of  which  he  had  given  notice,  said, 
that  at  the  cloea  of  tii.»  last  war  with 
France  arrangements  were  made  that 
English  subjects,  resident  in  France, 
whose  property  had  been  confiscated 
during  the  war,  should  have  compen- 
sation given  to  them  out  of  funds 
vested  for  that  purpose  in  the  hands  of 
certain  Commissioners.  The  position  of 
the  British  Government  in  tiie  matter 
had  been  defined  as  that  of  a  trustee, 
and  the  object  of  his  Motion  was  to 
exhibit  the  manner  in  which  the  fund 
had  been    distributed,    with    reference 


Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 

"That  tbere  be  laid  before  tbii  Heuw,  SUte- 

menti  of  '  Rentei'   depeiJCed   with  tbe  Britiih 

GoTarnment  bf  tba  Frencli  GoTemmeDt,  in  par- 

(lunoe  of  the  Treatisi  of  l&K  and  ISIS,  and 
under  the  CoDTsaCioa  of  Ihe  SOtb  ihj  of  Novem- 
ber ISIS  [No.  T]  snd  tLa  25tb  ds.y  of  April  1818, 
in  tabiirBOtioit  of  Ehe  olaimi  of  Britiab  asbjecti, 
and  the  datei  >t  which  luoh  '  Eentai '  were  d»- 

Of  the  sami  ptid  out  of  sooh  monefi  to  the 
penont  wboM  oUimi  were  tdmitted  : 

Copr  of  ■  Minats  of  the  Bonrd  of  Treuarj, 
dated  the  ITth  daj  of  Februar;  I8ZS,  orderiof 
pay  ment  of  £33,707  lOi.  out  of  aaoh  monejB  to 
lUonaleur  Laflbn  de  Ladebnt : 

And,  Statemeut  in  detail  of  the  manner  in 
which  the  difference  between  the  aggregate  lum 
(principal  and  iotereat)  received  on  account  of  the 
olaima  of  Briliih  labjecti,  neder  the  aboTe-onmed 
I,  and  the  pafmenb  io  latiihotioa  of 
I  baa  been   '' '     '     "^     '  — 

Henry  B.  Sheridan.) 

Tisoomrr  MILTON,  in  seconding  the 
Motion,  said,  that  he  and  those  who 
bore  the  same  name  with  himself  had 
been  acquainted  with  these  claims  for 
many  years,  and  that  honesty  as  weU  as 
policy  required  that  they  should  be  ex- 
amined by  a  fair  and  impartial  tribunal. 
Thie  was  the  fifth  time  &e  question  had 
been  brought  before  the  House ;  and  he 
complained  of  the  manner  in  which  it 
had  Deen  dealt  with  by  successive  Oo- 
vemments,  who  had  met  it,  not  by  one, 
but  by  six  different  answers.  The  Oo- 
vemment justly  t«ok  credit  for  doing  an 
act  of  justice  to  Ireland,  and  he  trusted 
that  they  would  not  re&se  it  in  the  pre- 
sent case,  because  it  was  an  individual 
who  was  concerned. 

Mb.  AYBTON  could  assure  the  House 
that  if  this  were  really  a  Motion  for 
Papers  in  order  to  give  information  to 
the  House  he  should  be  only  too  happy 
to  comply  with  it ;  but  the  Motion  was 
the  first  step  towards  establishing  cer- 
tain claims  upon  the  public  Exchequer, 
and  it  was  his  duty  to  oppose  that  first 
step.  It  was,  in  fact,  an  attempt  to 
revive  a  question  which  had  been  settled 
by  the  proceedings  of  that  House  many 
years  ago.  It  was,  further,  a  claim 
upon  a  nmd  that  had  now  no  existence. 
At  the  Peace  of  Paris  certain  funds  were 
placed  at  the  disposal  of  a  Mixed  Com- 
mission which  sat  in  France.  After  a 
few  years  that  Commission  was  put  an 
end  to,  and  the  funds  were  placed  at  the 
disposal  of  the  British  Ctoveimueat  by  a 
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Commiasiou  to  be  appointed  hy  the 
Crown  for  the  satisfaction  of  certain 
claims  then  unliquidated.  An  Act  of 
Parliament  was,  at  the  same  time,  passed 
under  which  the  funds  were  appropriated 
in  discharge  of  the  claims,  until,  in 
1848,  a  Minute  of  the  Treasury  was  laid 
upon  the  table  which  described  the  point 
at  which  the  proceedings  had  then  ar- 
rived. To  that  Minute  he  might  refer 
as  a  standpoint  in  this  transaction.  From 
that  document  it  appeared  that  the  ba- 
lance, after  providing  for  actual  appro- 
priations, was  about  £21,000,  and  that 
there  remained  a  sum  of  £16,000  to 
be  disposed  of  by  the  Commission 
making  a  pro  ratd  payment  of  the  clai 
which  were  admitted.  In  accordance 
with  that  Minute,  Dr.  Phi  Hi  more,  the 
Commissioner,  proceeded  to  make  an 
apportionment,  the  particulars  of  which 
were  given  in  his  final  Report,  dated 
May,  1852.  Every  sixpence  of  the  in- 
demnity fund,  he  might  remind  the 
House,had  long  ago  been  appropriated 
to  specific  claimanto,  and  every  claimant 
had  been  paid,  except  a  few,  whose  de- 
mands amounted  to  £277  14».  8d.,  vhicb 
sum  still  remained  in  the  Treasury.  With 
this  exception  the  fund  had  been  dis- 
posed of,  and,  consequently,  it  did  not 
matter  who  had  a  daim  against  it.  The 
House  would  see,  therefore,  howuseless  it 
would  be  for  the  Government  to  consent 
to  the  production  of  Papers  for  the  pur- 
pose of  establishing  cl^ms  against  the 
fund.  But  misapprehension  on  this 
subject  pervaded  the   minds   of  some 

fentlemen  who  would  not  read  the 
apers  which  had  been  laid  upon  the 
table,  and  who  persisted  in  imagining 
that  there  were  enormous  sums  locked 
up  in  the  Treasury  out  of  which  their 
claims  might  be  paid.  It  was  assumed 
that  the  sum  in  the  hands  of  the  Trea- 
suiy  had  never  been  appropriated  to  the 
satisfaction  of  the  claims,  and  that  it 
had  been  accumulating  with  interest 
down  to  the  present  time.  One  gentle- 
man, indeed,  rose  up  in  the  French  Cham- 
bers and  inquired  of  the  French  Gtovem- 
ment,  whether  it  was  true  that  Her 
Maj^ty's  Government  had  64,000,000  of 
francs  which  were  appropriated  for  the 
payment  of  claims,  but  which  had  not 
been  applied  to  that  purpose;  and,  if 
BO,  whether  Her  Majesty's  Government 
ought  not  to  be  called  upon  to  give  the 
money  back  to  the  Emperor  of  the 
French.  Again,  while  the  fund  was  in 
Mr.  Ayrton 


the  Exchequer  it  was  used  for  public 
purposes,  being  re-funded  as  soon  as  it 
was  required,  and  ultimately  distributed 
among  the  claimants.  Nevertheless  the 
claimants  spread  abroad  the  idea  that 
their  money  had  been  ^nt  in  building 
Buckingham  Palace.  He  need  hardly 
add  that  that  was  a  mere  fiction.  What- 
ever decision  might  have  been  arrived 
at,  whether  rightly  or  wrongly,  as  to  any 
particular  claim,  was  now  of  no  practical 
importance,  because  the  cases  could  not 
be  re -opened.  He  hoped  the  House 
would  not  agree  to  the  Motion,  and  that 
nothing  more  would  be  heard  of  Uiese 
claims. 

Mr.  SHKEUDAK  said,  the  hon.  Gen- 
tleman's reply  had  not  satisfactorily  dis- 
posed of  the  question.  If,  as  had  been 
stated,  there  was  an  impression  in 
France,  as  well  as  in  this  country,  that 
there  was  a  sum  not  yet  disposed  of,  he 
did  not  think  the  explanation  of  the  hon. 
Gentleman  would  be  calculated  to  re- 
move that  impression.  If  the  Betum 
were  presented,  and  if  the  House  de- 
cided that  there  was  a  substantial  case 
for  investigation,  the  allegation  that 
there  were  no  funds  might  perhaps  then 
be  the  best  answer  that  could  be  given 
to  the  Motion. 

Question  put. 

The  House  i^tetifMl .- — Ayes  80;  Noee 
109:  Majority  29. 

MARRIAGE  WITH   A  DECEASED  WIFE'S 

SISTER  BILL.— [Biu,  23.] 

{Mr.  ThamoM  Chamber*,  Mr.  IMei/.) 

■    COUlflTTEB. 

Order  for  Committee  read. 

Mb.  COLLINS  moved  an  Instruction 
to  the  Committee  that  they  have  power 
to  make  provision  for  a  woman  to  marty 
her  deceased  husband's  brother.  He 
altogether  disclaimed  the  notion  that  he 
brought  forward  this  Instruction  either 
from  what  had  been  called  in  a  paper, 
signed  by  the  hon.  Member  for  S^ryle- 
bone,  a  manoeuvre,  or  with  a  view  to 
make  the  issue  of  this  Bill  more  oom- 

Slex.  He  wished  the  House  to  have  a 
istinct  not  a  complex  issue.  The  Bill 
had  this  great  blot,  that  it  laid  down  a 
different  Taw  with  reference  to  the  mar- 
riage of  a  man  from  liat  laid  down  with 
reference  M  the  marriage  of  a  woman. 
It  would  permit  a  man  to  marry  hie 
deceased  wife's  sister,  but  would  not 
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Uotion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 

J*  That  it  bean  Initmotion  to  the  Committae 

tbnt  the^  liaia  powor  to  make  proiiaion  for  a 

woman  to  man?  her  deoeaaed  bulband'i  brother." 

—^Mr.  CaOini.) 

Ma.  8CLATEE-B00TH  agreed  in 
thinking  the  hour  too  late  for  the  dis- 
cussion  of  this  important  question,  and 
moved  the  adjournment  of  the  debate. 

Mh.  T.  chambers  said,  he  hoped 
the  hon.  Member  would  not  persist  in 
the  Motion  for  the  adjournment  of  the 
debate.  A  Bill  of  this  kind  had  passed 
the  Commons  foiir  times,  after  delioerate 
discussion ;  whereas  the  principle  of  the 
Amendment  had  never  been  discussed  at 
all.  The  Bill  was  brought  forward  to 
meet  a  great  practical  grievance.  It 
might  not  be  thoroughly  logical  and 
consistent;  but  neither  were  many  other 
Acts  of  the  Legislature.  He  hoped  the 
Bill  would  be  passed. 


permit  a  woman  to  marry  her  deceased 
husband's  brother.  It  might  be  said 
women  did  not  wish  to  marry  their 
deceased  husband's  brother;  but  such 
cases  did  occur.  In  1860,  at  tiie  Shrews- 
bury Aflsizes,  Sir  Oeoi^  Lewis,  as  Home 
Secretary,  had  ordered  to  be  prosecuted 
a  woman  of  the  name  of  James  for 
having  married  the  brother  of  her  de- 
ceased husband ;  she  was  tried  mid 
suffered  the  penalty  of  imprisonment. 
Therefore  it  was  idle  to  say  those  cases 
did  not  occur.  The  same  justice  ought 
to  be  dealt  out  to  the  woman  as  to  the 
man,  and  what  he  asked  was  that  the 
Committee  should  have  power  to  con- 
sider both  cases.  In  Scotland  the  United 
Presbyterian  Synod  had  objected  to  bap- 
tize tii6  child  of  a  woman  who  had 
married  the  brother  of  her  deoeasd  hus- 
band, because  it  had  come  in  an  im- 
proper mode.  Since  he  had  given  notice 
of  nis  Instruction  he  had  received  many 
letters  &om  women  who  had  married 
two  brothers.  He  would  not  trouble  the 
House  by  reading  them,  but  what  he 
meant  to  insist  on  was  this — that  if  it 
was  right  to  remove  the  obstacle  to  a 
man's  marrying  two  sisters,  they  should 
also  remove  the  obstacle  to  a  woman's 
marking  two  brothers.  If  they  altered 
the  ^w  let  them  make  the  alteration 
logical,  and  let  them  not  set  up  one  law 
for  the  woman  and  another  for  the  man. 
He  held  in  Ms  hand  a  letter  &om  a 
woman  who  had  married  two  brothers, 
and  who  stated  that  she  deemed  the 
supporters  of  the  Bill  for  legalinng  mar- 
riage with  a  deceased  wife^s  sister  very 
selfish,  adding  that  she  had  married  two 
brothers,  and  felt  particularly  interested 
in  the  lattffl-  case.  To  say  that  the  law 
was  to  be  altered  to  enable  a  man  to 
marry  a  blood  relation  of  his  deceased 
wife,  and  not  allow  a  woman  to  marry 
her  deceased  husband's  blood  relation 
would  be  unworthy  of  the  House.  Lord 
Kussell  was  opposed  to  these  marriages. 
When  a  Member  of  this  House,  in 
1859,  he  had  said  if  they  made  the 
alteration  proposed  by  this  Bill,  they 
could  not  stop  there;  for  he  could  not 
see  why  the  woman  should  not  have  the 
same  privilege  as  the  man.  He  was  not 
in  favour  of  an  alteration  of  the  Law 
Marriage,  but  he  protested  against  the 
Bill  as  being  of  an  illogical  character, 
and  he  thought  it  was  too  late,  at  one 
o'clock  in  the  morning,  to  discuss  the 
great  piinciple  involved. 


Motion  made,  and  Question  put,  "That 
the  Debate  be  now  adjourned." — {Mr. 
SelaUr-Booth.) 

The  House  divided: — ^Ayes  63;  Noes 
1 13 :  Majority  50. 

Question  again  proposed. 

Colonel  NOKTH  moved  the  adjourn- 
ment of  the  House. 

Mk.  BEIICE  urged  the  adviaabilily  of 
not  pressing  forwi^  the  Bill  at  that  late 
hour. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  put,  "That 
this  House  do  now  adjourn."  —  (Mr. 
Odm.) 

The  House  divtdtd  .-—Ayes  63 ;  Noee 
98 :  Majority  35. 

Question  again  proposed. 

Mb.  E.  fowler  moved  the  adjourn- 
ment of  the  debate. 

Mb.  KNATCHBULL-HIJGESSEN 
appealed  to  his  hon.  and  learned  Friend 
wbo  had  charge  of  the  Bill  to  yield  to 
the  power  of  flie  minority.  They  had 
done  enough  to  assert  their  opinion. 

Mb.  EYKlfN  suggested  that  tbey 
should  get  a  Morning  Sitting  to  discuss 
the  Bill. 


Motion  agreed  to. 

Debate  adjfurmd  till  To-morrow. 
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The  hon.  Member  said  this  ires  the  third 
oocadon  on  which  that  Bill  or  a  Bill 
of  that  nature,  had  been  before  the 
House.  In  1667,  the  hon.  and  gallant 
Member  for  Lon^ord  (Mr.  O'Reilly)  had 
introduced  it  for  the  avowed  purpoH 
of  restricting  Uie  sale  of  liquors  by 
retail  in  Ireland  on  Sundays,  the  pur- 
port of  the  Bill  being  to  dindnieh  and 
discountenance  the  a£mtted  vice  of  in- 
temperance which  unfortunately  ex- 
isted both  in  this  countir  and  in  Ire- 
land to  a  large  extent.  In  that  object 
he  (Mr.  Murphy)  entirely  concurred.  No 
one  would  be  more  willing  than  him- 
self to  co-operate  with  any  philanthro- 
!iic  persons  who  were  anxious,  by  legis- 
ative  enactment,  to  abate  the  evils  of 
intemperance ;  but,  in  his  opinion,  the 
measure  now  under  condderatton,  so  far 
&om  being  calculated  to  effect  the  object 
proposed,  would  have  the  effect  of  in- 
creasing the  gravity  of  the  evil.  He 
did  not  make  that  assertion  on  his  own 
authority,  for  he  ehoold  quote  irrefra- 
gable evidence  of  those  best  qualified  to 
form  an  opinion  on  the  subject,  showing 
that  until  the  evil  was  radiculy  grappled 
with  and  the  whole  system  of  Bcensing 
had  been  taken  up  by  the  Government 


PVBLIO  OFFICES  CONCENTKATIOM  BILL._ 
On  Motion  of  Mr.  Litibd,  Bill  to  ■nthoriie 
tbft  Commiiaioners  oF  Her  .Mijeitj'i  Worki  and 
Pnblie  Buildings  to  acquire,  bj  compalsorj  pnr- 
ehate  or  otherwiis,  cartaln  lan<!i,  houten,  nnd 
premiKt  in  (ha  parish  of  Saint  Mu-^rct,  West- 
minitcr ;  anJ  for  other  purposes,  ^derid  to  b« 
brought  in  b;  Mr.  LtTaut  and  Mr.  Chuoillob 
of  the  EiCHiQDiH. 
Bill  pTt*eaied,  and  read  the  first  time.  [Bill  ICS.] 

WAYS  ASl)  MEANS. 

Resolutions  r«;)Dre«<f,  and  aorMd  (0 .'  — Bill 
ordered  to  be  brought  in  bx  Mr.  Donsoi'.  Mr, 
Cbiwckllor  of  the  ExcBiqim.  and  Mr.  Atbton. 

BUI  prmetaed,  and  read  the  first  lime.  [Bill  1S3.] 


HOTTSB    OF    COMMONS, 
Wedntsda^,  9ik  June,  1869. 

MINUTES.]— Niw  Weh  Itinio— For  NoUing- 

ham    Toon,    v.    Sir    Robert   Jockei   Clifton, 

baronet,  dec«ited. 
FuBuo    Biixa  —  Ordered— Firtt  Reading— Sin. 

Fitherioi  Act  (1868)  Kilensioo"  [186]. 
Second  Reading— Sa  Fisheries  (Ireland)  [SI]; 

Companiei  Clauies  A«t   (1SS3)   Amendment* 

[138]. 
Commiltee—Saaiij  Trading  [6]— h.p. 
CiHniniVfeii — Report — Endoired   Schools  (No.   2) 

Beport  —  Local     GoTernment     Supplemental* 

[B0-16B]. 
TSird  Reading —  UuDldfil  Franchise*  [6S]  ; 
"-->r  Relief  (Ireland)  Act  (186 S)  Amendment* 

r].andj*--' 

land)  [39].  " 

SALE  OF   LIQUORS   ON    SUNDAY   (IRE. 

LAND)  BILL— [BttL  39.] 

(Jfr.  CrSMay,  Mr.  Km,  Mr.  Pe4l  Daw»on.) 

COMMITTEE. 

Order  for  Committee  read. 

Motion  nmde,  and  Qnestion  proposed, 
"That  Mr.  Speaher  do  now  leave  the 
Chair."— (ifr.  0'£tilly.) 

Mb.  murphy  prntnied  a.  Petition 
against  the  Bill,  and  then  proceeded  to 
move — 

"  That,  until  the  pretent  s;item  of  licensing  in 
Ireland  be  remodelled  and  placed  on  a  new  basis, 
it  is,  in  the  opinion  of  this  House,  inexpedient  to 
proceed  further  with  the  CDnildsraCion  of  this  Bill, 
and,  therelbre,  that  the  order  lor  going  into  Com- 
mittM  be  disobarged." 


anr  such  partial  measure  as  the  present 
Bill  would  be  of  no  avail  in  abating 
drunhenDesB  but  would  tend  to  agravate 
it.  He  did  not,  of  course,  object  to  the 
number  of  hours  when  liquor  mieht  be 
sold  on  Sundays  being  curtailed;  but 
the  Bill  now  before  the  House  related 
only  to  those  plaoes  which  were  licensed 
by  the  magistrates.  In  1833  an  Act 
was  passed  which  limited  the  hours  of 
trade  in  spirits  on  Sunday  in  Ireland 
from  two  to  eleven,  p.m.,  for  consump- 
tion on  the  premises ;  bnt  no  restriction 
was  put  on  the  sale  of  non-consumption 
on  we  premises.  By  the  6  ft  7  of 
Wiil,  IV,  grocers  were  empowered  to 
sell  for  non-consumption,  and  a  subse- 
quent Act  reduced  uie  hours  of  sale  in 
public  houses  on  Sunday  night  to  nine 

E.m.  By  the  27  ft  28  Fiet.  the  Exdee 
eer-house  and  licensing  system  was  in- 
troduced ;  and  such  being  the  state  of 
things  in  1867  the  hon.  Member  for 
Longford  brought  in  his  BUI,  restricting 
the  sale  in  pubuc-houses  from  two  untU 
nine  p.m.,  to  from  two  to  four  o'clock  in 
the  afternoon,  and  from  eight  to  nine 
o'clock  in  the  evening ;  but  not  dealing 
in  any  way  with  the  beer-bouses  ana 
Bpirit-grooen'  ahopa,  irh«re  Uqoor  wu 
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sold  under  Szciee  licenses.  By  adauBein 
tliat  Bill,  any  person  who  kept  an  eaf^ 
ing-houee  might  eell  liquor  at  any  hma 
of  the  day  while  the  nouae  waa  opem. 
'  After  beinr  read  a  second  time  that  Bill 
was,  on  his  (Mr.  Murphy's)  Motion, 
referred  to  a  Select  Conunittee.  Owing 
to  the  lateness  of  the  Session,  and  other 
causes,  that  Committee  never  met,  and 
the  Bill  was  dropped  for  the  year.  In 
1868,  it  was  again  introduced  and  re- 
ferred to  a  Select  Conunittee,  where  it 
underwent  so  much  alteration  that  it 
became,  what  it  was  at  present,  merely 
a  Bill  to  close  public-houses  on  Sundays, 
except  between  two  and  nine  p.m.  in 
towns,  and  between  two  and  seven  p.m. 
in  the  rural  districts.  But,  before  that 
Committee  it  bad  been  shown  by  Mr. 
John  Lewis  O'Fartell,  the  Chief  Commis- 
siouer  of  Police  in  Dublin,  and  by  otlier 
equally  competent  witnesses  that  exces- 
sive drinking  did  not  take  place  in  the 
regularly  licensed  puhlic-houses,  which 
were  always  open  to  the  supervision  of 
the  police,  but  in  the  beer-bouses  and 
spirit-grocers'  shops,  where  sales  of 
hquor  took  place  in  evasion  or  in  direct 
violation  of  the  tenns  of  their  licenses. 
Mr.  O'Farrell  expressed  his  belief  that 
the  curtailment  of  the  boors  of  sale  with 
the  more  reqiectable  houses  would  only 
lead,  under  the  present  system,  to  an 
aggravation  of  the  evil  by  transferring 
the  drinking  &om  the  more  respectable 
houses  to  those  which  were  less  reniect- 
eble,  and  contended  that  the  subject 
should  be  left  to  the  Government,  by 
whom  a  general  measure — including  in 
its  provisions  aU  the  branches  of  our 
licensing  system — should  be  brought  in. 
The  statistics  showed  that  while  33  per 
cent  of  the  public-houaes  in  Dublin  had 
been  complained  of  for  selling  liquors  at 
hours  when  the  houses  should  have  been 
closed,  200  per  cent,  of  the  oomplaiuta 
had  been  lodged  against  the  beer-sellers. 
It  also  appeared  that  the  number  of  com- 
plaints against  public-houses  had  been 
fewer  since  a  limitation  in  the  hours  of 
sale  had  been  removed,  and  that  there 
had  been  a  diminution  in  the  number  of 
arrests  and  committals  for  drunkenness 
Taking  the  case  of  Bichmond  prison, 
Dnblin,  he  found  that  the  number  of 
committals  for  drunkenness  in  1852  was 
3,480  females,  and  1,619  males,  and  that, 
in  1867,  the  number  decreased  to  1,239 
females,  and  625  males,  making  a  re- 
dootion  of  nearly  two-thirds ;  tbe  total 


showing  5,099  oommittale  in  1852,  as 
compared  with  1,764  committals  in  1867. 
In  dealing  with  the  figures  it  was  neces- 
sary to  observe  that  the  number  of 
arrests  did  not  represent  the  number  of 
persons,  because  one  person  might  be 
arrested  many  times.  The  whole  result 
was  extraordinary,  as  showing  in  the 
main  that  drunkenness  was  not  increas- 
ing. The  licensed  victuallers  themselves 
had  no  objection  to  the  public-houses 
being  closed  at  nine  o'clock ;  but  they 
thought  the  restriction  of  hours  should 
be  uniform  throughout  the  country,  and 
that  Uie  small  beer-houses  and  spirit- 
grocers  should  be  also  dealt  with.  For 
ttiese  reasons  he  had  put  his  Amend- 
ment on  the  Paper.  He  believed  that 
the  questiou  could  only  be  dealt  with 
satisfactorily  by  the  Government,  who 
possessed  aU  the  necessary  materials  tc^ 
settling  the  question  in  a  manner  satis- 
factory for  the  revenue  and  at  the  same 
time  beneficial  to  the  public.  He 
tbought  tbe  House  should  not  agree  to 
mere  dilettanti  legislation,  which  would 
increase  rather  than  diminish  the  evil. 
He  trusted  the  House  would  bear  from 
the  Chief  Secretary  for  Ireland  some  ex- 
pression of  opinion  as  to  the  course  the 
Government  would  adopt,  and  he  be- 
lieved it  to  be  their  bouuden  duty  to 
deal  with  the  question  for  Ireland,  as 
the  SecretaiT  of  State  for  the  Home 
Department  bad  promised  to  take  it  up 
for  England  next  year. 

Mb.  SHEBLOCE:,  in  seconding  the 
Amendment,  said  that,  in  order  to  settle 
this  question,  a  large  and  comprehen- 
sive measure  ought  to  be  introduced. 
He  believed  he  was  right  in  saying  that 
every  official  who  had  been  consulted  or 
examined  in  reference  to  this  measure, 
or  to  a  measure  substantially  the  same, 
agreed  in  saying  that,  until  the  licensing 
system  waa  put  upon  some  basis  int^- 
gible  and  fair,  until  the  various  Acts  of 
Parliament,  contradictory  and  compli- 
cated, which  now  regulated  the  licensmg 
system  in  Ireland  were  repealed,  and 
one  comprehensive  measure  passed,  no 
partial  legislation  could  be  satisfactory, 
and,  therefore,  he  regarded  this  Bill  as 
premature.  It  was  rather  a  remarkable 
met,  but  it  appeared  from  the  Betuma 
that  since  the  public-houses  were  per- 
mitted to  remain  open  until  eleven  o'clock 
at  night  the  actual  amount  of  drunken- 
ness brought  under  the  cognizejice  of 
the  courts  bad  been  much  less  than  it 
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was  when  they  were  dosed  at  aa  earlier 
hour.  Probably  the  explanation  was 
that  convivialily  vent  on  more  amoothly 
-when  longer  time  was  allowed  for  it, 
and  that  when  greater  speed  was  en- 
forced less  judgment  was  used.  At  any 
rate,  the  extension  of  the  time  to  eleven 
o'clock  had  not  brought  under  the  notice 
of  the  magistrates  an  increase  of  drunk- 
enness. The  Chief  CommiBsioner  of 
Police  declared  that  this  measure  was 

;)remature,  and  the  principle  of  limited 
^slation  ought  to  be  discouraged. 
This  Bill  commenced  at  the  wrong  end, 
and  the  proper  course  would  be  to  put 
everything  m  reference  to  the  sale  of 
liquors  on  a  common  and  intelligible 
basis.  It  was  unfair  to  those  engaged 
in  die  trade  that  they  should  be  sub- 
jected to  legislation  so  complicated  as 
that  by  whicn  they  were  now  regulated. 
It  was  only  fair  to  them  that  there 
should  be  an  intelligible  code  by  which 
their  rigbte  and  liabilities  should  be  de- 
fined. For  these  reasons  he  seconded 
the  Amendment. 

Amendment  proposed, 

To  leave  out  from  the  word  "Thst"  to  the 
end  of  Iha  Queition,  in  order  to  uld  the  words 
"  until  the  praaent  ajitem  of  lioensiog  in  Ireland 
h«  remodallad  and  plaoad  on  a  new  buii,  it  if,  ia 
the  opinion  of  tbia  Houh,  inexpedient  to  proceed 
further  with  the  couaideraCioD  of  this  Bill," — 
(Mr.  Murphy,) 
— ^instead  thereof. 

Question  proposed,  "  That  the  words 
proposed  to  be  left  out  stand  part  of  the 
Uueation." 

Me.  CHICHESTER  FOETESCITE 
said,  he  had  not  intended  to  take  part 
in  the  debate  so  soon  but  for  the  appeal 
made  to  him  by  the  hon.  Member  for 
Cork  (Mr.  Murphy),  and  the  fact  that 
the  hon.  Member  for  Longford  (Mr. 
O'Beilly)  had  not  risen.  Ok  the  last 
occasion  when  this  measure  was  before 
the  House  it  was  his  duty  to  make  an 
appeal  to  the  former  Gentieman,  which 
he  took  in  good  part,  withdrawing,  in 
compliance  with  it,  all  opposition  to  the 
second  reaiding  of  the  BUI,  and  the  hon. 
Member  for  Longford  was  thereby  able 
to  obtain  from  the  House  an  assertion 
of  the  genera]  desirabihty  of  restricting 
the  hours  during  which  places  for  the 
sale  of  liquors  should  be  open  on  the 
Sabbath.  He  hoped  he  should  now  he 
equallj  succesBful  in  a  somewhat  similar 
ppeal  to  the  hon.  Member  for  Longford. 
?ne  Secretary  of  State  for  the  Home 

.  Shwhck 


K" 


1456 

I>epartraent,  in  meeting  the  Permissive 
Bill  and  also  the  Beerhouses  Bill,  had 
distinctly  committed  the  Gtovemment  to 
the  opinion  that  the  whole  licensing  sys- 
tem of  England  required  care^  exami- 
nation and  revision,  and  had  given  an 
undertaking  that  that  should  bo  efTected. 
It  would  be  his  own  duty  to  undertake 
something  of  the  same  kind  with  respect 
to  Ireland.  His  own  feeling  was  known 
to  be  favourable  to  the  principle  of  this 
Bill,  and.  the  suggestions  he  now  offered 
were  conceived,  ^erefore,  in  no  hostile 
qtirit,  nor  with  any  widi  to  give  the 
go-by  to  the  proposal  of  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  Cork.  Since  he  sat  on  the  Com- 
mittee it  had  been  his  duty  to  look  closely 
into  the  subject,  and  he  had  seen  the 
state  of  confusion  into  which  the  whole 
licensing  system  of  Ireland  had  been 
allowed  to  fall,  and  the  absolute  neces- 
sity, both  on  this  ground  and  in  relation 
to  impending  l^idation,  that  the  matter 
should  be  taken  up  the  Qovemment. 
He  assured  hon.  Members  that  before 
next  Session  the  matter  would  he  taken 
into  serious  consideration,  and  every 
part  of  it  examined,  including  that 
which  related  to  the  hours  of  closing  on 
Sunday.  He  hoped,  on  the  part  of  the 
Government,  to  introduce  next  Session  a 
measure  which  should  put  an  end  to  the 
anomalies  and  evils  of  the  licensing  as- 
tern in  Ireland,  a  measure  whidi  he 
trusted  would  go  far  to  accomplish  the 
object  aimed  at  by  this  BilL 

Mr.  MAGTJUu:  said,  he  was  glad  to 
hear  that  the  question  was  to  he  taken 
up  by  the  Government  on  its  own  re- 
sponsibility. He  believed  that  only  a 
measure  proposed  by  the  Government 
would  give  general  satisfaction. 

Mb.  O'REILLY  said,  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  King's  County  (Mr.  Sherlock) 
was  under  a  misapprehension  in  suppos- 
ing that  the  officials — stipendiary  magis- 
trates and  others — who  had  been  con- 
sulted believed  that  legislation  in  the 
direction  of  this  Bill  would  be  premature 
and  unsuccessful;  for,  with  the  single 
exception  of  Commissioner  O'Fajrell, 
whose  evidence  apphed  solely  to  the 
metropolis,  they  bad  expressed  contrary 
opinions.  He  cheerfully  and  proudly 
acknowledged  the  fact  that  there  had 
been  a  great  decrease  of  dnmkemiesB  of 
late  years  in  Ireland,  and  especially  in 
Dublin ;  and  he  appealed  to  that  as  evi- 
dence that  it  was  practicable  and  desir- 
able to  limit  the  houra  for  the  a 
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tlon  of  intozicBtm^  drmks,  and  as  a 
proof  diat  this  BUI  was  in  consouance 
with  the  good  feeling  of  the  people.  He 
maintained  that  it  was  a  proper  and 
loncal  thing  to  deal  with  the  hours  of 
aale  without  going  into  the  whole  licens- 
ing i^aestion.  In  regard  to  one  point, 
he  wished  to  call  attention  to  an  answer 
of  Mr.  Commissioner  O'Farrell,  who 
said  that  it  was  years  since  the  question 
had  heen  euhmitted  to  the  Government, 
and  who  also  expressed  the  opinion  that 
the  passing  of  a  Bill  like  this,  even  if  it 
proved  inefficient,  would  have  the  result 
of  hastening  an  amendment  of  the  li- 
censing laws.  He  hoped  that  even  the 
bringing  forward  of  this  Bill  would  ex- 
pedite that  result,  more  especially  as  in 
the  Committee  which  had  sat  on  the 
Bill  the  Chief  Secretary  for  Ireland 
voted  in  favour  of  licensed  houses  being 
closed  at  the  hours  named  in  this  mea- 
sure. He  inferred,  &om  the  statement 
by  the  Chief  Secretary,  that  the  Bill  to 
be  introduced  would  seek  to  attain  the 
object  of  this  Bill  by  restricting  the 
hours  of  sale  on  the  Sunday ;  and  if  he 
were  not  to  draw  that  inference  he 
should  be  inclined  to  press  this  Bill. 
Ameudmeut  and   Uotion,  by  leave, 

Bill  withdraum. 

SEA  FISHERIES  (IRELAND)  BILL. 

(_Ur.  Siakt,  Vitamnt  Burlie,  Cohful  AnnetU).) 

[bill  51].      SECOND  READIXa. 

Order  for  Second  Beading  read. 

Mr.  BLAKE,  in  moving  the  second 
reading  of  the  Bill,  said :  *  It  will  not 
be  neceasaiT  for  me  to  trespass  at  any 
length  on  the  House,  as  I  have  now  had 
the  subject  constantly  before  Parliament 
for  the  last  six  years.  On  each  occasion, 
the  Chief  Secretary  for  Ireland — what- 
ever Administration  happened  to  be  in 
power — always  admitted  the  great  im- 
portance of  the  subject,  and  faithfiilly 
promised  that,  if  I  would  only  postpone 
it,  that  the  matter  would  be  taken  into 
consideration  during  the  Beoess,  with  a 
view  to  legislation  the  next  Session. 
Unfortunately,  however,  for  Ireland,  that 
next  Session  has  never  come,  uid  I  am 
compelled  to  try  whether  I  can  succeed 
better  with  the  Beformed  Parliament 
than  with  the  preceding  one.  The  Bill 
may  be  divided  into  three  heads.  The 
first  provides  for  the  removal  of  the  oon- 
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trol  of  ^  fisheries  &om  the  Board  of 
Works  to  the  Lord  Lieutenant.  The 
second,  for  the  removal  of  all  restrictions 
on  modes  of  fishing.  The  third,  for  the 
advance  of  loans  on  satisfactory  security, 
for  the  erection  of  curing-houses  and  the 
repair  and  purchase  of  boatA  and  gear, 
with  respect  to  the  first  provision,  I  be- 
lieve until  the  fisheries  are  placed  imder 
a  distinct  department,  devoting  all  their 
time  to  their  promotion,  that  they  never 
will  get  on.  The  duties  the  Board  of 
Works  have  to  perform  are  of  a  cha- 
racter entirely  foreign  to  such  an  object 
as  the  fisheries.  When  that  Bcrard 
originally  got  charge  of  them  they 
adopted  the  idea,  and  acted  on  it  ever 
since,  that  the  fisheries  should  be  left  to 
shift  for  themselves.  They  certainly 
were  not  invested  with  much  power  to 
benefit  the  industry ;  but  they  never  ap- 
pear to  have  sought  for  any,  or  to  have 
made  any  recommendationB  calculated  to 
do  much  good.  Indeed,  on  the  contrary, 
as  a  Board  they  were  opposed  to  some 
measures  which  would  have  proved  most 
beneficial.  The  head  of  the  Board  was 
an  officer  of  ArtilleTy  or  Engineers — a 
very  exceUont  gentleman,  and,  no  doubt, 
weU  acquainted  with  ereirthins^  that 
related  to  engineering.  His  colleague, 
Mr.  Le  Fanu,  is  also  an  able  man,  and 
well  acquainted  with  everything  that 
naturally  came  within  the  m^vinco  of 
the  Board  of  Works.  Mr.  Barry,  the 
inspecting  Commissioner  of  Fisheries, 
was  an  officer  of  great  cmacity  and  fifty 
years'  experience.  Could  he  act  firom 
himself  there  is  no  doubt  that  great  ad- 
vantages would  result  to  the  fisheries, 
but  he  was  liable  to,  and  had,  indeed, 
often  been  over-ruled  by  the  other  mem- 
bers of  the  Board  who  had  not  his  prac- 
tical knowledge.  The  first  condition  to 
the  prosperity  of  the  fisheries  is  that  it 
should  be  removed  altogether  from  under 
the  Board.  The  salmon  fisheries  have 
gone  down  under  it,  so  have  the  sea 
fisheries;  and  unless  my  suggestion  be 
adopted  they  will  still  fiu-ther  decline. 
The  cost  of  a  combined  department 
would  be  little  beyond  the  expense  of 
the  present  inland  fisheiy  department. 
Two  inspectors  of  inland  fisheries  were 
lately  appointed.  One  of  them,  Mr. 
Brady,  had  a  complete  knowledge  of 
both  branches.  He  had  filled  three  im- 
portant offices  with  great  credit.  He 
was  formerly  inspector  of  IriA  sea 
fisheries,  subsequently  b 
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to  both  the  English  and  Irish  Inland 

Fisheiy  CommissionB.  He  is  now  aasoci- 
at«d  with  me  on  the  Boyal  Commission 
on  Irish  Oyster  Fisheries.  I  believe 
there  is  not  nnder  the  Crown  a  more 
zealous,  able,  and  patriotic  officer;  his 
heart  is  in  the  promotion  of  the  fisheries, 
and  he  would  work  at  that  object  quite 
as  much  for  the  sake  of  bis  country,  to 
say  the  least,  as  from  any  official  obli- 
gation. Hehadamost  excellent  associate 
in  Major  Hayes,  who,  &om  his  intelli- 
gence and  resolve  to  do  his  duty  would, 
when  he  acquired  a  little  more  expe- 
rience, prove  a  moat  valuable  public 
officer.  These  gentlemen  would  make 
admirable  Commissioners  for  a  combined 
department,  of  which  Mr.  Bany,  bo 
long  as  it  would  ami  his  convenience  to 
remain,  would,  from  his  ability,  expe- 
rienoe,  and  zeal  make  a  most  admirable 
head.  The  removal  of  restrictions,  with 
power  to  re-impose  any  that  might  be 
found  necessary,  on  due  inquiry  here- 
after, is  most  essentiat.  Millions  of  fish 
are  lost  to  the  public  owing  to  the  pre- 
vention of  trawling  in  bays  and  estuaries. 
The  most  reliable  evidence  showed  that 
even  if  fish  deposited  spawn  in  such 
places  at  all,  they  did  so  in  rough  ground 
where  the  trawl  could  not  work.  That 
subject,  however,  is  so  extensive  a  one, 
that  I  shall  not  now  go  any  further  into 
it.  I  have  written  a  great  deal  on  it, 
and  at  the  proper  time  am  ready  to  dis- 
cuss it  fully  with  anyone  who  disputes 
what  I  have  laid  down  ;  I  shall,  there- 
fore, pass  to  the  third  and  most  im- 
portant proposal  of  all,  the  pivot  on 
which  almost  everything  depends  — 
loans  to  fishermen.  In  order  to  prove 
their  desirability,  it  will  be  well  to  show 
that  there  might  be  a  much  lai^^  cap- 
ture of  fiah  if  proper  means  are  adopted, 
and  that  there  is  good  reason  to  suppose 
that  loans  would  effect  this  object  with- 
out much  risk  of  loss  to  the  State.  To 
prove  all  this  it  will  be  necessary  for  me 
to  give  a  brief  sketch  of  the  past  and 
present  condition  of  the  Irish  fisheries — 
Ireland  has  for  its  area  about  the  most 
extensive  sea  coast  of  any  country  in 
the  world  (2,600  miles),  owing  to  the 
numerous  bays,  creeks,  and  other  inden- 
tations. In  former  times  its  coasts  were 
considered  to  abound  with  more  fish 
than  any  other  country  in  Europe,  For 
that  reason  chiefly  the  Danes  were  at- 
tracted to  Ireland.  English  and  Scotch 
a  long  time  preferred  fish- 
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g  off  the  Irish  coasts  to  their  own. 
England  derived  large  revenues  from 
allowing  foreign  fishermen  to  fish  in  the 
seas  around  Ireland.  Besides  the  sums 
received  for  licenses  from  individual 
fishermen,  the  Dutch  paid  Charles  I. 
£30,000  for  the  privilege  of  fishing  off 
the  western  coast.  Philip  H.  of  Spain 
in  1556,  i^reed  to  pay  £1,000  a-year 
for  twenty-one  years  for  the  right  of 
fishing  on  the  northern  coast  only.  In 
1650,  Sweden,  in  return  for  important 
services  rendered  to  England,  was  al- 
lowed, as  a  great  favour,  to  employ  ft 
hundred  vessels  in  the  Irish  fishery.  So 
long  as  they  were  permitted,  the  Irish 
fishermen  followed  their  avocation  widL 
great  industiy  and  success,  and,  after 
supplying  the  wants  of  the  country,  ex- 
ported large  quantities.  Against  no 
branch  of  Irish  industry  have  more 
measures  of  repression  been  employed 
than  against  the  fisheries,  in  o^er  to 
irevent  them  interfering  with  those  of 
ilngland  and  Scotland.  In  compliance 
with  the  Petitions  from  Yarmouth  and 
other  English  fishing  stations  duringthe 
Commonwealth,  the  fishermen  and  gOlers 
of  the  herring  were  nearly  exterminated 
by  the  transplanting  law  ;  and  down  al- 
mast  to  the  present  the  same  feeling 
of  jealousy  has  been  exhibited  against 
the  Irish  fisheries,  and  means  quite  as 
effectual  as  those  employed  by  Oliver 
Cromwell  used  to  prevent  them  from 
progressing.  For  example,  in  1803,  the 
Marine  So^ety  formed  a  company  with 
£50,000  capital  to  fish  the  South  coast 
of  Ireland.  An  Act  of  Farhament  to 
incorporate  the  company  became  neces- 
sary. Petitions  against  it  poured  in 
from  various  fishing  communities  in 
England  representing  the  injury  likely 
to  result  to  the  English  fisheries.  Par- 
liament yielded,  and  the  Bill  was  thrown 
out.  In  1838,  Lord  Morpeth,  then  Chief 
Secretary  for  Ireland,  introduced  a  Bill 
to  give  eSect  to  the  recommendations  of 
a  Boyal  Commission  appointed  to  inquire 
into  and  report  on  the  Irish  fisheries. 
On  the  day  before  it  was  committed  a 
deputation  from  Scotland,  headed  by  the 
Duke  of  Sutherland,  waited  on  the  Oo- 
vemment  to  induce  them  to  abandon  the 
Bill  for  the  sake  of  Scotch  interests, 
which  was  accordingly  done.  Since 
1800,  Scotland  haa  received  nearly 
£1,500,000  more  than  Ireland  for  the 
promotion  of  her  prosperous  fiaheriea, 
besides  having  devoted  for  same  object 
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all  the  funds  of  the  BritUh  Socie^  for 
extending  the  Fieheries  tutd  Improving 
the  Sea  Coaete  of  the  Kingdom.  Even 
now,  giving;  credit  for  every  1#.  expend- 
ed for  purposes  connected  with  the  Irish 
fisheries,  Scotland  receives  £7,000  per 
annum  more  than  Ireland  for  the  benefit 
of  her  fisherieB.  In  1830,  the  same  Act 
which  abolished  the  Irish  Board  and  all 
encouragement  to  the  fiaheriee,  continued 
the  Scotch  one  with  its  numerous  and 
efficient  staff  of  ofBcers,  maintained  the 
branding  system  which  gives  the  Scotch 
herring  fishery  an  enormous  advantage 
over  the  Irish  one,  and  provided  a  fund 
fbr  the  gratuitous  repair  of  poor  fisher- 
men's boats.  Thus,  in  twelve  years, 
&om  1829  to  1842,  according  to  a  House 
of  Commons'  Betum,  Scotland  received 
for  her  fisheries  £rom  the  Treaeury  nearly 
£200,000,  whilst  Ireland,  during  the 
same  period,  and  for  some  time  after, 
may  be  said  to  have  received  nothing,  a 
sum  only  of  £13,000  having  been  ex- 
pended during  that  time  for  the  repair 
of  some  fishing  harbours.  When  op- 
portnniiy  has  been  afforded  them,  and 
when  able  to  procure  fishing  appliances, 
the  Irish  fishermen  have  wways  shown 
themselves  most  industrious,  as  proved 
by  the  great  development  of  the  fisheries 
wnen  fostered  by  the  Irish  Parliament, 
and  the  wonderfiil  increase  in  men  and 
boats  between  1820  and  1829,  when  the 
State  again  encouraged  the  fisheries,  an 
annual  -average  expenditure  during  that 
period  of  £16,000  having  led  to  an 
average  increase  in  the  number  of  vessels 
of  13,000  and  44,000  men  and  boys. 
Owing  to  the  impetus  previously  given 
to  the  fisheries  by  State  encour^ement, 
the  number  of  vessels  and  boats  amount- 
ed the  first  year  of  the  famine  to  19,883, 
and  the  crews  to  113,073,  nearly  twenty 
years  after  all  Qovemment  *  assistance 
had  been  withdrawn-  The  fishermen 
suffered  more  than  any  other  class  by 
the  famine,  owing  to  the  consumption  of 
fish  having  largely  diminished.  Thou- 
sands were  therefore  obliged  to  part  with 
boats  and  gear,  and  abandon  the  pursuit. 
The  decline  is  still  going  rapidly  on  year 
by  year,  the  number  of  vessels  and 
boats  now  being  9,326,  and  tlie  crews 
37,244  ;  showing  a  decline  in  the  former 
of  10,557,  and  in  the  latter  of  76,226 
once  1648.  The  fishing  craft  are  there- 
fore less  than  half  what  they  were 
twenty  years  ^o,  and  the  crews  reduced 
to  one-tlurd.     If  not  arrested  the  de- 


(JtmE  9,  1869}  {Ireland  Sill  1462 

crease  will  proceed  probably  at  the  same 
fearful  rate  ;  according  t»  the  Isst  Re- 
port of  tlie  FifAtery  CommissionerB,  there 
were  2,000  men  and  boyaless  engaged 
in  the  fisheries,  in  1867,  than  in  the  pre- 
ceding year.  Competent  judges  de- 
clared even  when  the  fishing  crews 
amounted  to  113,000  that  at  least  twice 
that  number  could  have  derived  profit- 
able employment  &om  the  fisheries ;  ac- 
cording even  to  this  moderate  calcula- 
tion there  is  an  opening  now  for  nearly 
four  times  as  many  penons  as  are  now 
engaged  in  the  fisheries.  There  ia  no 
reason  to  suppose  that  there  is  not  quite 
as  muoh  fish  around  the  Irish  coast  as 
at  any  former  period.  Holland,  with 
not  more  than  a  third  the  seaboard  of 
Ireland,  formerly  supported  450,000, 
or  one-fifth  of  the  whole  population 
—2,400,000— by  fishing,  whidi  realized 
£3,000,000  annually.  '&.&  Irish  fisheries 
ought  to  be  made  to  yield  at  least  double 
this  sum,  but  the  entire  yield  does  not 
exceed  £350,000 ;  so  insufficient  to  pro- 
vide for  even  the  wants  of  the  inhabitants 
that  £100,000  worth  of  fish  has  to  be 
imported  &om  Norway,  Newfoundland, 
and  Scotland.  There  is  no  reason  to 
suppose  that  the  quantity  of  fish  has 
decreased ;  and  although  the  home  de- 
mand may  be  less  than  before  the  fiunine, 
still  the  requirements  in  England  have 
lai^ly  increased  with  increased  facilities 
fbr  reaching  its  markets.  The  con- 
snmption  in  London — independent  of 
800,000,000  of  oysters- amounted  to 
£5,000,000  sterling  worth  per  annum, 
the  whole  capture  of  Ireland  not  being 
sufficient  to  supply  even  one  month's  re- 
quirement. Since  the  famine  the  State 
had  not  aided  the  struggling  fishermen 
by  1#.,  although,  up  to  a  few  years  ago, 
in  addition  to  other  advantages,  Scot- 
land had  £500  a  year  for  the  repair  of 
poor  fishermen's  boats.  The  Society  for 
bettering  the  condition  of  the  Poor,  out 
of  a  fiind  at  their  disposal,  had  lent 
nearly  £25,000  in  twelve  years  to  assist 
fishermen  to  buy  boats  and  gear,  and 
never  lost  1*.  The  Society  of  Friends, 
in  the  county  Waterford,  had  lent  a  few 
hundred  pounds  to  the  fishermen  of  Bin^, 
and  saved  them  from  being  almost  anni- 
hilated, and  were  paid  back  the  ad- 
vances. The  community  is  now  a  pros- 
perous one.  The  Uarine  Salts  Company 
were  sometimes  under  £3,000  advances 
to  the  fishermen,  and  were  always  paid. 
A  Mr.  Savage,  in  the  coun^  Mayo,  had 
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made  adyanceB  to  the  fiBbermen  aboat 
him  without  any  Iobs.  Miss  Burdett 
Coutts  bad,  by  judicious  advanceB  to  the 
Cape  Clear  islanders,  enabled  huudreda 
of  them  to  continue  their  calling.  These 
instances  served  to  show  what  might  be 
done  around  the  coast  by  advances  on 
proper  security,  I  would  advocate  nei- 
ther bounty  nor  gifts — the  latter,  as  a 
rule,  are  most  undesirable ;  I  would 
not  give  them  Is.  unless  on  good  se- 
curity, and  conkpel  the  re-pajment. 
Thus  none  but  deserriiig  men  would  get 
loans ;  they  would  be  stimulated  to  exer- 
tion in  order  to  re-pay  them,  and  their 
securities  would  be  sure  to  look  after 
them.  A  few  days  ago  I  headed  a  large 
depatation  to  the  Chancellor  of  l£e 
Exchequer,  to  request  that  a  loan  of 
£10,000  might  be  given,  in  order  to  try 
the  experiment  for  three  years,  and  that 
if,  at  the  end  of  the  three  years,  it  was 
found  not  to  succeed,  no  more  be  given. 
Nothing  could  be  stronger  than  the  re- 
solve of  the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer 
not  to  give  the  aid  asked  for,  although 
it  was  shown  to  hJTn  that  Scotland  re- 
ceived £7,000  more  than  Ireland  as  an 
annual  gift.  No  ai^ument  or  probable 
benefit  to  Ireland  could  move  him. 
There  was  not  a  member  of  the  denta- 
tion but  was  &lly  intpressed  that  if  any 
good  was  to  be  done  for  Ireland,  it 
should  be  done  in  spite  of  the  Chan- 
cellor of  the  Exchequer.  His  arguments 
F^jainst  acceding  to  the  moderate  request 
made  to  him,  were  not  only  unworthy  of 
a  statesman,  butnnworthy  of  any  student 
acquainted  with  the  principles  of  poli- 
tical economy-  His  legation  was  that, 
according  to  the  latter  science,  the  State 
should  not,  under  any  circumstances, 
assist  private  enterprize.  Where  he  had 
learned  that  I  am  at  a  loss  to  know.  It 
was  probably  a  doctrine  of  the  Chan- 
cellor's own,  and  a  more  &lae  dogma 
never  was  laid  down.  Most  unquestion- 
ably State  assistance  should  not  be  given 
to  prop  up  any  industry  which  could  not 
get  on  unless  such  aid  was  continued ; 
but  if,  owing  to  some  casualty,  such  as 
the  Irish  famine,  an  industry  like  the 
fisheries  became  paralyzed,  in  conse- 
quence of  those  who  prosecuted  it  being 
deprived  of  or  unable  to  procure  the 
appliances  to  carry  it  on,  most  assuredly 
the  State  was  bound  to  assist,  if  it  was 
satisiactorily  shown  that,  a  moderate 
help  would  produce  satisfactory  results. 
I  have  shown  the   wonderftd   results 
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which  have  followed  from  loans  already 
to  the  Irish  fisheries,  and  according  to 

the  testimony  of  the  most  impartial  wit- 
nesses. There  was  in  this  House,  last 
year,  two  of  the  highest  authorities  in 
the  Empire  on  political  economy.  When 
I  represented  to  them  the  case  of  &e 
Irish  fisheries,  and  asked  them  whether, 
under  the  circumstances,  it  would  not  be 
consistent  with  its  doctrines  to  give  the 
aid  I  asked  for,  both  said — most  unques- 
tionably— and  added  that  Ireland  was 
well  entitled  to  every  assistance  England 
could  give  to  help  her  to  reoover  from 
her  nusfortunes.  That  good  Mend  to 
Ireland,  Stuart  Mill — w&>,  I  am  sorry 
for  her  sake,  is  no  longer  in  the  House — 
when  this  same  question  was  before  the 
House,  last  year,  in  reply  to  the  present 
Secretary  of  the  Boa^  of  Trade,  who 
appears  to  hold  the  same  erroneous  views 
as  the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer, 
said — 

"  Tfae  mftin  objmtian  of  his  hoD.  FrieDd  who 
bad  jnit  ut  down  to  tbe  frantLDg  of  loam  to  tbe 
Irish  fishermen  iTBa,  that  if  this  vera  dona  Tor  In- 
land it  shoold  bs  done  for  Scotland  and  Ensland. 
Hii  answer  was  that  Ireland  was  a  more  back- 
ward CDanCrj  than  either  Sootlaud  or  Englaod. 
Goiernment  might  verf  properlj  undertalie  to  do 
things  for  a  oountr;  which  vas  indnstriallj  iNwk- 
ward,  which  no  one  ooald  axpeet  from  them  in 
the  ease  of  a  coantr;  wliieh  was  in  a  mora  ad- 
TiDoed  and  prosperous  condition.  This  oontidaN 
ation  was  of  all  tbe  more  weight  when  it  was  re- 
membered that  the  indnitrial  baekwardnen  of 
Ireland  was.  in  a  great  meaiore,  ftttriimtable  to  tb* 
past  legislation  of  this  countrr.  For  a  loti|> 
period  English  legislators,  withoat  diatinotioD  of 
parLj,  emplojied  themseWea  in  anuhing  this  and 
most  other  brantbes  of  Irish  enterprise.  It  wa» 
therefore  incumbent  on  us,  now  that  we  were 
wiser  and  able  to  look  upon  oar  past  oaodnet  with 
shame,  to  legiilslate  in  an  opposite  direotiOD,  and 
«na  to  risk,  if  neeessar^,  the  loss  of  small  inu 
of  monej  to  adranee  that  indatlrf  which  wa  had 
fbrmerljr  endearoared  to  retard." — [3  Hanaard, 

OMii.  2oat-a,] 

I  expected  that  the  Chancellor  of  tfae 
Exchequer  would  be  here  to-day  to  sus- 
tain his  arguments.  Instead  of  sending 
— as  no  doubt  he  has  done — direotiosa 
to  have  my  proposal  rejected,  it  is  his 
business  to  be  here  to  state  his  reasons. 
I  came  here  with  the  beet  home  and 
foreign  authorities  to  refute  him.  I 
would  have  been  asasted  by  that  emi- 
nent political  economist  the  Member  for 
Brighton  (Mr.  Fawcett) ;  and  between 
us,  I  undertake  to  say  that  we  would 
leave  the  Chancellor  not  a  leg  to  stand 
on,  as  here  we  would  be  on  equal  terms 
with  him,  and  would  not  allow  him  tv 
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adopt  that  dictatorial  course  wtiicli  he  ia 
so  fond  of,  by  aaaertmg  when  it  does  not 
suit  Mb  purpose  to  ai^e.  I  strongly 
appeal  to  the  Chief  Secretary  for  Ireluid 
on  this  important  Irish  question,  if  he 
agrees  with  me — and  I  cannot  see  it  pos- 
nole  for  him  not  to  do  so — not  to  suffer 
himself  to  be  overborne  by  the  Chan- 
cellor of  the  Exchequer.  It  vould  be 
unvorthy  of  his  position  and  his  reputa- 
tion if  he  does  not  boldly  do  Trhat  he 
considers  right  in  this  matter.  He 
knows  as  well  as  I  do,  that  the  putting 
down  of  attempts  at  insurrection  in  Ire- 
land, for  the  last  half-a-dozen  years,  has 
cost  the  English  Exchequer  one  hundred 
times  as  much  as  I  ask  for  on  the  pre- 
sent  occasion.  He  also  knows  that  the 
main  cause  of  revolution  in  Ireland  is 
wast  of  employment,  and  the  belief  en- 
tertained by  the  people  that  there  is  no 
hope  of  ameliorative  measures  &om  the 
British  Parliament.  They  believe  that 
any  amotmt  would  be  given  for  grape- 
shot,  bayonets,  and  sabres  to  coerce,  but 
not  1«.  to  assist  the  country  to  revive. 
Such  dogmas  as  the  Chancellor's  may 
do  well  enough  for  a  country  like  Eng- 
land, but  to  preach  them  to  a  people 
still  suffering  horn  the  effects  of  "  a 
desolation  wider  than  any  recorded  in 
history  or  shadowed  forih  by  tradition," 
is  but  another  way  of  telling  them  to 
despair.  As  Ireland  does  not  possess 
the  same  advantages  as  England  and 
Scotland  in  minerals,  capital,  commerce, 
and  majin&ictures,  it  is  the  more  incum- 
bent on  those  whose  duty  it  is  to  pro- 
mote the  well-being  of  the  nation  ihej 
undertake  to  goveni,  to  render  as  avail- 
able as  possible  for  her  people  whatever 
resources  Ireland  possesses ;  and,  con- 
sidering how  this  particular  industry  had 
been  discouraged,  even  up  to  a  very  re- 
cent period,  the  claim  was  stronger  to 
help  it  now.  In  conclusion,  I  again 
earnestly  appeal  to  the  Government,  and 
more  especially  to  the  Chief  Secretary 
for  Ireland,  to  pause  before  refusing  the 
trifling  boon  sought  to  assist  in  preveat- 
ing  the  further  decay  of  the  fisheries. 
Every  day  that  they  are  allowed  to  go 
down  only  increases  the  difficulties  of 
resuscitation.  9o  important  does  the 
Emperor  of  the  French  regard  even  the 
loss  of  one  fisherman,  that  as  much  as 
£50  is  often  given  to  enable  a  man  who 
has  lost  his  boat  to  resume  his  pursuit ; 
but,  sad  to  say,  between  1866  and  1867 
the  fishing  (zews  in  Ireland  decreased  by 


2,000,  without  the  ^ghtest  effort  to  pre- 
vent it.  If  for  no  other  reason  than  as 
a  nurseiy  for  the  Royal  and  mercantile 
marine.  Parliament  ought  not  to  let  the 
Irish  fisheries  expire.  There  never, 
perhaps,  was  an  occasion  when  a  Go- 
vernment had  an  opportunity  of  doing 
so  much  good  at  so  little  cost.  If,  how- 
ever, the  unwise  counsels  of  the  Chan- 
cellor of  the  Exchequer  are  to  prevail,  a 
large  class  in  Ireland  would  have  jast 
grounds  for  concluding  that  their  welfare 
have  been  a  matter  of  indifference  to  the 
Government  under  which  they  lived.  If 
not  aided  it  is  inevitable  that  the  fisheries 
will  sink  still  lower.  It  will,  indeed, 
become  a  deep  disgrace  to  England 
that  whilst  the  Governments  of  France, 
Holland,  Norway,  and  other  maritime 
nations  have  done  all  they  could  to  ren- 
der their  fisheries  available  for  their 
people,  that  whilst  those  of  Scotland 
have  been  aided  in  every  way  necessary 
to  render  them  success^,  that  tiiose  of 
Ireland  were  suffered  to  fall  into  utter 
ruin ;  because  those  whose  duty  it  was  to 
use  every  legitimate  means  to  avert  such 
a  calamity  would  not  afford  the  least 
aid  to  place  the  implements  of  his  in- 
dustry again  ia  the  hands  of  the  willing 
labourer,  and  thus  enable  him  to  benefit 
himself  and  others,  by  availing  of  the 
abundance  placed  by  Providence  within 
such  easy  reach. 

Mn.  MAOTJIRE  seconded  the  Motion. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
"  That  the  Bill  be  now  read  a  second 
time."— (Jfr.  Blalo).) 

ViBcouMT  ST.  IAWHENCE  s^d: 
Mr.  S|)eaker,  I  venture  to  presume  that 
there  is  no  more  important  duty  incum- 
bent on  this  House  than  to  provide 
cheap  and  wholesome  food  for  the  people 
over  whose  destiny  and  fortunes  it  pre- 
sides. Therefore  has  it  been  that  in 
every  age  civilized  countries  have  fos- 
tered and  encouraged  their  fisheries. 
And,  in  advocating  me  present  measure, 
I  do  not  desire  to  see  any  particular  lo- 
cality or  community  favoured,  especially 
such  as,  through  their  position  or  cir- 
cumstances, cannot  defend  it  as  being  for 
the  public  advantage;  and  by  "public 
advantage  "  in  this  case  I  mean  casting 
into  the  markets  of  the  country  the  pro- 
duce of  the  sea.  Sir,  I  re&ained  from 
accompanying  a  considerable  number  of 
Irish  Members  who  waited  upon  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Chaacellor  of 
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the  IiscIiequeT  yeeterdaj,  because  I  con- 
ceived that  there  were  in  this  Bill  be- 
fore the  House  certain  sections  or  pro- 
Tisions  that  migbt  be  termed  unconeti- 
tutional,  and  'which  were  in  oppoaitioa 
to  the  objects  vhicb  I  desire  to  see 
carried  out ;  but  it  has  been  the  source 
of  extreme  regret  to  me  to  find  tbat  so 
distinct  and  decided  an  answer  was  re- 
turned by  the  riffht  hon.  Gentleman  on 
the  question  of  loans  to  Ireland.  Al- 
though I  am  quite  inexperienced  in  That 
I  may  deecribe  as  the  mysteries  of  le- 
gislation, it  astonished  me  the  more  when 
I  remembered  the  close  connection  that 
existed  between  the  Treasury  and  the 
loan  system  in  Ireland  in  former  days, 
through  the  means  of  the  Consolidated 
Fund.  That  system,  I  conceive  to  be  an 
absolute  necessity  for  the  Irish  fisheries, 
inasmuch  as  the  little  revival  which  has 
taken  place  within  the  last  few  years 
has  been  only  in  those  localities  where, 
through  private  enterprize,  and  what  is 
more  through  private  charity,  the  fisher- 
men of  the  country  were  supported ;  and 
I  sincerely  trust  that  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman may  re-consider  this  question,  and 
without  any  trepidation  venture  to  cast 
his  bread  liberally  on  the  Irish  waters. 
I  cannot  quite  concur,  however,  in  the 
principle  laid  down  by  the  hon.  Gentle- 
man uie  Member  for  Waterford  in  this 
Bill,  that  the  chief  object  is  to  preserve 
the  coast  fisheries  by  encouraging  the 
formation  of  companies  and  tbe  erection 
of  curing  houses  owned  and  conducted 
by  practical  people.  I  conceive  that  it 
is  only  by  exportation  to  England,  a 
matter  which  I  regret  to  observe  is  al- 
together omitted  &om  the  Bill,  that  we 
can  hope  to  see  our  fisheries  prove  a 
source  of  wealth  and  prosperity  to  the 
country.  In  tbe  Bill  before  the  House 
tbere  are  many  important  charactorietics, 
more  especially  that  which  refers  to  the 
oystor  fisheries ;  and  if  only  half  of  what 
the  hon.  Member  anticipates  is  realized, 
I  feel  assured  that  the  public,  both  tbe 
English  and  tbe  Irish  people,  will  be 
greatly  benefited  by  what  is  proposed 
m  the  Bill.  Trawling  is,  I  believe, 
the  principal  medium  of  supplying  the 
market,  and  I  trust  that,  in  taking  into 
consideration  the  Beport  of  the  Boyal 
Commission  for  England  and  the  Beport 
of  the  Select  Committee  over  which  the 
bon.  Member  presided,  we  need  not  an- 
ticipate any  danger  through  the  destruc- 
tion of  spawn.  But  I  greatly  fear  that,  in 
Viteouitt  St.  Zatcrmc* 
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respect  of  Its  other  cbaractoristicB,  the 
hon.  Gentleman  has  not  considered  the 
times  ve  live  in,  and  the  present  social 
condition  of  Ireland.  He  seems  to  have 
based  bis  Bill  principally  on  what  oc- 
curred in  1846.  Then  our  population 
was  redundant ;  wages  were  at  a.  very 
low  rate ;  food  was  somewhat  scarce ; 
aad  there  was  no  large  importation  into 
the  country  of  com  as  there  Ts  in  these 
days ;  therefore  the  fish  of  the  conntiy 
vr^ie  looked  upon  as  a  great  and  an  im- 
portant means  of  support ;  and  It  was  a 
constitutional  object  with  the  Legisla- 
ture, when  the  people  were  in  want  of 
food  and  had  only  the  potato  to  rely 
upon,  to  tender  tbem  all  tbe  support  tbat 
lay  in  its  power.  But,  in  tbe  year  1869, 
tbe  times  are  considerably  changed. 
Since  1846  our  population  bas  decreased 
some  2,500,000  —  wages  have  conse- 
quentiy  increased.  In  many  places  there 
is  actually  a  want  of  hands  to  perform 
the  tillage  of  the  land ;  and  if  this  House 
is  not  aware  of  it  now,  it  wiU  soon  be 
made  aware  of  it,  that  the  heart  of  the 
Irish  peasant  is  set  on  the  occupation  of 
land  and  its  tillage.  Those  very  farmer- 
fishermen  who  live  aroimd  the  curing- 
houses,  in  certain  localities  which  tbe 
hon.  Gentieman  has  mentioned,  have 
their  hearts  fixed  upon  the  peaceM 
avocations  of  their  homes,  and  are  be- 
coming more  and  more  alienated  Irom 
the  pursuit  of  perilous  adventures  on  the 
deep.  I  have  tbe  evidence  of  Mr, 
Goode,  who  appeared  before  the  Com- 
mittoe  and  stated  that  there  is  but  a 
single  market  in  Ireland,  and  tbat  that 
is  at  Dublin.  I  might  also  cite  the  im- 
portant  Beport  of  t£e  thirty-ei^t  coast- 
guards of  Ireland.  In  their  Beport  it 
will  be  found  tbat  tbe  only  localities, 
with  scarcely  an  exception,  which  are 

Eisperous  are  those  connected  with  the 
glish  trade.  I  might  refer  to  the 
tramc  of  one  railroad  as  a  samide  of  all 
the  rest — I  allude  to  tbe  Midland  and 
Great  Western,  which  completely  tra- 
verses Ireland.  It  is  connected  with 
Western  Connaught,  with  Galway,  Sligo, 
Castlebar,  and  Westport,  and  I  find  that 
there  are  2,250  boats  and  upwards  of 
6,000  men  employed  in  tbe  fisheries  of 
Connaught;    yet,    to  my  extreme  eur- 

frise,  the  export  of  fish  across  the  whole 
readth  of  Ireland  by  this  railroad  was 
only  209  tons  last  year,  which  would 
scarcely  represent  the  quantity  of  fish 
captured   by  two  or  iiu««  trftwls.     I 


zeabyCOOgle 


1469 


Sm  Fith«ru» 


|JuHS  9,  1869]  {Ireland)  Bill.  1470 


cannot  see,  therefore,  how  there  c&n 
be  OQj  demand  for  fish  in  the  inte- 
rior of  Ireland.  Indeed,  upon  making 
an  application  to  the  eecretary  of  that 
railway,  I  learnt  that  there  is  not  an 
instance  of  five  cwt.  of  fish  being  de- 
livered at  any  inland  town  throughout 
the  whole  course  of  the  line.  There  axe 
other  iacts  which  go  to  show  that  Ire- 
land is  not  England.  For  example,  the 
£epart  of  the  Eoyal  Gommission  states 
that,  although  the  people  of  Ireland 
were  in  ah  absolutely  starving  condition 
during  the  famine,  yet  rather  than  eat 
the  fisn  that  was  put  before  them,  they 
positively  died  of  starvation.  I  do  not 
believe,  therefore,  it  is  very  likely  that 
the  people,  who,  when  actually  starving, 
were  unable  to  eat  fish,  would  be  veiy 
voracious  for  it  when  they  are  not  hun- 
gry. I  have  now  to  refer  especially 
to  the  evidence  of  the  hon.  Gentleman 
himself  with  regard  to  the  markets  of 
Ireland.  He  was  the  Chairman  of  the 
Select  Committee  of  this  House,  and 
it  was  in  his  power  to  call  and  exa- 
mine any  witness  he  might  think  pro- 
per ;  but  it  so  happened  that  not  a  sin- 
gle salesman  or  fishmonger  was  called. 
There  was  one  witness,  however,  a  Mr. 
Savage,who  was  summoned  before  the 
Committee,  and  the  Chairman  asked 
him  if  he  had  ever  heard  of  a  turbot 
having  been  sold  for  Sd.  To  which  Mr. 
Savage,  with  a  chEiracteristic  desire  to 
ahow  his  zeal,  replied  that  he  had  not 
only  heard  of  a  turbot  being  sold  for  Gd. 
but  of  a  fine  turbot  being  sold  for  2d. 
The  hon.  Member  for  Kerry,  whom  I  do 
not  now  see  in  his  place,  asked  what  the 
witness  considered  a  "  fine  turbot,"  and 
was  answered — "A  turbot  of  20lbs. 
weight."  According  to  this  admission 
therefore  a  turbot  is  sold  in  certain  parts 
of  Ireland  for  2d. !  I  could  go  further 
than  that ;  but  I  would  take  the  differ- 
ence in  the  appetite  of  the  English  and 
the  Irish  peasantry,  for  after  all,  perhaps 
the  beat  test  wo  can  have  is  that  of  the 
knife  and  fork.  It  requires  a  person  »f 
a  very  strong  appetite  to  live  upon  fish, 
and  the  English  labourer  would  sink 
exhausted  if  compelled  to  depend  upon 
a  fare  that  satisfies  an  Irishman.  Another 

Eint  I  refer  to  with  "  bated  breath."  I 
lieve  there  are  numerous  instances  of 
English  voters  yielding  to  the  seduction 
of  turkey  and  sausage.  They  have  even 
been  accused  of  yielding  to  the  seductions 
of  a  shoulder  of  mutton,  in  Xorfolk,  but 


recently.  Except,  however,  in  the  single 
ease  of  the  borough  of  Toughal,  it  is  » 
oomfortto  know  that  in  Ireland  we  have 
only  a  few  political  Esaus  amongst  us.  I 
say,  then,  that  the  great  object  of  the 
Irish  fishermen  must  be  to  sell  their  fish 
in  England ;  and  this  can  only  be  ac- 
comphshed  by  the  formation  of  depots 
throughout  the  country ;  so  that  it  is  to 
the  formation  of  such  depots  that  I  would 
earnestly  desire  legislation  to  be  directed. 
On  this  side  of  the  Irish  Channel  there 
are  depots  such  aa  that  in  the  North,  at 
Wick ;  in  the  East,  at  Yarmouth,  and  in 
the  West,  on  the  Cornish  coast,  which 
are  the  head-quarters  of  fishing,  and 
&om  which  enormous  quantities  of  fish 
are  constantly  being  traiisported.  And 
here  is  the  great  difference  between  the 
hon.  Member  for  Waterford  and  myself. 
I  wish  to  see  the  depots  concentrated  on 
the  Irish  shores,  lliere  are  already  two 
depots  in  Ireland  to  which  I  would  draw 
attention ;  and  the  first  of  them  I  am  well 
acquainted  with,  I  allude  to  the  fishery 
depot  at  Howth.  In  1863,  there  were 
only  twen^-eight  fishing  vessels  there, 
but  on  its  becoming  marked  as  a  fishery 
depot,  the  trade  assembled  there  in  large 
numbers,  vessels,  boats,  &c.,  and  the  re- 
sult, after  a  few  yearn,  was,  that  there 
was  sold — according  to  the  £eport  of 
the  Eoyal  Commission  —  upw^s  of 
£94,000  worth  of  fish  in  that  harbour 
alone ;  and  when  I  come  to  look  at  the 
figures  of  the  hon.  Member  himself  I 
find  that  the  whole  value  of  the  fisheries 
of  Ireland  was  £350.000.  Consequently 
the  value  of  the  fish  sold  in  one  particu- 
lar year  at  Howth  is  more  than  one 
fourth  of  the  whole  of  the  Irish  fisheries 
for  one  year.  The  other  example  to 
which  I  would  call  attention  is  that  of 
Kinsale.  I  received  a  letter  yesterday 
morning  with  regard  to  the  great  suc- 
cess which  ensued  upon  the  establish- 
ment of  a  depot  there  ;  and  I  hold  that 
we  ought  to  endeavour,  as  far  as  lies 
in  our  power,  to  form  depots  on  the 
coast  of  Ireland.  I  wish  the  House 
most  distinctly  to  understand  that,  so 
far  as  the  Eastern  coast  of  Ireland  is 
concerned,  we  need  no  assistance  from 
the  House  at  present.  We  have  there 
many  superior  advantages  to  the  South 
and  West  coast,  and  it  is  to  these  two 
that  the  hberality  of  the  Legislature 
ought  to  be  directed.  I  entered  this 
House  with  one  paramount  desire,  and 
that  was  to  see  beneficial  measures  car- 


i,yCoogIe 


1471 


SeuISihmei 


{COMMONS) 


(Irtlani)  Bill. 


1472 


lied  for  Ireland.  Having  ihat  object  in 
■riew,  I  ahall  unswerringly  do  my  duty, 
■without  the  fear  of  being  taunted  with 
entertaining  maudlin  feelings  of 
taken  patnotism.  I  turn  now  to 
other  topic,  which  I  own  I  approach  with 
great  pain.  It  is  a  curious  fact  that, 
when  feshmen  are  left  to  the  somewhat 
enervating  influences  of  their  own  home, 
the  social  laws  that  govern  them,  and 
the  numerous  drawbacks  to  progress  by 
which  they  are  surrounded,  we  are  not 
so  high  a  class  in  the  scale  of  intellect 
as  we  are  when  placed  in  other  circum- 
stances. It  is  under  the  influence  of 
the  spirit  of  enterprize,  uuder  the  force 
of  practical  example;  and  under  the 
chastening  of  discipline  that  the  Irish 
character  is  seen  in  its  best  aspect. 
With  regard  to  the  spirit  of  enterprize, 
■we  have  only  to  refer  to  our  colonies, 
aud  to  what  the  hon.  Member  for  Cork 
(Mr.  M^uire)  has  so  lucidly  and  clearly 
aeseribed  of  tie  prosperity  which  exists 
amongst  our  countrymen  in  America,  to 
show  what  is  ita  influence  upon  them. 
And  then,  if  we  look  to  the  efiecta  of 
practical  example,  we  shall  see,  in  the 
case  of  our  fishermen,  that  it  is  by  the 
force  of  English  example  that  they  have 
learnt  their  skill  in  the  herring  fishery 
and  trawling.  'WMlst  under  Uie  chas- 
tening influence  of  discipline,  we  see 
what  our  army,  militia,  and  especially 
our  police  has  become.  These  all  ex- 
hibit the  ^eat  advantage  of  discipline 
when  exercised  upon  the  Irish  character. 
But  what  is  the  discipline  of  the  Irish 
fisherman?  Quoting  the  ivords  of  the 
hon.  Member — 

"There  ii  no  0>piU1  inTSited  ia  the  Iriih 
flsberies.  uts  the  meani  of  thoie  who  vork  them." 
English  companies  thrive  and  prosper, 
and  why  should  they  not  do  so  in 
Ireland  ?  Because  it  will  be  found  the 
dif&culty  in  managing  even  under  a 
companys  administration,  forms  an  al- 
most insuperable  obstacle,  and  I  would 
desire  to  see  eveiy  obstacle  removed 
to  the  investment  of  capital  in  the  fish- 
eries. The  Scotchman  works  for  wages, 
and  the  Englishman,  who  is  almost  bom 
a  perfect  disciplinarian,  works  for  wages 
also.  I  have  seen  English,  Scotch,  and 
Irish  fishermen  lying  side  by  side  in  the 
harbour  near  which  I  live ;  I  have 
closely  observed  their  habits,  and  I  have 
come  to  the  conclusion  that  it  is  one  of 
our  most  incumbent  duties  to  endeavour 
to  improve  the  discipline  of  our  sulors. 
VHQount  iSt.  Zmrrmft 


Their  little  errors  cannot  be  called 
crimes,  and  I  do  not  attribute  them  by 
any  means  to  the  entire  class  of  the 
community  &om  which  they  spring.  I 
feel  convinced  that  there  is  no  more  vir- 
tuous peasant  in  the  world  than  the 
Irish  fisherman ;  but  I  regret  to  say 
that  our  fishermen,  when  fishing  is  good, 
are  too  much  given  to  drink,  are  in  the 
habit  of  leaving  their  boats,  are  lax  in 
their  duties,  and  that  so  many  troubles 
arise  firom  tbis  cause  that  more  disci^ine 
is  absolutely  necessary  for  them.  [Mr. 
Blaxe  expressed  dissent.]  I  will  read 
the  passage  from  the  Report,  if  the  hon. 
Gentleman  doubts  what  I  say.  I  have 
at  hand  an  abundance  of  evidence  to 
convince  him ;  but  I  will  only  quoto  an 
extract  from  a  letter  of  Mr.  Stevens,  a 
boat  owner  of  Waterford,  to  Mr.  Shaw 
Lefevre,  M.P.— 

"  Shortly  &(ler  the  Royal  Commiisioaers  came 
here  we  were  obliged  to  diiaontinae  working  the 
(trawl)  steamer  owing  to  the  oppoejtloa  we  met 
from  ths  natiTe  flibermen  who  were  je&loua  of 
her  takei.  ,  .  The^  mado  an  attack  on  her 
one  moniing  before  di;  and  out  her  net  awa;.  .  . 
I  aiHi  brought  men  from  Hnll  but  the/  Coald  not 
be  induced  to  tire  in  the  country.  .  .  1  ban 
them  (mjr  boata)  minned  with  native  fiBhermen 
who,  I  am  10117  to  uf,  are  not  induatrioai.  Hr. 
Maleolmaon  and  I,  who  are  engaged  in  thii  trawl- 
ing apeoulBtion,  would  largely  increaae  the  num- 
her  of  boaU  if  we  oould  get  proper  flahermeD  to 
work  them.  Unlesi  Engliih  flahenoeo  could  ba 
got  to  Dome  to  our  ooMt,  it  will  be  diffloolt  to  gel 
on  with  tbo  natlTee." 

These  are  the  fishermen  who  are  in  the 
immediate  neighbourhood  of  &e  locality 
the  hon.  Gentleman  represents.  I  do 
not  desire  to  oppose  him  on  this  ques- 
tion on  the  main,  nor  to  trouble  the 
House  unnecessarily ;  but  I  feel  that  in 
the  measure  now  under  consideratioii 
there  is  a  great  deal  that  will  require  to 
examined  carefully.  With  reference 
the  fishery  establishments,  I  fiilly 
coincide  'with  him  in  the  opinion  that  it 
b  an  absolute  necessity  that  the  existing 
establishments  should  be  severed  from 
the  Board  of  Works.  The  Board  are 
greatly  overworked  at  present,  and  I 
think  that  the  most  judicious  arrange- 
ment that  could  be  made  would  be  to 
combine  the  labours  of  the  two  estab- 
lishments into  one.  Let  me  remind  the 
House,  however,  that  in  former  years  a 
very  large  expenditure  was  entsjled  by 
the  fishery  establishments;  that,  in  the 
course  of  eight  or  nine  years,  the  ex- 
pense incurred  in  the  administration  of 
the  fisheries  alone  came  to  etaoB  £66,000 ; 
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Qiat,  in  the  year  1829  tlie  fisheir  eetab- 
liehmente  cost  £10,074,  the  mcidence  to 
£3,434,  and  that  the  expenditure  of  the 
eetablishmenta  in  incidental  details  vaa 
£6,636.  But  in  the  Bill  now  before  the 
House,  I  regret  to  sa;  it  does  not  appear 
with  sufficient  clearness  what  number  of 
cleiLs  and  other  officers  are  to  be  em- 
ployed ;  and  if  the  eetablishment  is 
severed  from  the  Board  of  Works,  I 
trust  it  will  be  clearly  defined  what  the 
establishment  is  to  be.  There  is  one 
branch  of  the  public  service  which  I 
think  we  should  look  to  for  rendering 
considerable  assistance  to  the  fisheries — 
X  mean  the  utilization,  with  that  object 
in  view,  of  the  coastguard.  They  are 
a  veiy  numerous  force  both  in  England 
and  Ireland.  As  well  as  I  remember, 
they  cost  some  £700,000  a' year;  at 
least  that  is  the  amount  of  the  Estimates 
for  Ireland  last  year;  and  I  find  that 
simply  to  locate  these  coastguards  in- 
volved a  chai^  of  £19,000  ;  that  is  to 
say,  that  was  the  amount  of  the  Esti- 
mate for  the  same  year;  and  when  we 
consider  that  the  coastguard  officers 
are  pre-eminently  calculated  to  discharge 
the  duties  of  inspectors,  as  we  gather 
especially  from  their  own  evidence  be- 
fore the  Committee,  which  was  excellent, 
I  think  that  they  might  be  largely  sub- 
sidized with  advantage  to  the  State,  both 
officers  and  men,  and  employed  economi- 
cally in  assisting  the  fishenes.  I  trust, 
then,  that  the  Legislature  wiU  take  this 
matter  info  its  consideration.  I  fear  I 
havo  troubled  the  House  at  too  great  a 
length,  and  I  am  sorry  that  the  hon. 
Member  for  Waterford  did  not  go  a  little 
more  into  details  than  he  has  done.  It 
is  a  subject  of  regret  to  me  to  have  been 
obliged  to  say  what  I  have  respecting 
Irish  sailors,  but  I  did  it  for  the  best 
and  I  conclude  by  supporting  the  Bill  oi 
its  present  stage ;  at  the  same  time  ex 
pressing  a  hope  that  it  wiU  come  out  o 
Committee  a  more  perfect  and  usefiil 
specimen  of  leg^ation  than  it  is  ii 
present  shape. 

Me.  MAGTJIRE  said,  he  was  glad  to 
find  the  noble  Lord  (Viscount  St.  Law- 
rence) intended  to  support  the  Bill,  which 
no  doubt  could  be  amended  with  advan- 
tage in  Committee ;  though  from  the  na- 
ture of  Uie  noble  Lord's  speech,  he  (Mr. 
Maguire)  was  for  some  time  in  doubt 
as  to  his  intention.  He  regarded  the 
advance  of  loans  by  the  State  as  an  im- 
portant part  of  that  measure,  but  did 
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not  think  that  was,  by  any  means,  its 
most  important  part.  To  his  mind,  the 
formation  of  a  special  Board,  exclu- 
sively devoted  to  the  one  subject,  was 
a  matter  of  paramount  importance  that 
transcended  all  others.  The  Board  of 
Works  in  Ireland  was  thoroughly  unfit 
to  manage  a  department  like  that  con- 
nected with  Irish  fisheries,  which  ought 
to  be  independent.  Having  sat  on 
the  Select  Committee,  over  which  his 
hon.  Friend  the  Member  for  Water- 
ford  (Mr.  Blake)  presided,  he  must  say 
that  the  members  of  the  Irish  Board 
of  Works,  who  were  examined  before 
the  Committee,  impressed  him  with  a 
sublime  idea  of  their  utter  incapacity  for 
dealing  with  that  special  subject.  With 
rare  exceptions,  they  seemed  to  knowlittle, 
and  care  less,  about  the  fishing  industry 
of  Ireland.  The  experiment  was  worth 
trying  whether  the  Irish  fisheries  could 
be  resuscitated;  but,  under  the  Board 
of  Works,  the  experiment  would  have 
no  chance  of  success  for  two  reasons — 
the  one,  that  the  Board  of  Works  had 
other  duties  to  occupy  its  time  —  the 
other,  that  it  had  no  knowledge  what- 
ever of  the  subject  in  question.  It 
should  be  conducted  under  the  auspices 
of  men  who,  as  his  hon.  Friend  sug- 
gested, had  their  hearts  thoroughly  in 
me  work.  Hi  a  hon.  Friend  did  not  ask 
for  State  assistance  for  the  whole  of 
Ireland ;  he  demanded  it  for  a  class  of 
men  who,  by  the  presence  of  poverty, 
arising  from  no  fault  of  their  own,  were 
deprived  of  the  means  of  prosecuting 
their  occupation  and  maintaining  them- 
selves. And,  as  to  the  charge  of  drunken- 
ness brought  by  the  last  ^eaker  gainst 
the  fishermen  of  Ireland,  and  particu- 
larly against  the  fishermen  of  KinsaJe, 
no  doubt  some  of  them  were  amenable 
to  that  charge,  like  their  brethren  in 
England  and  Scotland ;  but  their  habits 
were  now  improving  under  the  influence 
of  the  moral  influences  brought  to  bear 
upon  them.  A  more  gallant  and  hard- 
working body  of  men  did  not  exist  than 
the  fishermen  of  Keny,  Cork,  and  Water- 
ford,  with  whom  he  was  well  acquainted. 
In  spite  of  the  miserable  nature  of  thefr 
boats,  they  braved  the  terrors  of  a 
tempestuous  sea  in  the  prosecution  of 
their  dangerous  vocation ;  and  when  they 
could  no  longer  fish  with  any  success 
they  then  turned  their  labour  to  an  often 
ungenial  soil,  and  raised  scanty  crops 
for  the  sustenance  of  their  famihes.    He 
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denied  that  they  were  dnuiben  or  im- 
pnmdent.  

ViacouBT  6T.  LAWBENCB  explained 
that  he  had  only  referred  to  an  excep- 
tional number  of  the  Irish  fishermen. 

Mk.  MAOUIBE  said,  he  had  no  in- 
tention of  chai^ug  the  noble  Lord  with 
nttering  a  calumny  against  hia  country- 
men. At  the  time  of  the  famine,  the 
Irish  fishermen — who  were  half  fisher- 
men and  half  peasants — were  utterly 
crushed ;  and,  aUhough  th^  condition 
was  somewhat  improred  afterwards,  the 
yearsl861,  1862,  andI863  were  almost  as 
disastrous  to  them  as  the  years  of  famine 
had  been.  English  gentlemen  can  form 
no  idea  of  the  destructive  influence  of 
that  terrible  calamity  upon  the  poor  of 
Ireland,  eepecially  these  scattered  coast 
fishing  populations.  The  Society  of 
Friends  and  other  benevolent  aseocia- 
tions  had  granted  loans  to  enable  the 
fishermen  m  certain  districts  to  renew 
their  boats  and  gear,  and  it  vae  a  re- 
markable f^  that  in  no  single  instance 
did  the  societies  loee  in  consequence  of 
having  made  those  loans.  He  and  his 
hon.  Friends  did  not  sue  in  /m-md  pau- 
perii  for  these  poor  fishermen ;  but  he 
maintained  that  if  a  peculiar  class  of 
Her  Majesty's  subjects  stood  in  need  of 
roecial  assistance  it  was  the  first  duty  of 
the  State  to  assist  them.  Alms  were  not 
asked  for,  but  loans  were  —  loans  on 
BufB.cient  security  against  idleness  or 
&aud.  It  was  proposed  Uiat  no  money 
should  be  advanced  unless  fall  security 
were  given  for  its  re-payment ;  and  he 
might  remark  that  in  many  villages  the 
priest,  the  parish  doctor,  and  some  of 
the  small  tradesmen  would,  probably, 
not  be  unwilling  to  become  sureties.  No 
injury  could,  therefore,  result  from  the 
loans,  while  the  wealth  of  the  country 
would  be  greatly  increased,  and  a  class 
of  hardy  fishermen  raised  up  who  might 
render  the  greatest  assistance  to  the 
country  as  members  of  the  Naval  Be- 
serve.  Even  as  an  experiment  the  Gto- 
vemment  were  bound  to  give  assistance 
to  these  men ;  but,  in  order  to  do  this, 
there  ought  to  be  a  proper  Board  ap- 
pointed to  superintend  the  fisheries  of 
Ireland.  Uader  an  independent  organi- 
zation, and  with  a  fair  and  lihertd  as- 
sistance from  the  Stat«,  those  fisheries 
would,  he  believed,  be  soon  restored  to 
a  fiourisbing  condition,  a  source  of  wealth 
to  the  country,  and  even  of  additional 
strength  to  the  Empire. 
Mr.  Maguirt 


Mb.  MATTHEWS  said,  there  ooidd 
be  no  doubt  that  the  hon.  Members  for 
Waterford  (Mr.  Blohe)  and  Cork  (Mr. 
Maguire)  had  rendered  good  service  to 
their  country  in  connection  with  this  sub- 
ject. He  concurred  with  the  latter  Qen- 
tleman  that  there  must  be  a  special  and 
efficient  management  if  any  local  regu- 
lations, by-laws,  or  restrictione  affecting 
the  mode  of  carrying  on  the  business  (S 
the  fisheries  were  to  be  rendered  really 
useful.  Although  he  should  give  hia 
support  to  the  Bill,  he  must  not  be  con- 
eia^-ed  as  approving  all  the  provisions 
relating  to  local  restrictions,  because  the 
opinions  on  this  subject  prevalent  in  the 
borough  he  represented  (Dungarvan) 
were  different  from  thtne  entertained 
elsewhere..  He  was  one  of  the  deputa- 
tion which  waited  the  other  day  on  the 
Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer,  when  the 
right  hon.  Oontleman  gave  so  nnsracioni 
a  reply  to  the  gentlemen  who  had  ex- 
plained the  question  to  him  with  great 
ability  and  moderation.  In  common  with 
all  who  were  present  on  that  occasion,  he 
trusted  die  opinions  of  the  Ghanodlor 
of  the  Exchequer  were  not  shared  by  all 
the  other  Members  of  the  Government. 
Certain  broad  facts  had  been  now  indis- 
putably established.  One  of  these  was 
that  the  Irish  fisheries  could  live  by 
themselves.  No  witness  had  even  sug- 
gested that  the  supplv  of  fish  had  failed 
on  the  coast  of  Ireland.  Then,  with 
regard  to  the  demand,  what  was  the 
state  of  the  market  P  He  need  only  stat« 
that  Ireland  herself  imported  £100,000 
worth  of  fish  every  year.  The  market 
was  an  increasing  one,  and  he  felt  con- 
vinced that  a  freab  trade  would  grow  up 
between  Dublin  and  the  outlying  fishing 
stations,  and  that  ultimately  the  London 
market  would  become  available  for  the 
Irish  fishermen.  What  was  required  to 
bring  the  fish  to  those  markets?  Ac- 
cording to  the  evidence  given  before  the 
Commissioners,  nothing  but  boats,  nets, 
and  gear.  The  famine  had  stricken 
dovm  this  indust^  in  Ireland.  Not 
many  years  ago,  Ihmgarvan  was  pre- 
eminent among  Iiieh  fiuiiug  stations  for 
prosperity,  and  the  great  addition  made 
by  its  fishermen  to  the  wealth  of  the 
country.  But  their  present  condition 
was  such  as  might  excite  the  commisera- 
tion even  of  the  Chancellor  of  the  Ex- 
chequer. Their  boats  were  unfit  to  go 
to  sea,  and  they  had  no  fiinds  to  repair 
them.     Private  epeoulatoiB  would  sot 
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had  become  in  certain  matters  a  87110117111 
for  the  Govermnent,  and  vhen  people 
aaked  for  anything  they  were  referred 
to  it.  The  ealmon  fisheries  had  already 
been  removed  &om  ita  control,  and  it 
was  a  most  important  feature  of  this 
Bill  that  it  entirely  removed  the  deep-sea 
fisheries,  in  like  manner,  &om  its  con-, 
trol.  liOt  liim  give  an  illuBtration  of 
the  working  of  the  present  system.  The 
Irish  Society  had  considerable  estates  in 
water  as  well  as  on  land,  and  they 
claimed  the  rieht  to  prohibit  anyone 
from  putting  flown  an  oyster  bed  in 
Lough  Foyle.  They  would  not  lay  down 
a  bed  themselyes,  and  ou  the  other  hand 
they  would  not  let  anyone  else  do  so ; 
and  when  some  persona  attempted  it 
they  were  prevented  by  law  proceedings. 
The  facts  were  shortly  these,  A  license 
under  the  statute  was  given  to  certain 
persons,  constituents  of  his,  to  lay  down 
oyster  beds.  The  Irish  Society  applied 
for  a  prohibition,  The  Board  of  Works 
at  first  defended  the  license,  and  a  suit 
was  instituted  in  which  the  Irish  Society 
were  plaintifib  and  the  Board  of  Worlu 
defendants  to  try  this  right  to  grant 
licences.  By  some  means  or  other  the 
Board  of  Works  has  been  silenced,  and, 
practically,  the  license  is  withdrawn,  the 
case  never  having  been  tried  at  all. 
A  name  was  given  to  this  state  of  things 
by  an  old  writer  who  wrote  2,000  years 
ago — one  .^eop  by  name.  There  was 
another  reason  why  he  admired  the  Bill, 
and  that  was  that  it  asked  for  money. 
The  first  axiom  of  his  political  creed,  as 
an  Irish  BCember  of  Parliament,  was 
that  as  much  money  as  possible  should 
be  brought  into  Ireland.  Ireland  con- 
tributed to  the  Imperial  Eschequer,  and 
had  a  right  to  share  in  the  advances  of 

Eublic  money.  He  could  not  say  that 
e  entertained  sanG^uine  hopes  on  that 
subject,  and  if  he  nad  done  so  before, 
his  hopes  would  have  been  dispelled  by 
what  he  heard  the  other  day  at  the  in- 
terview in  Downing  Street.  He  must 
do  the  Chancellor  of  the  £schequer  the 
justice  to  state  that  he  did  not  give  the 
deputation  an  ungracious  reception ;  in 
fact,  there  was  nothing  ungracious  in  it, 
except  that  the  right  hon.  Oentleman 
did  not  grant  what  die  deputation 
wanted.  After  nearly  all  the  members 
of  the  deputation  had  said  what  they 
had  to  say,  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
courteoudy,  and  also,  as  for  as  was  pos- 
sible, perhaps  gracefully,  told  them  wsy 


loome  forward  to  aid  these  men  because 
fishing  was  a  very  hazardous  occupation. 
Was  there,  then,  anything  cont^ry  to 
the  principles  of  political  economy  in  a 
proposal  that  the  Government  should 
render  assistance  in  a  case  of  this  kind  ? 
For  his  own  part  he  oould  not  treat  this 
demand  as  any  infraction  whatever  of 
any  principle  of  political  economy.  The 
Cliancellor  of  the  Exchequer  had  told 
the  deputation  that  it  was  not  desirable 
for  the  Government  to  lend  money  to 
private  individuals  on  compulsory  seou- 
rify.  That  was  no  doubt  true,  as  a 
general  rule,  but  there  was  this  over- 
riding principle, — that  the  freedom  from 
Government  interference,  and  the  absti- 
nence of  the  Government  from  inter- 
meddling with  trade,  should  result  in 
the  public  prosperity.  When,  however, 
an  industry,  hazardous  in  itself  yet  pro- 
ductive of  great  public  benefit  when  it 
prospered,  was  found  to  be  accidentally 
depressed,  although  it  would  be  self- 
sustaining  if  it  could  only  be  ftimished 
with  implements  and  gear,  in  such  a 
case  the  soundest  political  economy  jus- 
tified State  assistance.  Lord  Morpeth, 
when  Chief  Secretary  for  Ireland,  backed 
by  the  whole  weight  and  authority  of 
the  Government  of  the  day,  had  pro- 
|Kised  loans  in  cases  similar  to  this,  and 
m  the  time  of  the  famine  loans  were  not 
few.  Even  in  prosperous  England  the 
principle  had  been  acted  upon  in  refer- 
ence to  drainage — the  money  being  ad- 
vanced to  the  landlords  on  Uie  securi^ 
of  the  land;  and  for  the  erection  of 
dwellings  for  the  labouring  classes, 
money  had  been  lent  to  societies  at  as 
low  a  rate  of  interest  as  3^  per  cent, 
because  the  erection  of  these  dwellings 
was  regarded  as  a  public  good,  whue 
the  risks  which  attended  that  kind  of 
investment  were  considered  sufficient  to 
justify  the  State  in  coming  forward,  and 
encouraging  by  its  assistance  that  par- 
ticular branch  of  entenorize. 

Mb.  Sebxeaxt  DOWSE  said,  he  was 
anxious  for  the  success  of  this  measure, 
although  he  could  not  pledge  himself  to 
accept  all  the  details.  Having  had  some 
experience  of  Irish  fisheries,  he  thought 
the  sooner  they  were  placed  under  some 
new  management  the  better.  He  did 
not  wish  to  say  anything  derogatory  to 
the  Board  of  Public  Works,  which  he 
believed  to  be  an  ef&cient  one  for  its 
proper  duties,  but  it  had  enough  to  do 
without  meddling  with  the  fisheries.    It 
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would  sot  be  able  to  get  vfaat  the; 
wanted.  He  thought,  however,  that  the 
right  hon.  Qentleman's  arg^umenta  about 
political  economy  were  not  eoimd.  If 
political  economy  were  worth  anything 
it  would  adapt  iteelf  to  circumstances. 
All  that  he  had  ever  leamt  of  it  was 
taught  him  by  John  Stuart  Mill,  who  in 
that  HouBo  said  that  Ireland,  being  in- 
dustrially backward,  might  fairly  expeiA 
more  assistance  than  a  country  which 
was  in  a  different  condition.  For  cen- 
turies Ireland  was  slowly  bled  to  death 
by  bad  legislation,  and  it  was  for  wise 
Btatesmanahip  now  to  lend  her  a  helping 
hand.  Having  had  three  weeks  of  sym- 
pathy in  Committee  on  the  Irish  Church 
Bill,  she  now  wanted  a  little  sympathy 
in  hard  cash.  Ireland  was  part  of  the 
United  Eingdom,  and  as  such  deserved 
more  consideration  in  such  matters  as 
this.  In  1B30  the  FiiJiety  Commis- 
sioners recommended  to  the  Chief  Secre- 
tary for  Ireland  the  continuance  of  the 
Fineries  Loan  Fund,  and,  in  1835,  b 
commendation  p'actically  the  same  was 
made.  The  late  Eaj-1  of  Carlisle,  then  Vis- 
count Morpeth,  and  Mr.  Seijeant  Wolff, 
acting  in  accordance  with  that  view, 
introduced  a  Government  measure,  but 
the  Scotch  Members,  whose  freedom 
&om  selfishness  and  whose  disregard  of 
their  own  interests  were  proverbial,  in- 
duced the  Government  to  postpone  the 
Bill — a  Bill  to  empower  the  Commis- 
sioners to  lend  money  for  the  Irish 
fisheries — which  was,  as  the  House  was 
aware,  a  gentle  way  of  putting  an  < 
to  its  existence.  In  1849,  a  Select  Gi 
mittee  of  that  House  reported  that  the 
want  of  proper  funds  and  effective  ma- 
chinery and  plant  constituted  a  sufficient 
impediment  to  defeat  the  wishes  of  those 
who  were  anxious  for  the  improvement 
of  Irish  fisheries.  In  1852,  another  Bill, 
having  a  similar  object,  was  brought  in 
by  the  hon.  Member  for  Donegal  (Mr. 
Conolly),  and  withdrawn  under  the  same 
influence.  In  1867,  a  Select  Committee, 
including  some  of  the  most  distinguished 
men  in  that  House,  was  appointed,  and 
after  esamining  a  great  variety  of  wit- 
nesses, many  of  them  men  of  European 
reputation,  they  reported  that  the  de- 
pressed state  of  the  fisheries  was  mainly 
owing  to  the  want  of  proper  tackle  and 
implements,  and  recommended  that  ad- 
vances by  loan  should  be  made  to  the 
fishermen  on  satisfactoir  security  for  the 
purchase  of  boats  and  gear,  and  the 

Mr.  S*rjMtU  Doku 


erection  of  curing-houses,  and  other 
fishing  purposes.  There  was,  therefore, 
a  long  bead-roll  of  authority  in  favour 
of  making  advances  with  tiiat  object, 
and  if  political  economy,  whitdi  he  de- 
nied, were  opposed  to  such  a  policy, 
then  he  would  say — "Perish  pohticw 
economy."  If,  he  m^^t  add,  the  grant 
for  which  his  hon.  Friend  the  Mem- 
ber for  Watorford  asked  was  opposed 
on  the  groimd  that  the  sum  was  too 
email,  the  difficulty  might  easily  be  got 
over  by  increasing  the  amount.  He 
would  simply  observe,  in  conclusion, 
that  there  was  no  good  ground  for  the 
charge  which  had  been  made  against 
the  fishermen  of  Ireland  by  the  noble 
Lord  the  Member  for  Galway  (Tiacount 
St.  Lawrence).  He  (Mr.  Seijeant  Dowse) 
was  well  acquainted  with  those  who 
Hved  on  the  seaboards  of  Donegal,  Deny, 
and  Antrim,  and  a  more  hardy  or  indus- 
trious race  of  men  did  not  live.  He  hoped 
the  Ottvemment  would  not  confine  tneir 
action  in  dealing  with  the  case  of  such 
men  to  mere  sentiment.  If  they  did, 
he,  like  Sir  Peter  Teazle,  shonld  be 
tempted  to  speak  of  such  sentiment  in 
language  more  energetic  than  poUto. 
He  earnestly  entreated  the  Government 
to  allow  the  Bill  to  go  to  a  second  read- 
ing, and  to  take  up  the  question  them- 
selves- 

Mb.  M'LABEN  was  not  going  to  say 
a  word  against  this  Bill,  and  therefore 
he  would  not  come  under  the  censure 
incurred  by  certain  Scotch  Members 
twenty  or  thirty  years  ago,  for  conduct 
allied  to  have  been  pursued  by  them, 
according  to  one  side  of  the  story, 
though,  if  the  House  heard  the  other 
side,  it  was  quite  possible  that  a  veiy 
different  complexion  might  be  given 
to  it,  and  that  it  might  be  found  these 
Scotchmen  asked  for  no  more  than 
equality,  as  between  Scotland  and  Ire- 
land. He  wished,  however,  to  give  the 
House  some  account  of  the  sums  now 
paid  in  grants  out  of  the  Exchequer  for 
fishery  puiposea  in  Scotland  and  Ire- 
land, in  order  that  they  might  at  least 
have  some  idea  how  the  truth  stood 
now.  The  hon.  Member  for  Watorford 
fMr.  Blake)  complained  that  Scotland, 
during  the  present  century,  had  received 
£1,500,000  more  than  Lreland,  on  ac- 
count of  its  fisheries.  This  was  a  piece 
of  antiquarianism,  which  it  was  hardly 
wortii  while  going  back  upon ;  for  it  re- 
ferred to  times  when  a  bonn^  was  given 
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on  eveiy  barrel  of  tenings  exported,  and, 
of  course,  if  500,000  barrels  were  cured 
in  Scotland,  and  only  30,000  in  Ireland, 
Scotland  would  receiTe  a  much  lai^er 
amount  of  bounty.  Tbe  bounty  sys- 
tem, however,  did  not  stop  with  her- 
rings, for  it  extended  abo  to  linens. 
Large  bounties  were  given  on  the  export 
of  Imens  &om  the  United  Kingdom ;  and 
it  was  probable  a  much  larger  amount  of 
boun^  would  be  paid  on  Irish  linens 
than  was  paid  on  those  of  Scotland. 
Both  countries  being  placed  on  a  footing 
of  perfect  equality,  the  mere  fact  that 
one  produced  a  la^er  quantity  of  a  par- 
ticular article  thftn  the  other  did  could 
famish  no  ground  for  an  imputation 
of  faTOuritism,  inasmuch  as  it  depended 
upon  natural  advantages  which  were 
little  within  our  control,  He  wcke  not 
going  to  complain  that  Ireland  now  got 
too  much,  or  to  oWect  to  its  getting 
more,  but  the  hon.  Member  for  Water- 
ford,  when  he  mentioned  the  fact  of 
Scotland  getting  £3,000  a  year  for  fish- 
eiy  piers  and  harbours,  forgot  to  tell 
them  how  much  Ireland  obtained.  N'o 
doubt,  the  omission  was  accidental  on 
his  hon.  Friend's  part,  but  that  omis- 
sion he  (Mr.  M'Laren)  would  now  en- 
deavour to  supply.  From  the  Miscella- 
neous Estimates,  he  found  that  Ireland 
last  year  got,  for  piers  and  harbours, 
£16,310,  and  was  this  year  to  get 
£14,006,  whilst  Scotland,  as  the  hon. 
OentlemancorrecUj  stated,  got  £3,000  in 
each  year ;  but  of  the  sum  voted  for  Irish 

fliers,  he  found  by  the  Irish  Estimates  of 
ast  year  that  the  sum  specially  applied 
for  fiaherypiers  was  £5,804.  For  all  other 
purpoeea  connected  with  the  fisheries  " 
Scotland,  the  amount  voted  was  £10,22 
but,  as  by  law,  every  barrel  of  fi 
stamped  and  branded  by  Oovemment 
ofScers  paid  a  fee  in  aid  of  the  expendi- 
ture, those  fees  for  last  year  amounted 
to  £3,496,  so  that  the  total  sum  received 
by  Scotland  for  general  fishery  purposes 
was  only  £6,727.  The  grants  given  to 
Ireland  for  the  same  purposes  amounted 
to  £3,390,  BO  that  the  sUte  of  the  case 
was,  that  for  miscellaneous  purposes 
Scotland  got  £3,000  more  than  Ireland, 
whilst  for  piers  and  harbours  Ireland 
obtained  £11,000  more  than  Scotland. 
No  part  of  the  £6,700  was  applied  to 
the  fishery  purposes  indicated  in  this 
BUI — namely,  to  help  fishermen  to  buy 
boats  and  nets.  It  was  all  paid  in  sala- 
ries  to  officers,  and  his  impression  was 
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that  a  great  deal  of  it  was  wasted.  In 
Edinburgh,  there  were  certain  officers 
resident  who  received  £1,810  out  of  the 
£6,700.  Their  lights,  fire,  rates,  and 
taxes  came  to  other  £400,  and  the  law 
expenses  to  £100.  He  did  not  beheve 
that  expenditure  did  much  good  to  the 
poor  fishermen  of  Scotland  or  of  Ire- 
land. The  incidental  e^ensee  in  Scot- 
land came  to  £400,  and  travelling  ex- 
penses to  £1,000.  One  captain  of  a 
cutter  got  £100,  and  another  £200  a 
year.  He  did  not  know  why  this  money, 
should  be  paid  out  of  this  sum  of  £6,700. 
He  could  not  ascertain  that  any  of  this 
money  went  to  the  fishermen  of  Scot- 
land, and  he  thought  a  great  number 
of  the  officers  employed  might  be  dis- 
pensed with. 

Mr.  ATRTON  said,  he  was  sorry  to 
hear  in  the  course  of  the  discussion  that 
the  interview  between  the  sumiorters  of 
the  BiU  and  his  right  hon.  friend  the 
Chancellor  of  the  Ibichequei  was  not  so 
satisfactory  to  them  as  they  had  expect- 
ed. He  was,  however,  sure  that  some 
misapprehension  prevailed  on  their  part 
as  to  the  spirit  in  which  his  right  hon. 
Friend  had  received  their  representa- 
tions, and  in  that  view  he  was  confirmed 
by  what  had  fallen  &om  the  hon.  and 
learned  Qentleman  the  Member  for  Lon- 
dondenr  (Mr.  Serjeant  Dowse),  who 
stated  that,  although  &&  Chancellor  of 
the  Exchequer  was  rather  decided  in 
refusing  the  application  which  was  made 
to  him,  hie  reception  of  those  who  made 
it  could  be  re^irded  in  no  other  sense 
as  discourteous.  His  right  hon.  Friend 
he  felt  confident,  was  desirous  of  dis- 
chaiving  the  responsible  duties  which 
devolved  upon  him  in  ttie  most  agreeable 
manner,  and  he  hoped  that  the  hon. 
Member  for  Waterford  (Mr.  Blate) 
would  not  imagine  that  he  meant  to  treat 
the  deputation,  of  which  he  was  the 
spokesman,  with  the  slightest  disrespect. 
As  to  the  question  immediately  before 
the  House,  he  would  observe  that  no 
one  could  be  more  strong'ly  impressed 
than  he  was  with  the  difficulties  by 
which  it  was  beset.  It  was  a  question 
which  had  been  under  the  consideration 
of  the  Irish  and  the  English  Parliaments 
for  the  last  110  years,  and  which  still 
remained  in  anything  but  a  satisfactory 
position — a  fact  not  veiy  encouraging 
to  any  man  who  was  anxious  to  promote 
legislation  with  respect  to  it  in  that 
House.    The  difficulties  by  which  it  was 
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re  inherent  in  the  question 
iteelt  They  resulted  from  the  habits  of 
those  who  were  called  fishermen  in  Ire- 
land, as  veil  as  &om  the  habits  of  the 
fish  themselveB.  To  that  veiy  recondite 
subject,  the  habits  of  the  fish,  very  little 
attention  seemed  to  have  been  paid ;  but 
there  were  not  wanting  naturalists  who 
said  that  the  fish  ou  the  coasts  of  Ireland 
took  it  into  their  heads  to  go  somewhere 
else  and  were  not  to  be  caught.  The 
point  was  one  on  which  it  was  not  easy 
to  obtain  conclusive  information,  and  he 
was  not  at  all  surprised  that  such  was 
the  case  ;  for,  although  his  hon.  Friend 
ttie  Member  for  Waterford  had  been 
appointed  in  November  last  a  Commis- 
sioner to  inquire  into  the  habits  of  that 
tranquil  fish,  the  oyster,  and  had  ample 
means  of  conducting  the  investigation 

C«d  at  hie  disposal,  and  although  he 
addressed  to  his  hon.  Friend  a  letter 
requesting  him  to  furnish  some  informa- 
tion on  the  subject  to  the  Qovemment, 
no  such  information  had  yet  been  fur- 
nished. [Mr.  Blake  :  I  never  got  the 
letter  to  which  the  hon.  Gentleman  re- 
fers.] Ho  did  not  wish  to  complain  of 
his  hon.  Friend  in  the  slightest  degree, 
and  had  referred  to  his  appointment  as 
CommisBioner  simply  to  show  that  when 
there  was  so  much  diificulty  in  ascertain- 
ing the  habits  of  a  single  fish,  it  was  not 
euprising,  considering  the  variety  of 
fishes  in  the  ocean,  that  still  greater  dif- 
ficulties should  accompany  a  general  in- 
quiry of  that  nature.  Much  had  been 
said  about  some  remarks  which  had 
fallen  from  his  ri^t  hon.  Friend  the 
Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  with  re- 
spect to  the  principles  of  poUtical  eco- 
nomy, but  nobody  would,  he  hoped,  ac- 
cuse him  of  entertaining  any  dxigmatio 
ideas  on  that  point.  If  he  had  enter- 
tained such  ideas  he  would  have  been 
disabused  of  them.  Since  he  bad  filled 
the  Office  which  he  had  the  honour  to 
hold,  he  had  never  been  able  to  discover 
that  the  public  money  was  spout  in  strict 
accordance  with  the  principles  of  political 
economy,  or,  indeed,  in  accordance  with 
any  other  definite  rule  than  the  particu- 
lar circumstances  of  each  case  as  it 
presented  itself  for  the  consideration  of 
the  Government.  That  being  so,  he 
was  not  disposed  to  urge  on  the  House 
any  dogmatic  views  based  on  the  prin- 
ciples of  political  economy  in  dealing 
with  the  question  before  it,  nor  did  he 
think  hie  right  hon.  Friend  the  Ohanoel- 
Mr.  Aj/rton 
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lor  of  the  Exchequer  desired  to  approach 
the  subject  in  a  different  spirit.  And 
now,  what,  he  would  ask,  were  the  facts 
of  the  case  as  stated  by  his  hon.  Friend 
the  Member  for  Waterford  in  support  of 
his  Bill  1  It  appeared  that,  in  1830,  at 
the  end  of  that  period  which  his  hon. 
Friend  regarded  as  the  golden  age  of 
the  Irish  fisheries,  the  number  of  men 
engaged  in  fishing  was  64,000,  and  the 
number  of  boats  12,000.  In  1830,  ac- 
cording to  his  hon.  Friend,  evil  times 
for  those  fisheries  h^m,  and  they  com- 
menced to  decline.  The  very  same  class 
of  figures,  however,  on  which  his  hon. 
Friend  relied  in  proof  of  that  statement, 
informed  the  House  that  there  were 
113,000  men  and  19,000  boats  employed 
in  the  Irish  fisheries  in  1846  ;  so  mat  in 
a  space  of  sixteen  years,  during  which 
period  they  were  left  entirely  to  them- 
selves, the  number  of  men  was  nearly 
doubled,  while  the  number  of  boats  in- 
creased in  an  almost  equal  ratio.  Those 
figures  proved,  if  they  proved  anythii^, 
that  the  industry  was  one  which  could 
fiourish  without  any  support  from  the  Go- 
vernment, and  vitbout  that  aid  which  it 
was  the  object  of  the  Bill  to  obtain  for  it. 
He  was  not,  however,  disposed  to  dwell 
too  much  on  those  figures,  because  they 
were,  no  doubt,  liable  to  error  on  both 
sides.  It  should  not,  at  the  same  time, 
be  forgotten  that  they,  in  all  probability, 
embraced  the  case  of  every  poor  man 
residing  on  the  coast  who  happened  to 
put  out  to  sea  in  a  canoe  on  a  Thursday 
to  procure  fmh  for  the  next  day.  But 
then  it  was  said  that  there  were  only 
40,000  men  and  9,400  boats  engaged  in 
fishing  in  Ireland.  What,  he  would  ask. 


had  been  the  cause  of  the  change  since 
1846?  Why,  the  famine,  which  had 
either  swept  away  altogether  those  per- 
sons who  obtained  a  miserable  subsiB- 
tence  by  catching  fish  now  and  then,  or 
had  completely  altered  their  condition. 
Since  that  time  the  stete  of  the  peasan- 
try and  small  farmers  had,  he  believed, 
become  greatly  improved,  and  it  was 
quite  consistent  with  that  improvement 
that  mere  casual  fishing  should  have 
been  done  away  with,  and  that  the  in- 
dustry should  have  £Ulen  entirely  into 
the  hands  of  real  fishermen,  detvotod 
completely  to  their  art,  and  praotising  it 
with  enterprize  and  energy.  If  that  were 
BO,  it  was  easy  to  understand  how  we 
might  have  a  muoh  larger  exp<ai  of  fish 
itma  Ireland,  Rcaompaoied  Xxj  a  dimisu* 
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tioa  in  the  number  of  fishermen.  Hia 
hon.  Friend,  in  supporting  hie  Bill, 
stated  that  he  did  not  aek  for  bounties, 
and  that  he  was  opposed,  on  the  other 
hand,  to  having  the  fiBhermen  subjected 
to  any  restrictions.  That  being  so,  the 
question  at  issue  was  much  narrowed. 
What  his  hon.  Friend  required  was  that 
a  Board  should  be  establiahed  for  the 
purpose  of  ascertaining  what  works 
should  be  undertaken  with  the  object  of 
promoting  the  fisheries  in  Ireland.  He 
must,  however,  remind  the  hon.  Gkutle- 
man  that  there  was  a  Board  of  Works 
in  existence  in  Ireland,  which  was  in- 
trusted with  the  necessary  authority  for 
constructing  those  works  which  were  ne- 
cessary for  the  protection  of  fishermen 
in  that  country  in  the  pursuit  of  their 
industry.  But  the  hon.  Q«ntleman  was 
not  satisfied  with  that,  and  desired  to 
establish  a  new  Board.  What  right  had 
he  to  expect  that  that  new  Board  would 
he  more  intelligent  or  efficient  than  the 
present  f  Would  it  not  be  composed  of 
the  same  sort  of  persons  selected  by  the 
same  sort  of  people  ?  His  hon.  E^iiend 
objected  to  the  existing  Board  because 
it  was,  he  said,  responsUile  to  an  officer 
in  the  army.  That  officer  was,  however, 
he  believed,  a  gentleman  who  was  not 
more  conversant  with  manual  and  pla- 
toon exercise  than  with  the  construction 
of  works,  while  he  was  possessed  of  large 
knowledge  and  experience.  According 
to  his  hon.  Friend's  proposal  two  of  the 
present  inspectors  were  to  be  members 
of  the  new  Board,  and  the  third  member 
was  to  be  a  civil  engineer  of  seven  years' 
standing.  Did  he  forget  that  the  officer 
to  whom  he  referred  could  not  have  dis- 
charged his  duties  without  having  been 
engaged  to  a  great  extent  to  works  of 
civil  engineering?  In  his  opinion  it 
would  be  a  needless  waste  of  public 
money  to  set  up  a  new  Board,  such  as 
that  which  the  hon.  Gentleman  proposed. 
He  hoped  therefore  he  would  not  perse- 
vere witJi  his  BUI.  If  the  House  were 
to  give  its  assent  to  such  Bills,  it  was  idle 
for  them  to  talk  about  the  necessity  of 
checking  the  growth  of  the  pubho  expen- 
ditore.  La  making  these  observations 
he  must  not,  however,  be  understockl  as 
in  any  way  under-rating  the  expediency 
of  making  the  supervision  of  ^e  Irish 
fisheries  perfectly  efficient.  As  the  law 
at  present  stood  ample  provision  was 
made  to  enable  the  existing  authorities 
to  aot  with  vigour  and  to  oblige  those 
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whose  duty  it  was  do  so,  instead  of  sit- 
ting enjoying  themselves  in  Dublin,  and 
writing  treatises  on  fish  and  fishermen,  to 
go  about  the  country  to  find  out  the  real 
wants  of  those  of  whose  cause  his  hon. 
Friend  was  the  advocate.  He  thought 
that  the  administrative  reform  desired 
by  his  hon.  Friend  might  be  obtained 
through  the  Irish  Executive,  without 
legislation,  but,  if  necessary.  Parliament 
might  resort  to  legislation  for  that  pur- 
-ise.  He  had  proposed  to  substitute 
r  a  gentleman  of  extreme  age  two 
itlemen,  who  would  work  efficiently 
the  object  which  lus  hon.  Friend 
desired  to  promote ;  but  he  re-called 
the  order,  not  thinking  it  proper  to 
make  any  such  appointment  pending 
the  consideration  of  this  Bill.  He  was 
anxious,  not  for  the  creation  of  a  new 
Board,  but  for  the  appointment  of  effi- 
cient officers.  There  were  some  other 
portions  of  the  Bill  which  were  open  to 
objection.  It  proposed  for  example  to 
interfere  in  the  engagemente  between 
the  owners  and  the  crew,  but  that  was  a 
most  dangerous  power.  It  was  holding 
out  to  the  Irish  people  that  Parliament 
was  to  regulate  the  smallest  action  of 
life,  and  he  thought  that  no  such  inter- 
ference should  be  attempted.  As  to  the 
proposal  that  loans  should  be  made  to 
the  fishermen,  Parliament  had  delibe- 
rately  decided  that  such  loans  should  not 
he  made,  and,  in  his  opinion,  they  ought 
not  to  revive  the  practice.  He  doubted 
whether  it  was  really  neceseaiy  that 
loans  should  be  made  for  such  trivial 
purposes  as  the  providing  of  nets  and 
cobles.  Surely  this  might  be  safely  left 
to  private  enterprize  f  Such  legislation 
tended  ra&er  to  demoralize  the  Irish 
people  than  to  foster  self-reliance  and 
promote  individual  efiort.  The  first 
thing,  then,  to  he  done  was  to  get  good 
official  inspection,  which  meant  authentio' 
information,  and  after  this  Government 
would  see  what  was  necessary  to  be 
done.  The  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer 
had  already  told  his  hon.  Friend  that 
the  Government  were  not  prepared  to  ad- 
vance money  for  the  purposes  contem- 
plated by  him,  and  he  was  not  authorized 
to  recede  &om  that  statement.  He  re- 
peated that,  in  his  opinion,  arrangements 
might  be  made  for  the  proper  control  of 
the  Irish  fisheries  without  passing  any 
Billon  the  euhject,  but  it  was  for  the 
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OoMKEt  WILSGN  -  PATTEN  said, 
he  gathered  from  the  statement  of  the 
ton.  Gentleman  (Mr.  Ayrton)  that  lie 
Ooremment  were  i-eady  to  agree  to  the 
second  reading  of  the  Bill,  not,  however, 
binding  themeelvea  to  any  details  of  it. 
He  agreed  with  the  hon,  Glentleman  that 
the  gw«t  point  was  to  get  more  efficient 
inspectioa,  and  if  the  Bill  only  secured 
that  object  it  would  be  well  worth  pass- 
ing. Hie  facts  with  which  they  had  to 
deal  were  that  the  sea  fisheries  of  Ire- 
land, which  might  be  made  productive, 
were  not  eo,  and  that  efforts  to  improve 
them  had  hitherto  failed.  New,  be 
agreed  with  those  who  thought  that  it 
was  not  in  the  nature  of  a  I^partment 
like  that  of  the  Board  of  Works  in  Ire- 
land to  be  able  to  promote  the  interests 
of  the  fisheries.  There  must  be  a  more 
efficient  control  than  they  could  possibly 
exercise.  That  was  the  main  object  to 
be  kept  in  view,  and  when  such  a  con- 
trol was  provided  and  adequate  infor- 
mation was  obtained  other  advantages 
would  naturally  follow.  Oreat  credit 
was  due  to  the  hon.  Member  for  Water- 
ford  {Mr.  Blake)  for  his  exertions  on 
this  subject,  and  though  all  the  provi- 
sions of  the  Bill  might  not  be  acceptable 
to  the  House,  the  hon.  Member  would 
have  done  good  service  in  eliciting  trom 
the  Government  a  declaration  in  favour 
of  a  more  efficient  inspection.  If  the 
hon.  Member  pressed  the  second  read- 
ing of  the  Bill  he  should  support  it,  with 
a  view  to  secure  a  Board  constituted  for 
the  special  object  of  attending  to  the 
Irish  fisheries. 

Me.  CHICHESTER  F0ETE8CXJE 
said,  that  in  justice  to  the  Irish  Govern- 
ment it  should  be  remembered  that,  up 
to  this  moment,  the  deep-sea,  coast,  and 
oyster  fisheries  had  not  been  under  the 
control  of  the  Lord  Lieutenant  or  the 
Chief  Secretary,  but  under  that  of  the 
Board  of  Works.  The  BiU  of  his  hon. 
Friend  (Mr.  Blake),  which  proposed  to 
deal  with  this  queetiDn,  might  be  divided 
into  two  parts  of  unequal  importance — 
one  relatmg  to  loans,  and  the  other, 
which  was  by  far  the  most  important 
put,  relating  to  administrative  reforms. 
His  hon.  Friend  the  Secretary  to  the 
Treasury  (Mr.  Ayrton)  had  dealt  with 
the  subject  of  loans,  which  came  pro- 
perly within  the  Department  of  the 
Treasury,  and  he  found  that,  in  1867,  the 
then  OhAncellor  of  the  Exchequer  (Mr. 
Hunt)  had  taken  the  same  gioond  with 
.&■-  Ayrton 
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"  He  wu  eioeedinglj  kniiani  to  see  tha  Tridi 
fiiheriei  floaruhing,  but  in  uHnting  to  the  HOond 
rekding  of  Che  Bill  he  wighed  it  diatiuctlf  to  be 
anderatood  that  be  did  notcoDKOt  to  maDjr  of  the 
olauHi  uths;  atood.  beoauie  be  IhaughC  it  «u 
imposiible  (o  lend  publio  money  opon  periilubls 
articles,  eaoh  u  bosti  and  nets,  npoa  what  b« 
■uppo>eid  waa  merelf  peraonal  aeoari^." — [3 
Haatard,  olliXTi.  1097.] 

Again,  last  year  bis  noble  Friend  the 
Earl  of  Mayo  said,  with  reference  to  the 
same  Bill — 

"  The  ban.  Uember  laid  great  itreia  on  that 
portion  of  the  BiU  whicli  enabled  the  GoTemment 
to  graat  loans  for  the  parchase  of  boats  and  nets. 
But  he  must  remind  the  hon.  Member  that  stod  if 
the  GoTernnant  felt  diipoied  lo  accede  ID  sueb  an 
applioation,  there  would  be  a  great  difflcultr  in 
obtaining  the  eonaeat  of  Parliament.  It  would, 
tbereTore,  in  his  opinion,  be  holding  out  lalaebopes 
to  thoi«  engaged  in  Ibis  indnatr;  if  be  were  for  a 
moment  to  luppoao  that  the  Ilouaa  would  permit 
the  GoTemment  to  lend  money  to  prirate  peraooa 
for  the  purabaae  of  boats  and  flabing  gear  upon  the 
personal  teaanl]  ofthoaeto  whom  the  money  was 
lent."— [3  Baiuard,  cxoii.  3020.] 
On  the  other  side  of  the  House,  there- 
fore, the  same  language  had  been  held 
with  regard  to  the  loan  clauses  of  the 
Bill  as  nad  been  made  use  of  just  now 
by  his  hon.  Friend  (Mr.  Ayrton.)  As 
to  the  administrative  portions  of  the  Bill, 
he  was  distinctly  of  opinion  that  when, 
five  years  ago,  they  withdrew  the  control 
of  the  inlMid  fisheries  from  the  Board  of 
Works  in  Ireland  and  placed  them  under 
the  Fishery  Commission  they  took  a  first 
step  which  naturally  and  inevitably  led 
to  the  placing  of  the  other  Irish  fisheries 
in  the  same  hands  and  under  the  same 
management.  Without  wishing  to  say 
snything  derogatory  to  the  Board  of 
Works,  he  thought  it  would  be  fiir  more 
advantageous  that  there  should  be  no 
division  of  authority  with  regard  to  the 
fisheries,  and  that  the  control  over  them 
should  be  vested  in  the  hands  of  men 
whose  whole  time  and  enei^es  should 
be  devoted  to  this  important  D^mrt- 
ment.  If,  then,  his  hon.  Friend  de- 
sired  to  press  the  BiU,  he  was  prepared 
to  assent  to  the  second  reading,  not, 
however,  committing  the  Government  in 
any  way  to  the  policy  of  the  loan  clauses, 
but  showing  that  die  Government  agreed 
with  that  vital  portion  of  the  Bill  which 
proposed  an  administrative  reform  in 
the  management  of  the  Irish  fisheries. 
A  Board  which  devoted  itself  solely  to 
this  work  would  be  bett«r  able  to  advise 
the   Govemmeat    than   any   authority 
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vhich  had  yet  existed,  and  it  would  be 
for  the  QoTemmeut  to  cossider  how  this 
reform  should  be  carried  out.  In  con- 
clusion, he  must  add  his  testimony  to  the 
long  and  unwearied  efforts  of  his  hon. 
Friend  (Mr.  Blake)  in  promoting  the  ob- 
ject which  he  had  so  much  at  heart — 
the  development  of  the  Irish  fisheries. 
His  hon.  Friend  had  done  his  duty  as 
an  Irish  representative  in  taking  up  the . 
matter,  and  would  have  aided  in  an  im- 
portanti  degree  to  place  the  Irish  fisheries 
on  a  proper  footing.   ^^ 

Colonel  ANNESLET  said,  no  man 
was  more  anxious  than  he  was  for  the 
improvement  of  the  Irish  fisheries,  but 
he  would  submit  that,  in  the  face  of  the 
opposition  of  GoTemment,  and  of  the 
declaration  of  many  of  his  supporters, 
the  most  politic  couree  for  the  hon. 
Member  (Mr.  Blake)  to  take  would  be 
to  eliminate  from  his  measure  those 
clauses  which  had  reference  to  advances 
of  public  money. 

Mb.  MXmPHY  said,  he  was  glad  to 
hear  that  the  Government  agreed  to 
place  the  Irish  fiiiheries  under  a  distinct 
administration.  As  to  the  remarks  of 
the  Secretary  to  the  Treasury  against 
interference  with  the  agreements  be- 
tween the  owners  and  the  crew,  that 
was  very  well  as  an  abstract  principle, 
but  a  practical  knowledge  of  the  fish- 
eries su^ested  the  absolute  necessity  of 
such  provisions  as  were  contained  in 
the  Bill.  He  had  received  a  letter  that 
morning  from  the  superintendent  of  a 
fishing  company  with  which  he  was 
connected,  declaring  that  a  compulsory 
agreement  between  the  men  and  the 
owners  of  vessels  was  absolutely  neces- 
sary at  the  commencement  of  eaeh  fishing 
season.  When  men  agreed  to  ship  at 
the  oommencement  of  the  fishing  season 
they  should  be  bound  to  perform  their 
contract,  for  the  consequences  of  their 
neglecting  to  do  so  were  often  very 
serious.  Under  the  Merchant  Seamen's 
Act  such  an  agreement  was  compulsory, 
and  why  should  not  the  same  rule  apply 
to  the  fisheries?  He  did  not  think  that 
portion  of  the  Bill  regarding  public 
loans  was  an  essential  element  of  the 
measure ;  at  the  same  time  he  thought 
it  absurd  to  suppose  that  tiie  grantmg 
of  loans,  under  the  oircnmstancea  re- 
ferred to  by  this  Bill  was  inconsistent 
with  the  principles  of  political  economy. 

Colonel  FEENCH  said,  he  regretted 
that  the  Government  had  declined  to 


grant  a  loan  for  the  objects  sought  by 
file  Bill.  He  felt  bound  to  complain 
that  no  Irish  Lord  of  the  Treasuiy  had 
been  appointed,  a  concession  to  which 
he  thought  Ireland  was  AiUy  entitled. 
If  there  were  such  an  officer  the  inter- 
ests of  Ireland  would  probably  be  better 
represented  and  attended  to  by  the  Go- 
vernment. He  warmly  approved  of  the 
principle  of  this  measure. 

Mb.  blaze  said,  he  thought  the 
statements  made  by  the  Chief  Secretary 
for  Ireland  of  so  satisfactory  a  character 
for  die  most  part  that  he  was  ready  to  ac- 
cede to  the  proposal  of  the  Government. 

Motion  agreed  to. 

BiU  read  a  second  time,  and  eommitttd 
for  Monday  next. 

SUNDAY   TRADING    BILL. 
(Mr.  Tkamcu  Evghtt,  Lard  Claud  BamiUotk.) 

[bill  5.]      COKIOTTEE. 

Bill  eomidtred  in  Committee. 
(In  the  Committee.) 

Clause  1  (Penalties  for  selling,  offer- 
ing, and  exposing  for  sale). 

Mb.  THOMAS  HUGHES  said,  he 
was  willing  to  accept  the  Amendment 

fiven  notice  of  by  the  hon.  Member  for 
underland  (Mr.  Candlish),  limiting  the 
operation  of  the  Bill  to  the  metropimtan 
police  district. 

Mb.  RYLANDS  said,  this  announce- 
ment furnished  additional  evidence  that 
the  Bill  had  been  brought  forward  with- 
out due  consideration.  He  therefore 
appealed  to  the  hon.  Gentleman  not  to 
press  the  Bill  forward  in  the  present 
Session,  The  measiu«  was  neither  satis- 
factory to  those  who  held  extreme  views 
as  to  the  propriety  of  a  rigid  observance 
of  the  Sabbath,  nor  to  those  who  enter- 
oppodte  opinion.  It  must  also 
be  remembered  that  there  was  already 
on  the  statute  book  an  important  Act  of 
Parliament  bearing  upon  this  subject. 
The  29  Charlei  U.,  c.  7,  "an  Act  for  the 
bservance  of  the  Lord's  Day, 
commonly  called  Sunday,"  was  still  in 
operation.  It  was  said  the  Act  of 
Cbarles  11.  had  failed  because  it  inflicted 
too  Bpiflll  a  penalty ;  but  if  a  email 
penalty  could  not  he  levied,  was  it  likely 
that  a  large  penalty  would  ?  He  could 
not  suppose  for  a  moment  that  the 
House  would  sanction  the  excessive 
penalties  proposed  in  the  Bill.  As  he 
had  said  on  a  former  occasion  that  under 
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this  Bill  a  poor  orange  girl,  fo 
ofiFence,  would  be  liable  to  a 
penaltf  of  £20  for  selling  twenty  oranges, 
and  lie  did  not  think  such  a  provision 
was  calculated  to  induce  the  Hoose  to 
prefer  the  Bill  of  tiie  hon.  Member  to 
the  Act  of  Charles  n.  But  the  fact  was 
that  the  Act  of  Charles  £1.  was  suffici- 
ently severe  in  its  penalties,  as  in  addi- 
tion to  the  fine  of  5g.  it  rendered  the 
hawkers  of  goods  liable  to  fbrfeit  the 
whole  of  their  commodities.  He  again 
asked  why  was  not  this  Act  enforced? 
and    until  that  was    Batisfactorily  ex- 

S'ained  he  contended  that  the  hon. 
ember  had  dbiown  no  justification  for 
the  introduction  of  his  measure.  But 
the  hon.  Member  proposed  t»  leave  the 
Act  of  Charles  II.  in  full  operation, 
whilst  he  added  to  it  new  and  incon- 
sistent enactments,  the  effect  of  which 
would  be  that  if  tfiis  Bill  were  passed 
magistrates  would  be  embarrassed  in 
the  performance  of  their  duties  to  decide 
under  which  law  they  were  to  act.  They 
were  now  told  that  the  Bill  was  simply 
to  apply  to  the  metropolis,  but  as  origi- 
nally drawn  up  it  extended  throughout 
the  country,  although  the  hon.  Member 
carefully  eiemptednie  own  constituents 
at  Frome  from  its  operation.  The  Com- 
mittee would  see  by  the  9th  clause  it 
was  provided  that  it  should  not  apply 
to  any  city,  town,  or  hamlet,  contain- 
ing less  than  10,000  persons,  and 
Frome,  by  a  fortunate  accident,  happens 
to  have  only  9,500.  It  would  seem, 
therefore,  &at  in  the  mind  of  the  hon 
Gentleman  the  character  of  an  Act  in 
relation  to  public  morality  and  legal 
restrictionB  depended  upon  a  mere  ques- 
tion of  numbers,  and  that  while  the 
selling  of  an  orange  upon  a  Sunday 
would  be  perfectly  legitiinate  in  a  popu- 
lation of  9,999,  it  would  become  a  serious 
crime  and  misdemeanour  punishable 
with  heavy  penalties  if  committed  in  a 

Sipulation  consisting  of  a  single  ad- 
bonal  soul.  The  numerous  Amend- 
mente  of  which  notice  had  been  put  on 
the  Paper  showed  that  the  Bill  had  not 
been  very  careftdly  prepared.  Some 
were  intended  to  improve  its  grammar, 
and  others  to  exempt  the  constituencies 
of  the  movers  from  it«  opemtion.  One 
hon.  Member  fMr.  Candlish)  proposed  to 
restrict  tJie  Bill  to  the  metropohtan  dis- 
tricts, while  another  (Mr.  Taylor)  pro- 
posed to  exempt  the  metropolitan  dis- 
tricts.    The  end  seemed  hktAj  to  be 


girl,  for  a  second  that  the  Bill  would  be  improved  in  its 
grammatical  construction,  and  at  the 
same  time  improved  out  of  existence  by 
its  operation  being  applied  to  no  portion 
of  the  kingdom.  Under  these  circum- 
stances he  thought  he  was  justified  in 
opposing  the  further  pKwresa  of  the 
Bill,  and  would  move  that  the  Chairman 
do  now  leave  the  Chair. 

Motion  agreed  to. 
House  reivmed. 

Committee  report  Progress;  to  sit 
again  To-morrow. 

SEA  FISHERIES  ACT  (1868)  EZTiQTBIOK 
BILL. 

On  MotioD  of  Mr.  Akdhiw  JoHnTOB,  Bill  to 
exlend  certniD  proTiaioni  of  "Tbo  Se»  Fiiheriu 
Aot.  1868,"  ordertd  M  bo  broufbt  In  bj  Mr.  As- 
DBiw  J0H118TOR,  ColoDol  Bun,  and  Mr.  DonuA 
Daibthfli. 

BiUpr«Kti(M!,  ud  read  tba  tint  Um*.  [BUI  ISO.] 


HOUSE    OF    LOKDS, 

Tkwid<Hi,  IQthJwM,  1869. 

The  House  met  at  half-past  Ten 
o'clock;  and  their  Lordships  having 
gone  through  the  Busiuess  on  the  Paper, 
without  debate — 

House  adjonrned  M  a  quarter  pMt  ThrM 

o'cloek,  till  To-morrow,  half 

pait  Tan  o'elook. 


HOUSE    OF    COMMONS, 
Thurid^,  XOthJunt,  1869. 


—  Ordered — Special   and   Caminoii 


Fdbuo  Bilu  — 

JuHei*. 
Order^d—Firit  Etadinff—Viaet  and  F«m  Oot- 

lection*  [1S9]  ;  Iligb  ConaUbtaa' Offloa  Abdi- 

tion.  Ae.  ■  rieOI. 


„      i.ioheqnerBond>  (£2.300,000)* 
[ie2];  Pstrolenm*  [131];   Sea  FiabeHee  Aet 

n8ei)Supptomf--'-'-'"    "      -     -- 

Loun"Il«8]. 


'[Ut]:  Poor  Uir  Union 


rfbyGOOgIC 
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S»ket  CwmuUm  —  Poof   Iaw  (Sootlud)   A«t 

(18W)    AdModment    [80],    Mr.    Finaia,     Mr. 

M'Larcn,  Mr.  GrieTB,  uid  Mr.  Cnnfurd  added. 
ComfitUe — Report — Ojat«r  and   Muuel  Fiihe- 

riea  Supplcmentnl  {rt-eomm.)  •  [76]. 
Semrt—Virr  vai  tUrbonr  Onlsri  Conflrmitlon  * 

[IH-IST]:  Pier  and  HitrbaarOrdan  ConflnDA- 

tion  (No.  3)»  [137-1681. 
Cimtidertdaiatnended~-tl\a\omt.Va  SiUriM.&o, 

[118]. 
mtUmuni— Copjrright  (PeriodiaUi) "  [93]. 


OPENINQ  OF  TBE  BRITISH  MUSEUM 

AND  NATIONAL  GALLERY  ON  SUNDAYS. 

PETITIOIfB,      EXFLAHATIOIf. 

Mb.  W.  H.  GEEGORT,  in  present- 
ing two  Pedtiona  from  London,  one 
signed  by  25,000  and  the  other  by 
20,000  persons  in  favour  of  opening 
muBeums  on  Sundays,  and  also  hro 
other  Petitions  to  the  same  effect,  said, 
that  <inth  the  permisaion  of  the  House 
be  wished  to  say  a  few  words  on  a 
question  of  Privile^o.  It  iras  stated  the 
other  night  by  his  hon.  Priend  the  Mem- 
ber  for  Marylebone  (Mr.  T.  Chambers), 
that  two  persons  named  Beck  and  Biggs 
had  informed  the  Lord's  Day  Observ- 
ance Society  that  they  had  forged  a  veiy 
large  number  of  the  signatures  attached 
to  the  Petition  from  the  metropolis.  He 
(Mr.  W.  H,  GrMfory)  was  now  autho- 
med  to  state  l£at  a  declaration  had 
been  made  by  the  Committee  of  the  Na- 
tional Sunday  League,  in  which  they 
state  that  they  had  found  out  that  these 
persons  bad  been  in  the  habit  of  forging 
these  signatures,  and  that  thejr  had  eli- 
minatetf  every  one  of  such  signatures 
bam  the  Petition.  They  further  stated 
that  these  same  persons  were  taken 
into  the  employment  of  the  "Working 
Men's  Lord's  Day  Observance  Society 
and  paid  by  them  for  obtaining  s^- 
natures  to  their  Petitions,  although  the 
SecretaiT  of  the  Sunday  League  had 
informed  that  society  of  the  character 
of  the  persons,  and  why  they  had  dis- 
missed them.  He  had  been  requested 
to  make  this  statement  to  the  House, 
and  it  was  only  fair  that  be  should  do 
00  after  the  grave  imputations  cast  upon 
the  authenticity  of  the  Petitions. 

Mb.  HADFIELD  was  undtt«tood  to 
express  his  satisfaction  at  the  statement 
of  the  hon.  Member. 


Petitions  ordered  to  lie  on  the  Table. 


PRESTON  RAILWAY  STATION. 
Quxsnoir. 

Mb.  HERMON  said,  he  was  not  aware 
of  the  lamentable  accident  which  had  just 
oocurred  at  the  Preston  Station  when  he 
gave  notice  of  the  question  to  ask  the 
President  of  the  Board  of  Trade,  Whe- 
ther his  attention  has  been  called  to  the 
state  of  the  Railway  Station  at  Preston, 
owing  to  deficient  platform  accommoda- 
tion for  the  traffic  through  that  station  ; 
and  whether,  he  will  lay  upon  the  Table 
the  last  Report  made  by  (Monel  YoUand 
on  the  subject? 

Mb.  bright,  in  reply,  said,  he  be- 
lieved that  many  would  agree  with  him 
in  saying  that  Qxe  Preston  Station  was 
one  of  the  most  inconvenient  and  disre- 
putable in  the  country,  when  the  amount 
of  traffic  which  passed  through  it  was 
taken  into  consideration.  In  1 866  Colonel 
Tolland  made  a  Report  upon  it,  and  it 
was  forwarded  to  the  companies  con- 
cerned, and  also  to  the  Mayor  of  Pres- 
ton; but  nothing  hod  been  done,  be- 
cause, although  ttie  London  and  North 
Western  and  the  Lancashire  and  York- 
shire Companies  were  anxious  to  have 
a  new  station,  they  had  not  hitherto 
been  able  to  agree  upon  the  proportion 
of  the  cost  which  each  ought  to  bear. 
He  was  glad  to  hear  frtm  his  hon. 
Friend  the  Member  for  York  (Mr. 
Westhead),  who  was  a  Director  of  the 
London  and  North  Western  Rsilway, 
that  a  plan  which  bad  been  su^ested 
by  the  London  and  North  Westom 
Companjr  was  under  the  consideration 
of  the  Lancashire  and  Yorkshire  Com- 
pony,  and  that  there  was  some  reason 
t«  hope  that  the  two  companies  Tould 
be  able  to  come  to  on  agreement,  and 
so  secure  much  better  accommodation 
I  had  hitherto  existed  at  Preston, 
The  Report  of  Colonel  YoUand  was  now 
two  years  old,  and  he  did  not  know  that 
the  facts  at  present  were  any  different 
from  what  they  were  at  the  time  the 
Report  was  made.  As  the  subject  was 
being  considered  by  the  companies,  and 
was  likely  to  be  settled,  perhaps  the 
hon.  Member  would  not  deem  it  neces- 
sary to  print  the  Report ;  but  if  he 
thought  it  necessary  there  was  no  ob- 
jection to  prodooe  it. 
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I  have  to  ea-j  that  it  is  true  that  General 
Haises  has  rednied  hia  Mipointment. 
This  we  know  officiallj.     The  cause  ws 
do  sot  know  officially ;  but  I  have  reason 
to  believe  that  General  Hainea  took  a 
different  from  that  of  the  Govem- 
ment  of  India  with  respect  to  the  nomi- 
nation of  a  particular  person  to  be  con- 
troUei  of  the  j'oung  Maharajah's  house- 
hold, that  he  was  censured  by  the  Go- 
it  of  India,  and  that  he  resigned 
equence.     We  have  reoeiv^  a 
telegram  to  say  that  Colonel  MaUeson 
has  succeeded  him  as  guardian. 


COURT  OF  PROBATE  (REGISTRAR 
CLERKS).— QUESTION. 

Mb.  monk  said,  he  wished  to  ask 
the  Secreta^  to  the  Treasuiy,  Whether 
the  District  Eegistrar  Clerks  of  the  Court 
of  Probate,  whose  salaries  are  provided 
for  in  Vote  5,  Class  3,  page  151,  of  the 
Civil  Service  Estimates,  are  Civil  Ser- 
vants within  the  oteaning  of  section  1 7 
of  the  Act  22  Vic.  c.  26  ? 

Ma.  ATBTON  replied  in  the  nega- 
tive, adding  that  the  clerks  in  question 
do  not  comply  with  two  conditions  which 
are  imposed  upon  civil  servants.  They 
were  not  exclusively  employed  in  the 
work  of  the  registrar  for  Ae  public  ser- 
vice; but  they  were  able  to  engage  in 
Srivate  business,  which  many  of  them 
id.  In  exceptional  cases,  where  the 
business  of  the  registrar  was  large,  the 
clerks  might  be  exclusively  eng^ed 
upon  it;  but,  as  a  rule,  tlus  class  of 
clerks  was  regarded  as  having  a  mixed 
employment,  oecondly,  these  Serkawere 
not  subject  to  examination  by  the  Civil 
Service  Commissioners  on  their  firat  em- 
ployment, and,  therefore,  they  did  not 
comply  with  the  conditions  which  would 
entitle  them  to  be  treated  as  civil  ser- 
vants for  the  purpose  of  receiving  super- 
annuation. 

ARMY— COURTS  MARTIAL,— ftUESTION. 
Mr.  STAOPOOLE  said,  he  would  beg 
to  ask  the  Secretary  of  State  for  War, 
If  the  Second  Heport  of  the  Commis- 
sion on  Courts  Martial  has  as  yet  been 
E resented ;  and,  if  so,  when  it  will  be 
lid  upon  the  Table  of  the  House  ? 
Me.  CARDWELL:  The  Eeport,  Sir, 
has  been  received.  I  have  submitted  it 
to  Her  Majesty,  and  I  hope  very  soon 
to  be  able  to  lay  it  on  the  table  of  the 


INDIA— MAHARAJAH  OF  MTSORE. 

QUESTIOK. 

Sib  STAFFORD  NOETHCOTE  said, 
he  wished  to  ask  the  Under  Secretary 
of  State  for  India,  Whether  it  ia  true 
that  General  Eaines  has  resigned  the 
office  of  guaxfan  to  the  young  Maha- 
rajah of  Mysore;  and,  if  so,  on  what 
grounds;  and,  whether  any  change  is 
to  be  made  in  the  arrangements  for  the 
guardianship  of  the  young  Prince  ? 

Me.  GRANT  DUFF :  In  answer.  Sir, 
to  my  right  hon.  Friend's  first  Question, 


THE  NEW  COURTS  OF  JUSTICE. 


Mr.  BENTINCK  said,  he  would  b^ 
to  ask  Mr.  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer, 
Whether  the  Royal  Commission  for  the 
building  of  the  New  Courts  of  Justice 
have  appoint«d  a  Committee  to  examine 
all  the  questions  of  measurement  and 
cost ;  and,  if  so,  whether  the  Bill  for 
acquiring  the  New  Site  on  the  Thames 
Embantment  will  be  delayed  until  the 
Committee  has  reported ;  and,  whether 
tiie  Honourablo  Society  of  Lincoln's  Inn  " 
have  renewed  their  offer  made  in  1860 
to  provide  Courts  for  the  Equi^  Judges 
within  the  precincts  of  their  Inn,  and 
upon  what  terms  ? 

The  CHANCELLOE  of  the  EXCHE- 
QTTEE :  It  is  true,  Sir,  the  Royal  Com- 
mission have  appointed  a  Committee.  I 
cannot  state  the  exact  terms  of  the  re- 
ference, but  in  substance  it  ia  that  the 
Committee  shall  inquire'  into  the  mea- 
surements of  Mr.  Street's  plan,  and  also 
into  those  of  the  plan  circulated  among 
the  Members  of  the  House  by  lie  In- 
coiporated  Law  Socieh-,  and  so  severely 
called  in  question  by  Mr.  Street.  It  is 
not  necessary  that  the  progress  of  any 
measure  through  Parliament  should  bo 
delayed  on  account  of  the  appointment 
of  that  Committee.  I  cannot  say  that 
the  Society  of  Lincoln's  Inn  has  made  a 
formal  offer  of  the  kind  referred  to ;  but 
something  to  that  effect  was  steted  by 
Lord  Justice  Selwyn  to  the  Commis- 
sioners the  other  day,  and  no  doubt  he 
only  said  what  he  had  a  right  to  say. 
From  what  his  Lordship  said,  it  appeared 
that  the  Society  were  willing  to  renew 
the  proposal  if  they  thought  it  was  likely 
tolw  accepted. 
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CANADA  AND  THE  HUDSON'S  BAT  COM. 
PANT.— QUESTION. 

Sin  STAFFOED  NOETHCOTE  said, 
he  wished  to  ask  the  Under  Secretary 
of  State  for  the  Colonies,  Whether  the 
Goremment  hare  received  any  informa- 
tion as  to  the  proceedinffs  of  the  Par- 
liament of  Oanada  upon  me  Besolutjons 
respecting  the  acquisition  by  Canada  of 
tlie  territoiT  of  the  Hudson's  Bay  Com- 
pany, which  Bir  Oeorge  Cartier  and  Mr. 
Macdoi^^  recently  gave  notice  of  their 
intention  to  snbmit  to  it  ? 

){b.  MONBELL  said,  in  reply,  that 
the  GoTomment  had  received  uie  Be- 
eolutton  which  had  been  introduced  into 
the  Canadian  FarHament  respecting  'the 
acquisition  by  the  Dominion  of  the  ter- 
ritory of  the  Hudson's  Bay  Company, 
hut  had  received  no  account  of  the  sub- 
sequent proceedings. 

DNDDE  INFLUENCE  AND  BRIBEET. 
anEsnoN. 

Mb.  J.  8.  HAEDY  said,  he  would 
heg  to  ask  Mr.  Attorney  General,  Whe- 
ther a  Candidate  decbred  personally 
guilty  of  undue  influence  is  subject  to 
me  same  penalties  and  disqualificationB 
OS  one  convicted  of  personal  bribery ; 
and,  if  not,  whether  it  is  the  intentiou 
of  the  Government  to  amend  the  law 
in  that  respect  ? 

The  80LICIT0E  GENERAL:  Sir, 
in  answering  the  Question  on  the  part 
of  my  hon.  and  learned  Friend  the  At- 
torney General,  I  have  to  say  I  have 
taken  an  opportunity  of  looking  up  the 
law  of  the  subject.  I  do  not  quite  under- 
stand the  purpose  of  the  Question.  How- 
ever, a  short  inspection  of  the  17  &  18 
Viet.  0.  102,  which  is  the  governing 
statute,  will  ^ow  that,  except  m  respect 
of  a  difference  in  the  penalties  which 
maybe  recovered  by  action  from  per- 
sons supposed  to  have  been  guilty  of 
undne  influence  and  from  persons  sup- 
posed to  have  been  guilty  of  bribery, 
the  law  is  precisely  uie  same  in  both 
cases.  A  person  found  guilty  of  either 
is  guilty  01  a  misdemeanour,  and  is  dis- 
qualified from  sitting  during  the  exist- 
ence of  the  Parliament  for  the  place  in 
respect  of  which  he  was  convicted  ;  and 
the  only  difference  is  that,  whereas  ac- 
tions may  be  brought  against  both,  and 
both,  on  being  convicted,  must  pay  pe- 
nalties,  in  the  case  of  bribery  the  peoal^ 
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is  £100,  and  in  the  case  of  undue  influ- 
ence £dO.  I  am  not  aware  that  the  law 
makes  any  other  diflference  between  per- 
sons respectively  guilty  of  these  offences ; 
and,  as  to  the  intentdons  of  the  Govern- 
ment, I  cannot  tbinV  that  the  difference 
between  £100  and  £50  is  one  for  whidt 
it  is  at  all  worth  disturbing  the  present 
state  of  the  law. 

UNITED  STATES— MURDER   OF   CAP- 
TAIN SPEER.— QUESTION. 
Mb.  CUBITT  said,  he  wished  to  ask 

the  Tinder  Secretary  of  State  for  Foreign 
Affiurs,  Whether  any  intelligence  has 
recentlybeen  received  from  Her  Majesty's 
Minister  at  Washington  respecting  the 
trial  of  the  soldier  of  the  United  States 
Army,  who  was  placed  in  custody  charged 
with  the   murder  of  Captain  Wilfred 

Mb.  OrWAT:  Sir,  the  latest  intelli- 
gence we  have  upon  the  subject  is  con- 
tained in  a  despatch  of  the  30th  of  May. 
From  that  we  learn  that  the  United 
States'  Attorney  General  had  given  in- 
struotions  to  the  District  Attorney  that 
no  proper  pmns  should  be  spared  to 
collect  the  evidence  with  r^ard  to  the 
soldier  accused  of  the  homicide  of  this 
officer.  The  hon.  Member,  no  doubt,  is 
aware  there  was  great  difficulty  in  col- 
lecting evidence,  owing  to  the  witnesses 
being  dispersed  over  Uie  country;  but, 
with  the  desire  that  a  frdl  investigation 
should  be  made,  the  United  States'  At- 
torney General  has  given  instructions  to 
the  District  Attorney  to  depart  some- 
what from  the  usual  course  of  collecting 
evidence,  and  he  will  be  empowered  to 
obtain  evidence  in  any  other  district,  in 
order  that  the  investigation  may  be  full 
and  complete, 

CONTAGIOUS  DISEASES  (ANIMALS) 
BILL.— QUESTION. 
Lord  EGBERT  MONTAGU  said,  he 
wished  to  ask.  Whether  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  the  Vice  President  of  the 
Committee  of  Council  on  Education  in- 
tends to  proceed  with  the  above-named 
Bill  that  night,  and  if  not,  when  it  is 

likely  to  come  on  ?   

Mb.  W.  E.  FOESTEE  in  reply,  said, 
he  did  not  suppose  that  it  would  be  pos- 
sible to  enter  upon  the  discussion  of  the 
Bill  that  night.  He  proposed,  if  possi- 
ble, to  go  into  Committee  on  Monday 
next,  but  he  supposed  it  would  not  be 
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fonod  possible  fiiUj  to  disoiua  tlie  mea- 
sure before  Tburada;  in  next  veek. 

SPAIS— CASE    OF    THE    "TORNADO," 
QUEBTtOK. 

Mb.  BENHNCS  said,  he  understood 
tliat  it  iras  inoonveuient  to  the  Gorem- 
ment  that  he  should  proceed  to-niglit 
with  the  Motion  whidt  stood  in  his 
name  relative  to  the  seizure  of  the 
"Tornado."  He  would,  however,  beg 
leave  to  aak  the  Under  Secretary  of 
State  for  Foreign  Afitdrs,  Whether  the 
Qovemment  have  received  from  Spain  a 
Copy  of  the  Decree  of  the  Council  of 
State  affirming  the  sentence  of  con- 
demnation of  the  Court  below;  and,  whe- 
ther the  hon.  Gentleman  will  lay  this 
Paper,  together  with  other  further 
Papers  on  the  same  matter,  on  the 
Table? 

Mb.  OTWAT  in  reply,  said,  that  the 
Government  had  received  the  decree  re- 
ferred to,  but  it  had  been  thought  pro- 
per to  give  the  parties  interested  in  the 
vessel  an  opportunity  of  expressing  an 
opinion  upon  it.  Those  observations 
had  been  submitted  to  the  Law  Officers 
of  the  Crown  for  their  o^nion,  and  when 
that  had  been  given  the  Papers  would  be 
laid  upon  the  table. 

SUPPLY. 

Order  for  Committee  read. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
"  That  Mr.  Speaker  do  now  leave  the 
Chair." 


ARMT  OF  RESERVE.— RESOLUTION. 

LoBO  ELCHO  said,  that  since  the 
Secretary  of  State  for  War  had  brought 
forward  the  Army  Estimates  two  impor- 
tant debates  had  occurred  in  "another 
place."  One  was  the  result  of  a  Motion 
by  Lord  Monck,  the  other  arose  upon 
the  Motion  for  the  second  reading  of  the 
Militia  Bill.  The  facts  and  figures 
brought  forward  upon  these  occasions 
would  materiaUy  serve  him  in  support- 
ing the  Motion  he  had  placed  upon  the 
Paper,  to  the  effect  that  it  was  most  de- 
sirable we  diould  have  a  thoroughly 
e£B,cieut  Army  of  Beserre.  The  Secre- 
tary for  War  had  stated  various  sound 
principles  upon  which  an  Army  of  Be- 
serve  should  be  based — namely,  short- 
ening the  period  of  enlistment,  short- 
ening the  time  of  foreign  ani^  of  home 
Mr.  W.  E.  F\>riUr 


service,  and  reducing  each  regiment  to 
a  peace  standard,  but  preserving  the 
eaoTM  of  the  regiment  that  it  might  he 
increased  to  its  nill  strength  on  the  out- 
break of  war.  But  hia  right  hon.  Friend 
was  entirely  silent  as  to  whether  he  had 
any  foundation  for  a  new  system  of 
Anny  Seserve,  and  although  he  had 
saved  £1,000,000  by  a  reductiou  of 
11,000  men,  and  the  stopping  of  the 
manufacture  of  warlike  stores,  ho  had 
not  said  anything  to  show  he  had 
the  means  of  filling  up  the  vacanciM 
thus  created,  nor  that  he  had  an  Army 
of  Beserve.  tTpou  this  ground  he  pro- 
posed to  bring  forward  the  Motion  of 
which  he  had  given  notice,  and  justified 
his  doing  so  at  this  stage  because  ex- 
perience had  shown  him  that  when  onoe 
the  House  was  in  Committee  it  was  im- 
possible to  raise  a  satisfactory  debate 
upon  a  general  principle.  Unless  his 
right  hon.  Friend  had  prepared  any 
definite  plan  for  an  Army  of  Beserve  he 
recommended  >iiii>  to  refrain  &om  com- 
mitting himself  in  the  course  of  this 
debate,  but  to  withhold  his  opinion  until 
he  had  well  considered  the  advice  which 
would  be  tendered  to  him  by  hon.  Mem- 
bers. Hia  right  hon.  Friend  had  dia- 
chai^ed  his  difficult  task  with  marvellous 
knowledge,  having  been  called  upon  to 
make  his  statement  upon  very  short 
notice.  There  had  been  great  changes 
made  of  late  years  in  the  administration 
of  the  War  Office ;  and  it  was  rumoured 
at  one  time  that  the  War  Office  was  in 
a  state  of  war.  He  believed,  however, 
that  the  various  departments  had  been 
got  into  harmonious  working.  This 
double  task  remained  to  be  performed — 
the  formation  of  an  Army  of  Beserve, 
and  the  binding  into  an  htumonious  and 
homogeneous  whole  the  present  dift- 
jointed  Army  Beserve,  which  they  had 
to  shape  &om  the  Militia,  the  Volunteers, 
and  the  Begular  Army.  He  believed 
that  if  these  various  forces  were  welded 
into  one  homogeneous  whole  their  actual 
numbers  would  be  sufficient.  They 
amounted,  taken  together,  to  between 
400,000  and  600,000  men.  Ho  believed 
that  to  be  enough,  although  unquestion- 
ably with  500,000  men  homogeneously 
welded,  as  they  now  were  not,  we  should 
be  greatly  in  arrear  of  those  vast  anniea 
arrayed  on  the  Continent.  The  sum 
total  of  the  fijrces  of  the  five  great 
Powers,  France,  Busaia,  Prussia,  Austria, 
and  Italy,  amounted  to  s<nnething  like 
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6,600,000  of  anned  men  that  might  at 
at  any  moment  be  called  into  the  field, 
and  were  thoroughly  organized.  Now, 
That  to  him  at  least  wa«  rather  an 
aggravation  with  leepect  to  the  disor- 
ganization in  which  our  militarf  forces 
were  was  that  be  believed  the  principle 
of  our  mihtary  aystem  to  be  perfen^y 
sound,  that  we  required  no  new  law, 
that  it  was  simply  a  question  of  adminis- 
tration of  principles  which  were  found 
wxifrting  in  our  statute  book,  and  which 
had  existed  in  this  country  &om  all  time. 
He  wished  now  to  confine  his  remarks 
to  the  principle  rather  than  to  go  into 
questions  of  detaiL  If  we  looked  into 
ttie  warlike  history  of  this  oountiy,  we 
found  three  great  principles.  There  was, 
first,  a  EegiUar  Army,  paid,  Toluntarily 
enlisted  for  home  defence  or  for  formgn 
eerrioe,  as  the  case  might  reqtiire.  I^e 
seoond  principle  was  the  principle  of 
home  defence.  We  there  found  a  paid 
Uilitia  raised  compuUorily — he  was 
speaking  of  principle  and  theory — for 
home  defence,  with  the  power,  which  had 
often  been  most  beneficially  exeraiBed, 
of  Tolunteering  for  colonial  or  foreign 
service,  asthe  case  mightbe.  The  third, 
was  the  principle  of  voluntary  service 
tupaid,  wnich  was  to  be  found  in  what 
was  commonly  called  our  Yoluntoer 
force,  and  which  hod  always  been  held 
to  be  an  exemptiou  &om  the  seoond 
principle — ^namely,  compulsory  service 
for  home  defence.  He  beheved  these 
three  principles  to  be  perfectly  sound, 
and  that,  by  their  simple  application, 
without  recourse  to  a  new  law,  we  might 
have  our  whole  forces  in  such  a  properly 
organized  state  that  we  should  not  be 
Open  to  the  remark  of  a  Prussian  officer 
on  Sir  Hope  Grant's  Staff  at  the  Dover 
Review,  who  said,  "Ton  have  excellent 
stuff,  but  no  organization."  He  would 
begin  with  the  home  Army.  At  one 
time  the  greatest  possible  jealousy  ex- 
isted with  r^ard  to  the  Begolar  Army, 
because  it  was  an  excrescence,  not  a 
regular  growth  ;  the  foundation  of  the 
English  system  being  that  every  man 
was  liable  to  military  service,  and  that 
we  were,  in  &ct,  an  armed  nation.  That 
had  been  shown  in  an  excellent  com- 
pendium drawn  np  by  Ur.  Clode,  aoU- 
dtor  to  the  War  Office,  who,  speakiDg 
of  our  constitutional  defence,  said — 

"  IndepcndoDtlj  of  tbe  Nktt,  the  dereoe*  of  On 
rulm  bu  DiiiDlr  reited,  bo^  ia  th»0Tj  and  in 
hat,  npon  (ho  peoplo  setiiif  ss  knaod  oiiiMtu 
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Bodtr  and  in  mpport  of  tbo  autboritT  of  tho 
Crown,  againat  IbreigD  enemies  or  ioTaiioD,  or 
■giinit  tnilon  or  iniarreclioD.  Our  nntfonal 
Hcnritr  ba«  bitbrrM  rested  upon  tbii  talid  bisia, 
that  the  people  ai  a  race,  braTs,  enduring  and 
lajal,  are  able  and  willing  at  all  timei  to  dofend 
Ibemielies  and  tbeir  Doantr]'  though  the  world  be 
in  arms  againit  them," 

Now  it  should  not  be  lost  sight  o£  that 
we  were  an  armed  nation,  and  bo  late  aa 
1673  the  House  of  Commons  resolved — 
"  Ttiat  the  ooDtinulng  anj  itanding  foroei  in 
tbe  natloD  other  than  the  Militia  \*  a  greil  grtev* 
aaoe  and  leiation  to  the  people," 

— and  he  found  in  this  book  of  Mr. 
Clode's  that  it  was  always  the  object  of 
Parliament  to  fix  the  AJmy,  in  time  of 
peace,  at  the  lowest  possible  standard. 
Thus,  in  1707,  at  the  time  of  the  Union 
with  Scotland,  the  Army  was  fixed  at 
8,000  men.  In  1711,  at  a  time  of  war, 
it  was  raised  to  201,000,  a  great  many 
of  whom  were  foreigners.  In  1713,  in 
a  time  of  peace,  the  Secretary  for  War 
was  ordered  to  lay  before  the  House  an 
estimate  for  8,000  men,  just  as  the  Army 
esieted  in  1707.  Anterior  to  1792,  as  a 
rule,  Ministers  were  obliged  to  raduce 
the  Army  to  a  peace  establishment  im> 
mediately  that  its  actual  servioes  in  war 
were  no  longer  needed.  Thus,  in  176S, 
when  we  were  at  peace,  the  Army  was 
reduced  fix>m  106,173  men  to  45,942. 
He  mentioned  that  merely  as  a  matter 
of  history  to  diow  that  this  course  of 
action  rested  on  the  principle  that  we 
were  an  armed  nation,  and  that  every 
man  was  liable  to  serve.  The  gallant 
deeds  of  our  Army  were  emblazoned  in 
the  history  of  the  world  and  on  the 
colours  of  our  regimente,  and  it  was  an 
admitted  feet  that  the  regimental  service 
was,  perhaps,  the  most  perfect  that  could 
anywnere  be  found.  He  last  year  quoted 
tbe  authority  of  Mr.  Ellice  on  this  sub- 
ject, who  said  "  that  the  English  soldier 
was  the  best  pawn  on  the  chess-board  of 
the  mihtai7  world."  When  we  looked 
back  to  the  history  of  this  Army  one 
would  fluppose  there  could  be  no  difGcnl<y 
in  getting  a  ready  supply  of  men.  The 
House  would  hardly  credit  this  great 
feet  that  from  IBOO  up  to  the  present 
time,  exclusive  of  such  Acts  aa  Militia 
Suspension  Acts,  Ballot  Suspension  Acts, 
and  Mutiny  Bills,  there  had  been  be- 
tween raxty  and  seventy  various  Acts  of 
Parliament  afTecting  either  the  Army, 
the  Militia,  or  the  Volunteers.  How 
had  this  Army  in  the  main  been  kept  np 
in  time  of  war  F    By  enoimous  bounties, 
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and  that,  too,  whem  we  had  the  ballot 
and  the  Militia.  The  cause  was  siinply 
this,  that,  concurrently  with  the  ballot 
and  the  Militia,  we  had  a  ayetem  of  eub- 
Btitutes,  and  we  had,  competing  against 
one  another,  the  Militia  giTing  £60, 
£70,  £100  for  Bubstitutes,  and  the  Army 
giving  large  sums  in  bountieB  to  induce 
Boldiera  to  take  tlieir  place  in  the  Line. 
In  1B03  the  bounty  was  £5  5i.,  the  lew 
money  £6  6*.,  or  £11  lU.  in  all.  A 
little  later  the  bounty  waa  £7  12«.  6d., 
the  levy  money  £10  10«.,  making  to- 
gether £18  2«.  6d.  In  1807  £14  14*. 
waa  given  fia  bounty  for  nnlimited  and 
£10  10(.  for  limited  service;  audinl809, 
during  the  height  of  the  Penineular 
War,  the  bounty  waa  £16  16^.,  and  the 
levy  money  £23  17«.  6^.,  so  that  in  that 
year  we  paid  £40  13«.  Sd.  in  order  to 
get  a  man  into  the  ranka,  widi  all  the 
other  expenaes  coming  after.  Ihiring 
the  Crimean  Warthebountywas£6and 
£8,  the  levy  money  £7  and  £9,  and  the 
Militia  had  £1  more.  But  how  did  the 
syetem  work  ?  Did  this  reckleBS  expeu- 
iture  in  the  purchase  of  men,  with  the 
enormous  debt  which  it  kept  up,  give  a 
certain  and  reliable  force  ?  Nothmg  of 
the  kind.  This  country  never  had  a 
force  of  which  the  Secretary  for  War 
could  say — "  Here  is  a  cert^n  number 
of  men  whom  I  can  lay  my  hand  on  and 
transfer  at  once  to  the  Regular  Army." 
In  1854  the  estahliahed  strength  waa 
124,801,  tliere  were  actually  serving 
only  122,464,  or  a  deficiency  of  2,337 ; 
that  waa  in  the  beginning  of  the  Ctimean 
War.  Aa  the  war  went  on  the  estab- 
lished strength  was  raised.  In  1855  it 
was  189,966,  but  there  were  aerving  only 
143,298,  or  a  deficiency  of  no  leas  than 
46,658.  Therefore,  though  that  House 
voted  189,000  men,  we  could  not  get 
within  46,000  of  that  number.  In  1856 
the  established  strength  was  205,808, 
the  actual  strength  155,406 — that  is, 
there  waa  a  deficiency  of  50,402.  In 
1857,  when  after  the  Crimean  War 
things  had  righted  themselves,  there 
appeared  to  have  been — though  he  did 
not  know  the  reason  why — an  excess  of 
men  serving  over  those  who  were  voted, 
the  established  strength  was  144,518, 
while  149,536  actually  aerved.  In  1858, 
at  the  time  of  the  Indian  Mutiny,  the 
established  etren^tli  was  169,413,  and 
there  were  actualfy  serving  147,632,  be- 
ing a  deficiency  of  21,881.  Thatshowed 
conclusively  that  whatever  our  ^st«n 
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had  hitherto  been,  as  1^  as  supj 
fighting  men  for  the  Army  went,  it  hac 
signally  failed,  and  failed  at  the  very 
time  when  it  was  most  needed.  In  time 
of  peace  we  had  something  like  the  esta- 
blished sta^ngth,  but  when  war  came 
there  was  a  deficiency,  which,  however, 
we  had  a  certain  means  of  supplying. 
Now,  what  waa  wanted  was  an  ^dent 
Army  Keserve ;  and  he  held  that  this 
Reserve  should  be  a  force  in  itself;  that 
it  should  be  whoUy  s^>arate  from  any 
Reserve  which  might  be  got  from  Hlb 
Militia;  and  that  there  should  be  a 
Reserve  of  the  Army  itself.  When  ho 
expressed  his  regret  at  the  absence  of 
Qeneral  Feel  troai  the  House  at  all 
times,  but  e^ieciaUy  in  a  debate  on  the 
Army,  which  that  gallant  Qentleman 
understood,  perhaps,  better  than  any- 
body else,  there  was  no  one  who  would 
not  join  with  him  in  that  expreasion. 
He  did  not  wish  in  any  way  to  critimze 
what  had  been  done  by  General  Peel  in 
that  respect.  His  intentions  were  ex- 
cellent ;  but  be  knew  that  General  Peel 
himaelf  did  not  regard  what  he  had  pro- 
posed as  going  to  the  root  of  the  matter. 
According  to  General  Feel's  plan  the 
Reserve  was  divided  into  two  classes, 
the  first  of  which  was  not  to  exceed 
20,000  men,  who  were  to  be  liable  to 
permanent  service  in  the  United  £ing- 
oom,  or  elsewhere,  and  were  to  consist 
of  men  who  had  served  in  any  regular 
corps,  and  whose  past  service  did  not 
exceed  the  first  term  of  enlistment. 
Well,  tliree  months  ago  the  total  nnm- 
ber  of  men  that  they  had  of  that  first 
class,  who  were  to  number  20,000,  was 
only  1,000.  The  second  dase,  which 
was  not  to  exceed  30,000,  and  to  be 
liable  to  serve  only  in  the  United  King- 
dom, waa  to  conaiet  of  the  enrolled  pen- 


Greenwich  Hospitals,  and  persons  who 
had  served  in  any  of  the  regular  forces 
for  not  less  than  the  full  period  of  the 
first  term  of  enlistment,  that  being  twelve 
years.  Of  that  latter  class,  three  months 
ago,  they  had  22,000.  Of  these  men, 
3,800  had  served  their  first  period,  and 
had  ipine  into  the  Reserve ;  and  the  re- 
maining 18,200  came  under  the  other 
categories  of  out-pensioners,  marines, 
&c.,  who  were  generally  from  forty  to 
sixty  years  of  age.  So  that  our  Army 
of  'Reserve  about  three  months  ago 
amounted  to  a  total  of  about  23,000  men 
made  up  as  he  had  described.    That  tlwt 
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was  a  satifi&ctory  state  of  things  no  one 
Tonld  for  a  moment  maintain.  The  re- 
sult was  that  ^ecretariee  of  State  for 
War,  Uembers  of  that  House  connected 
with  the  Army,  and  officers  out-of-doors, 
■were  all  puzzlinK  their  brains  to  dis- 
ooTer  some  satislactory  system  of  enlist- 
ment whicli  would  give  them  a  certain 
and  reliable  Arm;  ^serre  of  sucb  num- 
bers as  would  admit  of  their  reducing 
the  strength  of  their  regiments  in  time 
of  peace,  and  as  would  enable  the  Se- 
cretary of  State  for  War,  in  case  of 
emergency,  by  pulling  a  bell,  at  once  to 
order  a  certain  nimiber  of  men  to  fill  up 
the  eairet  of  their  regiments.  He  recol- 
lected that  on  one  occasion,  when  it  was 
said  in  proof  of  the  pacific  intentions  of 
the  Emperor  of  the  French,  that  he  had 
sent  120,000  men  away  from  the  Army, 
a  French  gentleman  replied — "  That  ia 
only  a  matter  of  fourteen  days,"  iu 
-n-hich.  time  he  could  get  them  a\i  back 
again.  He  had  read  a  great  many  pam- 
phlets upon  the  subject,  and  he  had 
talked  with  a  good  many  persons  who 
understood  it ;  and  he  thought  that  the 
soundest  system  was  that  proposed  two 
years  ago  by  the  Quartermaster  General 
Sir  Hope  Grant.  The  principle  on  which 
that  system  rested  was  short  periods  of 
service,  combined,  however,  with  a  longer 
period  of  enlistment  than  at  present. 
At  present  the  soldier  enlisted  for  twelve 
years ;  he  bad  no  pension  at  the  end  of 


that  time  ;  but  if  he  chose  to  r 
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and  serve  for  another  nine  years,  at  we 
end  of  twen^-one  years  he  was  entitled 
to  a  pension  of  Bij.  per  day.  The  pro- 
posal of  Sir  Hope  Grant  was  that  tiiey 
should  enlist  men  for  twenty-one  years 
at  the  outset,  dividing  the  twenty-one 
yeare  into  three  periods  of  service,  say  of 
seven  years  each ;  that  the  men  should 
serve  the  first  seven  years  with  their 
regiments  at  home  and  abroad,  and  that 
they  should  after  Uiat  go  into  the  first 
class  of  the  Army  Eeserve.  They  would 
then  have  earned  a  certain  sum  as  He- 
serve  pay,  not  as  pension — a  distinction 
which  it  was  necessary  to  bear  in  mind — 
and  that  sum  might  be  2d.,  3d.,  or  4d. 
per  day,  or  whatever  amount  might  be 
fixed  upon.  They  would  then  be  Uable, 
in  the  event  of  war  or  public  necessity, 
to  be  sent  to  their  regiments  for  the 
next  seven  years.  At  the  end  of  that 
term,  or  after  fourteen  years,  they  would 
receive  a  Airther  portion  of  Beserve  pay 
other  than  the  2d.,  3d.,  or  4d;  and  then 
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'  they  would  enter  on  the  third  stage  of 
their  service  for  another  seven  years — 
making  up  the  entire  twenty-one  years — 
and  become  liable  to  service  at  home 
only  in  the  second  Eeserve.  Now,  sup- 
posing they  now  engaged  10,000  men 
per  annum  on  those  terms  to  feed  their 
Army.  At  the  end  of  the  first  seven 
years,  making  allowance  for  deaths,  they 
would  have  68,000  instead  of  the  whole 
70,000,  entitled  to  receive  a  certain  sum 
as  Beserve  pay.  They  would  be  liable, 
whenever  required,  to  go  abroad  or 
serve  at  home ;  and,  in  the  meantime, 
it  was  to  be  hoped  they  would  be  prac- 
tising some  trade  or  o&er  occupation. 
Those  men  would  be  drilled  annually  for 
a  fortnight,  a  month,  or  whatever  other 
period  might  be  deemed  best.  His  own 
opinion  wss  that  they  would  be  best 
drilled  with  the  Begular  Army,  and  this 

Elan  would  not  require  that  there  should 
e  any  additional  Staff.  By-and-by  he 
hoped  the  country  would  be  divided  into 
districts;  and  they  could  fill  up  their 
skeleton  regiments  with  those  men  in 
proper  proportions ;  and  then  they  would 
be  doing,  in  time  of  peace,  exactly 
what  they  would  have  to  do  in  time 
of  war,  and  thus  be  acquiring  effici- 
ency for  war.  At  the  end  of  fourteen 
yeare  the  68,000  would  have  further 
decreased  by  deaths  to  63,000,  accord- 
ing to  the  calculation  furnished  to 
him,  and,  supposing  at  the  end  of  four- 
teen years  they  gave  them  the  eight- 
penny  pension,  they  would  then  be  re- 
ceiving pensions  as  was  now  done  after 
twenty-one  years'  service.  He  knew 
there  were  objections  taken  to  that  on 
the  score  of  cost.  But  it  rested  with  the 
nation  to  say  whether  it  would  adopt  the 
principle  of  enlisting  men  for  twenty- 
one  years,  breaking  up  that  term,  into 
three  such  periods  as  he  had  described ; 
and  then  they  oould  have  what  number 
of  troops  they  chose,  more  or  less,  for 
their  established  strength,  according  to 
the  exigencies  of  the  State  or  the  re- 
quirements of  proper  economy.  Be- 
cruiting  could  be  stopped  if  they  had 
more  men  than  they  wanted.  Once  they 
had  established  an  Army  Beserve  and 
offered  to  re-enlist  a  certain  number  of 
men  on  the  terms  to  which  he  had  re- 
ferred, his  impression  was,  &onL  all  he 
could  hear,  that  there  would  be  no  diffi- 
culty in  getting  plenty  of  them.  As  re- 
garded the  cost,  he  said  the  cost  rested 
with  themselves — it  would  be  what  they 
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chose  to  make  it.  Aa  to  the  question  of 
pension,  he  asked  the  House  to  bear  in 
mind  the  distinctioD  between  BeEerve 
pay  and  pension.  A  RoBerve  pay  of  6rf. 
would  go  as  far  as  1*.  did  now.  He 
knew  that  there  were  gentlemen  at  the 
War  Office  who  were  dead  c^iuet  pen- 
sions, and  who  thought  that  men  should 
be  enlisted  for  three  years ;  and  ttiat 
when  thfff  were  wanted  they  would  re- 
turn to  the  Army.  He  himself,  how- 
ever, was  a  very  strong  advocate  for 
pensions.  What  they  had  to  do  was  to 
make  the  service  attractive,  otherwise 
they  could  not  hope  to  compete  in  the 
labour  market  wi^  private  employers. 
The  advantages  they  had  to  hold  out  to 
the  recruit  were  that  they  clothed  him, 
comfortably  housed  him,  taught  him — 
as  it  was  to  be  hoped  they  would  do — a 
trade,  fed  him  well,  amused  him  more  or 
less,  and  gave  him  a,  canteen  where  he 
could  get  better  beer  for  his  money  than 
he  coidd  obtain  elsewhere.  Those  were 
the  inducements  which  with  their  id.  a 
day  they  had  to  offer  the  labouring  man. 
But  when  the  push  came,  as  happened 
during  the  Crimean  War,  how  stood 
the  case  as  between  the  soldier  and  the 
man  employed  in  their  Army  Works 
Corps?  'Aiey  might  have  had  two 
brothers  in  the  Crimea,  one  of  them 
being  a  soldier,  liable  to  be  shot,  in  re- 
ceipt of  1«.  a  day  and  his  working  pay 
with  its  deductions ;  while  the  other 
brother  might  have  gone  out  in  the 
Army  Works  Corps  to  construct  a  rail- 
way or  the  like,  ior  which  he  would  re- 
ceive, without  being  liable  to  be  shot, 
6*.  per  day  if  he  were  an  ordinary 
labourer,  and  T«.  and  upwards  if  he 
were  anything  of  a  skiUeo  artizan.  He 
regarded  a  pension  as  a  benefit  sociefy 
for  the  soldier  on  the  security  of  the 
State.  The  whole  tendency  of  tho  na- 
tion was  in  the  direction  of  benefit 
societies,  as  was  evidenced  by  the 
l^ge  number  of  pecmle  who  joined  the 
Freemasons',  the  fYiresters',  the  Odd 
Fellows',  and  tho  numerous  societies 
whose  rules  were  certified  by  Mr.  Tidd 
Pratt.  The  men  on  service  in  India 
might  be  retained  two  or  even  three 
years  longer  if  necessary,  which  would 
make  the  term  of  service  ton  years, 
which  until  lately  was  the  period  of 
enlistment.  Hie  impression  was  that 
men  would  readily  come  forward  to  join 
if  this  country  would  follow  the  example 
of  Fr&nce,  and  open  up  the  Civil  Semoe 
LordElcho 


to  the  common  soldiers.  He  trusted 
the  Qovemmwit  would  give  employment 
in  the  War  Ofdce  and  other  Depart- 
ments of  the  State  to  deserving  soldiers 
who  enlisted  under  this  ^stem  at  th« 
end  of  their  first  period  of  service.  If 
all  these  inducements  were  held  out  he 
believed  it  would  even  be  necessary  to 
restrict  the  number  of  recruits,  so  anZ' 
ions  wonid  men  be  to  enlist  under  this 
system.  At  all  events,  the  plan  might 
be  tried.  K  it  succeeded  it  would  be  a 
very  good  thing;  if  it  failed  we  should 
be  no  worse  off  than  we  were  before.  In 
the  present  position  of  the  question  of 
Army  Beserves  we  ought  to  proceed 
tentatiTely,  and  to  try  various  schemes. 
In  the  event  of  failure  we  oould  revert 
to  the  present  ^stem  of  twelve  yean' 
enlistment.  The  plan  he  was  advocat- 
ing would  not  interfere  in  any  way  with 
the  Beserve  scheme  proposed  by  (General 
Peel.  He  now  came  to  the  Uilitia, 
which  was  regarded  as  the  only  con> 
stitutional  force  of  the  country.  Many 
people  were  of  opinion  that  this  force 
was  not  so  highly  thought  of  ncrw  as  it 
was  a  few  years  ago.  He  doubted  very 
much,  however,  whether  auoh  were 
really  the  case,  hisimpresmon  being  that 
all  who  had  applied  themselves  to  the 
consideration  of  this  question  held  that 
this  constitutional  force,  which  origina- 
ted in  the  old  Trained  Bands,  was  the 
only  force  in  the  shape  of  an  Army  Be- 
serve that  we  bad  ever  had,  and  he  him- 
self thought  that  by  means  of  the  Militia 
we  might  estabUsh  an  efficient  Army 
Beserve  at  the  present  day.  In  point 
of  fact,  the  Militia  was  the  backbone  of 
our  military  system,  occupying  as  it  did 
a  middle  place  between  the  Begular 
Army  and  the  Volunteers.  Hitherto  it 
had  been  made  to  serve  two  purposes, 
one  of  which  had  defeated  the  other.  It 
had  been  made  a  filter  through  which 
men  were  to  pass  into  the  Army,  and 
therefore  he  maintained  that  the  Army 
ought  to  have  a  Beserve  system  of  ito 
own.  The  effect  of  this  filtering  was 
that  if  a  lai^  number  of  men  were  sent 
into  the  Army,  the  Militia  became  pro 
tante  inefficient.  It  might  indeed  be 
said  that  this  system  worked  well  in 
time  of  peace ;  but,  in  times  of  difiicnltj, 
when  it  was  necesaaiy  to  send  the  Army 
abroad,  we  should  be  sorry  to  have  the 
Militia  full  of  raw  recruits,  instead  of 
being  a  real  Army  of  Defence  for  the 
country.  Therefore  the  present  aTStem^ 
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pearedtohimftmongone.  Yet  thiefilter 
ejetem  liad  not  eren  been  thoroughly  euc- 
oeBB&l  in  attaining^  the  object  aimed  at. 
Under  General  Feel's  Militia  Beserve 
Act  20,000  men  might  be  enlisted  to  Berve 
for  five  years,  and  would  be  liable  to  be 
tFanafeired  to  the  Begulat  Army.  These 
men  reoeived  a  bounty,  and  a  regulation 
\rae  laid  down  that  no  married  man 
ahonld  be  permitted  to  join  this  Army 
Bflserve.  In  reference  to  this  he  might 
incidentally  remark  that,  under  Sir  Hope 
,  Ghrant's  system,  all  qnestions  as  to  the 
marriage  of  soldiers  were,  at  the  expira- 
tion of  the  first  septennial  period  oi  ser- 
vice, got  rid  of  altogether.  Under  the 
existing  system  married  men  were  not 
permitted  in  the  Uilitia,  and  if  they 
married  after  joining  that  force  they 
were  dismisaed  &om  it.  But  it  was 
found  that  a  great  many  men  about  to 
get  married  enliBted  for  the  sake  of  the 
bounty,  and  were  turned  out  when  they 
got  married.  Thus  each  of  those  men 
obtained  the  £t  bounty  without  render- 
ing any  equivalent  service  to  the  coun- 
try. Well,  the  total  number  enlisted 
last  year  under  General  Feel's  Act  was 
2,006 ;  and  on  the  9th  of  June,  1869, 
fifty-one  regiments  had  given  to  the 
B^ptlar  Army  4,269  men,  whereas  they 
should  have  given  6,942,  so  that  there 
was  a  deficiency  of  2,673.  Forty-five 
raiments,  however,  had  not  yet  sent  in 
their  reports.  He  knew  of  one  regiment 
which  only  gave  twenty-six  men,  and  of 
those  some,  he  believed,  had  not  attested. 
As  far,  then,  as  the  Hilitia  Beserve  had 
gone,  it  had  not  answered  the  expecta- 
tions entertained  rejecting  it.  No 
doubt  there  were  in  the  House  officers 
whose  opinion  must  carry  great  weight, 
who  would  express  their  belief  that  the 
system  was  a  sound  one,  and  that  the 
necessary  number  of  men  would  be  ob- 
tained for  the  Army;  but  he  was  ac- 
quainted with  other  officers  of  Militia 
regiments  who  took  a  totally  different 
view  of  the  matter.  Another  By8t«m  of 
Eeserre  had  been  proposed  by  Lord 
Norreys,  under  wbi^,  instead  of  men 
being  filtered  into  the  Army  through 
tiie  ranks  of  the  Militia,  whole  Militia 
regiments  would  volunteer  into  the 
Anuy.  It  was  well  known  that  in  the 
Crimean  War — and  the  same  was  the 
case  in  the  Peninsular  War,  the  Irish 
Itebetlion,  and  the  Indian  Mutiny — 
when  the  nation  was  short  of  men  in 
tiie  Army,  the  patriotic  Militia   r^- 
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mentfl  were  asked  whether  they  would 
undertake  to  go  abroad  on  garrison 
duty,  and  be  believed  they  had  invari- 
ably consented  to  do  so.  Lord  Norreys, 
however,  proposed  that,  instead  of  ask- 
ing each  raiment  separately  to  go 
abroad,  tlie  Secretary  of  State  should 
apply  to  the  regiments  of  Militia  to 
faiow  which  of  t^em  would  be  willing 
to  be  inBcribed  on  a  roster  for  a  certun 
number  of  years,  during  which  they 
would  be  liable  to  be  sent  on  gerrison 
duty  in  the  colonies  and  on  foreign  ser- 
vice. A  colonel  of  a  Surrey  corps  of 
Yolunteers  had  told  Mm  be  beheved 
that  every  Militia  regiment  would  re- 
spond in  the  affirmative  to  such  an  ap- 
peal, and,  further,  that  officers  would 
not  ask  tiie  Government  for  any  hono- 
rary rank  in  respect  of  foreign  service. 
He  would  now  quote  a  passage  with  re- 
gard to  the  Buckinghamshire  Militia — 

"  Id  June,  1768,  the  regiment  volunteered  with 
tfae  eolonpl,  the  Marqueii  of  Boekinghim,  to 
■erve  in  Irelnnd.thnC  countrj  being  nt  lhi>  period 
in  a  ttnle  of  rebellion.  Tho  regiment  embarked 
nt  Liverpool  for  Dublin,  and  nrriied  on  the  2nd 
of  July  toUoiring.  Their  reception  \>J  Iho  public 
■utboritiea  ««■  highly  CDRiplimentnr;  to  the  regi- 
ment, it  being  the  fir>(  Engliah  Mililia  regiment 
that  bad  Inndt^d  in  Ireland  ;  other  regimentB  aoon 
alter  followed  their  example.  In  the  spring  of 
1709  tha  regiment  relnrned  to  England,  and  in 
the  game  ;esr  a  volunteering  to  Ibe  Line  took 
plnee  from  all  Militia  regiment*,  and  on  this  ocoa- 
lion  (he  Rojnl  Bucka  King'a  Own  Regiment  fur- 
nished 400  men,  including  aergeanla,  oorporall, 
prii-atea,  with  the  regulated  proportion  of  offlcera, 
all  of  whom  joined  the  1th,  or  King'a  Own,  Regi- 
ment of  Inlanlrf.  The  regiment  afterwnrda  fur- 
niahed  yearlj  (prineipall;  to  the  14th. or  Bucking- 
hamahire.  Regiment  of  Foot)  Its  full  quota  of  men 
during  the  war.  In  the  jear  1801  the  regiment, 
with  their  noblo  colonel,  then  Earl. Temple, 
TOlunterred  lo  aerie  in  Spalb  daring  the  period 
the  Frencli  Armiei  invaded  that  country.  Tbe 
Minislrf  did  not  nvnil  themaelvca  of  thia  offer  ; 

from  the  Commander-in-Chief,  the  Duke  of  York, 
Ibr  the  gnllanlrjr  thus  diaplu.ved    b;   the  oorpa. 

a(  then  by  law  eatabliabed.  During  thi>  period 
tbe  intention  of  Government  to  form  proviaional 
bndalions  of  Militia  gave  another  opportunil;  to 
call  forth  the  gallantry  of  the  regiment.  The 
Fint  Proviaional  Battalion  of  Mililta,  compoaed 
of  the  Roy.il  Bucks  King's  Own  Regiment,  and 
commanded  b;  their  noblo  colonel,  the  Duke  of 
Buchinghnm  and  Chaodos,  who  embarked  with 
the  bnttalion  in  IS13  for  Bordeaux,  served  in 
France  under  bis  Grace  the  Duke  of  Wellinglon 
during  the  time  the  Allied  Armiei  were  in  poases- 
aion  of  that  emintry.  On  leaving,  eaoh  oSoer  of 
the  First  Proviaional  Battalion  of  Militia  was  pre- 
sented with  the  Fleur  da  Lia  hj  Louis  XVIII." 
The  country  would  be  obliged  to  have 
recourse  to  that  system  again  if  she  was 
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engaged  in  war ;  and  diere  were  many 
persons  who  deemed  it  desirable  that  i 
should  have  some  such  syetem  in  time 
peace.  We  might  rest  assured  that, 
calculating  the  strength  of  this  countiy 
for  war  puraoses,  any  foreign  power 
would  conaider  it  a  great  element  o" 
Btren^h  with  us  if  they  knew  that  ii 
addition  to  our  Regular  Army  we  had 
20,000  or  30,000  Mflitiamen,  who  could 
at  a  moment  be  brought  into  the  lini 
of  our  Eegulat  Army  for  service  i 
home  or  abroad.  The  Militia,  he  might 
add,  represented  the  liability  of  every 
man  to  personal  eervico ;  and  in  theoiy 
it  waa  one  of  the  principles  of  the  mili- 
taiy  system  that  this  Militia  was  raised 
and  paid  by  eompulaion — that  was  by 
the  ballot.  Now,  he  knew  that  the  word 
"ballot"  sent  a  cold  shiver  through 
many  persons.  But  why,  if  we  had  me 
ballot  Tor  the  Militia,  should  we  not  have 
it  for  every  other  service?  Why 
not  our  Army  raised  by  the  principle  of 
conscription  r  If  this  country  were  n  ' 
an  island,  divided,  separated  from  o 
Continental  neighbours  by  that  ditch 
twenty-one  miles  of  water,  no  man  could 
doubt  but  that  we  should  have  to  follow 
the  examples  of  France,  Belgi 
Austria,  and  Switzerland,  maintaining 
the  strength  of  our  Army  by  means  of 
the  conscription.  Far  be  it  from  him  to 
undervalue  the  services  of  our  Navy, 
which  was  our  first  line  of  defence  ;  but, 
in  these  days  of  steam  and  iron-clads,  the 
strength  of  that  Navy  as  compared  with 
the  Navy  of  France  was  a  matter  well 
worthy  of  attention.  He  found  that  the 
English  iron-clad  fleet,  broadside  and 
turret,~afloat  and  building,  amounted  to 
thirty-four,  of  which  sis  were  turret- 
ships.  We  had  besides  five  floating 
batteries;  but  of  those  only  one  was  in 
England  and  serviceable  lo  the  State. 
That  gave  for  the  English  fleet  a  total  of 
thirty-nine.  The  French  had  afloat,  > 
en  eiartin,  in  stock,  of  the  largest  class 
vessels,  two ;  fingatcH,  fifteen  afloat  and 
four  in  stock  ;  corvettes,  nine  afloat  and 
one  in  stock ;  gardet  colft,  four  afloat  and 
three  in  stock;  making  in  all  thirty-eight, 
while  they  had  in  addition  fifteen  bat- 
teries Jlottante*,  giving  a  total  of  fifty- 
three.  Thus  much  for  tlie  sliips.  He 
came  in  the  next  place  to  the  manning, 
and  he  found  that  our  Naval  Reserve, 
which  had  lately  been  out  at  sea  under 
the  command  of  his  right  hon.  Friend  the 
First  Lord  of  the  Admiralty,  consisted 
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of  Coastguards,  7,225 ;  Naval  Basenre, 

16,036  ;  Coast  Volunteers,  3,681 ;  or,  in 
aU,  26,942  men.  That  was  the  Reserve 
which  we  could  lay  our  hands  upon  ;  but 
the  French  had  got  a  conscription,  and 
they  could  send  every  fisherman  whom 
they  pleased,  or  landranan  if  they  chose, 
on  board  their  ships.  It  would  be  seen, 
therefore,  that  not  only  had  France  more 
ships  but  better  means  of  manning  tJ[ieiQ 
thtui  vehad;  so  that  our  security  against 
attack  was  not  so  perfect  as  it  was  in  old 
days,  and  he  thought  that  in  seeking 
that  the  principle  of  the  ballot  in  con- 
nection with  our  home  defence  should  be 
recognized  and  established  he  was  not 
asking  anything  very  unreasonable.  A 
great  authority  upon  the  subject,  the  late 
Sir  James  Graham,  who  waa  Chairman 
of  the  Arm;  Organization  Conunittee  In 
1860,  said,— 

"  Th£  force  «£  the  Militia  »t  ihi«  momant  ii 
70,000  tnen,  their  quota  being  IZO, 000,  and  the 
ballot  has  rsUea  into  desuetude.  In  the  event  of 
war  the  Queen's  Army,  the  Mirinra,  and  the 
Militia  mult  be  lirgel;  and  suddsnly  aagmented. 
It  i<  a  graTo  qaeitlon  whottiBr  reliance  oan  IM 
aafelf  placed  in  inch  an  ainergenoj,  howeier  large 
tnay  be  the  bounty,  on  Toluntary  enlistment  only. 
If  volunteering  failed,  the  danger  to  Iha  State 
would  be  imminent,  bat  the  existing  legal  ma- 
chinerf  for  bringing  the  ballot  into  operation  ia 
cumbrouB  in  Che  eitrema,  and  if  in  peace  no  pni- 
riiion  be  made  for  auoh  an  extremitf  muoh  pre- 
cious time  would  be  lost  at  the  critical  juDClurc, 
and  the  danger  might  be  great." 

That  opinion  he  believed  to  be  perfectly 
sound,  and  all  he  wanted  was  that  the 
principle  which  it  recommended  should 
be  adopted,  and  that  the  necessary  ma- 
chinery for  giving  it  effect  should  in 
time  of  peace  be  put  in  working  order. 
Unless  we  were  prepared  to  say  that  wo 
should  get  rid  of  the  ballot  and  go  into 
the  market  and  could  give  £60  or  £100 
a  piece  for  our  men,  wo  must  act  in 
accordance  with  the  advice  of  Sir  James 
Graham.  We  had  plenty  of  men  now, 
trade  was  dull,  and  we  had  the  com- 
mand of  the  market  to  a  certain  extent ; 
but  what  security  was  there  that,  if  we 
should  happen  to  be  at  war  with  France 
and  another  great  Power  combined  with 
her  to-morrow,  we  should  not  find  our- 
selves exactly  in  the  same  position  as  in 
1858,  and  on  the  previous  occasions  to 
which  he  had  referred  ?  The  Govom- 
mont,  he  maintained,  would  fail  to  dis- 
charge their  duty  uidess  they  oiled  the 
machinery  at  their  disposal.  England 
might  be  divided  into  convenient  dis- 
tricts for  the  purpose  of  raising  men, 
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and  the  otter  neoeasary  steps  might 
he  taken  to  see  how  the  sjsteni 
for  vhich  he  ttbb  contending  would 
work.  We  had  at  present  120,000  or 
130,000  Militiamen.  The  Secretary  of 
State  might  raise  60,000  men  out  of  the 
200,000  men  who  came  of  (^  every 
year.  Let  them  teat  this  principle  of  the 
ballot,  then,  by  raising,  eay  25,000  men 
at  the  rate  of  5,000  a  year,  spreading 
the  demand  over  five  years.  By  this 
Byetem  only  one  man  in  forty  every  year 
out  of  the  200,000  would  be  called  upon 
to  act-  It  would  not  he  necessary  to 
drill  or  train  them.  The  five  years 
might  be  reduced  to  three  years  if  neces- 
sary. Only  let  them  be  enrolled  by 
ballot,  and  let  there  be  no  substitute. 
Under  euch  an  arrangement  there  would 
be  always  a  sufficient  number  of  men 
available  for  service  without  the  neces- 
sity of  inflicting  hardships  on  any  of  the 
men,  unless  in  the  event  of  war  break- 
ing out.  They  would  then  have  their 
machinery  in  working  order  for  nutting 
the  men  in  training,  and  it  would  have 
the  effect,  as  he  beheved,  of  binding  up 
harmoniously  the  whole  forces  of  the 
Smpire.  It  was  impossible  to  get  at  the 
Toluateers  by  Hutiny  Acts ;  and  the  only 
way  of  doing  it  was  by  the  old  consti- 
tutional principle,  upon  which  the  Vo- 
lunteer force  had  always  existed,  that  of 
being  a  Volunteer  force  and  exempted 
{torn  the  general  conscription.  What 
was  the  early  history  of  Voltmteers? 
That  Force  was  to  be  traced  in  every  na- 
tional emei^ncy.  He  wished  to  speak 
of  the  Volunteers,  not  as  a  Volunteer, 
but  as  a  Member  of  Parliament  and  a 
citizen.  There  was  present  in  that 
House  an  hon.  and  gallant  Friend 
of  his  (Colonel  Loyd  Lindsay)  who  re- 
presented the  oldest  force  in  the  coiintiy, 
because  he  represented  the  London  Artil- 
lery Company,  and  that  company  repre- 
sented the  old  Train  Bands  of  the  time 
of  Henry  VHI. ;  but  if  we  looked  to  the 
history  of  the  Volunteer  Force  in  our 
own  day  we  found  that  it  had  had  three 
phases.  It  was  exactly  ten  years  and  a 
month  since  General  Peel,  who  was  then 
Secretaiy  for  War,  sanctioned  the  forma- 
tion of  this  Force.  The  first  phase  ol 
its  history  was  that  in  which  it  was  ox- 
posed  to  ridicule.  He  remembered  Lord 
Falmeraton  cracking  jokes  at  its  expense. 
The  next  phase  of  its  histoiy  was  that 
in  which  24,000  or  25,000  Volunteers 
marched  past  Her  Majesty  in  Hyde  Park. 


The  Duke  of  Wellington  said  that  if  a 
General  marched  5,000  men  into  Hyde 
Park  he  would  not  be  able  to  march 
them  out  again ;  but  the  24,000  or  25,000 
Volimteers  marched  out  of  Hyde  Park  in 
hour  and  twenty  minutes.  After  that 
day  in  Hyde  Park  the  Volunteers  re- 
ceived praise  fiwm  all  directions.  Phase 
No.  3  was  the  latest  in  the  history — it 
that  of  criticism  of  the  Volunteers, 
which  criticism,  he  maintained,  was  as 
unjust  and  as  unfounded  as  the  exagge- 
rated praise  which  they  received  some 
time  ago.  The  public  had  been  told 
thattheVolunteerswere  an  undisciplined, 
disoreanized,  and  almost  useless  body — 
that  mey  would  be  of  no  value  whatever 
except  behind  stone  walls.  The  last  fie- 
view  at  Dover  was  selected  as  a  proof  of 
their  inefficiency  J  but  in  his  opinion  that 
Eeview  was  one  of  the  strongest  proofe 
their  efficiency  that  could  by  possi- 
bility have  been  afforded.  On  one  of 
the  severest  days  he  had  ever  known, 
men  who  had  been  dismissed,  after  hav- 
ing been  drenched  with  snow  and  salt- 
water, re-assembled  within  a  very  short 
time  at  the  call  of  his  Boyal  High- 
ness the  Commander-in-Chief  and  went 
through  the  operations  of  a  field-day. 
But  in  speaking  of  the  movements  of 
that  day  military  correspondents  had 
dipped  their  iron  pens  in  gall.  What 
had  the  Saturday  Review  said  on  this 
criticism  ?  This  was  an  extract  from  its 
article — 

..It  i- 
tion  Itks 

Piak  out  a  faalt  oammittod  by  ao  indiTJiliial — ifha 
»  a  VolDDlaer  so  much  the  bettor,  but,  if  Dot,  a 
QeDerel  Officer  Btrnight  fram  Alderihot,  or  a 
Dover  roDgh  will  do,  if  only  be  bappenilobsTebegD 
prcMDt  la  tlie  ume  Geld  vitb  the  Volunteert. 
HiTing  dwelt  on  the  enormitji  of  the  error,  elido 
eaiilf  In  the  next  paragraph  from  tbe  aingular 
tt>  the  plural,  oad  wind  up  by  attribuiing  the  lautt 
to  the  whole  body  of  Volunteers  ■■  their  habitual 
practice.  Having  done  th  I  a,  ligh  over  their  want 
of  diacipliDB  and  training,  and  tell  them  that  if 
they  do  not  apeedily  improve  tbev  ought  to  beabo- 
lielied  altogether,  or  at  leaaC  oompelled  in  fature 
to  paftbe  whole  initeadof  hnlfofuieireipenaee." 

But  there  were  other  soldiers  at  the  Dover 
Peview  besides  those  who  penned  the 
hostile  criticisms,  and  soldiers  of  greater 
experience  in  the  field  than  those  from 
whom  those  criticisms  had  come.  They 
had  expressed  a  very  different  opinion  of 
the  behaviour  of  the  Volunteers,  so  that 
he  did  not  tliink  the  Force  had  lost  any- 
think  by  the  attack.  What  was  the 
meaning  of  that  attack  ?    It  had  arisen 
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&om  an  appreheneion  that  the  existence 
of  the  Tolunteer  Force  might  bring  about 
reduced  EstimateB.  It  wae  ri^ht  to  eay 
that  from  the  Commander-in-Chief,  and 
the  Army  generally  the  Volunteers  had 
received  every  asaiBtance,  and  that  the 
beat  feeling  existed  between  the  Begular 
Forces  and  the  Volunteers.  Except  with 
the  moat  infinitesimal  aection  of  the  Army 
there  was  a  desire  on  the  part  of  military 
men  that  the  Voliinteere  should  exist  and 
flourtBh,  and  that  the  whole  of  the  Forces 
of  the  Empire  should  be  bound  up  to- 
gether by  measures  taken  by  the  Go- 
vernment. He  had  merely  pointed  it 
out  to  show  Parliament  and  the  people 
that  they  ought  not  to  be  led  away  with 
the  idea  that  the  Volunteers  were  an 
undisciplined,  diaorganized,  and  useless 
body,  and  he  was  astonished  to  find  their 
discipline  was  so  good.  For  ten  years 
170,000  men  had  served  in  the  manner 
they  had  without  any  inducement  except 
patriotie  motives,  and  under  no  restraint 
other  than  when  under  drill.  There 
might  have  been  a  few  instances  of  want 
of  discipline,  such  as  at  Windsor  last 
year,  which  caused  a  feeling  of  shame 
and  indignation ;  and  when  the  Force  as 
a  body  wished  that  the  peccant  limb 
should  be  cut  off,  the  battalion  company 
were  struck  out  of  the  Army  List,  though 
subsequently  re-instated,  no  doubt  upon 
good  reasons  shown.  There  was  another 
instance  at  Dover  of  want  of  discipline 
on  the  part  of  au  officer,  and  every  pos- 
sible interest  wae  being  used  to  prevent 
his  being  struck  off  the  roll ;  but  he 
(Lord  Elcho)  hoped  no  personal,  private, 
or  political  interest  would  prevail,  but 
that  he  would  be  struck  out.  He  had 
applied  to  General  M'Murdo  and  Colonel 
&^ne,  both  of  whom  had  been  In- 
spectors of  Volunteers,  for  their  opinion 
of  the  Force,  and  he  had  put  to  them 
five  questions,  which  were  shortly  these 
— First,  with  reference  to  discipline 
secondly,  whether  in  their  opinion  it  wsl 
desirable  that  the  Volunteer  Force,  should 
be  placed  under  the  Mutiny  Act  in  time 
of  peace;  thirdly,  whether  they  were 
only  fit  for  garrison  duty ;  fourthly,  with 
regard  to  the  number  of  drills  for  recruits 
and  efficients ;  and,  fifthly,  whether  they 
thought  that  simpMcation  of  drill  would 
increase  the  efficiency  of  the  Force.  As 
to  discipline  General  M'Murdo  said  the 
Volunteers  were  amenable  to  discipline, 
and  that  he  had  never  seen  troops 
easily  recalled  to  a  sense  of  their  duty. 
Lord  Mlcho  ' 


who  would  accept  more  cheerfully  any 
amount  of  inconvenience  the  service  re- 
quired of  them.  On  the  same  point 
Colonel  ErsHne  said  he  had  found 
throughout  an  earnest  desire  to  conform 
to  the  requirements  of  discipline ;  and 
that  when  from  time  to  time  a  failure  in 
this  respect  might  have  occurred  it  was 
generoUy  attributable  to  a  want  of  ac- 
quaintance with  the  rules  and  customs 
of  military  service,  and  not  to  a  disre- 
gard of  what  was  known  to  be  right. 
Both  General  M'Murdo  and  Colonel 
Ersldne  were  opposed  to  the  Volunteers 
being  placed  under  the  Mutiny  Act. 
They  thought  the  present  law  sufficient, 
and  that  no  change  should  be  made  "n*n 
the  powers  at  present  vested  in  the 
Crown  had  been  exercised  with  as  muc^ 
stringency  as  circumstances  might  rs- 

auire.  Here,  he  might  observe,  that 
le  Volunteers  themselves  liked  disci- 
pline. The  officers  did  exercise  their 
powers  of  enforcing  discipline,  and  he 
did  not  know  what  additional  powers 
were  wanted.  General  M'Murdo,  in  his 
letter,  said — "I  asked  General  Garibaldi 
how  he  maintained  discipline  among  his 
troops?  and  he  replied — 'By  dismissal;'" 
and  he  added,  that  if  any  insubordina- 
tion arose  it  was  owing  to  a  want  of 
courage  on  the  part  of  the  commanding 
officer.  In  reply  to  the  third  question, 
whether  the  Volunteers  were  only  fit  fijr 
the  garrisons  of  fortresses  ?  General 
M'Murdo  said — "God  forbid  that  such 
pernicious  doctrine  should  ever  prevaU ;" 
and  Colonel  Erskine  said — "With  the 
additional  training  vhich  they  would  re- 
ceive the  Volunteers  would  be  fit  for  the 
field."  With  reference  to  the  question 
of  the  efficiency  of  the  present  drill, 
General  M'Murdo  said  there  was  no 
change  of  opinion  as  to  the  sufficiency  of 
the  present  orill,  while  Colonel  Erskine 
thought  that  recruit  driU  might  be  in* 
creased.  Upon  the  question  of  the  sim- 
plification of  the  drill,  both  agreed  as  to 
the  necessity  of  simplifying  the  drill 
in  order  to  secure  efficiency.  General 
M'Murdo  said — "A  simplification  of 
drill  would  tend  to  increase  the  efficiency 
of  the  Line,  as  well  as  that  of  the  Be- 
serves;"  while  Colonel  Erskine  replied 
— "  I  have  no  hesitation  in  answering  in 
tbe  affirmative.  I  consider  it  very  desi- 
rable that  the  drill  of  all  Arms  should 
be  restricted  to  what  is  absolutely  re- 
quired to  qualify  soldiera  for  actual  ser- 
vice."   There  iras  a  Committee  sitting 
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at  the  Horse  GuardB  at  the  preBent  time 
to  consider  this  subject,  and  he  trusted 
that  they  would  devise  some  system  by 
which  the  drill  of  all  Anna  should  be  re- 
stricted to  what  was  required  to  qualify 
the  soldiers  for  actual  service.  By  all 
means  let  the  soldiers  be  drilled  bo  that 
they  might  stand  as  steady  as  a  rock,  or 
execute  mancsuvres  with  fiwilityj  but 
the  present  system  was  a  mere  cat's 
cradle,  and  a  complete  puzzle.  The  drill 
ought  to  be  so  simple  that  it  would  be 
utterly  impossible  to  club  a  regiment. 
It  had  been  asked  what  services  the 
Volunteers  were  likely  to  render  in  the 
field ;  but  had  they  not  finished  the  New 
Zealand  war  ?  Colonel  D' Arcy,  the  Go- 
vemer  of  Gambia,  on  the  West  Coast  of 
Africa,  stated  that  the  Yolunteere  had 
saved  that  colony  by  their  gaUantry,  and 
that  one  of  them  had  received  the 
Tictoria  Gross.  These  were  instances  of 
what  the  Volunteers  could  do,  and 
proved  that  they  were  not  likely  to  run 
away  when  they  saw  the  enemy,  as  it 
had  been  insinuated  they  would  do  by 
some  persons.  It  was  evident  therefore 
that  the  Volunteers  would  form  a  very 
important  element  of  our  national  de- 
fence. He  would  then  touch  upon  the 
present  position  of  that  Force,  and,  in 
the  first  place,  he  would  refer  to  the 
Capitation  Grant.  It  had  been  his  duty, 
some  short  time  since,  to  wait,  with  a 
deputation,  upon  the  Secretary  of  State 
for  War,  in  order  to  urge  upon  that 
right  hon.  Gentleman  the  necessity  of 
increasing  the  amount  of  the  Capitation 
Grant,  and  he  had  reason  to  believe 
that  the  question  was  being  taken  into 
consideration,  because  he,  in  common 
with  other  Volunteer  officers,  had  re- 
ceived a  dreular,  asking  for  details  re- 
specting the  expenditure  of  the  Volunteer 
regiments.  He  was  satisfied  that  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  was  so  fully  con- 
vinced of  the  necessity  for  keeping  up  this 
Force  that  he  would  do  his  utmost  to  for- 
ward its  real  interests.  He  believed  that, 
independently  of  the  Capitation  Grant, 
much  might  be  done  to  promote  the  effi- 
ciency of  the  Force  by  means  of  proper 
oi^anization.  A  great  deal  had  been 
accomplished  by  dividing  the  country 
into  military  districts,  and  he  hoped  that 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  would  stick  to 
that  system.  Under  its  operation  the 
Army  and  its  Beserves,  the  Mihtia 
and  the  Volunteers,  were  brought  into 
intimate  communication.      Should  the 


right  hon.  Gentleman  desire  to  increase 

the  amoimt  of  the  grant  given  to  the 
Volunteers,  the  additional  money  could 
not  be  applied  better  than  by  appro- 
priating it  towards  their  travelling  ex- 
penses, which  would  enable  them  to 
brigade  with  the  Begular  troops  and  the 
MiEtia.  He  would  humbly  warn  the 
right  hon.  Gtentleman  against  undoly 
diminishing  the  Army  Staff.  In  every 
military  district  a  Staff  adequate  in  the 
event  of  war  breaking  out  should  be 
kept  up.  The  Prussian  system,  under 
which,  when  a  General  took  the  field,  he 
knew,  and  was  known  by  all  his  Staff  was 
an  admirable  one,  and  the  advantages  re- 
sulting from  it,  when  a  force  of  100,000 
or  200,000  was  placed  in  the  field  at  the 
commencement  of  a  war,  might  be  easily 
conceived.  Another  point  he  wished  to 
impress  upon  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
was  the  necessity  for  keeping  up  large 
reviews,  which,  even  if  they  did  not 
greatly  conduce  to  the  efficiency  of  the 
Volunteers,  were  of  vast  service  to  the 
Staff  in  teaching  them  their  duties  prac- 
tically. In  the  course  of  his  observations 
he  had  been  anxious  not  to  ui^  his  own 
personal  views  upon  the  House,  but  to 
confine  himself  to  laying  before  them 
the  opinions  of  those  who  were  regarded 
as  being  high  authorities  upon  these 
matters.  He  was  particularly  desirous 
to  guard  against  its  Deing  supposed  that 
he  was  in  favour  of  what  were  called 
"  bloated  armaments."  Ko  man  in  the 
House  could  regret  more  than  he  did 
the  fact  that  on  the  Continent  of  Europe 
nearly  5,500,000  men  were  taken  away 
from  peaceful  labour  to  be  trained  in 
the  art  of  war.  But  in  this  country  we 
had  oi^^anized  a  system  which  rendered 
it  unnecessaiy  to  take  men  away  fiwm 
their  peaceful  avocations.  It  was  in  the 
interest  of  peace  that  he  was  desirous  of 
seeing  this  country  strong,  and  of  seeing 
the  Bcserve  Forces  well  organized  and 
well  welded  together  with  the  Regular 
Army.  This  country  should  be  in  such 
a  position  as  not  to  be  touchy  or  quarrel- 
some, but  prepared  in  the  event  of  war 
to  defend  itself  t^ainst  every  possihle 

Of  eptranM  to  >  qaarral ;  but,  being  In, 
Bear  Ic  that  (bs  oppoter  jaty  beware  ofthte." 
This  country  had  already  obtained  a  iiiU 
measure  of  glory,  and  there  was  no  de- 
sire on  OUT  part  to  meddle  with  Conti- 
nental a&irs ;  but,  in  the  future,  timee 
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might  come  when,  however  anxioua  we 
might  be  to  remain  at  peace,  and  to  pur- 
Biie  our  ordinaiy  commercial  affairs,  in- 
terest and  honour  might  require  ua  to 
takepartinsomeforeignwar.  Therewere 
such  things  as  treaty  obligations ;  and 
self-interest  mirfit  compel  ue  to  interfere 
with  respect  to  Belgium  and  Egypt.  Aa 
far  as  Belgium  waa  concerned,  there 
was  a  personal  guarantee  on  the  part  of 
this  nation ;  and  if  any  attempt  were 
made  to  endanger  our  line  of  communi- 
cation with  IndiB,  we  must  be  prepared 
to  strike  a  blow  ia  its  defence.  Let 
them  relj  upon  it  that  the  best  system 
of  home  defence  was  to  be  prepared  to 
strike  a  blow  elsewhere ;  and  if  we  had 
a  disposable  force  of  50,000  men  ready 
to  be  sent  to  any  part  of  the  world,  that 
would  have  a  considerable  effect  in  pre- 
serving peace,  because  the  odds  would 
certainly  not  be  against  that  Power 
which  was  supported  by  50,000  or 
100,000  EugUsh  soldiers.  Hemust  con- 
clude by  thanking  the  House  for  the 
patience  with  which  they  had  listened 
to  him,  and  by  expressing  a  hope  that 
at  the  next  Dover  Eeview  our  military 
organization  would  be  so  improved  as  to 
put  it  out  of  the  power  of  any  Prussian 
or  other  foreign  officer  to  say — "  Tour 
material  is  excellent,  but  you  have  no 
organization."  The  noble  Lord  con- 
cluded by  moving  his  Resolution. 

Me.  AKROYD,  in  seconding  the 
Motion,  observed  that,  in  a  commercial 
point  of  view  and  as  an  insurance  against 
invasion,  we  ought  to  have  an  ample  and 
efficientArmyoiReserve.  Nothingcould 
be  more  desirable  or  prudent  l£an  to 
insure  this  nation  against  the  probability 
of  attack  by  a  foreign  enemy.  But  in- 
surance was  useless  unless  confidence 
were  felt  ia  the  validity  of  the  insurance, 
and  therefore  an  Army  of  Reserve  must 
be  both  efficient  and  adequate  for  its 
purpose.  France,  Eussia,  and  Prussia 
were  each  capable  of  bringing  1,000,000 
soldiers  info  the  field.  Hence  the  Army 
of  defence  ought  to  bear  suitable  pro- 
portion to  the  Army  of  attack,  and 
should  number  not  less  than  500,000 
men.  In  our  extensive  system  of  rail- 
way communication  we  eiyoyed  great 
facilities  of  concentration  for  purposes 
of  defence,  but,  on  the  other  hand,  there 
was  a  source  of  weakness  in  the  sister 
isle.  Till  Ireland  became  thoroughly 
loyal  it  would  always  be  necessary  to  set 
aside  a  certain  force  to  keep  the  diacon- 
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tented  spirits  of  that  countiy  in  check. 
It  was  said  that  the  British  Channel 
was  capable  of  being  bridged  over  by 
the  faciH^  of  steam  transit.  But  our 
collective  Army  should  be  sufficiently 
numerous  to  act  as  a  deterrent.  The 
Army  should  not  exist  on  paper  only. 
There  must  be  a  large  Army  of  Reserve, 
ready  to  take  the  field  at  short  notice. 
How  was  that  Army  of  Reserve  to  be 
constructed?  We  had  a  considerable 
difficulty  in  the  maintenance  of  a  large 
standing  Army.  Every  British  soldier 
cost  something  lilie  £90  a  year ;  and 
supposing  the  mechanic  who  became  a 
soldier  earned  30*.  or  40«.  a  week  in  his 
ordinary  employment,  those  weekly  earn- 
ings must  be  added  to  the  amount  re* 
ceived  by  him  as  a  soldier  in  order  to 
ascertain  the  soldier's  cost  to  the  coun- 
try. The  combination  of  the  Volun- 
teer system  with  that  of  the  Militia  he 
looked  upon  as  highly  advantageous. 
Among  the  lower  class  of  the  agricul- 
tural population  there  were  always 
plenty  who  could  spare  a  month  in  the 
year  for  Militia  purposes,  answering  to 
them  the  purpose  of  a  holiday-  Those, 
on  the  other  hand,  who  laboured  in  con- 
nection with  machinery  could  not  be 
spared  for  any  corresponding  period, 
and  for  them  the  Volunteer  Porce  wao 
especially  suited.  They  were  able  to 
dnll  in  the  evening,  after  the  close  of 
the  day's  occupation,  and  this  gave  to 
the  country  the  benefit  of  their  mihtaiy 
duties  without  sustaining  personal  incon- 
venience. He  did  not  believe  that  the 
adoption  of  the  ballot  for  the  Militia 
womd  be  unpopular  with  the  bulk 
of  the  population.  There  was  no  diffi- 
culty at  present  in  getting  Volunteers 
firom  among  the  working  classes;  the 
proportion,  indeed,  of  volunteers  was 
increasing  among  them,  and  diminishing 
among  the  middle  classes.  It  must  be 
borne  in  mind  that  modem  wars  were 
all  short,  sharp,  and  decisive,  and  that, 
unless  the  men  had  been  trained  before- 
hand, there  was  little  likelihood  that  in 
future  any  large  bodies  of  men  could  be 
trained  during  the  progress  of  the  war 
itself.  Volunteers  themselves  were  i^uite 
ready  to  admit  the  need  for  a  stricter 
drill  than  that  ia  which  they  had  been 
subjected.  They  asked  nothing  better, 
indeed,  than  to  be  considered  a  portion 
of  the  Regular  Forces  forthe  deience  of 
the  count^.  The  present  moment  was 
especially  opportune  for  calling  upon  the 
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great  body  of  the  people  to  give  more 
time  to  tne^preparation,  for  national 
protection.  Tne  vorking  clsaeeB  at  pre- 
sent were  flushed  with  the  conscious- 
ness of  their  newly- acquired  privilege 
as  electors,  and  hence  were  adtUtionaUy 
willing  to  come  forward  in  defence 
of  the  rights  which  they  had  gained. 
The  worfing  classes,  according  to  his 
observation — possibly  becanse  Uiey  had 
less  to  lose — were  less  selfish  than  the 
wealthy  in  their  national  feelings,  and 
their  great  desire  was  to  see  their  common 
country  glorious  and  powerfiil.  He  be- 
lieved that  if  the  Uovenmient  would 
grasp  this  question  boldly,  they  would 
have  no  difficulty  whatever  in  inducing 
the  country  to  assent  to  tiie  principle  of 
ballot  for  Uie  Militia. 

Amendment  proposed, 

To  leave  out  from  the  word  "  That "  to  the 
end  of  the  Q^eition,  in  order  to  add  the  word* 
*'  in  the  DpinioD  of  tbia  Qouie,  the  eiUbliibmeDt 
of  a  luScient  and  reliable  Krmj  ReaerTe  is  a 
nutter  of  argent  need," — [Lord  Elcho,) 
— instoad  thereof. 

Question  proposed,  "  That  the  words 
proposed  to  be  loft  out  stand  part  of  the 
Uuestion." 

Colonel  0.  H.  LINDSAY  was  glad 
that  the  noble  Lord  the  Member  for 
Haddingtonshire  had  brought  this  ques- 
tion before  Parliament,  for  to  say  the 
least  of  it,  it  is — and  has  been  for  some 
time — one  for  serious  consideration,  and 
the  time  had  arrived  when  some  decided 
opinion  should  be  expressed  by  the 
House  upon  Uie  anomalous  state  of  the 
nation  as  a  great  military  power,  which 
it  is  supposed  to  be.  So  much  had  been 
said  and  written  in  hud  criticism  upon 
our  comparatively  defenceless  condition, 
and  so  many  hard  hits  had  been  given 
to  our  military  authorities — unjustly,  be- 
cause they  are  powerless  without  legis- 
lation— that  it  IB,  indeed,  high  time  that 
some  immediate  remedy  should  be  ap- 
phed  to  so  undignified  a  position — a 
remedy  that  would  be  satisfactory  to  all 
interests.  And  now  that  the  problem 
has  been  again  put  forward,  it  ought  to 
be  well  discussed,  in  order  to  arrive  at  a 
sound  solution.  But  as  year  after  year 
rolls  by,  and  no  decision  or  settlement 
has  been  arrived  at,  he  submitted  that 
the  House  ought  to  bo  deeply  anxious 
to  discuss  the  question  as  a  matter  of 
urgent  business — and  as  he  apprehended 
that  the  House  and   the  government 


must  unanimously  agree  with  the  Motion 
of  the  noble  Lord  that  the  establishment 
of  a  sufficient  and  reliable  Army  Be- 
serve  is  a  matter  of  uivent  need,  he 
hoped  and  thought  that  the  Government 
would  be  in  a  position  to  declare  its  in- 
tentions and  produce  a  dear  and  distinct 
scheme,  which — after  the  length  of  time 
that  the  question  had  been  under  the 
consideration  of  more  Governments  than 
one — was  due  to  the  country ;  and  would 
re-aaeure  it  that  some  real  and  efiective 
organization  was  ready  to  be  submitted. 
The  question  was  not  the  state  ^id  effi- 
cienty  of  the  British  Army,  but  it  was  a 
question  of  vital  importance  to  it  in 
time  of  peace,  preparatory  to  that  of 
war.  It  referred  to  one  of  the  most  im- 
portant requirements  of  a  nation — to  a 
something  upon  which  to  fall  back  in 
time  of  need;  it  referred,  indeed,  to  the 
want  of  that  something — namely,  an 
Army  Reserve,  without  which  the  na- 
tion, the  Army,  and  the  Commander-in- 
Chief  himself  were  in  a  false  and  un- 
dignified position.  He  thought  Uie  no- 
ble Lord  had  clearly  enunciated  his 
views  on  this  great  question,  and  ex- 
plained much  fliat  ought  to  be  cheer- 
fully endorsed  and  approved  of  by  the 
House  and  Uie  country;  and  we  ought  to 
be  grateful  to  the  perseverance  which  he 
always  evinces  on  all  questions  relating 
to  our  military  resources  in  every  diape. 
He  has,  not  for  the  first  time,  broached 
this  great  question  in  this  House,  and  I 
am  sure  it  will  not  be  the  last,  unless 
something  be  decided  to  his  satisfaction. 
The  noble  Lord  asked  for  a  Boyal  Com- 
mission last  year.  And  why  did  he  ask 
for  it  ?  Simply  and  solely  for  the  pur- 
pose of  collecting  information  for  legis- 
lation, and  so  strengthening  the  hands 
of  the  Government  as  to  assist  in  the 
solution  of  the  difficulties  which  have 
seemed  to  exist.  Well,  he  was  re- 
quested to  withdraw  his  Motion,  which 
is  tantamount  to  shunting  the  question 
for  twelve  months.  Are  we  going  to 
shunt  the  question  which  is  again  raised 
for  another  twelve  months  7  I  trow  not. 
For  to-night  the  noble  Lord  has  brought 
forward  a  Motion  of  which  he  cannot 
with  decency  be  asked  even  to  alter  a 
single  word — for  no  Member  in  the 
House  can  disagree  with  it,  and  there- 
fore the  ftiUest  discussion  is  desirable, 
and  in  a  co-operative  and  suggestive 
spirit.  Sir,  it  is  perfectly  plain  that  the 
object  of  an  Army  Beserve,  bo  well  ez- 
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plained  by  tbe  noble  Lend,  ie  to  guaran- 
tee to  th.e  nation  in  time  of  peace  an  ex- 
tensive machinery  for  meeting  the  exi- 
gendes  of  war,  in  lieu  of  the  hitherto 
contracted,  but  non- elastic  establish- 
mentB  vhich  exist  at  praBent.  The  Oo- 
vemment  know  thia — everyone  knows 
this.  But  it  will  require  more  heads 
and  minds  than  one  to  decide  upon  the 
best  and  most  elective  plan  for  realizing 
the  object  and  aecure  it  from  failure. 
He  did  not  think  it  difficult  to  devise  a 
practicable  plan.  But,  if  it  be  clogged 
and  fettored  by  the  ueual  and  false 
economy,  it  will  fail  again  ;  and  be  felt 
sure  tha^,  in  a  question  such  as  this,  the 
greater  tbe  liberality  the  greater  the  in- 
ducement, and,  therefore,  the  greater 
the  chance  of  success — which  is  always 
economy  in  the  end.  His  Boyal  High- 
ness the  Commander-in-Chief,  who  has 
anxiously  considered  the  eubject,  has 
already  espreesed  Ms  opinion  that  a 
Beserve  Force  of  40,000  men  could 
be  formed,  in  the  first  instance,  by  ap- 
pealing to  the  various  regiments  of 
Mihtia  to  give  a  quota  of  men  ac- 
cording to  ^eir  proportionate  strength, 
while  continuing  to  serve  in  the  Mili- 
tia in  time  of  peace,  but  ready  to 
join  the  ranks  of  the  Army  in  time  of 
war — a  scheme  which  is  already  in  ex- 
istence, but  a  very  limited  and  uncertain 
operatioD.  This  is  one  plan.  But  there 
may  be  many  plans  upon  which  to  form 
thia  Army  Beserve  in  its  entirety  which 
may  or  may  not  have  some  merit.  And, 
no  doubt,  a  variety  may  be  put  forward 
in  this  discussion,  which  may  or  may 
not  assist  in  the  solution  of  this  ques- 
tion. He  agreed  with  the  noble  Lord  in 
the  opinion  he  expressed  upon  tbe  shorter 
period  of  Army  service,  and  that  the 
division  of  the  twenty-one  years  into 
three  equal  parts  was  the  best  he  bad 
heard  of — for,  if  he  understood  it,  a  man 
will  enlist  for  twenty-one  years,  during 
which  period  the  country  will  have  a  le- 
gal hold  upon  him.  He  is  to  serve 
for  seven  years  in  the  .Army,  and  no 
longer ;  at  the  end  of  which  first  period 
he  IS  to  join  the  First  Army  Eeserve  for 
the  next  seven  years,  during  which  pe- 
riod he  is  to  be  liable  to  be  called  upon 
to  rejoin  his  regiment  if  war  breaks 
out ;  and  at  tbe  end  of  that  second  pe- 
riod he  has  to  join  the  Second  Army  Be- 
serve for  the  last  seven  years,  during 
which  he  is  to  be  Eable,  if  necessary,  to 
serve  at  home,  but  not  abroad — so  tiat 
Colontl  C.  IT.  Lindtay 


any  man  who  enlists  in  the  Army  in 
theoretically  a  soldier  for  twenty-ons 
years,  but  only  practically  for  seven 
years,  until  war  breaks  out,  when  every 
£kigliahman  would  naturaJly  fight  for 
his  country.  But  whether  this  be  a 
practicable  plan  or  not,  it  was  clear  that 
it  would  be  preferable  to  making  tho 
first  period  of  a  man's  service  shorter 
than  the  second  and  third,  for  many  a 
waverer  would  be  deterred  from  re-en* 
listing,  and  be  would  be  dischaiged  at 
his  own  request  just  at  the  time  when, 
at  considerable  expense  to  the  country, 
he  had  become  a  trtuned  soldier.  He 
thought  the  shorter  service  system 
would,  if  adopted  and  utilized  upon 
the  principle  which  the  noble  Lord 
had  enunciated,  materially  assist  the 
object  in  view,  and  secure  the  perma- 
nent services,  when  necessary,  of  a  for- 
midable and  reliable  body  of  trained 
men,  who,  until  reqmred,  would  be  fol- 
lowing their  Civil  employments — ^what- 
ever they  might  be.  Having  said  so 
much,  he  agreed  with  the  noble  Lord  in 
tbe  remarks  he  had  made  in  reference 
to  the  ballot  for  tbe  Militia,  which  being 
in  a  modified  form  met  with  his  ap- 
proval; for  it  became  a  matter  of  serious 
consideration  bow  the  ranks  of  the 
Militia  should  be  secured  against  any 
imforeseen  shortcomings  on  t£e  part  of 
the  young  and  able-bodied  in  the  coun- 
try— so  that,  whenever  necessity  re- 
quired, there  might  be  no  difficulty  or 
delay  in  recruiting  the  ranks  of  the 
Militia  up  to  its  maximum.  He  agreed 
with  the  noble  Lord  in  tbe  view  he  has 
token  of  putting  the  ballot  in  force,  a 
power  which  is  only  suspended  until  it 
becomes  expedient  to  exert  it.  He 
agreed  with  him  especially  because  of 
t£e  mild  and  easy  and  tentative  plan 
upon  which  he  proposed  Un  application ; 
because,  in  the  first  place,  no  other  pala- 
table plan  which  he  saw  would  gain  the 
desired  object  at  present;  and,  in  the 
second  place,  because  it  seemed  to  him 
that  the  time  had  arrived — after  every 
idea  and  scheme  that  could  be  devised 
has  been  turned  over  in  the  minds  of 
more  Cabinets  than  one  —  to  realize 
a  system  of  expansion  and  keep  it  in 
working  order.  The  time  had  arrived 
when  4£e  young  and  able-bodied  men 
throughout  the  countiy  between  twenty 
and  forty  should  be  previously  selected 
by  ballot,  not  to  serve,  but  to  be  ren- 
dered liable  to  serve  in  tbe  Militia  for  a 
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givea  period,  and  then  only  in  time  of 
war,  by  which  means  a  guarantee  would 
be  secured  in  that  quarter  which  would 
tend  to  avert  a  position  into  which  the 
country  has  so  often  found  itself  upon 
the  breaking  out  of  war.  He  considered 
these  yarious  classes  of  Beserre  might, 
if  properly  systemized,  be  a  valuable 
machinery  of  expansion  for  feeding  the 
ranks  of  the  Army  when  necessary,  and 
he  thought  the  fact  of  the  Army  being 
under  considerable  reduction  at  the  pre- 
sent  time  was  a  double  reason  why  an 
Army  of  Eeseire  should  be  efTsctually 
organized  without  delay.  And  now, 
with  respect  to  the  position  of  not  the 
least  important  branch  of  the  Seserve 
Forces,  namely — the  Volunteer  service 
— the  noble  Lord  has  expressed  his  opi- 
nion BO  clearly  and  in  such  a  maimer 
that  he  was  able  to  endorse  it  generally, 
and  would,  therefore,  not  weaiy  the 
House  by  traveUiag  over  the  same 
eround.  But  he  must  say,  and  he  would 
do  so  with  eve^  respect  to  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  and  the  Government,  that  we 
oannot  congratulate  ourselves  as  a  body 
upon  the  .  encouragement  which,  after 
ten  years'  incessant  labour  and  reeponsi- 
bili^,  we  have  received  &om  them ;  and 
he  thought  they  had  made  a  great  mis- 
take in  disregarding  the  opinions  and 
feelings  of  comman£ng  officers  in  this 
service  upon  tho  important  question  of 
Supply.  Every  argument  had  been 
used  by  those  who  ought  to  know  best 
what  was  required,  and  nothing  had 
been  done  in  tiie  face  of  those  appeals ; 
and,  what  was  still  more  discouraging, 
intimations  had  been  given  by  the  Se- 
cretary of  State  that  if  more  assistance 
be  given,  more  efficiency  would  be  re- 
quired, which  was  of  itself  a  reflection 
that  we  were  not  as  efficient  as  we  ought 
to  be.  He  must  beg  leave  to  remark  that, 
if  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  meant  that 
we  are  to  put  in  more  attendance  at 
drills  and  parades  in  the  course  of  the 
year,  he  never  was  more  in  error  if  he 
thinks  we  can  get  more  time  out  of  the 
Volunteers  for  drill  purposes  than  we 
do.  And  if  he  means  mat  we  are  not 
in  a  sufficient  state  of  organization,  be 
is  indeed  ungracious,  by  making,  what 
the  Government  have  not  been  able  to 
do,  a  tine  gud  non  for  our  requirements 
being  attended  to,  and  upon  which  our 
healtu  and  vigour  must  for  the  future 
BO  much  depend.  He  would  say  no 
more,  except  that  he  felt  sure  that  if 
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OUT  requirementa  are  not  paid  for,  in 
some  shape,  by  the  Government  or  the 
country — which  is  the  same  thing — in 
that  E^irit  to  which  we  are  by  the  na- 
ture of  our  position  entitled,  a  very 
marked  difference  would  be  found  in 
the  interest  and  spirit  of  both  command- 
ing ofB^ers  and  members  of  BMe  Corps 
throughout  the  country.  And  there  can 
be  no  doubt  that  if  the  Government  wish 
to  keep  up  the  Volunteer  service  and 
improve  its  condition,  the  exemption  to 
first' class  efficiency  serving  on  Junes 
would  have  a  most  valuable  eflect,  and 
would  be  a  most  graceful  acknowlei^- 
ment  of  the  services  rendered  to  the 
GOuntiy  gratuitously.  He  trusted  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  would  consider 
these  views  In  a  liberal  and  oo-opera- 
tive  spirit.  He  hoped  that  this  discue- 
eion  would  ^  of  service  to  the  great 
and  important  object  in  view. 

VtscoTTirr  BUKY  said,  the  last  three 
speeches  were  rather  remarkable.  A  few 
weeks  ago,  he  should  have  thought  it 
impossible  for  any  Member  of  that 
House  to  get  up  and  advocate  a  ballot 
for  the  Mlitia.  They  had,  however, 
now  heard  three  hon.  Members  express 
their  approval  of  the  proposal  that  & 
modified  form  of  ballot  should  be  advo- 
cated. He  commended  the  noble  Lord 
(Lord  Elcho)  for  the  courage  he  had  dis- 
played in  the  treatment  of  the  question, 
and  for  having  openly  avowed  opinions 
which  had  been  long  entertained  in  that 
House,  but  which  no  one  had  yet  dared 
to  assert.  He  looked  upon  m.e  Militia 
as  the  backbone  of  our  military  system, 
and  the  development  of  the  Militia  as 
a  matter  of  the  most  vital  importance. 
It  was  impossible  to  produce  a  Beserve 
Force,  adequate  to  the  requirements  of 
the  country,  without  resorting  in  some 
form  or  other  to  the  ballot.  No  one 
could  observe  with  complacent^  the  mi- 
litary position  of  England  at  the  present 
moment,  looking  at  the  vast,  bloated, 
and  over-grown  establishments  which, 
had  sprung  up  on  the  other  side  of  the 
Channel.  Far  &om  diminishing,  eveiT 
year  added  to  the  numbers  which 
foreign  nations  could  bring  into  the  field, 
and  to  the  superiority  of  their  equip- 
ment, disdpline,  and  organization.  Was 
it  so  with  England  F  It  was  well  known 
that  at  no  period  of  our  history  had 
England  been  able  to  place  45,000  men 
in  fine  of  battle.  Could  that,  for  a  mo- 
mrait,  compare  with  the  enormous  anoa- 
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ments  prepared  on  the  other  side  of  the 
Channel  ?  They  had,  moat  of  them, 
read  Oolopel  Baker's  able  pamphlet  on 
the  oi^ajuzatfoHTif'the  Army,  in  which 
it  would  be  found  that  at  one  of  the 
Duke  of  Wellington's  great  battles,  a 
much  smaller  number  than  45,000  Bri- 
tish troops  were  eng^ed.  [Lord  Elciio: 
There  were  only  18,000  Bntish  infantry 
at  Waterloo.]  Wars  had  more  and  more 

a  tendn-npy  in  hpf/ima   n>inrf ^  ahgrp,  J^nJ 

dedsiTe.  War  would  prehably  come  on 
us  in  a  hurry ;  and  we  should  be  called 
on  to  improvise  a  force  in  the  field  to 
meet  our  foes.  In  the  Crimea,  by  vast 
expenditure,  we  were  kept  from  reaping 
the  full  extent  of  the  disasters  which 
our  disgracefiil  state  of  unpreparedness 
would  otherwise  have  called  down  upon 
U8 ;  but  he  did  not  beheve,  if  similar 
cireumstanoes  were  to  occur  again,  that 
even  vast  expenditure  would  do  all  that 
was  necessary  to  provide  at  a  short  no- 
tice anything  hke  the  oi^anization  which 
would  put  us  upon  a  level  with  our  ene- 
mies. At  sea  we  might  be  superior  to 
any  one  Power,  but  the  result  of  the 
steam  fleets  created  all  over  the  world 
and  of  the  armour-plating  going  on  in 
every  direction,  was  that  the  Great 
Powers  were  almost  on  a  level  with 
regard  to  the  Navy,  and  though  we 
might  be  able  to  compete  with  one 
nation,  we  could  not  certainly  compete 
with  anything  like  a  combination.  W» 
mast  dismiss  that  &om  our  minds.  We 
had  certainly  the  protection  of  the 
frontier,  and  that  would  give  us  sc 
thing  like  a  fortnight's  warning;  but 
the  feet  was,  looking  to  the  state  of  mili- 
tary affairs  on  the  Continent,  we  were, 
comparatively  speaking,  as  defenceles! 
and  as  unprepared  as  we  were  at  the 
time  of  the  Cnmean  War.  The  country 
could  not  look  with  satisfaction  on  that 
patent  fact.  He  was  t»ld  that  the  mili- 
tary expenditure  of  England,  during  the 
last  two  or  three  years,  had  been  as  great 
aa  the  military  expenditure  of  France 
and  Prussia  together.  And  what  had 
we  to  show  for  this?  We  showed  a 
Militia  of  no  practical  use  aa  a  fei 
to  the  Line,  and  a  Volunteer  Force  that 
had  no  ostensible  connection  whatever 
either  with  the  Line  or  the  Militia ;  we 
had  yet  to  organize  a  commissariat  and 
transport  service;  and,  though  there  was 
a  department  of  control  which  he  be- 
lieved was  progresaing  favourably,  yet 
at  present  very  little  wa»  known  about 
Vifcouni  £urt/ 


it.  That  state  of  things  ought  to  be  at 
once  put  an  end  to.  His  right  hon. 
Friend  the  Secretaiy  of  State  for  War, 
in  his  able  speech,  when  bringing  for- 
ward the  Army  Estimates,  proposed  that 
the  numerical  strength  of  the  British 
Army  should  be  diminished,  but  that  the 
cadre  should  be  kept  up  to  a  state  of 
thorough  efficiency.  He  quite  agreed 
with  him.  That  was  the  true  policy, 
'although  he  was  not  tjuite  clear  that  he 
should  have  parted  with  a  single  British 
soldier.  But  he  would  go  further,  and 
say  the  Army,  Militia,  and  Volunteers 
should  be  welded  into  one  homogeneous 
whole,  and  not  remain  as  three  distinct 
services.  With  ballot  for  the  Militia, 
allowing  those  only  to  be  exempted  who 
would  serve  in  the  Line  or  Volunteers, 
the  cadre  of  all  these  would  be  filled, 
and  that  without  any  difiiculty.  Thia 
was  the  old  law — aa  old  aa  the  Anglo- 
Saxons  ;  and  it  was  the  existing  law. 
Let  it  be  put  in  force,  and  it  would  pro- 
duce an  army  on  a  par  with  that  of  any 
nation  on  the  Continent.  It  was  a  felae 
notion  that  the  British  tax-payer  was  too 
cowardly  or  unpatriotic  to  sacrifice  a 
little  of  that  independence  which  was 
worth  nothing  to  him  if  he  could  not 
keep  it  against  all  comers.  He  was 
satisfied  ttiat  if  only  their  leaders  would 
lead  them,  and  would  say  that  for  the 
safety  of  lie  country  something  of  that 
kind  should  be  done,  from  one  end  ol 
Great  Britain  to  the  other,  they  would 
hear  but  one  cry — "  Oi^anize  us;  do 
what  you  hke  with  us ;  only  let  us  stand 
erect  with  the  solf-repect  of  Englishmen, 
and  know  that  England  can  BtUl  main- 
tain its  old  position  in  the  world."  There 
had  been  loo  great  hesitation  hitherto. 
He  hoped  those  who  followed  him  would 
speak  out.  It  was  the  constant  drop- 
ping that  wore  away  the  stone.  He 
said  that  when  ballot  for  the  Militia 
was  estabhshed,  it  would  fill  aU  the 
three.  Army,  Militia,  and  Volunteers, 
for  this  reason  —  Of  course,  when  a 
man  entered  the  Militia  he  must  have 
a  small  bounty,  which  shonld  be  con- 
ditional on  his  engaging  to  aecom- 
Sany  his  regiment  wherever  it  was  or- 
erod;  it  should  be  the  law  that  tha 
Militia  ought  not,  in  time  of  war,  to  bo 
asked  to  volunteer  for  foreign  service ; 
the  condition  of  the  Militia  service  should 
be  to  go  wherever  they  were  ordered. 
An  additional  bounty  to  those  who  had 
'   "  I  force  might  be  necessaiyf 
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but  that  bounty  need  not  be  a  very  large 
oae,  because  the  chance  of  being  called 
on  in  three,  five,  or  seven  years  for  ser- 
nce  outaide  the  kingdom  would  not  be 
great.  The  Army,  of  coiirae,  must  be 
ready  to  go  to  all  parte  of  the  world,  and 
must  have  their  bounty  as  at  pree  ' 
Those  who  wished  to  make  a  profea^on 
of  arms  would  so,  as  now,  in  very  con- 
siderable numbers  into  the  Line;  and 
with  all  the  reforms  now  in  progress  we 
^ould  have  no  difficulty  in  filling  up  in 
time  of  peace  the  cadre  of  the  l2ne. 
Then,  wita  a  balloted  Militia,  exemp- 
tions being  given  only  to  the  Volunteers, 
the  regiments  of  the  Militia  would  be 
full ;  and  as  the  Line  regiments  would 
be  only  perhaps  half  their  strength  in 
time  of  peace,  he  thought  it  would  1 
desirable  that  there  ^ouM  be  large 
camps  of  instruction,  something  in  the 
Prussian  style,  where  military  ma- 
noeuvres on  a  lai^  scale  should  be  un- 
dertaken— the  cm&'M  being  filled  up  from 
the  ranks  of  the  "Militia.  He  thought  a 
regiment  of  the  Line,  Militia,  and  Volun- 
teers shoidd  form,  as  it  were,  three  bat- 
talions of  the  same  corps.  They  diould 
be  localized  as  much  as  possible,  and 
instructed  to  act  together.  This  system 
should  be  carried  out  through  the  whole 
country.  Every  man  capable  of  bearing 
arms  being  obliged  either  to  go  into  the 
Militia,  the  Army,  or  Volunteers,  there 
would  be  no  difficulty,  because  any  one 
would  obtain  exemption  &om  the  Militia 
ballot  by  joining  the  Volunteers;  and 
having  the  Volunteer  r^imenta  full, 
they  would  have  sufficient  command  over 
them  to  place  them  under  somewhat 
stricter  discipline  than  at  present, 
present  it  was  not  a  recognized  dufy 
the  part  of  the  young  men  of  England 
to  join  in  the  defence  of  their  country, 
and  they  had  no  sufficient  hold  over  the 
Volunteers.  They  had  to  coax  them 
order  to  get  them  to  attend  to  their 
duties.  If  the  Volunteer  force  was  to 
be  worth  anything,  it  was  perfectly 
obvious  that  its  members  must  be  drilled, 
and  that  they  must  not  come  out  only  at 
their  own  option.  They  could  not  force 
them  now,  because  they  had  the  option 
of  retiring  at  the  end  of  foiirteen  days, 
and  if  the  personal  persuasion  exercised 
over  them  by  the  commanding  officer 
was  not  sufficient  to  bring  them  out,  and 
if  great  dissatisfaction  was  systematically 
expressed  at  their  absence  from  parade, 
the  regimente  would  dwindle  away,  and 


the  parades  would  become  worse  and 
worse.  He  was  not  spoaking  of  the 
good  regiments,  for  some  oonunanding 
officers  had  shown  extraordinary  tact  in 
keeping  up  their  regiments  for  the  lost 
ten  years ;  but  it  ought  not  to  depend 
upon  the  tact  of  a  commanding  officer 
whether  the  regiment  should  be  kept 
together  or  not.  If,  instead  of  allowing 
a  man  to  go  for  good  and  all  when  he 
had  competed  the  fourteen  days'  ser- 
vice, they  were  to  let  him  know  that  if 
he  left  he  would  be  liable  to  be  balloted 
for  the  Militia,  that  would  give  them  a 
great  additional  hold  upon  him.  He 
aid  not  like  to  speak  against  the  dis- 
cipline of  the  Volunteers,  for  there  was 
not  any  body  of  men  more  willing  to  be 
led  and  to  do  what  was  right,  and  their 
discipline,  considering  the  limited  oppor- 
tunities they  had  for  acquiring  it,  was  as 
good  as  could  be  expected  ;  and  he  must 
say  that  he  never  knew  an  instance  of 
insubordination  during  the  time  he  was 
a  commanding  officer  of  Volunteers, 
Nevertheless,  discipline  was  not  mere 
obedience  te  orders — it  was  a  peculiar 
frame  of  mind  produced  by  habit,  and  an 
unreasoning  subordination  of  one's  own 
will  to  the  orders  of  the  superior  officer. 
That  was  the  discipline  which  Volun- 
teers had  not  got,  because  they  had  not 
sufficient  training.  However,  if  they 
were  associated  with  the  Line,  they 
would  very  soon  acquire  the  tone  of 
necessary  obedience.  At  present,  how- 
ever, there  was  no  organization  for  the 
Volunteers  ;  and  it  was  only  by  looking 
upon  the  three  services  of  the  Line,  the 
Militia,  and  the  Volunteers  as  one  whole 
that  a  Reserve  Force,  worthy  of  this 
country,  could  be  established. 

Colonel  NOETH  said,  it  appeared  to 
be  the  general  opinion  of  the  House  that 
there  should  be  an  Army  of  Reserve, 
and,  therefore,  he  could  not  understand 
what  induced  the  GoTemment  to  propose 
in  the  Army  Estimates  a  reduction  of 
11,000  men.  He  thought  his  noble 
Friend  who  had  just  spoken  (Viscount 
Bury)  had  explained  the  really  invalu- 
able quahties  of  a  good  soldier.  It  was 
the  disciplined  mind  which  was  his  great 
value.  Civil  and  military  life  were  en- 
tirely different  things,  and  the  soldier 
had  to  submit  to  restrainte  of  which  the 
civihan  knew  nothing.  The  disasters  of 
the  Crimean  War  were  still  remem- 
bered, and  he  femed  that  if  war  again 
broke  out  to-morrow  tiie  country  would 
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aeoin  be  disgraced  in  the  Bame  iray. 
He  (Colonel  North)  trusted  that  the 
trained  soldier  would  not  be  bound  to 
leave  the  Army  at  the  eud  of  seven 
years,  or  ten  years,  whatever  might  bo 
the  particular  period  filed  on.  The 
question  of  re-engaging  a  soldier  he 
would  leave  to  the  commanding  ofBcer, 
because  a  man,  although  he  might  have 
performed  his  duly  very  ■well,  might 
nave  been  a  very  troublesome  soldier, 
and  therefore  it  would  not  be  desirable 
to  re-engage  him.  Two  Royal  Com- 
missione  had  reported  on  this  subject, 
and  had  pointed  out  that,  as  war  was 
carried  on  in  these  days,  there  was  no 
time  for  repairing  the  consequences  of 
past  neglect,  and  that  the  vast  interests 
at  stake  warranted  an  increased  outlay 
upon  the  Army.  But  such  recommend- 
ations, valuable  as  they  were  thought 
to  be  at  the  time,  were  soon  forgotten. 
He  agreed  with  the  Secretary  for  War 
that  the  best  plan,  under  present  circum- 
stances, was  to  keep  the  cadret  of  regi- 
ments without  reducing  the  regiments. 
It  would  be  very  well  to  adopt  a  different 
course  if  we  had  an  efficient  Reserve, 
but  at  present  we  had  only  2,700  men 
in  Reserve,  and  one  general  action  in 
time  of  war  would  absorb  them  all. 
:-  Mb.  H.  R,  brand  apologized  to  the 
House  for  intruding  himself  on  the  pre- 
sent occasion  ;  but  he  wished  to  express 
his  thanks  to  the  noble  Lord  the  Member 
for  Haddingtonshire  (Lord  Elcho)  for 
having  introduced  a  discustdon  which 
would  be  use^  to  the  Army  and  to  the 
nation  at  large.  He  wished  the  Reso- 
lution of  the  noble  Lord  had  gone  further 
than  it  did,  and  stated  that  it  was  im- 
possible to  maintain  the  efficiency  of  the 
Reserve  unless  they  maintained  the  effi- 
ciency and  increased  the  popularity  of 
the  Army.  The  efficiency  of  the  Army 
could  not  be  maintained,  in  his  opinion, 
if  the  system  adopted  at  the  War  Office 
of  reducing  the  number  of  men  com- 
posing the  Army  was  to  be  persevered 
with;  and  yet,  as  economy  in  the  ad- 
ministration of  the  public  services  was 
demanded  by  the  nation,  and  considering 
the  short  period  of  time  which  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  the  Secretary  of  State 
for  War  had  had  at  his  command  in 
which  to  mature  his  plana,  he  must  con- 
fess that  the  right  hon.  Qentleman  had 
proposed  to  carry  out  the  reductions  in 
the  Army  in  such  a  manner  as  to  impair 
as  little  as  possible  the  efficiency  of 
Colonil  North 
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that  service.  The  subject  before  the 
House  was  not  so  much  the  necessity 
of  maintaining  a  Reserve  Force,  for  on 
that  point  all  parties  were  agreed — ^but 
it  resolved  itself  into  two  questions. 
First,  from  what  class  of  men  ought  the 
Army  to  be  recruited,  and  from  what 
quarter  ought  they  to  be  obtained  f  With 
regard  to  the  first  question,  he  would 
say  that  it  ought  to  be  composed  of  men 
in  the  fiill  vigour  of  life,  for  in  time  of 
wax  the  sererest  services  might  be  re- 
quired from  them,  and  all  statistics 
proved  that  in  such  cases  the  siokneas 
among  the  young  was  trifling  as  com- 
pared with  the  old.  Besides,  Qiese  men 
ought  to  be  made  amenable  to  habits  of 
discipline  and  subordination.  Then,  with 
regwd  to  the  second  question  —  from 
what  quarter  were  they  to  be  obtained 
— he  asked,  were  they  to  look  for  them 
among  the  Volunteers?  Certainly  not. 
That  was  not  a  force  from  which  to  re- 
cruit the  Army  of  the  Line.  The  Vo- 
lunteers were  a  very  useful  force,  and 
would  prove  extremely  valuable  in  case 

'nvasion  and  for  the  garrisoning  of 
forts  ;  but  if  a  Continental  war  were 
to  break  out  he  did  not  believe  that  one 

ten  of  them  would  care,  or  indeed 
would  be  able  to  leave  his  civil  career  to 
serve  in  the  Army.  Could  they,  then, 
be  produced  from  die  Militia?  His 
opinion  was  that  such  a  course  would 
neither  be  the  best  nor  the  most  econo- 
mical. In  ordinary  circumstances  the 
age  number  of  men  received  from 
the  Mihtia  into  the  Army  was  small, 
and  the  reason  was  sufficiently  obvious  ; 
for  the  duties  of  the  Militia  hardly  inter- 
fered at  all  with  their  ordinary  work, 
and  their  pay  during  their  twenty-one 
days  training  was  equal  to  3«.  a  day. 
These  facts  sufficiently  proved  that  the 
greater  number  of  men  enlisting  in  the 
Militia  would  not  be  equally  willing  to 
enlist  in  the  Regular  Army,  besides  which, 
it  must  be  borne  in  mind  that  recruiting 
for  the  Militia  interfered  with  recruiting 
for  the  Army.  Even,  however,  if  you 
were  by  encouragement  to  persuade  men 
to  enlist  from  the  Militia  into  the  Line, 
the  advantage  to  the  Army  would  be 
doubtful,  for  it  had  been  stated  by  offi- 
cers of  experience  that  Militiamen  seldom 
made  good  soldiers.  They  acquired  idle 
habits  in  the  Militia,  they  brought  those 
habits  into  the  Army,  and  they  seldom 
made  good  soldiers.  If  a  man  were  to 
join  the  Regular  Army,  it  would  be  faEttter 
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iat  him  and  more  economical  for  the 
coostry  that  he  Bhould  do  so  at  once.  1 
Then  it  vaa  said  that  after  a  certain 


period  of  service  in  the  Army,  a  man 
should  aerre  out  the  remainder  of  hiB 
time  in  the  Militia.  It  appeared  to  him 
that  that  course  also  was  unnecessary. 
If  evenr  regiment  in  the  Army  were  en- 
listed m>m  a  district  or  county,  and  if  a 
depSt  were  always  quartered  in  the  chief 
town  of  the  county,  it  would  be  reason- 
able after,  say  fire  years'  service,  to  give 
a  man  mdimited  furlough  on  condition 
that  he  remained  liable  to  serve  the. 
State  up  to  a  certain  period  and  mustered 
st  the  depSt  once  a  year.  If  that  system 
were  tried,  and  if  it  should  be  found 
Buoceseful  then  the  Militia  would  be 
wholly  unnecessary.  He  believed  that 
if  the  Army  could  be  rendered  a  popular 
service  the  difficulties  of  the  problem 
might  be  solved.  Now,  what  were  the 
causes  of  the  unpopularity  of  the  Army  ? 
He  would  not  detain  the  House  by  stating 
more  than  two  or  tbree.  One  was  the 
long  period  of  service  ;  another  was  the 
low  rate  of  pay,  with  it»  many  deduc- 
tions ;  and  a  third  was,  though  he  knew 
there  were  differences  of  opinion,  the 
marking  of  men  with  the  letter  "  D." 
He  knew  it  was  argued  that  it  was  ne- 
cessary to  keep  up  this  punishment  in 
order  to  deter  men  from  deserting  and 
then  re-enlisting  to  obtain  the  bounty. 
Now,  he  believed  that  those  were  just 
the  men  who  cared  the  least  for  the  dis- 
grace, while  the  punishment  deterred 
the  men  whose  self-respect  rendered 
them  most  desirable  for  soldiers.  If  the 
bounty  was  such  a  temptation,  it  would 
be  better  to  aboHsh  it  altogether.  If  the 
bounty  were  not  given,  die  men  must 
have  a  higher  rate  of  pay,  and  then 
having  served  for  five  yean  they  should 
hare  a  right  to  enter  into  the  Beserve, 
being  bound  to  enter  into  the  active 
service  of  the  State  in  case  of  war.  He 
believed  this  would  make  the  Army  po- 
pular, give  them  a  better  class  of  re- 
cruits, and  enable  them  to  maintain  an 
efficient  Beserve  Force.  But  after  these 
measures  were  taken  another  reform 
would  still  be  wanting — you  mnst  give 
to  soldiers  of  good  character  and  educa- 
tion a  chance  of  obtaining  a  commission, 
and  you  could  only  do  uiat  by  making 
certwn  modificationfl  in  the  system  of 
promotion  by  purchase. 

Colonel  GILPIN  said,  the  great  object 
of  the  noble  Lord  the  Member  for  ^^■ 
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dingtonshire  (Lord  ELcho)  appeared  to 
be  to  establish  the  ballot  for  the  Militia. 
The  noble  Lord  said  that  if  we  were  a 
Continental  State  we  woidd  be  compelled 
to  have  recourse  to  conscription.  As  it 
was  he  supposed  the  noble  Lord  could 
hardly  venture  to  recommend  that  sys- 
tem and  so  he  confined  himself  to  the 
ballot.  The  noble  Lord  the  Member 
for  Berwick  (Viscount  Bury)  appeared 
to  join  with  him  in  that  sentiment,  and 
the  whole  object  appeared  to  be  to  set 
a  mark  gainst  every  man's  name  ex- 
cept the  Volunteers.  [Viscount  Bubt  : 
I  entirely  r^udiato  that  sentiment.] 
He  (Colonel  Gilpin)  alluded  to  what  the 
noble  Lord  (Lord  Elcho)  said  about  the 
ballot  for  the  Militia.  With  regard  to  the 
reductions  which  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man the  Secretary  of  State  for  War  had 
made,  perhaps  it  would  have  been  more 
prudent  if  he  and  his  Friends  had  not 
talked  so  much  abont  economy  dur- 
ing the  last  election,  because  it  bound 
hiTn  to  make  certain  reductions;  how- 
ever, he  was  quite  sure  that  if  the 
right  hon.  GenUeman  believed  any  of 
hia  reductions  would  tend  to  impair 
the  efficiency  of  the  Army  he  would 
never  have  made  them.  He  thought  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman's  reductions  were 
judicious,  except  that  one  with  regard 
to  the  Cavabry  regiments,  by  which  he  ' 
made  the  squadron  the  unit  of  the  regi- 
ment. He  nad  reduced  the  second  cap- 
tain of  the  regiment  to  the  position  of  a 
mere  subaltern.  If  instead  of  reducing 
the  men  and  officers  he  had  reduced 
about  forty  horses  that  were  seldom  or 
never  mounted,  it  would  have  been 
much  bett«r  and  more  economical.  He 
hoped  that  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
would  not,  for  one  moment,  Usten  fo 
the  proposal  which  had  been  made  by 
the  noble  Lord  the  Member  for  Had- 
dingtonshire to  adopt  the  ballot  in  the 
case  of  the  Militia.  To  do  so  would 
be  to  render  the  service  very  unpopn- 
lar,  although  it  might  be  very  well  to 
keep  the  ballot  in  tho  background.  Let 
the  House  see  what  the  Militia  had  done 
during  the  Indian  Mutiny  and  the  War 
in  the  Crimea  without  any  ballot.  In 
the  course  of  the  Crimean  War  we  sent 
about  22,000  regular  troops  to  the  Cri- 
mea, and  during  the  same  time  the 
Militia  had  given  to  the  Army  30,000 
trained  soldiers.  In  the  timb  of  the 
Indian  Mutiny  much  the  same  thing 
took  place.    He  held  that  the  consti- 
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tntional  dutf  of  the  Militia  was  to  de- 
fend OUT  shores  ia  time  of  war,  to  gar- 
rieoQ  our  fortresses,  and  to  recruit  the 
Eegular  troops.  The  hon.  Member  for 
Hertford  (Mr.  H.  E.  Brand)  said  the 
Army  did  not  get  good  men  &om  the 
Militia,  that  they  were  of  idle  habits; 
but  he  could  tell  his  hon.  Friend  that 
during  the  Crimean  War  he  sent  eighty- 
Bix  men  of  his  regiment  (the  Bedford 
Militia)  to  the  same  branch  of  the  ser- 
vice to  which  his  hon.  Friend  belonged 
— Her  Majesty's  Guards.  They  joined 
the  Grenadier  Guards;  they  went  into 
.  one  company,  and  he  was  informed  by 
the  adjutant  that  there  was  only  one 
black  sheep  among  them.  [Mr.  H.  B.. 
BoAiTD :  I  was  spealdng  from  the  evi- 
dence given  before  the  MOitary  Com- 
mission.] He  (Colonel  Gilpin)  bad  not 
read  the  evidence — he  was  speaking 
Irom  facts.  It  was  said  that  the  Militia 
Heserre  had  been  rather  a  failure,  but 
it  was  to  be  remembered  that  it  had  a 
very  recent  trial — was  only  put  before 
the  men  at  their  last  drOl,  and  was  im- 
perfectly understood  by  them.  He  had 
endeavoured  fai  explain  it  to  his  own 
men,  but,  as  he  had  no  o£Scial  docu- 
ments he  could  only  do  so  imperfectly. 
He  suggested  that  uie  men  ought  ta  be 
asked  to  volunteer,  not  during  me  train- 
ing only,  but  all  the  year  roimd.  He 
gladly  admitted  that  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
ueman  had  done  much  for  the  Militia 
— he  hoped  he  would  do  still  more,  but 
he  trusted  he  would  not  give  his  i 
sent  to  the  adoption  of  the  ballot. 

Ma.  CAEDWELL :  I  hope  it  wiU  not 
be  expected  of  me  that  I  should  enter 
into  uiis  discussion  in  any  controversial 
spirit.  I  feel  the  great  importance  and 
value  of  this  discussion,  and  I  gladly  re- 
cognize the  ^irit  in  which  the  noble 
Lord  (Lord  Hcho)  has  brought  it  for- 
ward at  a  time  when  it  ought  to  be  con- 
sidered, and  he  has  expressed  his  own 
opinions  and  invited  others  to  express 
theirs  in  the  most  temperate  manner. 
Aa  to  the  views  which  he  has  expressed, 
I  may  say  that  there  are  many  of  them 
in  which  I  not  only  entirely  concur,  but 
with  respect  to  which  I  think  I  may 
appeal  to  him  to  bear  testimony  to  the 
fact  that  I  have  already  stated  my 
opinion  upon  them  to  the  House.  I 
agree  with  my  noble  Friend  in  thinking 
tl^t  our  Army  should  be  small  in  times 
of  peace,  but  capable  of  expansion,  and 
that  our  Beserves  should  oe  large.    I 
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agree  with  him  also  in  the  opinion  that 
our  Beserves  as  Army  Eeserves,  should 
be  connected  with  the  Army  as  inde- 
pendent of  those  other  Beserves  whose 
'  principal  fimction  it  is  to  act  with  the 
Army ;  that  is  to  say,  they  should,  if 
possible,  be  rather  furlough  men  for  the 
Army  than  men  who  belong  at  the  same 
time  to  the  Militia  and  Army.  I  there- 
fore agree  with  my  noble  Friend  in 
thinking  that  the  true  basis  of  Army 
,  reform,  as  bearing  upon  this  question, 
is  that  we  should  establish  a  shorter  ser- 
vice— that  is  to  say,  a  long  enlistment,  of 
which  a  portion  of  the  service  should  be 
only  in  the  Line,  and  the  remainder  in 
the  Beserve.  I  concur,  too,  in  the  opi- 
nion that,  as  f ar  aa  possible,  those  men 
who  are  to  constitute  a  Beserve  for  the 
Army  should  be  trained  with  the  Army, 
and  I  f  bin  It  my  noble  Friend  justly  de- 
scribed the  Militia  when  he  said  that 
they  constituted  the  backbone  of  our  de- 
fences as  connected  on  one  side  with  the 
Army  and  on  the  other  with  the  Volun- 
teers. I  agree,  moreover,  with  biin  in 
the  opinion  that  so  delicate  a  system  aa 
the  British  Army,  depending  on  volua- 
tary  recruitment,  ought  to  he  dealt  with 
witti  great  caution  as  well  as  vigour, 
and  that  we  must  not  cease  to  enlist  men 
under  the  present  system,  which  has 
furnished  us  with  a  strong  and  reliable 
Army,  until  we  have  proved  a  new  sys- 
tem for  fiimiwhing  ua  with  an  Army  of 
Beserve,  and  found  how  it  would  answer. 
I  also  think  with  my  noble  Friend  that 
we  shoiild  make,  as  far  as  we  can,  our 
civil  patronage  subservient  to  offering 
greater  inducements  to  men  to  serve  in 
the  Army,  and  that  we  should  regard  no 
qualification  for  receiving  civil  patronage 
so  great  as  that  a  man  had  rendered 
services  to  his  coimtry  in  the  Army. 
There  are,  however,  some  other  points 
with  respect  to  which  I  am  not  so  for- 
tunate in  agreeing  with  my  noble  Friend. 
He  has  cautioned  me  not  to  express  my* 
self  too  strongly  as  to  the  merits  of  any 
particular  detailed  plan,  and  I  admit  the 
wisdom  of  this  caution,  because  it  is,  it 
seems  to  me,  moat  desirable  that  the 
fairest  opportunity  should  be  afforded  of 
considering  any  plan  which  may  be  pro- 
posed. I  may,  however,  observe  that  I 
think  twenty-one  years  will  be  found  to 
be  too  long  a  period  for  a  man  to  commit 
himself  to  at  tne  outset  as  the  period  of 
his  military  service.  Not  only  must,  in 
my  opinion,  the  service  be  slmrter,  bat 
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the  period  of  ecliBtment,  otherwiee  ire 
shall  be  diBoouraging  a  laree  bodv  of 
men  &oTa  jouudb;  our  standard  ffnom 
we  should  be  glad  to  attract  to  it.  Then 
my  noble  Friend  is  rather  strongly  in 
favour  of  pensions,  and  I  cannot  help 
remarking  that  in  the  course  of  this  dis- 
OUBsion  one  or  two  cqpeakera  have  said 
that,  if  it  were  not  for  the  question  of 
expense,  the  whole  matter  might  be 
easily  settled.  Now,  I  am  quite  sure 
the  House  of  Commons  will  not  u^e 
the  Minister  for  War  to  be  regardless  of 
the  question  of  expense.  You  will  be 
able  to  have,  what  there  are  in  evety 
other  service,  two  classes — those  who  go 
on  to  become  your  non-commissioned 
officers  and  your  valuable  soldiers,  the 
pivots  and  hinges  of  your  Army,  and 
those  who  serve  for  a  snorter  period  and 
pass  away  into  Beeerves  or  into  civil 
life.  The  former  will  earn  a  pension, 
and  the  latter  will  be  no  chaise  upon 
you;  and  I  do  hope  that  one  effect  of 
the  changes  which  will  be  made  will  be 
that  the  lai^e  list  of  pensions  will  in 
future  be  considerably  diminished.  I 
must  say  that  the  plan  suggested  by 
my  noble  Friend  will  have  great  recom- 
mendations  for  me  if,  when  I  come  to 
examine  the  figures,  I  find  I  can  obtain 
aiEleserve  of  131,000  men  for  the  sum 
named.  I  must  sayl  suspect  the  figures 
will  not  bear  the  strict  analysis  to  which 
they  must  be  subjected  before  they  can 
be  practically  proposed  in  the  shape  of 
Estimates. 

Then  we  come  to  die  great  question, 
the  plan  which  the  noble  Ijord  proposes, 
to  resort  to  the  ballot.  On  that  point  I 
will  venture  to  offer  some  observations, 
indicating  that  I  by  no  means  concur  in 
that  proposition.  The  hon.  and  gallant 
Member  for  Oxfordshire  (Colonel  North) 
oould  not  help,  in  the  course  of  his 
friendly  remarks,  giving  me  a  slight 
blow  on  account  of  the  reduction  we 
made  in  the  number  of  men ;  but  he 
should  have  remembered  that,  though 
ve  have  a  smaller  number  of  men  to  be 
chai^^  upon  the  Estimates,  according 
to  the  distribution  provided  by  the  Esti- 
mates we  have  at  home  a  larger  num- 
ber of  men  than  we  have  had  in  any 
recent  year,  and  we  have  a  larger  niunber 
of  battalions,  which  is  of  greater  conse- 
quence, because,  according  to  the  views 
now  generally  accepted,  a  defensive  force 
ought  to  be  couutM  rather  by  the  num- 
ber of  battahons  that  are  at  home  than 
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hy  the  number  of  men,  and  instead  of  a 
full  eadre  and  a  small  number  of  batta- 
lions we  ought  to  have  an  expansive 
force  to  be  supplied  by  cheap  reserves. 
No  hon.  Member  can  attach  greater  im- 
portance to  this  subject  than  the  Go- 
vernment have  done  since  they  came 
into  Office.  I  conceive  it  to  be  a  ques- 
tion of  cardinal  importance ;  it  is  not 
limited  to  the  queEtion  of  the  Militia 
Eeserve,  or  of  the  Army  Eeeerve,  or  of 
shorter  enlistments,  although  those  are 
important  questions,  but  it  comprehends 
the  whole  question  of  the  defence  of  this 
country,  and  therefore  it  comprehends 
the  maintenance  of  a  force  which  must 
be  powerful  enough  for  those  offensive 
operations  which  a  serious  state  of  war 
necessarily  involves.  It  comprehends  the 
Navy,  fortifications,  garrisons,  the  de- 
fence of  commercial  harbours  by  new 
inventions,  the  railway  communications 
of  the  country,  the  supply  service  for 
large  bodies  of  men,  and  the  complete 
organization  of  all  auxiliaries.  This  ia 
no  doubt  a  very  long  question,  and  if 
we  look  only  to  its  oearing  upon  the 
Army  and  the  Eeserve,  it  is  even  then 
a  very  large  question,  and  one  that  re- 
quires great  consideration.  About  ten 
years  ago  there  was  just  the  same  diffi- 
culty with  regard  to  Eeserves  for  the 
Navy  that  there  is  now  with  regard  to 
Beservesfor  the  Army;  and  myright  hon. 
Friend  opposite  (Sir  John  PakmgtonJ, 
who  was  then  First  Lord  of  the  Admi- 
ralty, appointed  a  Commission  on  which 
I  had  the  honour  to  serve.  At  that 
time  it  was  the  opinion  of  many  autho- 
rities that  recourse  must  be  had  to  naval 
conscription  as  a  means  of  manning  the 
Navy.  K  the  proverb  be  true  that  in 
the  multitude  of  counsellors  there  is 
safety,  every  day  brought  out  some 
new  pamphlet  containing  information  as 
to  how  we  ought  to  man  the  Navy,  just 
as  now  papers  of  great  ability  tell  us 
how  we  should  man  the  Army.  The 
Commission  was  able  to  bring  the  sug- 
gestions that  were  ofi'ered  to  a  focus,  and 
I  had  the  honour  of  making  a  proposal 
to  the  Commission.  I  weU  remember 
the  difficulty  with  which  at  that  time 
it  was  supposed  to  be  surrounded ;  but 
it  was  adopted  by  the  Oovemment  of 
which  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  was 
then  a  member,  it  became  law,  and  it 
has  been  put  in  force.  At  the  time  of 
the  JVmt  outr^e,  though  the  emei^ncy 
was  not  one  which  called  upon  the  men 
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by  tiie  oonditions  of  their  engagement 
to  serve,  they  come  forward  and  volun- 
teered to  serve.  Some  of  my  friends 
in  this  neighbourhood  have  expressed 
dottbts,  continually  repeated  up  to  now, 
as  to  whether  the  Boyal  Naval  fieserve 
is  a  force  on  which  reliance  can  be 
placed ;  but  I  hope  the  recent  cruise 
has  done  eomeming  to  dispel  those 
doubts,  and  I  trust  it  is  now  admitted 
that  the  difficulty  of  finding  a  Beseirve 
fbr  the  Navy  is  at  an  end. 

With  r^^rd  to  the  Army,  I  hope  the 
result  of  this  debate  will  not  be  to  give  to 
the  world  the  notion  that  because  we  do 
not  maintain  snch  an  enormous  Army  as 
vre  regret  to  see  is  maintained  in  other 
countries  on  the  Continent  of  Europe — 
because  we  are  not  wasting  the  strength 
of  our  population  by  employing  it  in 
unproductive  instead  of  in  productive 
industry  —  there  ia  really  any  difficulty 
in  this  country  rendering  it«elf  secure 
against  attaek  and  the  apprehension  of 
attack.  When  I  consider  that  we  have 
the  best  possible  frontier — thesea;when 
I  consider  the  defensible  size  of  the 
country ;  when  I  think  of  the  Navy  we 
possess ;  when  I  consider  how  ready  the 
people  of  this  countiy  are,  by  voluntary 
eulistmeut,  to  furnish  adequate  suppbea 
of  men  for  every  branch  of  the  military 
service,  and  when  I  consider  the  wealth 
and  the  skill  which  gives  us  the  supe- 
riority over  other  countries  in  warlike 
material,  I  cannot  believe  that  there  is 
the  least  doubt  of  our  being  able  to 
bring  those  materials  into  such  a  focua 
aa  to  enable  us  to  maintain  our  position 
with  dignity  and  comfort.  These  things 
are  great  in  their  separate  excellence  ; 
but  are  they  equally  admirable  in  their 
combination?  There,  I  believe,  is  the 
true  source  of  the  eviL  Hitherto  there 
has  been  no  complete  and  efficient  or- 
ganization at  all.  I  believe  it  is  our 
united  object  so  to  weld  and  consolidate 
every  branch  of  the  service — the  Regular 
Army,  the  Militia,  the  Tolunteers,  and 
the  Beserve  Foroes,  that  they  may  be 
animated  by  one  spirit  and  directed  by 
one  purpose,  and  constitute  together  the 
great  defensive  force  of  our  common 
country.  My  noble  Friend  proposes  eon- 
Bcriplion.  I  must  really  ask  bim  whe- 
ther I  have  rightly  understood  his  pro- 
posal. I  do  not  understand  he  wishes 
ns  to  resort  to  the  ballot  of  the  former 
war.  I  understand  him  to  hint  at  a  plan 
which  is  to  do  injury  to  nobody,  and 
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which  yet  is  to  be  so  great  a  deterrent 
that  everyone  will  become  a  Volunteer 
for  fear  of  being  caught  by  the  ballot. 
It  appears  to  me  to  be  rather  a  difficult 
proposition  to  accomplish  this.    The  first 

S.estion  I  ask  myself  is  this  —  Why 
ould  we  resort  to  that  which,  to  the 
English  mind,  is  not  an  acceptable  pro- 
po^  P  We  agreed,  in  considering  the 
question  of  the  manning  of  the  Navy, 
that  the  Queen  baa  a  right  to  the  ser- 
vice of  every  one  of  her  subjects,  and 
yet  we  did  not  revert  to  the  old  method 
of  impressment  for  the  defence  of  the 
country.  Surely  conscription  ought  to 
be  our  laet  resource.  Surely  we  shall 
not  have  it  enforced  at  the  time  when 
recruiting  for  the  Regular  Army  never 
was  so  brisk,  when  we  obtain  all  the 
Militiamen  Parliament  enables  us  to 
raise,  and  when  die  only  reason  why 
the  Militia  Heserve  is  not  so  full  ia  that 
we  have  so  strictly  enforced  conditions 
that  a  number  of  those  who  ofTered  them- 
selves have  been  rmected.  As  to  the  Vo- 
lunteers, it  would  be  an  indignity  and 
an  injnstice  to  them  to  say  that  they  re- 
quire any  measure  of  this  kind  in  order 
to  strengthen  and  increase  their  number. 
What  is  the  case  ?  They  complain  that 
the  capitation  grant  is  inadec^uate — ^that 
they  are  giving  not  only  their  time  and 
services,  but  are  also  compelled  to  give 
their  money,  to  the  service  of  the  countiy. 
Even  under  this  state  of  things,  has 
there  been  any  decrease  in  the  number 
of  Volunteers?  Has  there  not,  on  the 
contrary,  been  a  large  and  continuoua 
increase  ?  If  you  can  recruit  the  Army 
by  voluntary  enlistment — if  you  can  re- 
cruit die  Militia  by  the  same  means — if 
the  Yeomanry  are  full  and  the  Volun- 
teers are  increasing,  why  should  you  talk 
of  bringing  into  use  that  weapon  which 
is  regarded  by  every  one  as  the  last 
resort,  and  it  has  always  been  the  great 
boast  of  England  that  she  has  never 
been  compelled  to  have  recourse  to  it  ? 
The  noble  Lord  quoted  the  opinion 
expressed  by  Sir  James  Graham  in  1 860, 
to  the  effect  that  the  regulation  with  re- 
gard to  the  ballot  ought  to  be  made 
more  perfect  in  times  of  peace.  I  do  not 
know  whether  my  noble  Friend  is  aware 
that  in  August,  1860,  this  House  passed 
an  Act  to  amend  the  laws  relating  to  the 
ballot  for  the  Militia.  I  quite  agree  that 
the  law  on  that  subject,  aa  on  all  sub- 
jects, should  be  amended  if  it  happens 
to  be  imperfect ;  but  I  do  not  think  the 
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remark  of  Sir  James  Graham  applies  to 
the  Act  of  wMch.  I  speak,  and  I  am 
oertainlf  not  prepared  to  nve  any  en- 
oouragement  to  the  idea  that  the  Oo- 
Temment  has  any  intention,  under  the 
present  oiroiunstancee,  to  have  recourse 
to  any  coercive  process  to  enlist  the 
Army.  Our  system  of  reomiting  is  a 
bounty  system,  and  it  appears  to  me  that 
it  may  fairly  be  likened  to  that  system  of 
■which  we  have  heard  so  much  in  physics 
— the  system  of  natural  seleotion.  It 
appeals  to  all  the  different  dasaee  of  the 
community.     Those  who  have  a  military 

Sirit  and  desire  to  devote  their  lives 
oroughly  to  the  service  of  their  country 
are  induced  to  enter  the  Begular  Army ; 
the  gentlemen  of  the  country  are  invited 
to  be  officers,  and  they  come  forward 
gallantly  to  officer  each  of  the  Beserved 
forces.  Many  hon.  Qentlemeu  whom  I 
see  opposite  are  conspicuous  for  exerting 
themselves  as  commanding  officers  of 
Mihtia  regiments;  and  the  Yeomanry 
and  Volunteers  are  officered  from  the 
same  class.  When  you  come  to  the  rank 
and  file  you  find  the  agricultural  labourer 
in  the  Militia,  the  farmer  and  tarn  ser- 
vant in  the  Yeomanir;  and  as  to  the 
Volunteers,  I  believe  I  am  accurate  in 
saying  that  the  large  increase  in  the 
numherfi  which  has  lately  ocoorred  has 
been  concurrent  with  a  change  in  the 
classes  who  have  joined  that  Force.  I 
believe  it  has  become  much  more  general, 
and,  as  an  hon.  Friend  of  mine  (Mr. 
Akroyd)  steted  earlier  in  the  debate, 
axtizans  who  cannot  conveniently  give 
their  time  for  several  weeks  togel£er, 
but  are  still  desirous  of  joining  in  the 
defence  of  the  country,  willingly  give 
their  time  in  the  evenings  to  become 
efficient  members  of  the  Volunteer  Force. 
If  you  thus  combine  the  agricultural  and 
the  urban  classes  by  voluntary  enlist- 
ment, surely  there  can  be  no  reason  to 
resort  to  any  coercive  process  which,  in 
the  Great  War,  was  found  to  be  so  ex- 
ceedingly injurious,  that  before  the  close 
of  the  war  it  had  to  be  given  up  ? 

Now,  the  ^estion  we  really  have  to 
consider  is— What  shall  the  Beserves 
be?  because  I  think  we  do  not  suffi- 
ciently distinguish  between  the  two  ob- 
jects for  whic^  you  want  a  Beserve.  You 
want  a  Beeerve  to  supply  the  wants  of 
the  Begular  Army,  and  you  want  a  Be- 
eerve to  act  with  Uie  Army.  I  hope. 
Sir,  in  paying  respect  to  every  branch  of 
~  I  shall  not  ful  into  the 


[June  10,  1869] 
mistake 


SeiMTve. 


1542 


disparaging  for  one  mo- 
ment tne  importance  of  the  Begular 
Army.  Depend  upon  it,  in  speaking  of 
Beserves  you  ought  to  bear  in  mind  that 
they  are  Beserves  of  which  you  are 
speaking,  and  that  the  thing  to  which 
they  are  Beserves  must,  after  all,  be  your 
chief  care.  I  dare  say  every  hon.  Mem- 
ber who  hears  me  will  remember  a 
striking  passage  in  that  remarkable 
chapter  by  Adun  Smith  on  the  division 
of  labour  in  which  he  refers  to  the  di- 
vision of  labour  in  military  service.  He 
says,  if  division  of  labour  is  necessary 
for  the  successful  prosecution  of  any 
other  art,  it  is  not  less  neceeeary  in  that 
which  is  the  noblest  and  most  compli- 
cated of  them  all,  the  Army ;  and  almost, 
as  it  were,  with  a  prescience  of  what  is 
goin^  on  in  our  day,  he  speaks  of  the 
multiplication  of  inventions,  and  the 
expense  of  oanying  them  out,  as  tend- 
ing to  the  neceesity  for  the  application 
of  a  separate  profession  to  the  use  of 
arms.  He  goes  on  to  say  that  in  ordi- 
nary occupations  you  may  rely  upon  the 
prudence  of  the  indiTJdu^  to  accomplish 
this  object,  but  it  is  only  the  wisdom  of 
the  State  which  can  insure  it  in  the  mili- 
tary art ;  and  he  says  some  States  have 
not  the  wisdom  when  experience  shows 
them  they  have  the  necessity.  He  illus- 
trates his  point  by  saying  .that  the  his- 
tory of  the  world  has  been  the  history 
of  the  destruction  of  less-trained  armies 
by  better-trained  armies;  that  Greece 
and  Persia  were  subjugated  to  Macedon 
by  the  well-trained  armies  of  Philip  and 
Alexander ;  and  the  ware  of  Borne  and 
Carthage,  and  the  wars  of  the  later 
Boman  Empire,  all  Ulustrate  the  same 
principle.  I  therefore  repeat,  in  accord- 
ance with  this  doctrine,  that,  whatever 
wo  do  with  regard  to  the  Beserves,  we 
should  always  bear  in  mind  that  the 
kiost  efficient  state  of  the  Begular  Army 
is,  after  all,  the  first  point  to  aim  at  in 
military  organization.  That  being  so, 
what  do  we  require  for  our  Beserves  P 
I  have  already  shown  you  that  the 
Militia  is  easily  recruited,  the  Yeo- 
manry is  fiill,  the  Volunteers  are  in- 
creasing. Each  of  these  forces  requires 
separate  consideration ;  but,  speaking 
generally,  there  is  a  body  of  men  whom 
at  present  we  have  not  attracted  to  our 
standard.  Now,  Sir,  for  the  purpose  of 
obtaining  a  Beserve  for  your  weak  'bat- 
talions— for  the  purpose  of  attracting  to 
the  military  service  a  class  of  men  who 
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are  now  diBcouraged  from  joininf  it  by 
the  length  of  the  period  for  whidi  they 
are  obliged  to  serve  if  they  enlist,  and 
jbr  the  piirpoae  of  diminiahiiig  that  bar- 
rier which  now  exists,  and  which  makes 
too  broad  a  eeparatiou  between  the 
military  forces  and  the  other  classes  of 
society — it  would  be  a  very  great  point 
gained  if  a  ^^m  could  be  iutroduced 
combining  enlistment  for  a  longer  period 
with  actual  service  for  a  shorter  period 
than  at  present.  TMb  would  give  as 
men  who  are  willing  to  place  themselves 
at  the  disposal  of  the  State  for  a  long 
period,  and  be  available  for  Beserves 
during  such  part  of  the  time  as  tl 
were  not  on  actual  service  at  home 
.  abroad.  But  it  would  not  be  necessaiy 
to  train  them  with  the  Militia  when 
they  had  completed  their  short  period  of 
service,  because  they  would  be  more 
perfectly  trained  than  the  Militia  at  the 
time  they  retired  into  the  ^Reserve ;  if 
would  probably  not  be  necessary  to  im- 
pose upon  them  the  duty  of  an  attend- 
ance more  onerous  in  its  character  than 
that  now  imposed,  on  the  Volunteers, 
because  the  necessities  of  the  case  would 
be  complied  with  if  the  men  were 
brought  up  sufficiently  often  to  prevent 
their  forgetting  what  they  had  learnt 
when  serving  in  the  ^Regular  Army.  In 
considering  this  question  we  naturally 
turn  to  eiamplea  famished  by  other 
countries,  and  our  attention  is  par- 
ticularly directed  to  France  and  l4nis- 
sia.  In  France  we  find  that  after  five 
years'  service  in  the  Regular  Army  the 
young  man  expects  to  return  to  his 
native  home  and  devote  himself  for  the 
rest  of  his  life  to  civil  pursuits;  in 
Prussia  the  period  is  even  less,  it  is  not 
more  than  three  years.  In  the  case  of 
Prussia,  however,  we  ore  met  with  the 
fact  that  conscription  is  in  force,  and  that 
they  have  no  Army  abroad;  while  in 
our  case  we  have  only  attra^ion,  instead 
of  conscription,  and,  in  addition  to  this, 
we  have  toe  repellent  influence  arising 
&om  die  fact  that  the  Army  may  be 
sent  at  any  moment  to  distant  portions 
of  the  world.  With  these  difficulties  in 
our  way,  we  are  engaged  in  a  problem 
which,  although  not  insoluble,  is  evi- 
dently very  difficult,  and  demands  most 
careful  consideration  before  a  successful 
issue  can  be  hoped  for. 

The  first  great  practical  question  is 
this — Are  we  to  have  a  separate  enlist- 
ment for  India,  or  are  we  to  make  the 
Jfr.  CotAmU 


time  of  service  the  basis  for  the  arrange- 
ment of  a  shorter  service  in  the  Army  ? 
There  are  two  great  authorities  who 
recommend  a  separate  enlistment  for 
India,  and  who  say  that  there  should  be 
one  body  of  men  enlisted  on  the  ordi- 
nary condition  for  the  British  Army, 
and  another  to  serve  in  India.  N'ow, 
let  me  recommend  to  those  who  advo- 
cate that  course  the  consideration  of  the 
following  propositions : — First,  to  enlist 
a  separate  army  for  India  would  be  a 
complete  reversal  of  a  policy  which  you 
have  recently  and  deliberately  adopted. 
In  the  second  place,  it  would  be  to  estab- 
lish what  you  never  yet  had — not  an 
army  for  India  under  the  Company,  but 
an  army  of  the  Queen  separate  from  the 
Pegular  Army.  Besides,  medical  statis- 
tics, and  the  experience  of  every  one  who 
knows  India,  come  to  this — that  for  an 
ordinary  constitution  five  years'  service 
in  such  a  climate  is  a  sufficient  time.  I 
do  not  say,  and  I  do  not  mean,  that 
there  may  not  be  many  men  whom  the 
climate  suits  very  well,  whom  it  would 
be  convenient  to  re-engage,  and  who 
might  be  willing  to  re-engage,  and  might 
go  on  for  a  longer  period  than  five 
years ;  but  I  do  say  I  believe  it  to  be  an 
established  fact  that,  for  the  ordinary 
constitution  of  the  British  soldier,  five 
years'  service  in  India  is  quite  sufficient. 
Then,  in  the  third  place,  men  so  re- 
cruited would  be  very  apt  to  become 
what  is  commonly  called  a  caste — to  lose 
their  general  sympathies  with  what 
they  had  left  belund  them  at  home,  and 
to  acquire  exclusively  sympathies  with 
the  service  to  which  they  nad  devoted 
their  lives.  That  appears  to  me  of  all 
feelings  in  the  world  the  least  we  ought 
to  enconrf^  in  the  Army,  the  most  un- 
favourable to  discipline  and  to  loyalh^. 
But  then  I  wish  to  know  why  we  ahould 
deny  to  the  British  soldier  the  benefit  of 
that  experience  which  five  years  of  In- 
dian service  gives.  Let  us  hope  we 
shall  always  have  tranquillity  in  the 
main  in  India,  as  well  as  peace  at  home; 
but,  even  if  we  are  so  fortunate,  every- 
body knows  that  service  in  India  is  a 
much  nearer  approach  to  war  than  service 
within  the  four  seas  of  England,  and 
that  it  is  very  valuable  to  the  soldier  to 
see  the  preparations  for  military  opera- 
tions which  he  sees  in  India.  I  think, 
therefore,  that  it  is  very  well  worthy 
of  consideration  whetliei  we  should  lose 
that  advantage  to  the  Bridah  soldier. 
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But,  above  all,  I  shoald  object  that  the 
Queea  should  have  an;  soldier  or  sailor 
vhose  eerrices  she  could  not  command 
in  any  time  of  need.  That  there  should 
be  no  limit  to  a  soldier's  service  in  time 
I  hold  to  be  wroag,  that  there  should 
be  a  limit  in  place  I  Tenture  to  think 
altogether  objectionable.  Now,  it  seeniB 
to  me  of  the  greatest  importance  to  con- 
sider these  three  points  before  70U  de- 
termine ^M>n  a.  separate  enlistment  for  an 
army  in  India.  Well,  then,  if  that  be  so, 
you  come  to  this — that  the  first  great 
question  with  which  you  hare  to  deal  in 
arranging  the  period  of  your  shorter  ser- 
vice is  to  ascertain  that  it  is  sufKcientlj 
long  for  the  reliefs  to  India.  TTpon  that 
subject  I  havelongbeen,  and  still  am,  in 
oommuttication  with  the  Indian  Oovem- 
ment,  and  what  I  will  now  8ta(«  is  this — 
that  I  confidently  hope  to  be  able  to  pro- 
pose a  period  of  service  for  the  Army 
as  short  as  the  period  which  my  noble 
Friend  has  pointed  to  which  shall  be  con- 
siatent  with  Indian  service,  and  also  that 
the  Indian  service  should  be  such  as  to 
be  consistent  with  a  shorter  service  in 
those  regimenta  which  may  from  time  to 
time  have  to  return.  I  am  not  inclined  to 
say  more  on  this  subject,  nor  do  I  think 
the  House  will  be  inclined  to  press  me  to 
make  a  statement  of  plans  more  confi- 
dently, more  rapidly,  and  more  hastily 
than  I  have  been  able  to  mature  and  see 
my  way  to.  All  I  can  is  that,  from  the 
first  hour  we  entered  upon  Office,  so  far 
as  my  abilities  have  served  me,  we  have 
lost  no  time  and  no  opportunity  in  pro- 
moting this  object.  I  have  been  in 
constant  communication  with  His  Boyal 
Highness  the  Pield  Marshal  Command- 
ing-in-Chief,  with  my  right  hon.  Friend 
the  First  Lord  of  the  Admiralty,  and 
others  upon  the  subject,  and  I  confidently 
hope  that  during  the  Recess  Her  Ma- 
jesty's Government  collectively  may  have 
before  them  a  plan  which  they  may  be 
able  to  consider  and  adopt,  and  that  by 
the  opening  of  the  next  Session  of  Parlia- 
ment I  may  have  the  honour  to  propose 
it  to  the  House.  Beyond  that  I  am  not 
prepared  to  say  anyuing,  and  the  time 
IB  not  ripe,  and  I  do  not  wish,  to  make 
has^  statements,  and  to  come  %o  pre- 
cipitate conclusions  on  questions  of  this 
extreme  importance.  Anxious  aa  I  am 
for  shorter  service,  believing  as  I  do  that 
shorter  service  is  really  at  the  root  of 
all  Army  reform,  nevertheless,  I  am  as 
conaciinu  as  anybody  can  be  of  the  im- 


mense importance  of  retaining  in  your 
Army  that  most  valuable  member  of  it 
— the  old  soldier.  There  is  in  Prussia, 
I  believe,  less  desire  to  encourage  him 
than  there  used  to  be.  The  desire  there, 
I  believe,  is  to  encoorage  the  re-engage- 
ment of  non-commissioned  officer^  only ; 
so  I  am  informed.  In  France,  on  the 
contrary,  in  the  time  of  the  First  Na- 
poleon, there  was  the  greatest  possible 
desire  to  carry  on,  for  a  long  period,  the 
service  of  the  soldier.  But  that  desire 
in  France  is  not  now  so  great,  I  am  told. 
The  old  soldier,  in  the  language  of  the 
Dukeof  Wellington,  "  was  Uie  heart  and 
eoul,  and  courage,  and  strength  of  the 
regiments."  But,  he  said,  combined 
with  the  young  soldier,  the  two  together 
would  auiieve  any  conquest.  I  believe 
that  the  true  principle  is  to  have  a  just 
admixture  of  the  old  soldier  and  the  re- 
cruit, and  we  are  seeking  to  attain  such 
an  admixture  as  will  constitute  the  most 
efBcient  Army  we  can  have.  To  the  old 
soldier  we  may  apply  the  words  that  were 
used  with  regard  to  Banquo — 

"  'Tis  much  ho  dnres, 
And,  to  that  duaaClcM  (omper  of  faia  mind, 
He  hatha  wisJom  that  ilolb  guids  hi>  iBloDr." 
I  think  it  would  be  indeed  a  suicidal 
policy  if,  in  the  pursuit  of  what  I  believe 
to  be  BO  great  an  advantage— shorter 
service — we  were  to  omit  to  preserve  to 
the  British  Army  what  has  always  been 
its  proud  characteristic  —  namely,  the 
confidence  which  a  man  has  in  the  man 
who  stands  beside  him,  and  which  gives 
our  soldiers  that  solidity  for  which  they 
are  proverbial  among  the  nations  of  the 
earth.  I  believe  if,  by  introducing  too 
large  a  proportion  of  new  soldiers  you 
omit  to  recognise  the  superior  qualities 
of  the  old,  you  may  conunit  a  grave  and 
serious  mistake ;  but,  having  so  guarded 
myself,  my  desire  and  that  of  the  60- 
venmient  will  be  to  endeavour  to  make 
the  new  period  of  service  as  short  aa  we 
can  consistently  with  general  efficiency 
and  economy  in  the  service.  But  that  is 
not  the  only  subject  that  has  attracted 
our  attention.  This  great  subject  di- 
vides itself  into  many  branches,  and  the 
successful  conclusion  of  it  must  embrace 
and  comprehend  them  all.  The  firat 
point  is  that  we  should  divide  the  country 
into  manageable  districts,  within  each  of 
which  there  may  be  a  staff  ready  to  take 
in  hand  at  a  moment  of  emergency,  not 
merely  the  Regular  Army,  but  the  Regu- 
lar Army  combined  with  the  Militia,  the 
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Yeomanry,  and  the  Tolunteera ;  in  short, 
every  force  that  receivea  the  payment  of 
the  Konse  of  CommonB,  and  enjoys  the 
oommisaion  of  ite  Sovereign.  There  must 
also  be  an  improvemeat  in  each  Beserve 
separately. 

With  regard  to  the  Militia,  lam  much 
indebted  to  my  hon.    Friend  opposite 

S Colonel  Gilpin)  who  says  that  we  have 
.one  Bomething  already,  and  we  shall  be 
glad,  I  am  sure,  if  other  things  are 
pointed  out  to  ue,  to  act  in  the  same 
spirit.  What  we  have  done  at  present 
is  this — we  have  taken  power  to  place 
the  Militia  imder  general  officers,  and 
have  lately,  in  comparison  with  what 
has  been  done  in  former  times,  brigaded 
them  with  the  Army  during  the  present 
year.  Ihe  time,  however,  has  been 
short,  and  the  arrangements  have  not 
been  completo ;  the  early  period  at  which 
Whitsuntide  fell  this  year  has  rather  in- 
terfered. We  have,  however,  done  some- 
thing to  brigade  the  Militia  and  the  Be- 
gular  Army  together,  and  in  future  we 
Euiall  do  more.  We  desire  to  improve 
the  position  of  the  officers  in  the  Militia, 
and  to  establish  some  efficient  rules  with 
respect  to  their  amiointment,  promotion, 
and  education.  We  have  the  greatest 
desire  to  preserve  and  even  to  increase 
and  intonsify  the  local  feeling  which  ani- 
mates the  men.  We  have  not  the  smallest 
wish  to  take  away  &om  any  of  the  local 
authorities  or  local  gentlem.en  any  share 
— if  there  be  such — of  patronage  or  in- 
fluence ;  but,  on  the  other  hand,  we 
feel  assured  that  no  Lord  Lieutenant, 
and  no  country  gentleman  would  wish 
that  we  should  be  debarred  from  lay- 
ing down  the  strictest  rules.  For  in- 
stance, I  may  jnst  notice,  in  passing,  that 
we  have  recently  known  more  clearly, 
perhaps,  flian  before  —  but  I  believe 
that  our  predecessors  knew  it  also — 
that  there  has  been  a  system  of  pur- 
chase in  this  Eeserve  Force.  [Lord 
Elcho  :  With  regard  to  adjutaneies.]  I 
had  them  in  my  mind.  Well,  if  by  in- 
oreased  strictness  of  rule  we  can  pre- 
vent a  manifest  abuse  of  that  kind,  I 
trust  no  feeling  of  local  patronage  would 
interfere.  Then  the  examination  and 
education  of  Militia  officers  are  ques- 
tions that  will  and  do  engage  our  atten- 
tion. But  as  the  Commission  upon  the 
Education  of  Officers  in  the  Army  is 
just  now  about  to  report,  it  would  natu- 
rally be  desirable  that  we  should  wait  to 
see  what  the  Commiaaionere  recommend 
Mr.  Cardwell  I 


for  the  Aimy  beibre  we  proceed  to  lay 
down  rules  for  the  Militia. 

Then  there  is  a  very  dif&cult  subject 
which  I  am  almost  afi-aid  to  name,  but  I 
am  considering,  as  well  as  I  can,  what  is 
to  go  on  in  reference  to  the  billeting  of 
the  Militia.  I  hope  I  maynot  be  under- 
stood as  entering  into  any  engagement 
about  the  matter,  because  I  am.  not  in  a 
state  of  information  which  would  jostifr 
me  in  doing  so ;  hut  this  I  say,  that  I 
am  making  the  best  inquiry  I  can  into 
the  subject,  and  shall  endeavour  to  deal 
with  it  to  the  best  of  my  power  for  the 
purpose  of  getting  rid,  as  &r  as  practi- 
cable, of  the  evils  connected  with  it. 
Then,  with  regard  to  giving  better  anna 
to  the  Militia,  the  limited  means  at  my 
disposal  have  not  enabled  me  to  do  much; 
and  I  see  opposite  a  gallant  and  distin- 
guished Militia  Officer  (Major  Walker), 
who  would  have  been  glad  if  I  had 
distributed  breech-loaders  more  gene- 
rally to  that  force.  But  still  I  think  I  have 
shown  him  that,  considering  the  limited 
number  at  our  disposal,  we  have  been 
desirous  to  go  as  far  as  we  could  in  that 
direction.  With  respect  to  the  Yeomanry, 
about  which  an  hon.  Friend  of  mine 
(Sir  Henry  Hoare)  proposes  to  raise 
a  controversy,  all  I  can  say  at  present  ia 
this — that  the  Yeomaniy  are  armed  with 
the  worst  possible  weapon  —  a  weapon 
which  is  entirely  useless,  and  which, 
looking  at  the  modem  state  of  things,  I 
might  almost  term  ridiculous.  I  sup- 
pose, however,  that  it  is  not  their  fault, 
but  rather  ours.  Well,  I  have  given 
directions  that  this  may  be  remedied  aa 
speedily  aa  possible.  The  Yeomanry 
are  not  likely,  in  my  opinion,  to  take  the 
fleld  as  a  reguhu-  cavalry  against  an 
invading  enemy.  But  when  you  consi- 
der the  exceeding  smaUness  of  your  pre- 
sent cavalry  force,  when  you  consider  the 
number  of  outpost  duties  and  escorts 
which  must  be  provided  for  if  you  mean 
to  have  such  a  force  at  all,  it  is  quite 
clear  that  vour  present  amount  of  re- 
gular cavtuiry  is  not  sufficient  for  all 
tiioae  purposes.  It  is  equally  clear  that 
those  duties  must  be  scattered  over  a 
very  large  surface  of  the  country ;  that, 
in  short,  every  part  of  the  oountiy  must 
be  prepared  with  its  own  means  of  escort 
and  outpost  service.  It  is  also  quite 
clear  that  those  who  would  perform  such 
service  moat  efficiently  are  those  who  are 
well  acquainted  with  the  highways  and 
byways  of  the  country,  and  amre  of  the 
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means  of  accomplifihing  it  most  quiokl; 
and  successfully.  With  regard  to  actual 
oonfliot,  I  think  it  will  be  the  opinion  of 
ereirbody  who  knows  the  force  that  it 
would  be  more  useful  as  mounted  rifle- 
men than  as  cavalry,  and  as  mounted 
riflemen  I  beUere  tlwt  many  of  the  Yeo- 
maniy  would  prove  very  efficient.  They 
ars  the  only  surviving  portion  of  the  old 
Volunteer  Force;  and  I  hope  that, 
ezaminiog  the  whole  of  our  Kese 
Force  in  concert  with  the  distingpiiehed 
men  by  whom  the  Yeomanry  are  com- 
manded, we  may  be  able  to  make  them 
not  only  efficient  mounted  riflemen,  but 
efficient  cavalry  for  the  purpOBes  to 
which  I  have  just  referred — namely,  for 
eeoorts,  outpost  duty,  and  so  forth. 

Now  I  oome  to  the  Force  in  which  my 
noble  Friend  is  bo  honourably  dietin- 
gniahed — the  Tolunteers.  What  I  hope 
we  shall  succeed  in  doing  in  regard  to 
them  ie  this : — I  assure  my  noble  Friend 
that  I  have  no  desire  in  any  way  to  con- 
tradict the  opinions  esqpreesed  by  him, 
and,  as  I  understand,  by  those  high  au- 
thorities. General  M'Murdo  and  Colonel 
Erskine,  as  to  putting  the  Volunteers  in 
time  of  peace  under  obligations  essen- 
tially onerous,  and  likely  to  deter  them 
&om  remuning connected  with  the  Force, 
But  the  noble  Lord  the  Member  foi 
Berwick  (Visoount  Buiy),  I  believe,  said 
there  is  no  organization  of  the  Voltm- 
teera.  I  am  not  sure  that  I  should  have 
been  able  to  go  quite  as  far  as  that ;  but, 
as  the  noble  Lord  himself  has  said  it, 
I  shall  accept  the  statement.  I  quite 
concur  in  eveiything  that  has  been  said 
in  praise  of  the  Volunteers,  and  I  do  not 
say  this  now  for  the  first  time.  I  bavo 
felt  it  warmly  ever  since  the  original 
institution  of  the  Force,  and  at  that 
period  I  expressed  a  hope  that  it  would 
not  be  limited — as  it  was  then,  when  no 
capitation  grant  was  made  to  the  Force — 
to  the  higher  classes  of  society.  I  then 
felt  sure  that  the  time  must  come  when 
it  would  include,  and  be  recruited  &om, 
every  portion  of  the  communil^.  I  am 
extremelv  glad  to  see  that  day  has  ar- 
rived. But  I  must  repeat  that  there  are 
four  conditions  to  be  fulfilled  in  regard 
to  the  Volunteers  which  I  ventured  to 
lay  down  once  before — namely,  there 
must  not  be  in  any  one  district  mora 
corps  than  are  wanted ;  there  must  be  a 
greater  proportion  of  what  are  called 
"  extra  emdenta"  to  the  whole  body  of 
Volunteers ;  there  must  be  some  oif;aui- 


zation  by  which  we  can  know  that  the 
officers  are  not  merely  respected  for 
their  agreeable  and  social  qualities,  but 
that  they  poseees  some  peculiar  fitness 
for  the  commands  which  they  hold;  and, 
lastly,  if  we  are  asked  to  prepoae  an 
additional  Vote,  we  ought  to  oe  able  to 
satisfy  Parliament  th^  the  additional 
Vote  we  propose  has  in  itself  a  direct 
tendency  to  promote  efficiency.  I  will 
not  now  enter  at  greater  length  into  that 
part  of  the  case,  because,  as  my  noble 
Friend  has  stated,  he  has  received  a  cir- 
cular which  has  been  issued  &om  the 
War  Office.  That  cireular  is  only  part 
of  an  examination  which  is  going  on 
there  to  see  what  the  real  state  of  the 
case  is  as  to  the  necessary  expenditure 
of  the  Volunteers ;  and  when  next  month 
arrives,  bringing  with  it  the  great  event 
at  Wimbledon,  I  hope,  with  the  assist- 
ance of  my  noble  Friend  and  other 
leaders  of  the  Force  who  may  meet  me 
in  the  £ecess,  to  be  able  to  establish  rules 
which  will  be  reasonable  and  right  for 
the  pubhc  on  the  one  side,  and  not  unac- 
ceptable to  the  Volunteers  on  the  other. 
In  regard  to  the  PeuMoners — in  de- 
scribing whose  appearance  one  might 
fancy  that  my  noble  Friend  had  old 
Edie  Ckiiiltree  in  his  eye — I  would  take 
leave  to  mention  an  anecdote.  Happen- 
ing myself  to  be  at  Plymouth  the  other 
day,  the  general  officer  commanding 
there  told  me  he  was  going  to  inspect 
the  Pensioners  on  the  next  morning,  and 
asked  me  whether  I  should  like  to  see 
them.  Early  next  morning  I  walked 
to  the  ground  and  found  Sir  Charles 
Staveley  inspecting  some  400  of  the 
Pensionere.  They  were  covered  with 
medals,  and  were  as  upright,  and,  as 
far  as  I  could  judge,  as  young  as  my 
noble  Friend  or  myself.  They  were 
provided  with  breech-loaders  which  they 
had  just  received ;  and  Sir  Charles 
Staveley  remarked  to  me  that  a  force 
more  admirably  calculated  for  the  defence 
of  those  great  works  at  Plymouth — by 
which  we  were  surrounded — it  was  im- 
possible to  imagine.  I  do  not  know 
whether  they  or  my  noble  Friend,  or 
lyself,  could  go  through  all  the  hard- 
ships  of  a  campaign.  On  that  I  do  not 
profess  to  give  an  opinion;  but  I  do 
believe  that,  as  a  Beserve  for  the  defence 
of  this  country,  you  have  in  those  Pen- 
sioners as  admirable  a  force  as  you  could 
desire. 
Another  very  important  point  whioh  I 
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^Dtom  of  militai;  drill  and  diedpline 
throughout  all  the  semces  into  which 
the  Force  is  to  be  divided.  Then  the  Stafs 
to  which  I  have  referred  will  require  to 
be  re-arranffed,  and  ^ce  shall  have  to 
propose  a  Sorter  term  of  enlistment. 
Lastly,  we  shall  have  to  make  new  ar- 
raagements  respecting  the  supply  ser- 
vices. K  this  task  is  to  be  done  la 
such  a  manner  that  the  result  will  be 
an  Army  available  not  only  for  home 
but  also  for  foreign  service,  and  if  it 
is  to  be  done  wiSi  reasonable  regard 
to  the  demands  which  we  shall  have  to 
make  in  &ture  years  upon  the  liberality 
of  Parliament,  I  trust  I  have  shown 
it  is  one  which  cannot  be  thrown  off 
in  an  easy  manner  in  the  course  of  a 
few  days  or  weeks;  but,  on  the  con- 
trary, one  which  is  deserving  of  the 
gravest  and  most  laborious  attention, 
and  which  requires  the  utmost  exertions 
before  it  can  be  put  into  form,  so  as 
to  be  fit  to  be  presented  to  the  House. 
I  only  hope  the  result  may  be  that  the 
forces  this  country  possesses  wUl  become 
so  compacted  and  united,  that  whoever 
may  be  responsible,  when  any  eme^ency 
arises,  for  the  home  defence  of  the 
country  will  be  able  to  bring  the  whole 
Force  at  once  into  a  state  of  activity. 
If  my  noble  Friend  will  excuse  me,  I 
shall  decline  to  follow  him  lato  those 
points  concerning  foreign  afTairs  which 
ne  touched  upon  in  his  peroration ;  but  I 
may  say  that  I  cordially  and  entirely 
sympathize  with  the  opinion  he  expressed 
— that  in  time  of  emei^ency  wo  ought 
to  be  ready  to  act  with  vigour,  and  that 
in  time  of  peace  we  ought  to  be  able  to 
enjoy,  with  security  and  dignity,  the 
blessings  of  peace. 

Colonel  WILSON-PATTEN  said,  it 
was  not  his  intention  to  follow  his  right 
hon.  Friend  the  Secretary  of  State  for 
War  through  the  main  topics  on  which 
he  had  dwelt  in  the  course  of  his  speech. 
He  would  confine  his  observations  almost 
entirely  to  that  branch  of  the  service 
with  which  he  was  most  intimately  ac- 
quainted— the  Militia.  Though  he  did 
not  agree  in  all  points  with  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman,  he  had  listened  to  his 
speech  with  great  pleasure.  He  was 
sure  that  the  House  and  the  country 
would  be  glad  to  hear  that  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  was  prepared  to  go  into 
the  whole  question  raised  by  the  noble 
Lord  the  Member  for  Haddingtonshire 
(Lord  E3dio),  in  order  to  attain  the  ob- 


mnst  notice  is  this : — If  you  are  to  have 
this  organization,  and  to  have  it  distri- 
buted through  manageable  districts,  you 
must  have  not  only  the  men,  but  the 
requisite  Staff.  Now,  I  cannot  come 
down  and  ask  the  House  to  give  money 
for  an  increased  Staff  txnless  I  can  pre- 
sent a  satisfactory  account  of  the  Staff 
which  already  exists ;  and  when  I  say 
that  we  have  now  in  the  War  Depart- 
ment a  Staff  for  the  Militia,  a  Staff  for 
the  Yeomanry,  a  Staff  for  the  Volunteers, 
a  Staff  for  the  Pensioners,  and  a  Staff 
for  the  Becruiting,  I  cannot  help  asking 
myself —  Is  it  not  possible,  by  some 
re-arrangement  and  re -distribution,  to 
effect  some  economy  that  would  be  use- 
ful? Well,  we  are  also  engaged  on 
that  task — of  course,  no  simple  or  easy 
one.  By  these  various  means — and  I 
must  say  that  we  are  receiving  the 
greatest  assistance  ^m  His  Boyal  Hi; ' 
ness  the  Field  Marshal  Commanding- 
Chief — we  hope  to  bring  these  measures 
into  a  form  in  which  they  can  best 
undergo  the  collective  consideration  of 
the  Government  and  be  afterwards  sub- 
mitted to  Parhament.  I  trust  that  when 
finished  they  will  fulfil  the  conditions 
which  Sir  John  Burgoyne  laid  down  in 
a  recent  letter,  and  which  I  venture  to 
say  I  anticipated  in  my  speech  introduc- 
ing the  Estimates  —  namely,  that  we 
should  have  in  time  of  peace  a  small 
Army,  but  one  capable  of  expansion, 
and  a  Besetve  Force  at  once  large  and 
ready  to  he  added  to  the  Army  in  time 

In  conclusion,  let  me  briefly  re- 
capitulate what  these  arrangements  in- 
volve. They  involve,  first,  a  larger 
number  of  battalions  at  home;  nest, 
that  the  eadrei  of  regiments  should  be 
retained  with  reduced  numbers;  that 
there  should  be  proper  Beserves  to  fill 
up  the  regiments  when  needed;  that 
the  position  of  officers  of  the  Militia 
should  be  improved  ;  that  there  should 
be  proper  rules  for  their  appointment 
and  education ;  that  the  quotas  of  the 
Militia  should  be  revised,  and  that  the 
force  should  be  trained  in  a  greater 
degree  by  Army  ofBcers.  Then  there 
is  uie  proposal  for  brigading  the  Volun- 
teers and  Mihtia  with  the  Army.  We 
also  intend  to  revise  the  Yeomanry 
so  as  to  make  it  effective,  to  re-or- 
ganize the  Volunteer  Force,  and  to  re- 
divide  the  country  into  man^eable 
districts,  in  order  that  there  may  be  a 
Mr.  Cardwell 
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ject  they  all  had  in  view — the  establieh- 
ment  of  a  powerful  Army  and  Beserve. 
He  thanked  the  noble  Lord  for  having 
brought  the  question  forward,  although 
he  could  not  say  that  he  agreed  either 
with  the  noble  Lord  or  with  the  noble 
Lord  the  Member  for  Berwick  (Viecount 
Bury)  in  the  disparaging  estimate  they 
had  formed  of  the  country's  defences. 
He  certainly  could  not  agree  with  the 
noble  Lord  the  Member  for  Haddington- 
shire, that  the  country  waa  now  m  as 
undefended  a  state  as  it  was  during  the 
time  of  the  Crimean  War.  The  Army 
generally  was,  in  all  its  branches,  in  a 
more  ef&cient  state  than  It  was  in  the  time 
of  the  Crimean  War.  The  same  remark 
was  applicable  to  the  Militia.  Both  noble 
Lords  seemed  to  ignore  the  fact  that  we 
had  now  a  force  of  160,000  Volunteers, 
which  was  not  then  the  case,  and  he  re- 
gretted that  they  should  give  it  to  be 
understood  by  the  public  that  they  took 
that  view  of  our  defences  which  they 
had  expressed  that  evening.  The  sub- 
ject whjch  the  noble  Lord  the  Member 
for  Haddingtonshire  had  brought  for- 
ward was,  he  at  the  same  time  admitted, 
one  which  was  deserving  the  best  atten- 
tion of  the  Government  and  of  Parlia- 
ment. A  great  deal  might,  he  thought, 
be  done  to  render  the  Militia  more 
efficient,  and  lie  should  like  to  know 
whether  the   Government  intended    to 

£'ve  up  that  part  of  the  Army  Beserve 
awn  from  the  Militia,  as  Tocommended 
by  General  Feel.  He  should  regret  that 
any  sach  st«p  as  that  should  be  taken, 
for  whatever  merits  a  strictly  defined 
Army  B«serve  might  possess,  a  force 
of  25,000  men  drawn  from  the  Militia 
at  the  small  annual  cost  of  £2d,000  was 
very  valuable,  and  be  did  not  Uiink  it 
would  be  easy  to  secure  the  services  of 
an  equal  number  of  men  at  eo  cheap  a 
rate.  He  would,  in  the  next  place,  sug- 
gest that  the  reason  why  the  Beserve 
from  the  Militia  had  not  been  found  to 
be  80  large  as  might  have  been  expected 
was  due  to  one  or  two  causes  which  his 
right  hon.  Friend  might  find  it  possible 
to  remove.  When  the  men  came  to 
look  at  the  terms  of  enlistment  they 
found  that  some  of  them  were  such  as 
to  disooure^  them  from  joining  the  Be- 
serve, and  to  render  their  enlistment 
liable  to  abuse.  He  alluded  especially 
to  the  regulations  under  which  men  were 
prevented  from  getting  married.  Some 
of  the  finest  men  whom  he  had  seen  come 


forward  to  enrol  themselves  in  the  Be- 
serve  had  been  rejected  on  the  ground 
that  they  had  got  wives,  while  the  ser- 
vices of  every  man  who  was  not  married 
at  the  time  of  hie  enlistment,  but  who 
married  within  a  year  from  that  time, 
were  lost.  Now,  that  he  looked  upon 
as  an  impolitic  regulation.  What  an 
Army  of  Beserve  meant  was  an  Army 
that  would  not  be  called  upon  except  In 
times  of  war ;  and  when  a  crisis  of^  that 
nature  arose  it  certainly  was  not  the  cus- 
tom to  refuse  to  enlist  men  simply  be- 
cause they  were  married.  Were  this 
principle  carried  out  some  of  the  best 
men  who  could  be  obtained  would  be  re- 
jected. He  was  persuaded  that  if  the 
restriction  with  respect  to  marriage  were 
removed,  the  enlistment  for  the  Army  of 
Beserve  would  receive  a  great  impetus. 
The  Secretary  of  State  for  War  hM  cal- 
culated a  good  deal  upon  what  was  to 
result  from  the  introduction  of  the  bal- 
lot. He  (Colonel  Wilson-Fatten)  was 
entire^  opposed,  with  his  hon.  and  gal> 
lant  Friend  the  Member  for  Bedford- 
shire (Colonel  Gilpin),  to  its  introduction 
into  our  Mihtia,  as  su^ested.  That 
force  was  kept  up  by  means  of  volun- 
teering, and  no  could  not  see  how  the 
ballot  method  could  be  adopted  success- 
fully. Those  who  advocated  Ihis  change 
seemed  to  have  forgotten  what  was  the 
effect  of  the  ballot  during  the  late  general 
war.  Towards  the  close  of  that  contest,  an 
universal  remonstrance  was  made  against 
the  system  by  almost  every  general  officer 
in  the  kingdom,  and  it  waa  finally  aban- 
doned on  account  of  its  proving  so  de- 
trimental to  recruiting  for  the  general 
Army.  His  own  opinion  was,  that  no 
system  could  be  densed  which  would  be 
80  unfair,  so  unsatisfkctory,  and,  he 
might  even  add,  so  iniquitous.  In  some 
cases  it  was  immaterial  whether  men 
entered  the  Militia  or  not,  but  in  others 
it  was  positive  ruin  to  men  to  be  obHged 
to  go  out  for  a  month's  training  in  the 
course  of  the  year.  They  were  obhged 
to  give  up  ocGupationB  on  which  their 
liv^hood  depended.  If  the  service  of 
the  country  required  the  ballot,  of  course 
it  ought  to  be  adopted,  because  every- 
thing must  give  way  to  the  service  of  the 
country;  buthecouidnotunderstandwhy 
the  boUotsystem  should  be  thought  neces- 
sary when  the  requisite  number  of  men 
were  now  secured  by  the  voluntary  as- 
tern. An  objection  had  been  raised  to 
the  process  of  filtering,  as  it  wrae,  th« 
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men  through  &b  Militia  into  the  B«gular 
Army.  He  might  refer  to  his  own  ex- 
perience upon  the  point.  At  the  time 
of  the  Crimean  War  he  had  the  honour 
of  commandisg  a  Militia  regiment,  and 
at  that  time  the  theory  of  his  right  hon. 
Friend  was  strongly  in  vo^e — that  the 
Militia  should  be  kept  intact;  hut  it 
could  not  be  acted  upon.  When  recruits 
were  wanted  for  the  Kegular  Army,  and 
they  could  not  be  found  elsewhere,  an  on- 
slaught was  made  upon  the  Militia  regi- 
ments, which  were  decimated  and  left  in 
a  very  ine£Scient  state.  True,  35,000 
men  were  in  that  way  furnished  to  the 
Army;  but  that,  with  one  or  two  im- 
toward  circiunstances,  had  the  effect  of 
rendering  the  Militia  for  a  time  im 
quate  for  its  purpose.  He  was  anxious 
tiiat  in  future  the  Militia  should  be  pre- 
pared for  a  similar  emergency;  he  de- 
sired that  those  who  eervei  in  that  force 
should  know  what  was  expected  of  them, 
so  that  there  might  not  be  a  repetdtiou  of 
the  onslaught  to  which  he  had  alluded. 
He  believed  that  much  might  be  done 
by  a  relaxation  of  some  of  the  regula- 
tions by  which  recruiting  for  the  Army 
Eeserve  was  now  restricted.  No  doubt 
the  new  regulations  which  his  right  hon. 
Friend  the  Secretary  for  War  hadalready 
made  would  be  beneficial  to  the  officers 
of  Militia  raiments,  and  he  tendered 
his  thanks  tA  nis  right  hon.  Friend ;  but 
he  thought  that  more  might  be  done  in 
that  way,  and  he  hoped  the  subject  would 
continue  to  engage  his  right  hon.  Friend's 
attention.  The  Miiitiaregimentswere  ge- 
nerally officered  by  the  sons  of  the  prin- 
cipal resident  country  gentlemen  ;  but 
very  often  those  young  gentlemen  did  not 
reside  in  the  county  to  which  their  regi- 
ments belonged,  but  in  counties  at  per- 
haps the  other  end  of  England.  To  join 
their  regiments  was  often  attended  with 
heavy  expense.  He  thought,  therefore, 
that  it  might  be  well  to  allow  Mihtia 
officers  something  in  the  way  of  travel- 
ling expenses  &om  their  iend  ^fide  resi- 
dences when  they  were  obliged  to  travel 
distances  in  the  dischai^  of  their  duir. 
Then,  with  regard  to  adjutants,  he  might 
suggest  that  the  retiring  pensions  were 
BO  small  as  not  to  be  an  inducement  to 
those  officers  to  retire,  even  when  it  was 
very  desirable  that  they  should  do  so. 
Many  of  them  could  not  afford  to  retire 
on  the  pension  now  allowed  to  them. 
He  thought  it  would  be  desirable  to  give 
the  present  adjutants  a  lai^^er  retiring 
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pension.  The  existing  scale  might  bo 
continued  for  adjutants  joining  here- 
after, who  might  be  a^Kiinted  with  a 
limitation  as  to  length  of  service.  The 
sale  of  adjutantcies  which  was  now  car- 
ried on  must  be  detrimental  to  the  effi- 
ciency of  the  regiments.  Before  sitting 
down  he  wished  to  make  a  few  remarks 
upon  a  point  relating  to  the  general 
Army.  He  bad  had  the  honour  of  serv- 
ing on  the  Army  Recruiting  Commission, 
and  he  knew  that  the  evidence  taken  by 
it  showed  that  the  system  of  short  ser- 
vice in  the  Army  was  beneficial.  It 
made  the  Army  more  popular  with  the 
class  &om  which  recruits  were  had ;  but 
he  ventured  to  warn  his  right  hon. 
Friend  against  going  too  iar  in  that 
direction.  It  was  stated,  and  stated 
truly,  that  a  great  body  of  the  Prussian 
troops  engaged  at  the  battle  of  Sadowa 
were  men  of  only  three  or  four  years' 
standing;  but  It  must  be  remembered 
that  the  Prussian  Army  was  raised  by 
conscription,  so  that  in  Prussia  there  was 
a  very  wide  area  &om  which  to  take 
troops.  No  doubt  this  was  a  particularly 
favourable  season  for  recruitmg,  and  he 
was  glad  his  right  hon.  Friend  had  taken 
advantage  of  it  to  get  rid  of  men  of  bad 
character ;  but,  taking  one  season  with 
another,  be  did  not  believe  the  area 
&om  which  we  got  recruits  for  the  Army 
would  be  sufficient  to  supply  qb  with  the 
requisite  number  of  men  if  we  made  the 
service  too  short.  We 'must  recruit  our 
Army  out  of  a  small  portion  of  the  com- 
munity, and,  therefore,  if  we  made  the 
service  too  short  we  should  find  it  diffi- 
cult to  keep  up  an  Army  of  150,000. 
He  had  heard  the  speech  of  his  right 
hon.  Friend  with  much  pleasure,  and 
though  hon.  Members  might  differ  Crom 
him  (Mr.  Cardwell)  in  respect  of  some 
parts  of  it,  he  heHeved  general  satisfac- 
tion would  be  experienced  by  the  Houm 
at  the  eamestnesa  displayed  by  his  right 
hon.  Friend. 

Me.  T.  HUGHES  said,  he  had  for 
some  years  been  of  opinion  that  the 
ballot  system  would  worit  well  in  estab- 
lishing a  good  Army  of  Beserve.  He  had 
taken  considerable  pains  to  ascertain 
what  the  opinions  were  of  those  classes 
to  whom  the  proposed  ballot  would  prin- 
cipally apply,  and  he  bad  come  to  the 
conclusion  that  the  system  would  not  be 
objectionable  to  those  persons.  At  the 
present  moment  there  might  be  no  need 
for  the  ballot  system ;  but  it  iraa  quite 
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impossible  for  anybody  to  come  to  any 
other  oonctusi  on  tliaii  Uiatvheii  the  pre- 
sent depression  of  trade  wore  off,  and 
the  industry  of  the  country  recovered  its 
tone,  industrial  pursuits  more  lucrative 
than  service  in  the  Army  would  have 
the  effect  of  keeping  men  &om  enlistinf . 
Indeed,  his  belief  was  that  they  could 
not  keep  up  the  necessary  number  of 
soldiers  without  establishing  some  such 
arrangement  as  that  suggested  by  the 
noble  Lord  who  introduced  the  question. 
He  thought  the  proposal  of  the  noble 
Lord  very  good  and  moderate,  and  he 
did  not  tlunk  it  would  at  all  prove 
unpopular.  He  believed  that  the  dread 
of  the  ballot  had  been  entirely  re- 
moved, and  that  no  ill-feeling  against 
the  service  would  be  produced  by  the 
introduction  of  the  system.  An  import- 
ant element  in  connection  with  the  ques- 
tion was  the  spirit  which  had  been  in- 
troduced by  the  development  of  rifle 
shooting  as  a  national  sport.  He 
thought  that  this  practice  put  a  power 
in  the  hands  of  every  Secretary  of  State 
which  was  capable  of  being  worked 
well,  but  which  had  never  as  yet  been 
properly  appreciated.  If  he  had  under- 
stood tjie  proposals  of  the  noble  Lord 
correctly,  it  was  not  intended  to  intro- 
duce into  the  services  anything  in  the 
nature  of  compulsion.  Every  man  might 
choose  his  own  service,  while  the  princi- 

ee  would  be  distinctly  recognized  that 
I  was  bound  to  serve  in  some  way, 
and  to  make  himself  competent  to  serve. 
For  instance,  men  could,  if  they  liked, 
escape  the  ballot  by  becoming  efficient 
Volunteers.  The  b^ot  would  conse- 
quently have  a  good  effect  on  the  To- 
nmteer  service.  Complaints  had  been 
made  of  the  want  of  discipline  among 
Volunteer  corps.  The  great  remedy  for 
that  want  of  discipline  was  the  weapon 
ofdismissal.  If  they  succeeded  in  making 
dismissal  a  penalty  they  would  soon  im- 
prove the  efficiency  of  the  men  and  in- 
crease their  ntimber.  When  efficient 
service  in  the  Volunteer  Force  would 
&ee  a  man  from  the  ballot,  an  induce- 
ment would  be  offered  that  would  have 
the  effect  of  materially  improving  the 
effective  force  of  the  Volunteer  service. 
"With  respect  to  the  Capitation  Grant  to 
the  Volunteers  which  had  been  referred 
to,  it  seemed  to  hint  that  the  present 
system  was  calculated  to  produce  bad 
^ects.  As  long  as  a  commanding  officer 
received  £1  a  head  simply  for  every  man 


Stunt. 


1SS6 


he  brought  into  the  ranks,  the  proper 
discipline  of  the  Force  was  out  of  the 
question,  and  the  Force  would  not  work 
satisfactorily.  Inefficient  and  rich  officers 
would  simply  keep  up  numbers  by  exces- 
sive expenditure.  He  would  recommend 
that,  in  place  of  increasing  the  Capitation 
Qrant,  the  commanding  officers  should  be 
required  to  give  in  a  certified  account  of 
the  sums  expended  on  head-quarters, 
ranges,  travelling  expenses,  care  of  arms, 
and,  perhaps,  also  bands  ;  and  that  the 
Qovemment  should  repay  the  exact  dis- 
bursements under  those  heads.  The 
charge  for  butts,  in  particular,  was  found 
by  the  London  corps  to  be  exceedingly 
onerous;  and  he  thought  it  woulobe 
good  policy  on  the  part  of  the  Govern- 
ment to  provide  two  or  three  large 
ranges  for  the  metropolis,  to  which  none 
but  members  of  the  military  services 
should  be  allowed  access.  He  could  not 
sit  down  without  joining  with  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  who  preceded  him  in 
thanking  the  noble  Lord  who  had  intro- 
duced the  subject,  and  expressing  the 
pleasure  with  whidi  he  had  listened  to 
much  of  the  ^eech  of  the  Secretary  of 
State  for  War,  and  the  statements  he 
had  made  respecting  the  intention  of  the 
Government. 

Colonel  LOTB  LINDSAT  said,  he 
regretted  he  had  not  had  an  opportimity 
of  addressing  the  House  upon  this  sub- 
ject at  an  earlier  period  of  the  debate. 
Eeiiresenting  as  he  did  a  corps  which  the 
noble  Lord  the  Member  for  Haddington- 
shire (Lord  Elcho)  had  described  as 
being  the  most  distinguished,  and  which 
was  certainly  the  most  ancient,  corps  of 
the  Beserve  forces  of  this  country,  he 
felt  bound  to  address  a  few  observations 
to  the  House  before  the  subject  was  dis- 
posed of.  His  cotpB  was  formed  even 
before  the  days  of  Heniy  VHI. ;  it  took 
part  under  arms  against  the  Spanish 
Armada,  it  was  reviewed  by  Queen 
ElizabeUi,  it  took  part  in  the  civil  wars, 
and  had  numbered  among  its  officers 
Prince  Rupert,  Prince  Siarles,  and 
many  other  renowned  military  captains, 
and  even  down  to  the  present  day  it 
furnished  an  admirably  efficient  force  of 
horse,  foot,  and  artilleiy,  without  costing 
the  State  a  single  larthmg — it  was  to  the 
Honourable  Artillery  Company  of  Lon- 
don that  he  was  referring.  The  question 
raised  by  the  noble  Lord  the  Member 
for  Haddingtonshire  turned  very  much 
on  the  subject  of  enlistment.    He  agreed 
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with  the  hon.  Gendeaiaii  who  had  just 
sat  down,  and  with  hon.  U embers  who 
had  spoken  previously,  that  the  popu- 
larity of  enlistment  by  ballot  had  gained 
ground  very  much  in  this  country.  It 
was  no  longer  considered  the  hardship 
that  it  once  was.  When  men  could  take 
their  turn  in  the  Volunteer  service,  and 
by  that  means  become  exempt  from  the 
Militia  ballot,  the  hardship  had  to  a  great 
extent  diminished.  It  was  said  to  be  a 
hardship  to  the  humbler  class.  But  it 
appeared  to  him  that  the  whole  burden 
of  maintaining  the  Militia  fell  on  them, 
and  surely  it  would  be  no  grievance  to 
that  class  to  say  that  other  portions  of 
the  community  should  also  take  their 
share  in  the  defence  of  the  country. 
People  were  not  asked  to  go  out  of  tlus 
coimtry,  but  only  to  take  on  themselves 
the  duty  of  obtaining  a  knowledge  of 
the  use  of  arms,  so  that  if  the  kinMom 
were  attacked  they  might  be  able  to 
fight  in  its  defence.  Though  the  Law  of 
Ballot  was  on  the  statute  book,  yet  it  had 
been  so  long  husg  up  that  it  was  become 
quite  rusty ;  and  when  they  wanted  to 
use  it  they  would  find  they  coiJd  not 
draw  the  sword  &om  the  scabbard,  and 
if  they  kept  it  on  the  statute  book  they 
should  use  it.  There  was  ao  more  hard- 
ship in  balloting  a  man  to  learn  the  use 
of  arms  to  defend  his  country  than  there 
was  in  compelling  a  man  to  educate  his 
children,  as  many  hon.  Gentlemen  were 
now  prepared  todo.  Besides,  it  wasthe 
only  way  in  which  we  could  diminish  the 
great  expense  &a,t  was  so  constantly 
complained  of.  Constant  wails  about 
expense  were  entirely  out  of  place.  We 
m.ust  either  make  the  ballot  compulsory, 
or  pay  a  proper  sum  to  those  who  under- 
took the  defence  of  the  country.  It  was 
idle  to  compare  the  cost  of  foreign  with 
that  of  English  soldiers,  because,  asevery- 
one  knew,  in  France,  Prussia,  and  even 
in  Switzerland,  soldiers  were  enlisted  by 
ballot.  It  was  useless,  therefore,  to  say 
that  the  Enghsh  soldier  cost  £100,  while 
the  French  soldier  cost  only  £40 ;  the 
conditions  were  so  different.  It  appeared 
to  him  that  there  was  not  sufficient  mili- 
tary character  about  the  Militia.  Its 
ranks  were  no  doubt  filled  with  soldiers ; 
hut  commissioned  ofiicers  were  not  to  be 
had  for  it.  He  should  be  glad  to  see  the 
Militia  made  a  real  Reserve,  and  its  re- 
giments constituted  as  second  battalions 
of  the  regiments  of  the  Line.  If  they 
looked  into  the  Army  Litt  they  would 
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find  every  regiment  was  named  after  a 
county  &om  which  it  was  originaUy  en- 
listed, hut  now  the  regiments  had  no 
connection  with  the  counties.  He  had 
looked  out  in  the  Army  lAtt  for  bat- 
tahons  of  the  Line  which  bore  the  names 
of  the  following  counties ; — Oxfordshire, 
Berkshire,  Bucks,  Northamptonshire, 
Warwickshire,  Leicestershire,  and  But- 
landshire.  He  had  selected  these  coun- 
ties because  they  lay  geographically  con- 
tiguous and  had  railway  communication 
which  intersected  them.  These  counties 
had  regiments  of  Militia  and  Volunteers. 
Oxfordshire  had  about  800  Volunteers 
and  1,000  Militia;  Berkshire  about 
the  same  number;  Bucks,  400  Volun- 
teers and  Too  Militia,  and  so  on,  making 
altogether  a  force  of  11,500  Volunteers 
and  Militia.  Why  should  not  the  regi- 
ments of  the  Line  which  were  named 
after  these  counties  be  associated  with 
their  regiments  of  Militia  and  Volun- 
teers? Take,  for  example,  the  66th 
liegiment.  It  bore  the  name  of  the 
Berkshire  Itegiment  of  the  Line.  Its 
depot  was  at  the  Ouiragh  at  present. 
Take,  again,  the  481h  Northamptonshire 
Regiment.  Its  depot  was  at  Colchester. 
It  should  be  at  Northampton,  where 
there  are  admirable  barracks,  and  where 
they  would  be  very  welcome.  Why 
should  not  the  Militia  of  Northampton 
be  a  second  battalion  and  recruiting  oat- 
talion  to  this  48th  Begiment?  He  be- 
lieved they  were  to  have  sixty-one  regi- 
ments at  home,  and  it  would  he  well  to 
let  the  Line  regiments  go  to  the  counties 
from  which  they  were  named,  and  have 
between  them  and  the  Militia  raiments 
belonging  to  those  counties  a  mutual  in- 
terchange of  officers.  It  would  be  well 
to  have  the  adjutants  of  Militia  and 
Volunteer  regiments  appointed  from  the 
Line  regiments  named  from  the  counties 
to  whidi  the  Militia  and  Volunteers 
belong.  Their  quartei'mastere  should 
also  be  chosen  from  the  Line  regiments. 
The  Staff  seijeants  of  the  Militia  were 
not  so  serviceable  a  body  as  they  ought 
to  be.  For  eleven  months  of  the  year 
they  had  nothing  to  do,  and  for  one  month 
they  were  very  much  overworked ;  and  it 
would  be  much  better  for  them  that  they 
should  be  "brushed  up"  occasionally 
by  being  sent  back  to  the  Line.  The 
Staff  of  the  Militia  cost,  he  believed, 
something  like£220,000  a  year,  and  yet 
they  were  employed  only  one  month  of 
the  year ;  the  rest  of  the  year  they  were 
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doing  nothing,  or  harm  to  tliemselTes. 
He  Bhould  be  glud  to  see  the  Line  regi- 
ments sending  down  a  number  of  young 
eei^eants  to  drill  the  Militia.  If  they 
would  make  the  Ifihtia  second  battalions 
and  recruiting  battalions  for  the  Line, 
which  iFould  be  an  easy  thing  to  do, 
they  could  have  a  more  efficient  staff 
of  sergeants  than  they  had  at  present 
to  drill  their  Militia.  The  counties 
he  had  named  were  situated  in  a 
group,  and  he  was  glad  to  bear  the 
right  hon.  Oentlemen  announce  his  in- 
tention to  te-organize  the  military  dis- 
tricts, in  order  that  greater  facilities 
might  be  given  for  the  organization  of 
the  Eeserved  Forces.  A  letter  had  been 
read  &om  the  General  in  command  of 
the  Manchester  district,  stating  that  be 
bad  a  large  force  under  his  command, 
but  that  if  he  wanted  suddenly  to  caU 
it  out,  he  had  no  organization  to  enable 
him  to  do  BO.  The  system  ought  to  be 
BO  arranged  that  at  the  first  whisper  of 
alarm  every  man  belonging  to  every  re- 
giment should  be  able  to  go  to  his  ap- 
pointed post  like  a  ship's  crew  when 
beat  to  quarters.  Hie  recruiting  for 
the  Militia  should  be  of  a  very  smiple 
character,  and  he  entirely  disagreed  with 
the  plan  of  giving  men  two  bounties  for 
doing  8omet£ing  which  it  was  impossible 
they  could  do.  They  could  not  be  both 
Militia  and  Army  men.  We  had  at  pre- 
sent a  miserable  Beserve,  and  it  would 
be  found  to  be  unsatisfactory  the  moment 
it  was  called  upon.  Instead  of  a  miser- 
able Reserve,  we  ought  to  have  a  very 
powerful  and  strong  Reserve.  The  stand- 
mg  Army  of  this  country  must,  as  it 
seemed,  be  a  small  Army,  but  it  should 
be  efficient  according  to  its  numbers,  and 
capable  of  rapid  expansion.  The  only 
Reserve  we  could  look  to  was  the  Militia, 
and  he  thought  that  this  Force  should 
engage  for  genofal  service  for  the  five 
years.  He  did  not  believe  that  Militia- 
men supposed  for  one  moment  they  were 
never  to  servo  their  country  abroad.  On 
the  contrary,  he  was  persuaded  that 
those  who  entered  the  ]mlitia  would  be 
as  ready  to  undertake  to  engage  in 
foreign  service  as  to  remain  at  home. 
Our  present  Beserve  was  quite  insuffi- 
cient, and  if  it  were  not  increased  we 
should  find  ourselves  at  the  outbreak  in 
the  same  difficulty  in  which  we  had  been 
placed  during  the  Crimean  War,  when 
every  sort  of  trickeiy  and  rascality  had 
to  be  resorted  to  for  the  purpose  of  ob- 
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taining  recruits.  At  lengtii  Parliament 
was  obliged  to  raise  the  pay  of  the  sol- 
dier, and  Gd.  a  day  was  added  to  his 
pay,  with  the  best  results.  Few  persons 
realized  the  rapidi^  with  which  soldiers 
were  used  up  in  service  in  the  field,  not 
alone  &om  wounds  and  death  inflicted 
by  the  enemy,  but  from  sickness  and 
casualties.  In  the  regiment  with  which 
he  served  in  the  Crimea  1,200  men  were 
sent  out  within  seventeen  months  to  re- 
cruit it  &om  home,  and  at  the  end  of 
that  time  the  regiment  was  no  stronger 
than  when  it  went  out.  The  period  of 
enlistment  had  been  a  short  time  ago 
increased  from  ten  to  twelve  years,  and 
now  the  Secretary  of  State  proposed  to 
shorten  that  period.  But  it  appeared 
to  him  (Colonel  Loyd  Lindsay)  that  such 
a  measure  ought  only  to  be  carried  into 
effect  very  gradually,  or  rather,  that  it 
ought  not  to  be  adopted  at  all.  In  the 
French  Army  the  Government  applied 
the  large  sums  of  money  received  from 
the  rempla^aaU  in  buying  back  the  old 
soldiers.  They  thus  retained  the  best 
class  of  soldiers,  who  were  transferred 
to  the  eorp»  ^iltte,  and  these  eorpi  d'iiiU 
were  always  brought  to  the  front  at 
moments  of  emergency.  We  had  no 
eorpg  d'ilite;  our  regiments  were  taken 
as  they  stood ;  but  all  the  French  Gene- 
rals who  had  made  a  name  as  soldiers 
had  commanded  one  of  those  eorpg  ePilite, 
and  had  distinguished  themselves  in  this 
capacity.  It  was  a  great  advantage  to 
retain  the  old  soldiers  in  an  Army,  and 
if  the  Government  reduced  the  term  of 
enlistment  from  twelve  years  to  five  they 
would  make  a  great  mistake  which  it 
would  be  impossible  to  go  back  from. 

Me.  HUSSEY  VIVIAN  said,  he 
was  one  of  those  who  looked  with  great 
alarm  at  the  expenditure  incurrea  by 
this  country  for  its  military  service.  It 
appeared  to  him  that  a  sum  approach- 
ing £13,000,000  was  an  amount  which 
it  was  almost  wicked  to  spend  on  the 
military  branch  of  omx  ptibhc  service. 
He  was  ready  to  vote  any  sum  that 
might  be  really  required  for  the  defence 
of  the  country ;  but  his  firm  conviction 
was  that  we  were  subjecting  ourselves 
for  that  object  to  an  unnecessarily  large 
expenditure.  He  believed  that  we  might 
have  a  very  large  and  efficient  Reserve, 
and  at  the  same  time  immensely  reduce 
the  expenditure  on  our  mihtary  service ; 
and  it  was  because  he  felt  convinced  that 
the  establishment  oi 
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would  enable  as  to  effect  that  reduction 
of  expenditure,  that  he  veiy  strongly 
supported  such  a  projmaal.  We  had  a 
standing  Army  of  about  127,000  men, 
exclusiTe  of  tiie  Anny  of  India,  and  we 
had  a  Militia  Farce  of  Bome  134,000  men. 
Nov  he  found  that  the  direct  Totes  in- 
rolved  in  the  maintenance  of  the  stand- 
ing Army,  including  the  non-effective 
branch,  amounted  to  £10, 929,000;  while 
the  Totes  under  the  some  head  for  the 
Militia  amounted  to  only  £1,041,000, 
That  was  clearly  an  enormous  dispro- 
portion between  the  cost  of  the  two 
foTces.  He  did  not  propoee  for  a  mo- 
ment to  abolish  the  sending  Army ; 
but  he  proposed  greatly  to  increase  our 
Militia,  and  sensibly  to  reduce  the  stand- 
ing Army ;  and  he  had  no  doubt  that  if 
that  were  done  the  country  would  be 
placed  in  a  better  defensive  position  than 
it  held  at  present,  and  many  millions  of 
money  would  be  saved.  Ilie  question 
arose  whether  the  Militia  could  or  could 
not  be  considered  an  effective  force,  and 
the  answer  to  that  question  must  depend 
very  much  on  the  nature  of  the  organi- 
zation of  that  branch  of  our  military 
service.  They  would  do  much  to  mate 
the  Militia  ef&cient  if  they  insisted  that 
eveiy  Militiaman  should  be  well  drilled 
once  for  all ;  and  they  should  take  care 
that  evety  Militia  officer  should  be  fully 
qualified  for  the  discharge  of  hie  duties. 
The  question  really  came  to  this,  whe- 
ther they  could  so  train  their  Militiamen 
as  to  form  them  into  efficient  soldiers. 
He  did  not  pretend  to  be  a  soldier ;  but 
he  had  raised  a  Tolunteer  regiment, 
and  he  had  commanded  it  for  ten  years, 
and  he  believed  he  knew  Bometlungof 
what  constituted  a  private  soldier.  Hie 
impression  woe  that  the  training  re- 
quired to  make  a  man  a  private  soldier 
need  only  extend  over  a  nmited  period. 
He  agreed  with  those  who  thought 
that  a  high  state  of  discipline  could 
not  he  attainable  during  a  limited 
period  of  training ;  but  if  the  Militia 
were  called  upon  to  face  an  enemy 
he  had  no  doubt  that  they  would  soon 
imbibe  the  same  aentimenta  of  disci- 
pline as  their  brethren  in  the  standing 
Army.  If  they  could,  within  a  limited 
period,  cause  the  Militiamau  to  become 
an  efficient  soldier,  they  would  attain 
the  great  object  of  establishing  an  effi- 
cient Beserve.  The  most  important, 
perhaps,  of  all  those  questionB  was  that 
which  related  to  the  officers.  He  was 
Mr.  Smtty  Vivian 


fully  sensible  that  the  great  weakness  of 
the  Tolunteer  Force  lay  in  the  officers. 
As  lar  as  his  experience  went  he  had 
learnt  to  value  rather  lightly  the  train- 
ing of  private  soldiers;  hut  he  valued 
very  highly  the  training  of  officers. 
He  was  convinced  they  had  a  stratum 
from  which  they  might  draw  officers 
which  they  had  never  before  reached. 
He  meant  the  stratum  &om  which  they 
drew  theirTolunteer  Force — their  middle 
classes,  their  clerks,  and  others,  to  whom 
a  certain  moderate  payment  might  be  a 
matterof  great  importance.  Hohelieved 
that  by  offering  to  those  men  a  sum  of 
some  £30  or  £40  a  year  they  could  ob- 
tain a  large  number  of  most  efficient 
Militia  officers.  There  were,  hesideB,  a 
number  of  officers  who  had  retired  from 
the  Begular  Army,  and  who  found  them- 
selves totally  unfit  for  the  business  of 
civil  life,  who  would  be  very  glad  to 
engage  in  the  new  service.  One  of  the 
moat  cruel  positions  in  this  country  was 
that  of  officers  who,  afier  a  few  years  of 
service,  retired  without  being  qualified 
to  enter  any  other  profession.  They  all 
knew,  when  any  paltry  office  became 
vacant  —  such,  for  ius^nce,  as  that  of 
the  command  of  a  county  police — [^ 
laug}>\ — he  meant  paltry  in  point  of  re- 
muneration— what  numbers  of  persona 
applied  for  it.  That  office  had  not  long 
since  become  vacant  in  the  county  ho 
had  the  honour  to  represent,  and  he  was 
perfectly  astonished  on  examining  the 
testimonials  of  the  different  applicants 
at  the  high  character  and  the  long  and 
meritorious  services  of  many  of  those 
gentlemen.  He  believed  that  if  com- 
mands in  the  Militia  were  thrown  open 
to  retired  Army  officers  most  effective 
candidates  would  present  themselves  for 
those  commands,  and  an  enormous  be- 
nefit would  be  secured  for  our  national 
force.  A  force  of  that  kind  would,  he 
thought,  be  a  better  one  than  any  other. 
£very  Fnglishman  when  he  drew  his 
first  breal£  incurred  a  liabihty  to  de- 
fend his  countiy.  As  to  the  ballot,  so 
long  as  they  were  able  to  fill  up  their 
ranks  without  the  ballot  he  would  be  the 
man  to  have  recourse  to  it ;  if,  how- 
,  the  necessity  of  the  country  re- 
quired a  certain  number  of  Militiamen, 
and  if  they  could  not  raise  such  numbers 
without  the  ballot  he  should  not  hesi- 
tate to  resort  to  it.  But  the  Militia 
should  be  purely  a  defensive  force.  As 
to  the  Beserve,  it  should  not  he  an  Army 
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Seserre,  but  a  Keserre  for  defensiTe 
purpoeefl.  The  Volunteer  Force  waa  & 
most  important  Force  of  defence ;  but  it 
Taa  not  so  reliable  a  Force  ae  ooold  be 
desired.  If  an  emergency  arose  the 
Tolunt«er  Force  would  no  doubt  be  con- 
solidated and  respond  to  the  call  of  the 
country ;  but  it  would  take  considerable 
time  to  organize  it  so  as  to  make  it 
thoroughly  effectiTe.  At  present  there 
was  no  organization  which  would 
able  them  to  take  the  field  for  twenty- 
four  hours,  for  they  had  no  great  coats, 
no  tents,  and  no  commissariat  arrange- 
menta.  His  belief  was  that  if  the  House 
agreed  to  increase  the  Militia  force  to 
some  300,000  or  400,000  men,  the  coun- 
tiT  would  be  placed  beyond  the  possi- 
bUity  of  invaeiou,  and  the  standing  Army 
might  be  so  far  reduced  as  to  save  about 
£4,000,000  per  annum. 

M  >  .inn  WALKER  maintained  that 
the  adoption  of  the  system  of  the  ballot 
would  be  most  dangerous  for  the  popu- 
larity of  the  Militia  serrice,  and  would 
fill  tlie  ranks  with  meu  who  had  no  love 
of  soldiering  in  them.  It  would  also 
inflict  a  blow  on  the  efficiency  of 
force,  for  by  the  ballot  meu  of  eveiy 
social  class  would  be  drawn  into  the 
service,  and  the  higher  the  class  the 
greater  would  the  burden  be  felt,  so  that 
ultimately  the  terms  of  service  would 
have  to  be  assimilated  to  those  of  a  Na- 
tional Ouard.  It  was  the  wish  of  the 
country  that  the  Militia  should  be  made 
less  local,  and  should  be  more  connected 
with  the  Army,  and  believing  that  those 
results  could  not  be  attained  oy  a  system 
based  on  conscription,  he  trusted  that 
the  Government  would  pause  before 
adopting  the  ballot.  The  demand  for 
the  baUot  arose  &om  a  misconception 
that  the  Militia  system,  baaed  on  a  vo- 
luntary enhstment,  was  more  or  less  a 
failure.  [Lord  Elcho  :  In  war.]  The 
Militia,  ae  now  constituted,  were  not 
called  out  for  training  before  1852,  and 
yet  that  force  supplied  35,000  men  to 
the  line  during  the  Crimean  War. 
Therefore  the  country  had  no  reason  to 
be  ashamed  of  what  the  Militia  had 
done.  Since  that  period  the  Militia 
force  had  increased  both  in  numbers  and 
efficiency,  and  what  was  now  wanted 
for  it  was  not  revolution,  but  reform, 
and  he  was  glad  to  hear  the  Secretary 
for  War  state  that  some  important  points, 
connected  with  an  improved  organization 
of  the  Militia,  were  now  receiving  atten- 


tion. He  also  rejoiced  to  leant  that  it 
was  intended  to  exact  stricter  tests  as 
to  the  education  and  ef&ciency  of  officers. 
With  respect  to  the  men,  it  waa  import- 
ant that  the  period  for  the  prelimmary 
training  of  the  recruits  should  be  ex- 
tended ;  for  the  preliminary  training  con- 
stituted the  most  important  period  of 
their  education,  as  they  were  then  more 
open  to  receive  instruction  than  at  any 
other  period.  He,  therefore,  trusted 
that  the  preliminaiy  training  would,  as 
soon  ae  possible,  be  extended  from  four- 
teen days  to  twenty-eight.  It  was  also 
most  desirable  that  the  training  of  what 
were  called  Yolunteer  non-commissioned 
officers  ehoiild  be  increased.  As  to  the 
Staff  sergeants  of  Militia,  they  were, 
&om  his  own  experience,  a  most  able, 
trustworthy,  intelligent,  and  hard-work- 
ing body  of  men,  and  through  their  ex- 
ertions the  Militia  recruits  were  brought 
on  very  rapidly.  It  was  said  that  they 
were  only  employed  one  month  in  a 
year,  but  that  was  not  the  case,  for  they 
were  placed  in  a  strict  course  of  drill 
for  some  time  before  the  annual  train- 
ing, and  the  actual  work  which  the 
training  involved  occupied  six  weeks, 
so  that  altogether  they  were  engaged 
not  less  than  three  months  in  the  year. 
He  did  not  say  that  they  might  not  be 
still  further  utilized,  and  he  had  sug- 
gested on  the  estabhshment  of  the  Vo- 
Emteer  force  that  the  Volunteers  mi^t 
be  drilled  by  Militia  staff  sergeants.  He 
beheved  that,  if  the  Militia  were  foirly 
dealt  with,  it  might  be  made  not  indeed 
a  force  which  a  keen-eyed  adjutant 
would  pronounce  fhultlees,  but  a  force 
thoroughly  military  in  its  instincts  and 
constitution,  perfectly  ready  to  undertake 
the  garrison  duty  of  the  country  in  time 
of  war,  thoroughly  able  to  manceuvre  in 
conjunction  wiUi,  the  Begular  Army — a 
force,  in  fact,  to  which  any  General 
might  apply  the  words  of  the  present 
Commander-in-Chief  when,  alter  review- 
ing twelve  battalions  of  Militia,  he  called 
the  mounted  officers  to  the  front,  and  in 
frank,  soldier-like  phraae  said  —  "I 
should  be  proud  to  command  such  a 
force  on  any  service ;  and,  gentlemen,  I 
n  quite  sure  we  should  not  be  licked." 
CoLONEi.  SYKES  said,  he  thought 
that  with  our  increasing  population  there 
would  be  no  difficulty  in  filling  up  our 
numbers  in  the  Army.  There  was  no 
disinclination  on  the  part  of  the  men  to 
enter  the  MOitia,  but  there  was  a  difK- 
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culty  in  filling  up  the  lower  grades  of 
officers.  No  Army  could  be  efficient 
wMcli  was  not  accustomed  to  camp  life, 
and  we  should,  therefore,  do  what  our 
neighbours  did,  and  camp  three-fourths 
of  our  whole  Army  out  for  tiiree  months 
in  the  year.  In  this  way  the  French 
soldier  was  taught  how  to  take  care  of 
Imnself  in  certain  positions,  and  learnt 
that  which  it  was  quite  impossible  for 
him  to  learn  except  under  canvas. 

Sir  JOHN  PAEINGTON  said,  be- 
fore the  debate  closed,  he  hoped  the 
House  would  allow  him  to  add  a  veTy 
few  words  to  what  had  been  ^ready 
8tat«d.  We  lived  in  a  time  of  great 
surprises ;  but,  he  confessed,  he  had  sel- 
dom been  more  surprised  than  at  hear- 
ing noble  Lords  and  hon.  Members  on 
both  sides  of  the  House,  and  those  who 
ranked  high  in  the  Liberal  party,  com- 
ing forward  in  the  course  of  this  discus- 
sion and  declaring  their  unqualified  de- 
sire at  once  to  adopt  the  ballot  in  the 
Militia.  He  was  glad  to  hear  from  the 
Secretary  of  State  for  War,  that  he,  at 
any  rate,  did  not  sanction  that  principle, 
and  it  was  really  hard  to  understand 
upon  what  ground  his  noble  Friend  the 
Member  for  Haddingtonshire  ( Lord 
Elcho)  and  other  hon.  Members  had 
urged  it.  He  would  not  go  over  the 
ground  so  ably  taken  by  the  Secretary 
of  State  for  War,  by  reminding  the 
House  how  rapidly  new  men  now  en- 
tered the  Militia  and  the  Regular  Army ; 
but  he  should  have  thought  that  if  there 
was  a  time  at  which  the  ballot  was  not 
necessary,  it  was  this.  He  apprehended 
the  House  would  agree  with  him,  that 
we  ought  to  retain  the  ballot  box  on  the 
statute  book,  but  that  it  must  be  hung 
up  in  our  armoury,  as  being  one  of  the 
most  important  arms  that  we  must  re- 
serve for  times  of  emergency.  He  en- 
tirely ogtQeA  with  his  right  hon.  Friend 
that  it  ought  to  be  our  last  resource,  and 
that  we  ought  not  to  think  of  strength- 
ening our  national  force  by  the  ballot, 
except  under  obvious  and  admitted  cases 
of  extreme  necessity.  He  joined,  most 
willingly,  in  what  had  been  stated  on  all 
sides,  as  to  the  spirit  in  which  his  noble 
Friend,  whatever  Glovemment  might  be 
in  power,  had  pressed  this  subject  with 
admirable  perseverance  on  the  consi- 
deration of  Parliament,  and  had  re- 
minded them,  with  truth,  that  it  was  in 
time  of  peace  that  we  ought  to  make 
our  preparations,  and  organize  our  £e- 


serves.  In  addition  to  the  nece^t;  of 
the  ballot,  his  noble  Friend  had  urged 
two  things — first,  the  necessity  of  organ- 
izing an  Army  of  Beserve  ;  and,  next, 
that  we  ebould  do  well  to  adopt  the  sys- 
tem recommended  by  Sir  Hope  Grant — 
a  long  enlistment,  with  a  comparatively 
short  active  service ;  so  that  there  might 
be  a  margin  available  for  service  m  the 
Heserve.  He  had  listened  with  un- 
qualified satisfEiction  to  the  testimony 
borne  by  almost  every  Member  who  had 
spoken,  to  the  great  importance  and 
value  of  our  old  constitutional  force  — 
the  Militia.  Paesiiig  to  the  speech  of 
his  right  hon.  Friend  the  Secretary  of 
State  for  War,  he  was  sorry  to  be 
obliged  to  characterize  it  ae  a  speech  of 
fair  promises  and  little  performance. 
That  such  was  the  case  he  was,  he  must 
confess,  somewhat  surprised,  because  a 
conaiderable  interval  of  time  had  elapsed 
since  his  right  hon.  Friend  had  moved 
the  Army  Estimates — when  the  several 
subjects  which  had  been  discussed  that 
evening  had  been  entered  into  at  length. 
He  had,  under  these  circumstances, 
come  down  to  the  House  in  the  full  hope 
that  he  would  have  heard  &om  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  to  what  extent  he  in- 
tended to  organize  the  Army  Eeserve, 
and  what  the  plan  of  the  Government 
was  with  respect  to  that  most  important 
subject.  The  question  was  not  a  new 
one.  It  had  been  before  the  country  for 
several  years ;  and  during  the  tenure  of 
Office  of  the  lato  Qovemment,  impiortant 
steps  had  been  taken  by  his  right  hon. 
and  gallant  Friend,  General  Peel — who, 
he  regretted  to  say,  was  not  among  them 
on  the  present  occasion — with  the  view 
to  the  adoption  of  a  Reserve  systom. 
The  steps  which  General  Peel  took  con- 
sisted mainly  of  two  parts ;  the  one 
being  an  arrangement  for  constituting 
a  Eeserve  force  by  means  of  Volunteers 
&om  the  Mibtia  raiments.  By  some 
hon.  Members,  objections  were  made  to 
that  mode  of  strengthening  our  Eeserve ; 
but  he,  for  one,  saw  no  good  reason  why 
it  should  not  be  persevered  in,  for  be 
looked  upon  it  as  a  most  valuable  way 
of  increasing  our  Eeserve  force.  The 
other  portion  of  the  plan,  which  had  re- 
ference do  twelve  years'  service,  might 
perhaps,  better  be  abandoned,  if  a  more 
efficient  scheme  could  be  devised.  He 
came,  in  the  next  place,  to  that  part  of 
the  statoment  of  his  right  hon.  Friend 
the  Secretary  for  Wax  imich  related  to 
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B  s7Btein  of  limited  service  combined 
with  a  Bystem  of  Army  Eeserve.  On 
that  point  he  hoped  the  House  would 
have  &om  the  right  bon.  Gentleman  a 
more  distinct  statement  as  to  what  the 
intentions  of  the  QoTOmment  really 
were;  for,  as  yet,  it  had  only  been  told 
that  in  a  future  Session  of  PaxUameut 
they  would  probably  be  informed  as  to 
what  the  extent  was  to  be  of  the  di- 
minished period  of  service.  He  was  glad, 
he  might  add,  to  hear  what  had  fallen 
&om  the  right  hon.  Qeutleman,  as  to  the 
custom  which  had  grown  up  in  the  Mihtia 
and  Volunteers  of  purchasing  adjutant- 
cies,  andhe  trusted  the  eubjectwoulduot 
be  lost  sight  of  by  the  Government. 

Captain  VTVIAN  said,  he  did  not 
think  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  who  had 
just  eat  down  hod  fairly  characterized 
the  speech  of  his  right  hon.  Friend  the 
Secretary  for  War  when  he  spoke  of 
it  as  a  speech  of  fair  promises  but 
very  little  performance.  The  right 
bon.  Gentleman  contended  that  there 
was  no  justification  for  his  ri^ht  hon. 
Friend  not  having  given  fuller  informa- 
tion to  the  House  as  to  what  the  Go- 
vernment proposed  to  do  with  respect  to 
the  creation  of  a  Beserved  Force,  because 
the  question  was  one  which  bad  long 
occupied  the  attention  of  the  country. 
The  right  hon.  Gentleman  himself  had, 
however,  been  nearly  two  years  Secre- 
tary for  War,  and  what,  he  should  hko 
to  know,  had  he  done  in  the  matter 
during  that  time  ?  Absolutely  nothing. 
On  the  other  hand,  his  right  hon.  Friend 
the  Secretary  of  State  for  War  had 
taken  the  first  preliminary  step  to  any 
reform  of  the  Army — namely,  orin  gin  g 
home  a  lai^er  number  of  regiments  than 
bad  ever  been  in  this  country  before. 
He  had  already  brigaded  the  Militia 
force;  he  bad  improved  the  condition 
of  the  Militia  officers  to  a  certain  ex- 
tent, and  all  the  Militia  officers  who  had 
taken  part  in  this  debate  had  congratu- 
lated his  right  hon.  Friend  on  what  he 
had  already  done.  The  right  hon. 
Baronet  asked  whether  his  right  hon. 
Friend  intended  to  abandon  the  Militia 
Reserve.  So  far  from  abandoning  it, 
his  right  hon.  Friend  expected  this  year 
to  get  from  that  Eeserve  Force  about 
8,000  men,  in  spite  of  the  very  rigid  re- 
gulation against  taking  married  men 
into  the  Mihtia.  It  was  a  question 
whether  in  future  years  that  regulation 
should  be  maintained.     The  object  of 
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that  relation  was,  in  the  event  of  a 
man  bemg  called  out  to  serve,  to  prevent 
bis  leaving  a  wife  and  children  behind 
chargeable  on  the  parish.  His  right 
hon.  Friend  had  told  the  House  toat 
the  shortest  enlistment,  consistent  with 
foreign  service,  wouldbeadopted.  Itwas 
impossible,  without  very  careful  exami- 
nation, to  make  any  great  alteration  on 
the  subject  of  enlistment.  His  right 
hon.  Friend,  he  thought,  would  have 
been  liable  to  great  complaint  on  the 
part  of  the  House  if  he  had  come  down 
with  Bome  crude  and  ill-digested  plan 
for  the  purpose  of  gratifying  the  right 
hon.  Baronet.  Ho  had  acted  in  a  more 
statesmanlike  manner.  He  had  told 
the  House  the  exact  position  of  affairs, 
and  stated  that  at  the  beginning  of  next 
Session  he  hoped  to  be  able  to  submit 
the  scheme  of  the  Government. 

ViscoLTST  BURY,  in  the  absence  of 
the  noble  Lord  (Lord  Elcho),  said,  the 
noble  Lord  had  requested  him  to  say 
that,  after  the  speech  of  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  the  Secretary  of  State  for 
War,  he  did  not  wish  to  put  the  House 
to  the  trouble  of  dividing. 

Amendment,  by  leave,  withdrawn. 

ARMT-FORTIFICATION'S— 
GUN  SHIELDS,  Ac— OBSERVATIONS. 
Captain  F.  E.  B.  BEAUMONT  rose 
to  call  the  attention  of  the  House  to  the 
Expenditure  to  be  incurred  in  completing 
our  Fortifications,  bo  far  as  it  relates  to 
the  protection  of  Guns  by  means  of 
Shields  or  the  use  of  the  Moncrieff  Gun 
Carriage.  The  hon.  and  gallant  Mem- 
ber said  that  twenty  years  had  elapsed 
since  we  were  called  upon  to  look  for 
something  to  ofi'er  resistance  to  the  in- 
creasing powers  of  modem  ordnance ; 
he  mentioned  the  appointment  of  the 
Iron  Plate  Committee,  which  sat  from 
1861  to  1864  ;  of  the  special  Committee, 
better  known  as  the  Gibraltar  Shield 
Committee,  which  reported  in  1868  ;  and 
of  the  Select  Committee,  a  committee  of 
scientific  officers  and  others,  sitting  m 
ji#rfflan«i«,  who  gave  place,  in  1869,  to 
the  Committee  on  Inventions,  now  sit- 
ting. The  experiments  made  by  the 
Iron  Plate  Committee  divided  them- 
selves into  three  classes  —  first,  experi- 
ments on  solid  cast  iron  and  laminated 
iron;  second,  experiments  on  targets 
which  ofi'ered  an  artificial  resistance  to 
the  shot,  and  of  which  the  Chalmers  target 
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was  a  fair  type  ;  and  third,  experiments 
on  targets  of  which  the  Gibraltar  Shield 
■was  the  type.  At  the  time  the  Gibraltar 
Shield  was  uBdercoasideration  much  am- 
biguity prevailed  as  to  the  direction  in 
which  improrements  were  to  be  eought. 
But  it  had  since  heensuggested — hecould 
hardly  say  by  whom — that  if  the  plates 
were  separated  from  each  other  by  a  cer- 
tain distance,  the  result  might  be  success- 
ful.  Accordingly,  an  esperiment  had 
been  tried  at  Shoeburyness  of  three  plates, 
tiie  thickness  of  each  of  which  was  five 
inches,  being  bolted  together,  six  inches 
apart,  and  the  iuterral  filled  up  with 
asphalto  cement.  The  experiment  was 
highly  satisfactory  ;  and  from  further 
experiments  that  had  since  been  made 
he  thought  that  this  description  of  shield 
would  be  the  shield  of  the  future.  He 
would  HOW  come  to  Captain  MoncriefPs 
^un-carriage,  which,  as  the  House  was 
aware,  resembled  in  its  mode  of  action 
a  child's  rocking-horse  with  the  gnn 
mounted  on  the  tail,  a  heavy  weight  be- 
ing attached  between  the  fore  legs,  which 
overbalanced  the  weightofthegun.  The 
recoil  depressed  the  eun  and  raised  the 
weight,  which  was  held  in  that  position 
till  the  gun  was  loaded.  The  weight 
was  then  let  go,  and  its  fall  elevated  the 
gun  into  its  firing  position.  The  gun 
Bad  been  tested  as  to  its  offensive  powers, 
but  it  had  not  been  tested  at  all  as  to 
its  defensive  capabilities.  He  thought 
the  Oovemment  had  been  somewhat 
premature  in  buying  up  the  system — 
if  it  did  all  that  was  expected  of  it,  they 
had  given  too  little — if  it  should  prove  a 
failure,  the  money  had  been  wasted. 
The  gun-carriage  ought  to  be  tried  in 
every  possible  way,  precisely  as  it  would 
be  tostod  in  action,  and  ^s  had  not 
yet  been  done.  He  thought  there  ought 
to  be  a  fair  trial  of  the  relative  advan- 
tages between  shields  and  this  gun- 
carriage.  There  was  a  proposition  now 
before  the  Secretary  at  War,  to  which 
he  hoped  his  right  hon.  Friend  would 
give  favourable  attention,  of  what  might 
be  called  a  competitive  trial  of  shields. 
It  was  proposed  that  the  War  Office 
should  make  a  standard  shield,  and  then 
that  the  inventive  talent  of  the  country 
should  be  called  on  to  compete  with  it, 
the  reward  of  the  successiiil  competitor 
being  a  contract  for  a  certain  number  of 
shields,  for  he  was  opposed  to  Govern- 
ment work  wherever  private  onterprize 
could  be  introduced. 
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Mn.  CABDWEIX  said,  he  wan  mnch 
obliged  to  his  hon.  and  gallant  Friend 
for  having  postponed  bringing  forward 
this  question  upon  a  previous  occasion ; 
but  he  hoped  he  would  not  expect 
him  to  go  at  length  into  the  subject 
at  midnight,  especially  as  his  opinion 
upon  scientific  suhjecte  would  not  be 
highly  valued  by  the  House.  Still 
he  must  obs^re  that  gun-carriages  and 
shields  were  not  things  which  could  be 
contrasted  with  each  other  in  the  way 
the  hon.  and  gallant  Member  proposed. 
Mr.  MoncriefifB  most  skilful  scheme  had 
been  brought  before  him  first  by  the 
Ordnance  Committee,  which  had  con- 
sidered it  most  carefully.  It  had  re- 
ceived the  entire  approval  of  the  au- 
thorities at  the  Horse  Guards,  and  with- 
in the  last  few  days  he  had  laid  upon 
the  table  the  Beport  of  the  Committee 
appointed  hy  his  right  hon.  Friend  op- 
posite (Sir  John  Pakington),  likewise 
speaking  in  the  highest  terms  of  the 
invention.  Under  these  circumstances 
it  was  unnecessary  for  him  to  enter 
further  into  the  subject.  He  had  not 
the  least  doubt  that  the  shields  would 
their  places.  And  when  the 
House  voted,  as  he  felt  persuaded  fhey 
would  do,  the  sum  warded  to  Mr.  Mon- 
crieff  by  Lord  Northbrook's  Committee, 
they  would  have  made,  he  believed,  a 
most  satisfactory  arrangement. 

SiE  JOHN  HAT,  a«  Chairman  of  the 
Iron  Plate  Committee  and  of  the  Gib- 
raltar Shield  Committee,  confirmed  the 
statement  of  the  Secretary  of  State  for 
War,  that  it  was  impossible  to  contrast 
the  two  subjects  of  iron  shields  and  the 
Moncrieff  gun-carriage,  both  of  which 
were  extremely  valuable  inventions,  and 
both  of  which,  when  properly  placed, 
would  become  highly  serviceablo  ad- 
ditions to  the  defences  of  the  country. 
The  Moncrieff  gun-carriage  had  been 
referred  to  as  a  kind  of  hobhyhorae,  and 
he  hoped  the  hon.  Hember  opposite 
(Captain  Beaumont)  would  not  attempt 
to  ride  that  hobbyhorse  to  death.  It 
would  be  very  useful  in  its  proper 
place,  and  he  hoped  his  right  hon.  Friend 
opposite,  and  everrbody  who  might  fol- 
low him  in  the  Office  of  Secretary  of 
State  for  War,  would  see  that  the  in- 
vention was  only  applied  to  its  proper 

Main  Question.  "That  Mr,  Speaker 
do  now  leave  the  Chair,"  put  and  ofrtei 
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SUPFLT— ARHT  ESTIMATES. 

Supply — eomtitred  in  Committee. 
(In  the  Committee.) 

(1.)  £952,700,  MUitia  and  Inspection 
of  Reaerve  ForceB, 

SiE  MICHAEL  HICKS -BEACH 
colled  attention  to  the  exceptional  posi- 
tion of  the  quarter  masters  of  Militia, 
who  were,  he  said,  aa  deserving  a  dasB 
of  men  aa  any  in  the  trhole  Army.  To 
have  risen  troxa  the  ranks  to  the  position 
of  an  officer  and  a  gentleman  without 
any  interest  or  private  means  was  in  it- 
seu  a  proof  that  for  very  many  yeare  a 
man  must  have  devoted  himself  assidu- 
ously to  the  duties  of  his  profession, 
and  have  maintained  an  uniform  good 
character.  Militia  quartermasters,  how- 
ever, though  their  duties  lasted  for  a 
considerable  portion  of  the  year,  were 
only  entitled  to  fourteen  days'  full  pay 
beyond  the  training,  while  the  rest  of 
the  Staff  were  paid  during  the  whole 
year.  They  were  in  a  worse  position 
than  the  adjutant,  an  officer  of  similar 
rank,  who  received  1«.  a  day  and  the 
pay  of  a  servant;  and  were  worse  off 
even  than  the  sergeant  or  drummer  of 
the  permanent  Staff  as  regarded  lodging 
money.  The  peculiar  hardship  of  their 
case,  however,  lay  in  the  matter  of  pen- 
sions, being  excluded  from  those  to 
which,  had  they  remained  in  the  position 
of  servants,  they  would  have  been  en- 
titled. His  right  hon.  Friend  (Sir  John 
Pakington)  investigated  the  matter,  and 
had  stated  distinctly  that  had  he  re- 
mained at  the  War  Office  he  should  have 
proposed  to  grant  pensions  to  these 
officers.  From  the  year  I8I7  to  1829 
pensions  were  actuaUy  attached  to  the 
quartermasters'  position,  and  at  the  pre- 
sent moment  four  quartermasters,  ap- 
pointed before  the  year  1829,  were 
actuaUy  in  receipt  of  these  allowances. 
In  1829,  however,  the  Mititiafell  to  some 
extent  into  abeyance,  and  no  quarter- 
masters were  appointed ;  so  that  when, 
in  1862,  that  service  was  recognized  the 
clause  relating  to  these  officers  was  not 
re-enacted.  !Bemembering  the  respon- 
sible duties  which  quartermasters  of 
Militia  had  to  discharge,  the  fact  that 
they  were  appointed  late  in  life,  and  that 
it  was  desirable  to  make  the  place,  to 
some  small  extent,  a  prize  for  meritorious 
soldiers,  the  pensions,  he  thought,  might 
ireU  be  granted.    Sut  he  restodhis  sug- 


gestion mainly  upon  the  interests  of  the 
service,  which  required  that  men  ought 
not  to  be  tempted  to  hold  out  longer 
than  they  were  actually  efficient,  uid  he 
trusted  uie  Government  would  meet  the 
point  in  a  tair  and  liberal  spirit. 

Sm  EOBEET  ANSTEUTHER  pro- 

sted  against  the  wild  and  extraordinary 
theories  which  had  been  advanced  about 
balloting  for  the  Militia.  It  would  be  a 
bad  day  for  England  if  the  time  ever 
came  when  EngUshmen  had  not  suffi- 
cient love  of  country  te  defend  their 
homes  without  being  forced  te  do  so.  As 
regarded  barrack  accommodation  for  the 
Militia,  in  some  places  it  was  miserably 
deficient.  The  head-quarters  of  his  regi- 
ment in  Fifeshire  had  been  condemned 
over  and  over  again.  So  miserably  off, 
indeed,  were  they  for  a  ahed  or  any  de- 
scription of  cover,  that  upon  one  pouring 
wet  day  when  the  regiment  assembled 
they  had  actually  to  change  their  civilian 
for  their  military  clothing  in  the  streets. 
A  little  further  north  bare  legs  would 
not  have  mattered  so  much,  but  Fife- 
shire was  a  more  civilized  region. 

Colonel  NOETH  said,  no  body  of 
men  were  more  deserving  of  pensions 
than  the  Militia  quartermasters.  He 
was  sure  the  country  had  no  wish  to  de- 
prive them  of  advantages  enjoyed  by  the 
other  members  of  the  Militia  Staff. 

Colonel  COEBETT  said,  any  person 
conversant  with  the  circumstances  of  the 
case  must  know  the  immense  amount  of 
responsible  work  that  was  thrown  upon 
quartermasters  of  Militia  when  the  stores 
and  accoutrements  of  the  regiment  were 
being  given  in.  Such  responsible  officers 
were  fully  entitled  to  pensions.  He 
suggested  that  barrack  accommodation 
should  be  provided  for  the  recruits  as 
they  were  enrolled  ;  estimating  that  ac- 
commodation of  this  kind  to  the  extent 
of  about  5  per  cent  of  the  whole  strength 
of  the  regiment  would  be  sufficient. 
The  adjutant  and  staff  would  thereby  be 
dealing  with  the  men  in  man^eable 
numbers,  and  a  better  foundation  could 
be  laid  for  the  fiiture  progress  of  the  re- 
cruits than  when  aU  the  regiment  was 
mustered  together.  It  appeared,  also, 
that  some  of  the  men  of  Militia  regi- 
ments had  no  great  coats,  and  that  some 
had  great  coats  which  were  useless.  He 
thought  that  they  should  all  be  provided 
with  serviceable  great  coats. 

Me.  CARDWELL  said,  there  was 
great  necessity  for  circumspection  in  ia- 
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)n-e£fectiTe  Votes,  Wtenthe 
Militia  was  re-coQEtituted,  in  1653,  it  was 
determined  to  restore  the  quarter] 
ters,  but  not  to  provide  them  with  pen- 
sion; and,  in  1858,  a  Commission  con- 
sidered the  case  of  the  quartormastcrs 
and  disposed  of  it  by  saying:  that  their 
pay  and  allowances  were  sufficient. 
Moreover,  it  was  now  a  serious  question 
whether  the  employment  of  quarter- 
masters should  be  continued  at  all,  and 
until  that  question  was  decided  one  way 
or  the  other  he  could  not  givo  any  prO' 
mise  on  that  subject.  With  regard  t< 
barracks,  he  would  do  his  best  to  see  that 
they  were  utilized,  as  he  had  no  intention 
of  proposing  their  abolition.  As  to  the 
great  coats,  it  would  cost  a  considerable 
sum  to  provide  great  coats  for  all  the 
MiUtia,  and  as  they  vere  only  out  for  a 
few  days  in  the  hotter  season  of  the  year 
great  coats  were  perhaps  not  absolutely 


SiK  MICHAEL  HICK8-BEACH  ex. 
pressed  himself  dissatisfied  with  the 
answer  of  the  Secretary  of  State  in  re- 
gard to  pensions  to  quartermasters,  and 
said  he  should  feel  it  his  duty  to  bring 
the  matter  before  the  House  again. 

Me.  AuiERMAN  LUSK  said,  that  mi- 
litary gentlemen  appeared  to  think  the 
nation  was  made  for  the  Army,  instead  of 
the  Army  being  made  for  the  nation,  and 
he  complainod  that  the  interests  of  the 
tax -payers  were  not  sufficiently  regarded. 

Tote  agrud  to. 

(2.)  £89,300,  Yeomanry  Cavaby. 

Sni  HENET  HOAEE  objected  to  the 
Tote,  as  the  Yeomanry  were  not  a  body 
fit  to  take  service  along  with  regular 
troops.  He  suggested  mat  the  amount 
of  the  Tote  be  transferred  to  increase  the 
capitation  grant  of  Volunteers.  An  in- 
f^try  soldier  required  six  months  in 
order  to  be  turned  out  efficient,  and  more 
time  would  be  required  for  a  cavalry 
soldier.  Now,  the  Yeomanry  had  only 
five  days'  drill  and  discipline,  and  he 
bad  seen  men  ignoring  the  fact  that  they 
had  a  right  hand  and  left  hand,  and  the 
horses  might  be  seen  careering  round  the 
field,  the  riders  perfectly  incapable  of 
controlling  them.  Thoy  were  an  im- 
proper force  to  be  called  out  at  any  time 
m  support  of  the  civil  power,  and  their 
lamentable  appearance,  in  1819,  must  be 
deplored  by  every  Member  of  that  House. 
Under  any  circumstances,  calling  this 
force  out  was  likely  to  set  class  against 
Mr,  CariKtN 


class.  He  moved  for  the  reduction  of 
the  Estimates  by  the  amount  of  f  89,300. 
Mr.  a.  EGEETON,  having  the  honour 
to  command  a  Yeomanry  force,  wished 
to  remind  the  hon.  Baronet  that  at  Peter- 
loo  the  Yeomanry  merely  obeyed  orders, 
and  it  should  be  remembered  that  a  ca- 
valry force  was  much  more  efficient  in 
suppressing  a  riot  than  infantry ;  and,  not 
many  years  ago,  in  Bolton,  a  riot  oo* 
curred,  and  the  Yeomanry  were  ordered 
to  clear  the  streets.  It  was  done,  and 
the  only  action  that  took  place  was  be- 
tween a  collier  and  a  Yeomanry  captain, 
which  resulted  only  in  a  wound  to  the 
nose  of  the  collier.  But  the  mob  imme- 
diately disappeared.  The  troops  were 
drilled  by  the  Beijeant-msjors  at  their 
own  quarters,  and  the  inspecting  officers 
had  always  expressed  their  admiration 
of  the  wiUingnesg  of  the  men  to  learn 
their  drill.  He  did  not  mean  to  say  that 
Yeomaniy  were  fit  to  act  alongside  ca- 
valry of  the  Line,  but  he  felt  certain  they 
would  be  able  to  do  bo  in  a  very  short 
time.  K  invasion  were  to  happen  no 
doubt  it  would  be  found  necessary  to 
secure  the  service  of  a  body  of  irregular 
cavalry,  and  it  would  he  a  fortunate  Uiing 
to  secure  the  prompt  services  of  a  body 
of  men  such  as  these  17,000  men  would 

Mk.  BABNETT  said,  he  understood 
that  the  hon.  Baronet  (Sir  Henry  Hoare) 
did  not  make  much  progress  in  the  regi- 
ment of  Yeomanry  to  which  he  belonged 
— and  that  it  was  now  in  a  very  different 
state  of  efficiency  from  what  it  was  when 
the  hon.  Baronet  held  a  commission  in 
He  thought  that  a  body  of  men  like 
the  Yeomanry  would  be  of  the  utmost 
value  if  through  any  event  they  should 
be  called  upon  to  act  in  conjunction  with 
the  Tolunteer  Rifle  Force,  and  he  had  no 
doubt  they  would  prove  most  valuable 
coadjutors. 

Mk.  ACLAND,  as  a  Yeomanry  officer, 
did  not  think  the  force  was  in  the  con- 
dition it  ought  to  be ;  but  he  thought  the 
remarks  of  the  hon.  Baronet  (Sir  Henry 
Hoare)  were  not  in  all  respects  correct. 
He  expressed  his  thanks  to  the  Seoretaiy 
of  State  for  War  for  having  grappled 
with  this  subject.  The  late  Sir  E. 
Wetherall  had  said  that  no  force  could 
be  more  valuable  in  a  country  like  this 
than  a  mounted  rifle  force. 

Mr.  CABDWELL  said,  he  supposed 
the  hon.  Member  for  Chelsea  (Sir  Seniy 
Hoare)  had  been  ei^oying  himself  mord 
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comfortably  in  the  earlier  part  of  the 
evening  than  he  would  have  been  in 
listening  to  Mb  statement.  He  had,  in 
that  etatement,  explained  the  principles 
on  which  the  Government  propoaed  to 
proceed  in  reference  to  onr  Keaerved 
Forcea,  The  cost  of  onr  Yeomanry, 
man  for  man,  was  not  large  as  com- 
pared with  the  B^^dar  Gavuiy,  and  he 
believed  that  the  Vote  was  a  reasonable 


(2.)  Motion  made,  and  Question  put, 

"TlinC  n  auin.  not  exceeding  £80,300,  l>e 
grnnlad  to  Her  Mnjpily,  to  defray  Ilia  Chnrga  of 
tlie  Yconianry  Cavalry  ohich  -ill  come  in  cuarie 
or  payment  from  Ihe  lit  day  of  April  ISegtOtbs 
31sl  dKj  of  March  ISTO,  iDclunrg." 

The  Committee  dimded: — Ayes  117; 
Noes  27 ;  M^ority  90. 

Vote  agreed  to. 

(3.)  £414,000,  Volunteer  Coips. 

(4.)  £81,200,  Army  Beserve  Force. 

(5.)  £64,479,  Greenwich  Hospital  and 
Schools. 

SiE  JOHN  HAY  said,  that  the  govern- 
orship of  Greenwich  Hospital  had  always 
been  looked  forward  to  as  a  prize  among 
the  most  distinguished  naval  men,  and 
he  must  enter  his  protest  against  its 
being  abolished.  The  Navy  rejoiced  in 
the  appointment  of  the  new  (Jovemor, 
Sir  Houston  Stewart,  but  it  was  a  mat- 
ter of  regret  that  the  emoluments  should 
have  been  so  reduced.  He  hoped  his 
right  hon.  Friend  would  reconsider  the 
subject.    

Mr.  GHILDEBS  said,  he  thought 
that  the  salary  of  £1,200  attached  to  the 
office  was  sirfficient,  as  it  was  equal  to 
the  highest  prizes  in  the  Navy. 

Sib  JOHN  PAKINGTON  said,  that 
the  great  prize  which  was  offered  by  the 
appointment  to  the  most  distingmshed 
officer  in  the  Navy  was  the  sum  of  £100 
per  annum,  by  which  sum  the  salary 
attached  to  the  office  exceeded  his  former 
income.  If  he  were  permitted  to  retain 
his  half-pay  and  his  good-service  pension 
it  would  have  been  a  real  prize  to  have 
offered. 

Vote  agrtei  to. 

(6.)  £14,093,  Advances  and  Espenses 
of  Carey  Street  Site  for  New  Law  Courts, 

Mb.  hunt  said,  he  hoped  the  ques- 
tion of  the  site  of  the  new  Law  Courts 
would  not  be  postponed  until  Members 
bad  left  town  and  tiie  decision  was  prac- 
taoally  left  to  the  Treasury  Benches. 
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Mh.  AYRTON  assured  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  that  full  opportunity  would 
be  given  for  the  discussion. 

Vote  agreed  to. 
House  remmed. 

Resolutions  to  be  reported  To-morrow, 
at  Two  of  the  clock ;  Committee  to  sit 
again  To-morrow. 

SPECIAI.  AND  COMMOS  JtJBIEa  BILI. 
On  Motion  of  Viscount  Enffrld.  Bill  to  nmend 
10  Lnw9  rrgnl.itlng  the  quj<1i(iciit|fn.  eumnion. 
ig.  attendnnce,  ond  remunemtlnn  of  Speoiiil  nnd 
ommon  Jurlei  In  England  and  Vinltt,  ordered  it 
e  brought  in  by  Viicount  Ekfueui,  Mr.  Uitl>- 
IK,  and  Mr.  Dimium. 

FINES  AND  FEES  COLLECnOIT  BILL. 

On  Motion  of  Mr.  Humt,  Bill  to  enable  Local 
Authoritlei  to  collect  Fine*  nnd  ¥ee»  by  means  of 
Stamps,  ordered  Id  be  brought  in  by  Mr.  ilDiiT, 
Mr.  ScLATiR-Boorn,  and  Mr.  Stitiikt  lIlLt. 

iWiprettnttd,  and  read  tbe  flnt  titno.  [Bill  ISfi.] 

HIGH  constables'    OFTIOB  ABOLITION,   &0. 

BILL. 

On   Motion  of  Mr.   IltrnT,  Bill  lo  proTlda  for 

Ihe  diichnrge  of  the  dulii's  lict-eioloi'o  poilbrmed 

b>  High  ConttabtfS.  and  for  (he  abolition  of  guob 

'ertd  Id  be  brought    in    Ly  Mr.  Hunt, 


HOUSE    OP    LORDS, 
Friday,  \lth  June,  1869. 

MINUTES.]— PcBUO  Btlm— Ffri(   Readin<!-~ 

I'oor  Relief  (Ireland)  .\ct  (lSr.3)  Amendment* 
(1S4);  Municipal  Krnnol.i-e '  |12i). 

Second  Reading  —  New  Parialiea  and  Church 
Uu'ldiiig  Ami  Amendment  (106):  Becr- 
houiet,  tc.  (123);  CuXoma  nnd  Inland 
Itcvenue  Dutica  (III)i  Election  Commit. 
sionen  (Expcnaet)  fl21). 

Cammirtee — Iteconlera'  Depu'ie**  (lOS). 

Committee — Report — Oxford  UDiveriiij  Slatatea* 
(114). 

Report— Stnnnnnei*  (123). 

Third  fir!o(fin^— I'nrochial  Schoola  (Scotland)" 
(110):  M el ropoli tan  Common!  Sapplemeatal' 
(3A),  and  paeaed. 

THE    IRISH    CHURCH    BILL. 

OBSEEVATIONS.    QUESTION. 

LoBD  BATEMAN  said,  he  ventured, 
with  the  kind  indulgence  of  their  Lord- 
ships, to  make  a  few  remarks,  though  hi 
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^aa  not  in  regtilar  Order.  He  had  to 
apologize  to  their  LordshipB  for  taking 
this  course,  and  to  the  noble  Earl  opposite 
(Earl  GraaTille)  forthe  very  short  notice 
he  had  given  him  of  the  Question  which 
he  intended  to  ask  him,  but  he  trusted 
that  the  gravity  of  the  Bitlgect  to  whipJi 
he  was  about  to  refer  and  the  conciH- 
atory  feeling  by  which  he  was  actuated, 
would  be  his  apology.  In  common,  with 
every  Member  of  the  House,  he  felt 
great  anxiety  with  reference  to  the  diffi- 
culty in  which  the  House  was  placed  in 
regard  to  a  Bill  of  great  importance 
which  would  come  before  their  Lordships 
nest  week.  He  had  considered  the 
matter  very  carefully,  and  was  of  opi- 
niou  that  some  mode  could  be  devised  of 
exiricating  the  House  from  what  threat- 
ened to  be  a  serious  difficulty.  Under 
what  circumstances  did  the  BUI  come 
before  the  House?  The  Bill  was  intro- 
duced in  the  other  House  by  the  Prime 
Minister,  who  carried  it  by  Bucceseive 
majorities  perfectly  without  parallel. 
There  was  a  large  part  of  the  people  of 
this  country  who  did  not  approve  of  the 
Bill.  There  was  another  party — he 
might  call  them  the  turbulent  party — 
who  were  in  favour  of  the  Bill,  and  had 
used  language  in  reference  'to  their 
Lordships'  House  which,  he  believed, 
their  Lordships  would  not  brook.  He 
thought  their  Lordships  would  agree 
with  him  that  a  measure  of  such  im- 
portance as  the  Irish  Church  Bill  could 
be  considered  more  impartially  in  that 
House  than  in  the  House  of  Commons ; 
but  threats  had  been  used  towards  their 
Lordships,  in  case  they  should  reject  or 
materiaUy  alter  the  Bill,  which  were  cal- 
culated to  irritate  and  provoke  the  re- 
sistance of  those  who  aat  on  his  side  of 
the  House. 

The  EAHt  OF  CAENAEVON  rose  to 
Order.  He  had  not  the  least  conception 
what  his  noble  Friend  proposed  to  say ; 
but  he  submitted  that  it  was  not  right 
that  a  very  important  subject  which  was 
to  come  before  the  House  next  week 
should  be  brought  forward  without  no- 
tice, and  in  a  manner  that  could  lead  to 
no  result  whatever. 

LoBD  CAIRNS  said,  he  also  was  about 
to  rise  to  Order.  Last  year  their  Lord- 
ships had  agreed  that  any  Peer  who  de- 
sired to  make  a  statement  that  was 
likely  to  lead  to  any  debate,  or  to  put  a 
Question,  should  place  a  Notice  to  that 
effeot  upon  the  Paper.  He  tmderstood 
Lord  BaUman 


that  the  noble  Lord  had  given  private 
notice  to  the  noble  Earl  the  Secretary  of 
the  Colonies  of  his  intention  to  put  a 
Question;  and,  if  the  noble  Earl  was 
prepared  to  answer  it,  there  coiild  be  no 
objection  to  the  course  which  the  noble 
Lord  was  pursuing ;  bathe  (Lord  Cairns) 
objected  to  it  on  behalf  of  the  House 
generally,  and  he  trusted  his  noble 
Friend  would  not  proceed  with  his  in- 
tended statement. 

Loan  BATEMAN  said,  he  did  not 
wish  to  proceed  in  opposition  to  the 
feeling  of  the  House ;  but  he  thought 
the  noble  Earl  opposite,  with  whom  he 
an  interview  on  the  subject  this  morning, 
would  agree  with  him  that  the  Question 
would  have  led  to  a  very  satisfact^^  re- 
sult, and  might  have  saved  the  House 
from  a  position  which  all  must  deplore. 
The  observations  he  had  intended  to 
make  would,  he  believed,  have  strength- 
ened the  hands  of  the  Government  as 
well  as  of  the  House.  In  deference,  how- 
ever, to  the  objection  of  the  noble  Earl, 
he  felt  bound  to  re&ain  from  making 
any  further  observations  on  the  subject. 

Eabl  GRANVILLE ;  I  entirely  agree 
with  the  noble  Earl  (the  Earl  of  Car- 
narvon) as  to  the  irregularity  of  the 
course  taken  by  the  noble  Lord.  The 
noble  Lord  was  good  enough  to  give 
me  notice  of  a  Question  which  he  pro- 
posed to  put,  having  reference  to  cer- 
tain reports  to  which  he  has  alluded,  aa 
to  the  course  which  the  Government  in- 
tend to  take  with  respect  to  the  Bill 
which  will  come  before  your  Lordships 
next  week,  I  told  the  noble  Lord  that, 
in  my  opinion,  there  were  two  objections 
to  his  putting  the  Question  or  to  my 
answering  it.  One  was  that  it  was  not 
desirable  to  raise  a  small  debate  to-night 
on  the  subject  which  will  come  before 
the  House  in  due  course  next  week ; 
and  the  other  was  that  it  would  be  con- 
trary to  the  rule  which  we  laid  down 
last  Session  and  to  which  the  noble  and 
learned  Lord  (Lord  Cairns)  has  ad- 
verted. At  the  same  time  I  told  him 
I  could  quite  understand  the  anxiety 
which  every  Member  of  the  House  must 
feel  with  respect  to  the  precise  position 
in  which  they  stood  with  regard  to  the 
Irish  Church  Bill,  and  I  could  also  un- 
derstand the  wish  of  noble  Lords  for 
some  information  with  regard  to  the 
threats  to  which  he  has  referred  as 
having  been  hold  out  towards  this  House 
in   cue  your  Iioidships  shoold  think 
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proper  to  adopt  a  oert^E  policy.  I  have 
seen  those  threats  quoted  in  some  detail 
in  epeecheB  made  out-of'doors ;  but  I 
am  utterly  unaware  of  any  foundation 
there  can  possibly  be  ibr  them.  I  shall 
not  answer  the  noble  Lord's  Question 
now,  but  I  shall  take  an  opportunity,  on 
Monday,  of  explaining  to  the  House  in  a 
manner  which  I  trust  wUE  be  satisfac- 
tory to  any  reasonable  man,  that  Her 
iUajesty's  GoTemment  neither  has  nor 
ever  had  any  intention  of  departing 
from  that  proper  and  respectful  course 
which  it  is  the  duty  of  Her  Majesty's 
servants  to  follow,  whether  they  are 
dealing  with  the  House  of  Commons  or 
mth  your  Lordships'  House. 

TOE  iKisn  cncEcn  bill.— petition. 

Thz  Dukb  or  ABERCORN  rose  to 
present  a  Petition  from  Belfast  against 
the  Jjieh  Church  Bill.  This  Petition 
had  been  agreed  to  at  one  of  the  most 
important  meetings  ever  held  in  L:e- 
land.  It  was  held  on  the  22nd  of  May, 
was  attended  by  80,000  persons,  and 
was  remarkable  for  the  large  attendance 
of  the  respectable  and  intemgent  classes, 
and  for  the  unanimity  whidi  prevailed 
with  regard  to  the  mischievous  and 
dangerous  nature  of  the  measure  which 
'woiJd  come  before  their  Lordships  next 
week.  One  of  the  meet  remarkable  fea- 
tures of  the  meeting  Tras  the  entire 
union  of  sentiment  which  was  displayed 
between  the  Presbyterians  and  the  mem- 
bers of  the  Established  Chiirch.  The 
attendance  of  Presbyterians  at  this 
meeting,  as  well  as  that  held  at  London* 
derry,  was  extremely  lar^  and  enthusi- 
astic, and  the  cordial  support  which  they 
gave  to  the  resolutions  condenmatoiy 
of  the  Bill  furnished  an  unmistakeable 
proof  of  the  remarkable  change  that 
had  occurred  in  their  views  since  the 
General  Election,  and  since  their  eyes 
had  been  opened  to  the  injustice  and 
partiality  of  the  Bill.  The  same  fact 
was  evinced  by  the  Petition  which  he 
had  presented,  signed  by  10,000  Protest- 
ants in  the  Korth-west  of  Ireland,  somf 
of  the  resolutions  at  that  meeting  being 
moved  and  seconded  by  Presbyterians. 
He  believed  that  Belfast  and  London- 
derry were  not  singular  in  this  view, 
and  that  a  very  general  change  of  feel- 
ing had  manifested  itself  throughout  the 
country,  and  not  only  in  Ireland  but  in 
England.     The  petititmeis  stated  that 


they  viewed  with  alarm  and  indigna- 
tion the  Bill  for  the  disestablishment 
and  disendowment  of  Protestantism  in 
Ireland ;  that  they  regarded  it  as  a  sub- 
version of  the  Protestant  institutions  of 
the  realm,  a  violation  of  the  Act  of  Set- 
tlement, the  Treaty  of  Union,  and  the 
Coronation  Oath ;  they  said  that  the 
measure  was  in  the  highest  dem-ee  ob- 
noxious to  the  Protestants  of  Ireland, 
and  was  fraught  with  eminent  peril  to 
the  peace  and  prosperity  of  the  Empire. 
While  anxious  for  the  removal  of  ano- 
malies and  for  any  wise  measure  of  re- 
form by  which  the  efficiency  of  the 
Church  would  be  increased,  they  strongly 
deprecated  the  present  BUt,  and  prayed 
their  Lordships  to  prevent  the  passing 
of  a  measure  so  injurious  to  the  interests 
of  true  religion  and  so  antagonistic  to 
the  industrious  and  loyal  population  of 
the  North  of  Ireland. 

Petition  ordered  to  lie  on  the  Table. 

NEW  PABISHES  AND   CHURCH  BUILD, 

ING  ACIS  AMENDMENT  BILL. 

('fh*  ATehbiihi>p  of  Yori.) 
{so.  106.)       SECOND  KEASHrO. 

Order  of  the  Day  for  the  Second 
Heading,  read. 

The  Arcebibhof  of  TOEK  in  moving 
that  the  Bill  be  now  read  the  second  time, 
said,  the  Bill  consisted  of  a  number  of  de- 
tails enlarging  the  powers  given  by  ex- 
isting Acts.  It  extended  the  powers  of  the 
9th  section  of  the  "New  Parishes  Act, 
1864  "  beyond  the  existing  period  of  five 
years,  so  as  to  enable  the  Commissioners 
at  any  time  to  alter  the  boundaries  of 
ecclesiastical  districts,  which  may  have 
become  a  new  parish,  for  ecclesiastical 
purposes  under  Uiat  Act ;  and  it  enabled 
trustees  or  owners  of  private  property, 
in  whole  or  in  part,  to  surrender  their 
rights  to  the  Ecdesiastical  Oonunission* 
ere,  in  order  that  the  churches  might 
have  districts  assigned  to  them,  and  be- 
come to  aU  intents  and  purposes  parish 
churches.  It  enabled  portions  of  a 
benefice,  held  in  severalty,  to  be  consoli- 
dated into  one.  The  8th  clause  rendered 
it  unnecessary,  where  the  patronage  of 
any  benefice  is  in  the  iucumoent  of  ano- 
ther benefice,  to  require  the  assent  of  the 
owner  of  the  advowson  to  the  ase^- 
ment  of  the  former,  the  lay  patron  being 
compensated  for  the  diminution  in  value 
of  his  advowson;   and  the  last  section 
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remored  the  disability  under  which  cer 
tain  pereona  mentioned  in  58  Geo.  m. 
c.  45,  sec.  31,  &  3  Geo.  IV.,  c.  72,  bbc.  1 
vere  placed  to  grant  laud  as  Bites  fo 
churchee,  &c.,  provided  that  i 
grant  shall  exceed  one  acre. 

Moped,  "That  the  Bill  be  m 
2':'—{Tke  Arehhiihop  of  York.) 

LoKD  PORTMAN  referred,  in  an  in- 
audible tone,  to  some  of  the  provisionB 
of  the  Bill  to  which  he  objected. 

The  Eahl  of  CHICHESTER  said, 
that  some  parts  of  the  Bill  were  unne- 
cessary and  others  objectionable. 

The  AacHBisHOP  of  YORK,  in  reply 
to  Bome  of  these  remarks,  explained  that 
no  trustee  could  convey  a  greater  right 
in  churches  than  he  actually  possessed, 
and  that,  while  thinking  a  right  of  ap- 
peal, on  the  part  of  the  parishioners,  not 
unreasonable,  such  a  privilege  was  not 
contemplated  in  any  of  the  Church 
Building  Acts,  which  it  was  the  object 
of  this  Bill  to  amend.  As  to  allowing  a 
veto,  the  operation  of  such  a  clause  in 
the  case  of  the  City  churches  was  a 
warning  against  the  multiplication  of 
checks  of  &s  kind. 

Motion  agreed  to  ;  Bill  read  2'  accord- 
ingly, and  committed  to  a  Committee  of 
the  Whole  House  on  Monday  the  2\tt 
Instant. 

BEBRnoUSES,  4o.,  BILI^No.  123.) 

{Tlie  Mar^ueii  of  Saliibu-y.) 

SECOND   READDfO. 

Order   of  the   Day  for  the   Second 
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mittee  of  the  House  of  Commons — which 
eat,  some  time  ago,  under  the  presidency 
of  Mr.  Villiera — reported  that  the  system 
had  proved  a  failure ;  its  object  having 
been  to  secure  the  public  cheap  and  pure 
beer,  and  to  dissociate  beer-drinking 
from  drunkenness,  and  to  induce  the 
establishment  of  a  class  of  retreshment 
houses  &ee  &om  the  disorders  supposed 
to  attend  exclusively  on  the  sale  of 
spirits.  That  Committee  further  ex- 
pressed their  concurrence  in  the  Report  of 
a  Select  Committee  of  this  House,  which 
sat  in  1 849,  that  the  beer-shops  were  for 
the  most  port  in  the  hands  of  the  brewers, 
that  they  were  notorious  for  the  sale  of 
an  inferior  article,  that  the  consumption  of 
ardent  spirits  had  not  diminished,  and 
that,  instead  of  its  being  a  boon  to  the 
lower  classes,  the  comfort  and  morals  of 
the  poor  had  been  seriously  impaired  by 
the  measure.  Now,  the  present  Bill  pro- 
posed that  beer-houses,  l^e  public-houses 
should  be  licensed  by  the  magistrates, 
who  would  withhold  their  certificate  in 
the  case  of  any  house  which  was  the  re- 
sort of  bad  characters — and  it  was  noto- 
rious that  in  many  of  these  plaoes  all 
kinds  of  crimes  were  planned.  The  Go- 
vernment had  accepted  the  measure; 
but,  holding  that  a  more  comprehensive 
Bill  was  necessary,  they  had  restricted  its 
operations  to  two  years,  so  that  it  was 
merely  suspensoiy  and  tentative,  and 
Parliament  could  retrace  its  steps  before 
anj^  mischief  could  happen  in  the  event 
of  its  not  working  satisfactorily. 

Moved,  "That  the  Bill  be  now  read 
2*." — (2^  Marquees  of  Saliebury.) 


The  MAKamss  of  SALISBURY,  in 
moving  that  the  Bill  he  now  read  the 
second  time,  said,  this  Bill,  which  the 
House  of  Commons  had  passed  unani- 
mously, practically  repealed  the  change 
in  the  Licensing  Law,  effected  by  t£e 
Duke  of  Wellington's  Government  in 
1830,  by  what  was  called  the  Beerhouses 
Act.  Under  the  old  law  all  public- 
houses  were  licensed  by  the  justices; 
but  the  Act  of  1830,  the  object  of  which 
was  to  secure  to  the  public  the  benefitof 
a  reduction  in  the  duty  on  beer,  vested 
the  licensing  of  houses  for  the  sale  of 
beer  in  the  Excise.  This  change  had  not 
worked  satisfactorily,  and  only  nine 
years  after  its  passing,  a  Bill  for  its  re- 
peal, introduced  by  Lord  Brougham, 
passed  this  House,  but  was  rejected  by 
the  House  of  Commons.     A  Select  Com- 

n*  Arehhithop  of  Tori 


The  Eabl  of  DERBY  said,  he  did 
not  object  to  the  measure,  but  he  de- 
sired  to  call  attention,  with  a  view  to 
ulterior  measures,  to  the  conflicting  prin- 
ciples on  which  benches  of  magistrates 
acted  in  granting  or  refusing  licenses. 
At  Liverpool  great  difference  of  opinion 
existed  on  this  matter ;  and  while  some 
of  the  magistrates  held  that  the  eligi- 
bility of  the  house  and  the  reeponsibilitj 
of  the  applicant  were  the  only  considera- 
tions, others  considered  likewise  the 
question  whether  or  not  the  wants  of  the 
district  were  already  sufficiently  sup- 
plied. Thus,  a  sUgbt  difference  in  the 
constitution  of  tho  bench  mode  all  the 
difference  in  granting  or  withholding  the 
license,  for  one  bench  of  magistrates 
sometimes  granted  a  license,  while  an- 
other in  a  preoieely  similar  case  refused 
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it.  This  Buomalf  ought  to  be  removed, 
and  a  uniform  principle  laid  down. 

The  Eael  of  MORLET,  on  the  part 
of  the  Government,  supported  the  Bill 
as  ft  Buspenaory  moaaure,  paving  the 
way  for  legislation  on  a  larger  scale. 
No  fewer  ^an  thirty-two  Acts  at  pre- 
sent existed  regulating  the  sale  of  ex- 
cisable liquors,  many  of  them  being  ob- 
solete or  redundant,  and  the  Act  of  1839 
had  not  fulfilled  the  expectations  of  its 
promoters.  Some  restriction  was  evi- 
dently necessary ;  and,  though  the  Qo- 
vemment  did  not  pledge  themselves  to 
adhere  to  the  priuciple  of  magisterial 
licensing,  on  which  much  difference  of 
opinion  existed,  as  shown  by  the  con- 
gress which  had  been  held  in  London 
this  week,  they  accepted  the  Bill  as  a 
measure  which  would  arrest  the  spread 
of  the  evil  and  prevent  the  creation  of 
new  vested  interests  which  might  hinder 
the  adoption  of  a  more  extensive  scheme. 
An  ap^ogy  was  hardly  needed  for  the 
question  not  having  been  dealt  with  this 
year;  but  next  year,  or,  at  least,  the 
year  after,  the  Qovemment  hoped  to 
deal  with  the  whole  licensing  system. 

Motion  agreed  to ;  Bill  read  2'  accord- 
ingly, and  committed  to  a  Committee  of 
the  Whole  House  on  Tneiday  the  32nij 
Inttant. 

CUSTOMS    AND   INLAND   REVENUE 

DUTIES   BILL.— (No.  111.) 

( The  Maniaru  of  LatuiovrM.) 

SECOND  KRADIHO. 

Order  of  the  Day  for  the  Second 
£«ading,  read. 

The  SLumjttess  of  LANSDOWNE,  in 
moving  that  the  Bill  be  now  read  the 
second  time,  said,  he  would  briefly  lay 
before  the  House  the  following  state- 
ment of  the  Revenue  and  Expenditure 
of  the  country  for  the  financial  year 
1868-9,  and  the  Estimates,  Income,  and 
Expenditure  of  the  present  year, 
which  the  Chancellor  of  the  lichequer 
had  based  his  financial  proposals.  The 
Revenue  for  the  financial  year  186P  " 
was  as  follows : — 

£ 

Cmtomt     33,424 , 

Gxciie 30,*e2. 

SUmpi 0.318, 

TnJM 3.*B*, 

■    I'ropcrtr  Tai 8,618. 

Poll  Office    4,B60,fiOO 

Crown  Lnnd SBD.OOO 

UUoellaaMDB   ■ 3,330,601 

Total 73,6S1,W1 


Snenue  Bwtiei  BiB.       ISS6 

The  Expenditure  had  been — 

£ 

Inlereit  of  Dsbt    26,01 8,328 

Oilier  Chnrgea  on  Iho  ConBoIidnted 

Fund 1.867.988 

Armx 15.000,000 

Nnry 11.866,B15 

Miicellnneoug  Civil  Ser>ice 8,033.010 

Re vcniin  Department 2,S7S.I64 

PoitOmee 2,446,138 

POBt  Offlc«  Packet  SerTioe 1,096,338 

Abfiiinia 8,000,000 

TeUl 72,072.816 

Adding  £2,000,000  to  the  expenditure  for 
the  Abyssinian  Expedition,  the  total  Ex- 
penditure for  the  year  was  £74,972,816  ; 
to  this  was  to  be  added  for  Fortifications, 
to  be  raised  under  special  Acts  of  Parlia- 
ment, £525,000,  making  a  grand  total  of 
£75,497,816.  The  total  Income  being 
£72,951,991,  there  would  bean  excess 
of  total  Expenditure  over  Income  for 
the  year  ended  31st  March,  1869,  of 
£2,905,824.  The  estimated  Expendi- 
ture of  this  year  as  compared  with  the 
actual  Expenditure  of  last  year  was 

£ 

Tntereit  on  Debt,  1869-70 20,700.000 

1868-e9  20,700,000 

Other  Chnrgei  on  Coniolidnted  Fund 

1860T0 1,700,000 

Oilier  Chnrgee  on  Contolidated  Fuad 

1888-88  1,886.000 

ArmT,  1S6B-70 14,230,000 

„       1868-60 1 6,466. 000 

N»VT,  1860-70 9,B»7,000 

„       1888-119 11,187,000 

Hi  aoeltaneous — 

CitU  Strrice  Eatinutei,         1860-70      0.630,000 

„  „  1868-09      0,249.000 

Berenue  DepartmeoU,         1860-70      4,970,000 

„  1868-09      4,008,000 

Poll  bokiB  P«oket  Serrioe,  1860-70      1,000.000 

„  1888-60      1,080,000 

Total   sitimated   Expenditure    for 

1869-70 68,333,000 

Expenditure  fi>rlu»tyear,roinu«pnj- 

iDcnti  for  enpenditurs  lo   Abys- 

ainin,  £70,484.000 i  iwopnjmert* 

for    Ab7>ainia,    £3.000,000    nnd 

£3,600,000,    £6.600,000,    bring 

the    actual    Expenditure  of   Inst 

jenrup  to 77,084,000 

Leaving  Abyssinia  out  of  the  accoimt, 
there  would  be  a  decrease  of  Expendi- 
ture for  the  current  year  as  compared 
with  last  of  £2,261,000.  The  estimated 
Revenue  of  the  current  year  upon  the 
scale  existing  at  the  close  of  the  last 
financial  year,  and  as  compared  with  the 
"  "  "868-9,  would  stand  thus — 
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Coitonn.          18e».T0      . 

2S.4fiO.000 

1888-89        . 

2  L',  124,000 

ExeUe,            I8e».;0 

2",450,000 

1889-89       . 

30,482.000 

StamtK,              1869-70       . 

9.350.000 

,,                 1888-60       . 

9.218,000 

Propertj  Tax,  1889-70 

8.800.000 

18C8.69 

8,018,000 

Poit  Office,      1800-70       . 

4,880,000 

i8e»-sa 

4.880.000 

Crown  Lindi,18Gfl.70       . 

37S,000 

lBOa-60      . 

360,000 

Miwellaneoua,  18Ge-70 

3,000,000 

18C8  80      . 

3,355,U91 

The  totnl  Income  for  ISCg-ed  Km 

72,801,800 

Tlie  taml   Income  for  1BS9-70  «M 

eiiimmtdnl 

72,885,000 

Toul  eiiimnted  Eipenditnre.  eiclu 

■iTe  orpajDieitU  lor  Abjuia 

«. 

68,233,000 

Comparing  the  eotimated  Sevenae  and 
Expenditure  of  the  year  1869-70,  there 
vouldhavebeen  a  surplus  of  £4,632,000, 
but  for  tho  cost  of  the  Abysainian  War. 
This  WM  eBtimat«d  at  ±9,000,000,  of 
which  £8,600,000  had  been  expended ; 
but  of  this  Ways  and  Means  hadbecn  pro- 
vided for  only  £4,000,000,  as£l,000,000 
of  last  year's  Vot«  had  been  borrowed 
by  means  of  Exchequer  Bonds,  leaving 
£4,600,000  still  to  be  met.  The  eur- 
plua,  therefore,  of  the  current  year,  all 
but  £32,000,  would  be  required  to  make 
good  the  balance  for  the  Abyssinian  AVar. 
It  appeared  to  the  Chancellor  of  tho 
Exchequer  that  there  had  been  great 
defence  in  the  system  of  collecting  the 
land  and  assessed  taxes.  They  had  been 
collected  in  two  instalments,  and  the 
Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  calculated 
that  by  collecting  them  at  once,  and  by 
the  machinery  of  the  Excise,  at  least 
£100,000  a  year  might  be  saved.  The 
right  hon.  Gentleman  proposed  to  con- 
vert most  of  the  aseesnied  taxes  into 
license  duties,  and  to  make  these  duties 


and  April.  He  proposed  that  the  land 
tax,  the  inhabit«d  house  duty,  and  the 
income  tax  should  be  paid  in  one  pay- 
ment, and  at  the  beginning  of  the  year. 
The  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  con- 
tended that  before  the  end  of  March, 
1870,  there  would  have  been  paid  into 
the  Exchequer  £600,000  of  the  Excise 
licenses,  £950,000  of  the  land  and  as- 
sessed taxes,  and  £1,800,000  of  the 
income  tax;  or  a  total  of  £3,350,000; 
which,  added  to  the  £32,000,  would  give 
a  surplus  of  Sevenue  over  Expenditure 
of  £3,382,000  for  the  financial  year. 

I^e  MargwM  of  Latudoteiu 


IThis  "windfall,"  as  it  had  been  called 
'the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  pro- 
j  posed  to  apply  in  remission  of  duties. 
A  \d.  was  to  be  taken  off  the  income 
Tax,  the  I*,  duty  on  com  was  to  be  abo- 
j  lished,  as  were  also  the  fire  insorance 
'  duties ;  various  remissiona  and  modifica- 
j  tions  were  to  be  made  in  respect  of  the 
j  duties  on  hair-powder,  armorial  beor- 
I  ings,  horses,  and  carriages.  Comparing 
I  the  estimated  Revenue  and  Expenditure 
I  of  the  year  1869-70  there  would  have 
been  a  surplus  of  £4,632,000,  but  for  the 
cost  of  the  Abyssinian  War,  which  wa« 
estimated  at  £9,000,000.  Of  this  sum, 
£8,600,000  had  been  voted — namely, 
£2,000,000inNovember,  1867;£3, 000,000 
in  April,  1868 ;  and  £3,000,000  in  Feb- 
ruary, 1B69.  But  of  this  Ways  and 
Ueans  had  been  provided  for  only 
£4,000,000,  as  £1,000,000  of  last  year's 
Votes  had  been  borrowed  on  Exchequer 
Bonds,  leaving  £4,600,000  still  to  be 
met.  With  the  exception,  therefore,  of 
the  snm  of  £32,000,  the  surplus  of  the 
coming  year  would  be  absorbed  by  the 
amount  due  and  voted  for  the  Abyssi- 
nian War.  The  Bonk  balances  stood  at 
present  at  £3,775,000 ;  but  as  we  owed 
the  Bonk  £1,000,000,  there  only  stood 
to  our  credit  £2,776,000— which  was 
far  too  low  a  sum  for  safety.  Apolo- 
gizing to  the  House  for  the  wearisome 
nature  of  the  details,  he  hod  felt  it  to 
be  his  dutr  to  lay  before  them,  and 
thanking  them  for  the  patience  with 
which  uiey  had  listened  to  him,  he 
begged  to  conclude  by  moving  the  se- 
cond reading  of  the  BUI. 

Motion  agreed  to ;  Bill  read  2*  accord- 
ond  eommitted  to  a  Committee  of 
B  on  Monday  next. 


ingly,  a 
theWhi 


ELECTION    COMMISSIONERS' 

(EXPENSES)   BILL— (Ko.  131.) 

( Th«  Lord  Privy  Stal) 

BECOIn>   REAIINO. 

Order  trf  the  Day  for  the  Second 
Booding,  read. 

TheEahl  of  KmBERLET  in  moving 
that  the  Bill  be  now  read  the  second  time, 
said  the  Bill  was  rendered  necessary  by 
some  imperfections  in  the  Act  of  last  year. 
That  Act  provided  that  the  expenses  of 
these  inquiries  should  be  defrayed  as  if 
they  were  expenses  incurred  in  the  r»- 

'  ration  of  voters  for  the  ooun^  or  bo- 
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rough,  in  respect  of  vhich  CommisBioners 
of  Inquiry  were  appointed.  The  pre- 
sent Bill  WBB  introduced  with  the  view 
of  enabling  the  Treasury  to  advance  the 
necesaai^  mon^  for  the  payment  of  the 
e:ipeaae8  of  the  Commission,  which  ad- 
vances were  to  be  re-paid  by  the  local 
ofKcers  of  the  county,  city,  or  borongh 
in  respect  of  which  the  CommiBsious  of 
Inquiry  had  been  appointed  in  the  man- 
ner set  forth  in  the  Bill. 

Motion  agreed  to ;  Bill  read  2'  accord- 
ingly, and  committed  \o  a  Committee  of 
the  Whole  House  on  Monday  neit. 

HouM  kdjourned  at  a  qunrter  before 

Sefen  o'eloot  to  Mondn; 

DMt,  Elena  o'olook. 


HOUSE    OF    COMMONS, 
Friday,  UthJune,   1869. 

UINUTES.>-SorpLT— eaN(i<f«ra;  m  Qmmiaet 

—Reiolutioni  {J naa  10]  rtporUd. 
PuBL.10  Bills — Ordered — Firtt  Beading — Special 

B.-.it,»[ie3]. 

Second  Reading— OTtfnm\e\t  Hoepitnl"  [10«]. 

Conanittee — Brnikraple;  [97] — B.P. 

Ctntaatue—Repurl—^ntk  Gate  Chapel  M.nr- 
riag.-i,4e."[Hl]:  Pier  and  IlnrbQur  Order> 
Conflrm.ition  (re-iamm.)"  [107-181] ;  Pier  and 
ILirbour  Orckri  Conflnnation  {No.  2)  {«- 
■MBim.)*  [laS-l6l];  (£2.:lOO,0(HI)  EiDhcquer 
Bondi*  [1A3]:  Sea  Fitheriea  Act  (1368)  Sup- 
plamcnlal*  [MS];  TiLlei  of  Ri'ligioui  Can- 
gregationB  Act  Eiti-niioo  •  [ISBJ ;  Publii: 
Parks  (Ireland)"  [147]. 

77iird  AMdt'n^— Diploninli«3>lBTi«i,Aa.*[118]: 
Oyeter  and  Muuel  Fiaheriee  Sopplemental  * 
[TS]  aodpMieiJ. 

The  House  met  at  Two  of  the  clock. 

DIPLOMATIC    PENSIONS.— ftDESTION. 

Me.  statelet  FTT/L  said,  he 
wished  to  ask  the  Under  Secretary  of 
State  for  Foreign  Affairs,  Whether  a 
first-cLaas  pension  of  £1,700  can  be 
awarded  to  a  IMplomatist  after  a  service 
of  fifteen  years  ;  and  whether  a  fourth- 
class  penaioii  of  £700  cannot  now  be 
awarded  after  a  service  of  twenty-fire 
years,  or  an  actual  service  of  ten  years, 
from  date  of  first  commission? 

Mb.  OTWAT,  in  reply,  said,  as  there 
appeared  to  have  been  some  misappre- 
hension on  this  subject,  he  would  state 
the  conditionB  under  which  diplomatic 
pensions  were  at  present  granted.  Under 


the  Act  2  &  3  Will.  IV.,  c.  116,  no  diplo- 
matic pension  could  be  granted  to  any 
person  until  after  the  expiration  of  fif- 
teen years  from  the  date  of  the  first 
commission,  nor  until  after  he  should 
have  actually  served  ten  years.  But,  if, 
in  the  course  of  these  ten  years,  he  had 
served  three  years  as  AmbaBsador  at 
some  foreign  Court,  he  would  be  entitled 
to  receive  a  first-class  pension  of  £1,700. 
A  fourth-cIasB  pension,  not  exceeding 
£700  a  year,  might  be  granted  fifteen 
years  after  the  date  of  the  first  commis- 
sion, if  the  person  had  actually  served 
ten  years  at  some  foreign  Court.  In 
the  whole  diplomatic  service  there  were 
but  four  persons  enjoying  a  first-class 
pension.  One  of  these  was  Lord  Napier, 
whose  pension  was  at  present  in  aooy- 
ance  owing  to  his  being  Governor  of 
Madras ;  tie  had  served  twenty-five 
years,  five  years  of  which  aa  Ambas- 
sador. Another  was  Lord  Stratford  do 
Gedctiffe,  whose  service  commenced  in 
1807,  and  terminated  in  1858;  he  had 
been  more  than  five  years  an  Ambas- 
sador before  his  pension  was  granted. 
The  third  was  Lord  Cowley,  who  entered 
the  diplomatic  service  in  1824,  and  re- 
tired in  1867,  having  served  continu- 
ously for  forty-three  years,  of  which 
thirteen  and  a-half  as  Ambassador,  be- 
fore his  pension  was  granted.  The  last 
was  Sir  Henry  Bulwer,  who  entered  the 
diplomatic  narvice  in  1827,  and  retired 
in  1865,  after  thirty-eight  years'  ser- 
vice, of  which  seven  were  passed  as  Am- 
bassador. Although  under  the  Act 
diplomatists  were  entitled  to  pennons 
for  the  terms  he  had  stated,  practically 
the  length  of  service  for  which  pensions 
were  granted  was  much  more  extensive 
than  was  required  by  the  Act.  After 
fifteen  years,  according  to  the  Act,  a  man 
became  entitled  to  a  pension ;  practicaUy 
the  time  was  twenty  years,  because  dur- 
ing the  first  four  years  of  service  he  re- 
ceived no  pay,  noi  had  he  a  commission. 

ARMY— TROOPS  AT  THE  MADR1TI0S. 

QUESnON. 

CoLoiTEL  STKES  sdd,  he  would  beg 
to  ask  the  Secretary  of  Stat«  for  War, 
Whether  orders  have  been  sent  to  the 
Mauritius  to  diminish  the  medical  staff, 
although  the  Inspector  of  Hospitals  has 
reported  that  in  consequence  of  the  re- 
appearance of  fever  in  a  more  virulent 
form  than  last  year  he  needs  additional 
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assistance.  The  number  of  Men  and 
Officers  of  the  86th  Eegiment  fit  for 
duty  out  of  the  total  strength  of  the 
regiment  on  the  6th  of  May,  when  the 
mail  left ;  end,  whether  the  free  Com- 
misBtons  for  competition  at  Sasdhurst 
for  the  half  year  have  been  reduced  to 
twenty,  and  on  what  grounds  ? 

Captatjt  VIVIAN  said,  in  reply,  that 
his  right  hon.  Friend  the  Secretary  of 
State  for  War  did  not  contemplate  any 
immediate  reduction  of  the  medical  staff 
at  the  Uauritiua.  With  respect  to  the 
number  of  men  and  officers  fit  for  duty 
he  had  to  state  that,  on  the  let  of  May, 
1869,  there  were  sixteen  officers  and  493 
men  fit  for  duty  in  that  place.  At  the 
Cape  of  Good  Hope  there  were  four 
officers  and  ninety-two  men;  three  men 
were  in  prison,  and  there  were  two 
officers  and  twenty-one  men  on  the  sick 
list,  making  a  total  of  twenty-two  officers 
and  609  men.     With  regard  to  the  last 

Sart  of  the  hon.  and  gallant  Member's 
Question,  he  had  to  state  that  the  num- 
ber of  commiBsions  to  be  competed  for 
was  settled  by  the  exigencies  of  the 
service  and  the  number  of  cadets  who 
were  prepared  to  compete.  At  the  forth- 
coming examination  that  nnmber  would 
be  reduced  to  twenty. 


ARMY— AMMUNITION  FOR  THE  VO- 
LUNTEERS .—<JU  ESTI  ON . 
LoKD  GARLIE8  said,  he  would  beg 
to  ask  the  Secretary  of  State  for  War, 
Whether  he  can  state  why  no  ammuni- 
tion has  been  supplied  Ik)  the  Battalion 
of  Galloway  Bifie  Yolunteers  this  season, 
although  the  usual  requisition  was  made 
for  it  over  two  months  ago  ? 

Captain  VIVIAN  said,  in  reply,  that 
the  reason  was  because  the  whole  Volun- 
teer Force  was  being  supplied  with  new 
ammunition,  and  that  this  required  some 
time  to  accomplish.  The  various  corps 
throughout  the  countiy  were  being  sup- 
plied, as  the  ammunition  was  made,  and 
no  delay  further  than  was  absolutely 
necessary  would  occur. 

INDIA— PUNJAUB  TENANCY  ACT. 
QTJESTION. 

Mb.  C.  DENISON  said,  he  wished  to 
ask  the  Under  Secretary  of  State  for 
India,  Whether  the  Secretary  of  Stato 
has  it  in  contemplation  to  disallow  the 
Fuujaub  Tenancy  Act  passed  in  October 
last  at  a  Council  held  at  Simla,  the  said 
Colmel  Sykei 


Act  never  having  been  previously  pub- 
lished in  the  Oaiette  as  required  by  Law, 
so  that  the  intention  of  Uie  Legiidature 
might  become  generally  known ;  and, 
whether  the  Governor  General,  in  Ijegis- 
lative  Council,  has  it  in  contemplation 
to  amend  or  rescind  certain  provisions 
in  the  said  Act  which  have  caused  dis- 
satisfaction among  the  landed  proprie- 
tors of  the  Punjaub  ? 

Mr.  GEANT  DTJFF,  in  reply,  said, 
no  resolution  of  any  sort  or  kind  had 
been  come  to  by  the  Home  Government 
with  r^fard  to  the  Punjaub  Tenancy 
Act.  Nor  had  they  heard  anything 
whatever  about  any  intention  on  the 
part  of  the  Governor  General  to  amend 
or  rescind  any  provisions  of  that  Act  in 
his  Legislative  Council. 

BANKRUPTCY  Ire-committtd)  BILL. 

{Jfr.  Attorney  Otneral,  Mr.  Solicitor  OentnU.) 

[bill  97.]    coxunrzE. 

Bill  considered  in  Committee. 
(In  the  Committee.) 

Clause  53  (Status  of  undischarged 
bankrupt). 

Mr.  FEEE  said,  he  had  an  Amend- 
ment on  the  Paper  with  reference  to  the 
third  sub-section,  which  provided  that 
if  a  bankrupt  should  not  at  the  close  of 
five  years  have  obtained  an  order  of  dis- 
charge, any  balance  of  Ma  debts  re- 
maining unpaid  should  be  deemed  a 
debt  for  which  he  would  be  liable.  He 
begged  to  move  to  leave  out  lines  9  to 
23  inclusive,'  and  insert — 

"3.  At  unj  timo  within  lix  jeflri  from  the 
date  of  the  adjadiculian  of  bankroptcj  vnj  er»- 
ditar  h&Ttng;  reason  to  belieTS  that  the  banknipl 
hag  ncquired  anj  prcipertjr  ma;  applj  to  lbs  Court, 
nnd  the  Court  mit;  require  the  bankrupt  to  file 
such  fioeount)  aa  it  may  deem  necetinr;,  and  maj 
Oriler  that  the  whols  or  a  portion  of  aueh  after- 
ncqaired  propertf  mnj  bo  divided  amongit  tbe 
creJilora ;  but  in  making  such  order  the  Court 
■hull  nlao  take  into  coniidt'iiition  anjr  linbililiel 
incurreit  hj  the  buokrupt  aineo  the  date  of  bit 
bankrupt^;." 

The  ATTORNEY  GENERAL  said, 
this  matter  had  been  already  settled, 
and  to  adopt  the  Amendment  woul4  con- 
flict with  the  provisions  of  the  Bill  al- 
ready agreed  tA. 

Amendment  ttegaiived. 

Mr.  MORLET  moved  that  three 
years  be  the  term  mentioned  in  this  sub- 
section instead  of  five. 

Amendment  agreed  to. 

Clause  agreed  to. 


yCoogle 
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Claoee  64  (Audit  \>y  Comptroller  ii 
Bantniptcy). 

Mk.  ANDEE80N  moTod,  in  page  20, 
line  25,  to  leave  out,  "  The  accounts  of 
the  trustee  shall  be  audited  by,"  and 
insert-M- 

"  Tha  tnutee  having  had  hia  aceaunti  iQdked 
bf  Ibo  commiltra  of  mapection  thnll, 
daf  >  IberMfLer,  ronrard  the  cert^fisd 


His  object  vaa  still  further  to  assimilate 
the  measure  to  the  Scottish  system. 

The  solicitor  GENERAL  said, 
the  point  had  been  well  considered.  If 
this  plan  of  auditing  were  found  ad- 
visable, the  change  could  be  made  by 
the  operation  of  the  Court.  There  would 
be  difficulty  in  the  rural  districts  of  ob- 
taining an  efScient  audit.  The  advan- 
tages m  favour  of  on  independent  audit 
were  bo  great  that  he  must  press  the 
provision  of  the  Bill. 

Mr.  BOUEKE  said,  he  thought  the 
commercial  conuuunity  would  find  the 
hurry  of  businesB  so  great  in  many 
cases,  that  creditors  would  not  look 
after  estates  in  the  way  they  did  in 
Scotland.  Under  these  circumstances 
it  would  be  desirable  to  have  an  officer 
to  look  after  the  auditing  of  the  accounts, 
and  the  Lord  ChanceUar  might  have 
power  to  appoint  one  or  two  auditors  for 
the  country,  in  addition  to  the  auditor 
resident  in  London. 

Mb.  west  said,  he  was  a&aid  that 
Clause  54,  as  it  stood,  could  hardly  be 
worked.  In  order  to  have  an  efficient 
audit,  it  would  be  necessary  to  send  aU 
the  hooka  to  the  auditor,  and  that  would 
be  utterly  impracticable.  It  might  be  a 
proper  suggestion  that  the  Lord  Chan- 
cellor sho^d  have  power  to  appoint 
other  auditors;  but  he  hoped  the  Com- 
mittee would  be  careful  not  to  faU  into 
the  evils  they  were  trying  to  get  rid  of. 

Mb.  Sebjeaut  8IM0N  said,  it  was 
quiteright  there  should  be  anindependent 
audit,  but  that  involved  personal  attend- 
ance as  well  aa  the  bringing  of  hooka, 
and  those  things  would  be  very  trouble- 
some in  large  bankruptcies,  and  ex- 
Sensive  in  small  ones.  He  suggested 
lat,  in  the  present  registrars  and  trea- 
surers of  the  County  Courta  there  was 
the  machineiy  for  auditing  accounts 
ready  to  hand,  and  they  were  persons 
for  removed  &om  collusion  with  trustees 
or  inspectors. 

Mb.  WHITWELL   said,  be  would 


point  out  that  the  Amendment,  in  pro- 
viding that  accounts  should  be  first 
audited  by  the  committee  of  iuspection 
and  a  statement  then  sent  to  the  Comp- 
troller, did  not  interfere  with  the  inde- 
Eendence  of  that  officer,  who  would  still 
ave  full  powers  to  call  the  trustee  to 
aooouat.  The  introduction  of  the  Amend- 
ment would  make  the  Bill  work  conform- 
ably with  the  Scoteh  system,  which  had 
been  found  very  satisfactory  in  its  opera- 
tion in  this  respect. 

Mr.  AYETON  said,  that  the  sugges- 
tions of  the  hon.  and  learned  Member 
for  Dewsbury  (Mr.  Serjeant  Simon)  had 
been  fiUly  considered  by  the  Bankruptcy 
Committee,  who  started  with  a  strong 
feeling  in  favour  of  local  audit,  but  after 
long  and  anxious  inquiry  came  to  the 
conclusion  that  this  would  be  impracti- 
cable. A  person  could  not  be  appointed 
to  a  reaponaible  duty  unless  he  was  sepa- 
rated from  personal  relations  with  those 
about  him.  The  County  Court  treasurers 
were  not  in  very  great  favour  with  the 
Treasury,  which  was  abolishing  them  as 
fast  as  it  could,  because  they  did  not 

?^rform  their  work  to  its  satisfaction. 
he  registrars  could  not  be  charged  with 
the  business  of  auditing,  which  would 
be  entirely  foreign  to  their  duties.  There 
must  be  some  one  who  would  systemati- 
cally bring  every  trustee  to  account,  and 
see  that  his  stetements  were  rendered 
at  certain  times.  When  assignees  ma- 
naged estates  they  seemed  to  think  it 
their  duty  to  keep  as  much  in  their 
hands  as  possible  and  pay  as  little  to  the 
creditors ;  and  throughout  the  country  it 
was  found  that  these  gentlemen  retained 
an  enormous  siun  in  their  possession.  A 
recurrence  of  that  evil  must  be  prevented, 
and  the  only  way  to  prevent  it  was  to 
have  times  appointed  when  the  trustees 
should  deliver  a  balance-sheet  to  a  re- 
isible  officer,  who  should  see  whe- 
ther the  trustee  improperly  retained  any 
funds  in  his  own  hands.  The  advantage 
of  having  one  person  who  would  receive 
all  the  accounts,  be  able  to  examine  and 
compare  them,  and  report  upon  any  im- 
propriety was  extremely  great.  Every 
account  that  he  received  would  enable 
him  to  deal  more  efficiently  with  every 
other,  so  that  he  would  be  able  by  the  ^ 
knowledge  he  thus  acquired  to  detect 
improprieties  even  without  receiving  any 
particular  information.  It  was  not  to 
be  supposed  that  every  trustee  should 
come  to  London  with  the  bankrupt's 
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books  and  sccoonts ;  all  he  'would  have 
to  do  Tould  be  to  prepare  &  balance' 
sheet  with  such  vouchers  as  the  Lord 
Chancellor  might  from  time  to  time  di- 
rect, to  show  mat  he  had  collected  and 
paid  away  all  the  moneys  that  fairly  be- 
longed to  the  bankrupt's  estate,  just  as 
was  already  done  in  reference  to  the 
estates  of  deceased  persons. 

Mr.  G.  GEEGOEY  said,  he  trufited 
the  clause  would  be  allowed  to  stand. 
He  very  mufch  preferred  to  have  one 
central  authority,  who  should  have  the 
control  of  this  department,  with  an  un- 
divided responsibility  resting  upon  him. 
He  saw  do  difficulty  whatever  in  a  cen- 
tral authority  carrying  on  the  audit  of 
the  accounts,  either  by  having  them 
transmitted  to  London,  or,  if  necessary, 
by  sending  down  one  of  his  assistants  to 
inspect  the  accounts  whenever  any  diffi- 
culty might  arise. 

Mb.  NOEWOOD  said,  he  could  not 
understand  the  jealousy  which  seemed  to 
be  shown  of  the  committee  of  inspec- 
tion, which  was  a  committee  of  creditors. 
What  objection  could  there  be  to  their 
examining  the  accounts  of  their  own 
servant,  the  trustee  ?  The  inspectors 
would  understand  the  local  bearings  of 
the  case,  and  should  they  differ  &om  the 
trustee,  the  Comptroller  in  Bankruptcy 
would  have  to  decide  between  them. 
The  committee  of  inspection  would  posi- 
tively be  an  assistance  to  the  Comptroller 
in  Bankruptry.  Were  hon.  Gentlemen 
aware  that  there  had  been  more  than 
8,000  bankruptcies  last  year?  There 
was  no  wish  to  do  away  with  the  pro- 
cosed  Comptroller,  but  let  them  assist 
him  and  save  him  &om  a.  great  amount 
of  unnecessary  labour. 

The  80LICIT0E  GENERAL  said, 
if  that  was  the  object,  the  Amendment 
was  unfortunately  worded.  The  clause 
was  that  the  accounts  of  the  trustee 
should  be  audited  by  an  officer  to  be 
called  the  Comptroller  in  Bankruptcy. 
But  the  hon.  Member  proposed,  instead, 
that  the  trustee,  having  had  his  accounts 
audited  by  the  committee  of  inspection, 
should  within  ten  days  thereafter  for- 
ward a  statement  to  an  officer  to  be 
called  the  Comptroller  in  Bankruptcy. 
As  he  understood  the  Amendment  it 
amounted  to  this  —  that  the  accounts 
should  be  audited  by  the  committee  of 
inspection  and  afterwards  re-audited  by 
the  Comptroller.  What  the  clause  pro- 
posed to  aeoure  waa  an  independent 
Mr.  Ayrim 
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audit,  but  the  Amendment  struck  at  an 
independent  audit  altogether. 

Mi.  HINDE  PALMEE  said,  he 
could  not  help  thinking  the  Amendment 
very  usetiiL  He  understood  it  to  mean 
that  the  auditor  in  London  should  act 
something  like  an  Appellate  Court,  to 
decide  in  cases  where  disput«s  might 
arise.  It  was  not  meant  that  there 
should  be  a  double  audit.  As  to  the 
suggestion  that  there  might  be  coUusioD 
between  the  committee  of  inspection  and 
the  trustee,  it  had  been  a  prominent 
point  in  the  measure  that  the  committee 
of  inspection  were  to  be  a  controlling 
body,  and  it  was  too  much  to  suppose 
that  in  auditing  the  accounts  they  would 
be  guilty  of  any  collusion. 

The  attorney  GENERAL  said, 
he  considered  that  the  object  of  an  effi- 
cient audit  would  be  best  secured  by  the 
clause  as  it  stood.  Section  19  gave  tho 
committee  of  inspection  full  power  over 
the  trustee,  who  would  be  bound  to  sub- 
mit his  accounts  for  their  inspection  ;  but 
it  was  important  that  there  should  be 
undivided  responsibility  with  regard  to 
the  audit,  and  therefore  it  was  proposed 
to  entrust  that  duty  to  the  Comptroller 
in  London. 

Mr.  west  said,  he  thought  it  abso- 
lutely necessaiy  that  an  auditor  should 
have  all  the  original  documents  before 
him.  If  they  were  to  be  sent  to  and 
Irom  London  at  each  declaration  of 
dividend,  much  inconvenience  would 
arise,  and,  indeed,  he  did  not  believe 
that,  in  this  respect,  the  Bill  would  be 
workable. 

Mr.  HIBBERT  said,  it  waa  undeeit^ 
able  to  decide  hastily  on  this  clause,  and 
he  thought  it  would  be  better  to  post- 
pone its  consideration,  unless  the  Go- 
yemment  would  accept  the  Amendment 
of  the  hon.  Member  for  Glasgow  (Mr. 
Anderson). 

The  LORD  ADVOCATE  said,  he 
did  not  think  the  Amendment  of  the 
hon.  Member  for  Glasgow  would  work 
at  all  well ;  but.  at  the  same  time,  it  waa 
a  question  whether  the  Attorney  Gene- 
ral might  not  put  more  in  detail  the 
particulars  relating  to  the  audit.  The 
appointment  of  an  officer  in  Scotland 
corresponding  to  the  Comptroller  to  be 
appointed  under  this  Bill  had  had  the 
most  beneficial  results.  He  would  sug- 
gest that  it  might  be  desirable  to  add  to 
tlio  clause  words  giving  power  to  the 
Court  to  regulate,  by  general  orders,  the 
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audit  hj  the  committee  of  inspection  ae 
Tell  OS  by  the  Comptroller. 

Mb.  COLLINS  said,  lie  hoped  the 
primary  jurisdiction  would  be  given  to 
Courts  sitting  in  the  country,  as  it  would 
be  most  inoouTenieut  to  have  all  books 
and  papers  sent  up  to  London. 

The  attorney  GENEEAL  said, 
he  oDuld.  not  agree  to  the  Amendment 
before  them,  but  be  was  willing  to  poet- 
pone  the  present  clause,  and  the  subse- 
quent clauses  down  to  Clause  58,  in 
order  to  bring  up  new  clauses  giving 
effect  to  the  wish  of  the  Committee. 

Mr.  ANDEE80N  said,  he  thought 
that  Glauses  19  and  54,  as  amended  oy 
him,  would  meet  all  that  the  representa- 
tives of  the  commercial  community  could 
desire  in  that  matter. 

Me.  MOELEY  said,  he  hoped  the 
Attorney  General  would  consider  the 
expediency  of  having,  in  addition  to  the 
audit  by  the  committee  of  inspection, 
some  fiuther  supervision  of  the  accounts 
by  an  independent  local  officer.  There 
would  be  a  difficulty  in  sending  up  all 
books  and  papers  to  a  Comptroller  in 
London,  who,  moreover,  would  have  an 
enormous  number  of  cases  to  deal  with. 

Me.  MUNTZ  said,  that  he  was  exe- 
cutor twelve  years  ago  to  a  large  mer- 
cantile estate,  and  the  books  and  papers 
of  that  estate,  which  were  afterwards 
sold  for  waste  paper,  weighed  thirteen 
tons. 

AxnERMAJT  LtJSK  said,  he  thought 
the  central  authority  must  be  placed 
somewhere,  and  where  better  than  in 
London,  and  he  felt  that  the  appoint- 
ment of  the  Comptroller  in  Bankruptcy 
would  be  a  most  useful  one. 

The  SOUCITOR  GENERAL  said, 
he  hoped  the  hon.  Member  would  with- 
draw his  Amendment,  on  the  under- 
standing that  new  claiues  should  be 
brought  up  carrying  out  what  was  de- 
sired. 

Mr.  ANDERSON  said,  he  would  as. 
Bent  to  this  arrangement. 

Amendment,  by  leave,  withdrawn. 

Clause  54  etruck  out. 

Clauses  55  to  SBpottponed. 

dause  59  (Court  to  consist  of  Lon- 
don Court  and  County  Courts). 

Mr.  NORWOOD  said,  the  clause  pro- 
vided that  the  County  Courts  throughout 
the  kingdom  should  have  jurisdiction  in 
Bankruptcy  matters,  except  in  London. 
He  thDOgnt  that  the  Coun^  Courts  in 


Iiondon  should  have  concurrent  Juris- 
diction in  these  matters.  He  proposed 
to  omit  the  clause  with  the  view  of  bring- 


eutortained  a  strong  objection  to  the 
constitution  of  the  Court  as  proposed  by 
the  Bill.  Li  Mr.  Commissioner  l^on 
they  had,  as  one  of  the  London  Com- 
missioners in  Bankruptcy,  a  gentleman 
of  very  long  experience  and  practice, 
whose  knowledge  on  the  subject  was, 
perhaps,  groater  than  that  possessed  by 
any  other  man  living.  Having  been  so 
fortunate  as  to  secure  the  services  of  such 
a  gentleman,  it  was  now  proposed  by  this 
BUI  to  pension  him  off,  he  presumed  on 
his  full  salary,  for  the  purpose  of  ap- 
pointing a  Common  Law  Judge  as  Chief 
Judge  in  Bankruptcy.  This  arrange- 
ment was  the  more  unintelligible  because 
the  business  in  Bankruptcy  had  hitherto 
been  transacted  much  more  in  the  Court 
of  Chancery  than  in  the  Courts  of  Com- 
mon Law.  The  Bill,  too,  proposed  thai 
the  Judge  appointed  to  this  office  should 
be  reheved  from  the  duties  which  he 
usually  performed  in  his  own  C!ourt,  al> 
though  the  duties  required  from  the 
Chief  Judge  in  Bankruptey  might  be 
very  Bght.  He  should  propose  certain 
Amendments  in  the  clause,  which  would 
have  the  effect  of  enabling  the  Govern- 
ment, without  pensioning  the  best  man 
they  could  find,  to  avail  themselves  of 
his  eerricea ;  and,  on  a  vacancy  arising, 
to  assign  to  one  of  the  existing  Judges, 
either  at  Common  Law  or  at  Equity,  the 
duties  of  this  office  without  at  the  same 
time  removing  him  from  his  own  Court. 
The  ATTORNEY  GENEEAL  said, 
he  would  accept  that  portion  of  his 
hon.  and  learned  Friend's  (Sir  EoundeU 
Palmer's)  Amendment  which  permitted 
the  Chief  Judge  in  Bankruptcy  still  to 
perform  the  duties  attaching  to  his  pre- 
sent office.  The  question  of  appointing 
Equity  as  well  as  Common  Law  Judges 
had  received  much  consideration.*  It 
was  now  admitted  that  the  evil  of  our 
judicial  system  was  that  separation  of 
jurisdictions  which  had  led  to  the  hard 
line  of  demarcation  between  the  Courts 
of  Common  Law  and  Chancery,  and  be- 
tween those  Courts  again  and  the  Eccle- 
siastical Courts.  The  object  of  all  law 
reformers  was  thereforo  to  fuse  juris- 
dictions, and  the  Government  had,  in 
consequence,  come  to  the  conclusion  that 
it  would  not  be  desirable  to  appoint  any- 
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one  to  this  office  who  was  not  attached 
to  one  of  the  Courts  either  of  Common 
Law  or  Equity.  The  Lord  Chancellor 
had  considered  whether  the  Yice  Chan- 
cellors could  perform  this  work,  but  he 
came  to  the  concluEion  that  they  were 
too  much  oeoupied  already  to  allow  of 
their  undertaking  these  duties,  while 
there  did  not  appear  to  him  to  be  suffi- 
cient reason  for  the  appointment  of  a 
new  Vice  Chancellor.  In  connection, 
however,  with  the  Election  Petitions 
three  new  Judges  had  been  recently  ap- 
pointed, and  their  time,  with  the  excep- 
tion of  those  periods  when  Election 
Petitiona  required  to  be  tried,  was  com- 
paratively unoccupied.  It  was  there- 
fore thought  advisable  to  make  this  ap- 
pointment &om  among  the  Common  Law 
Judges,  a  plan  which  would  be  attended 
by  saving  to  the  country.  Power  was 
taken  to  appoint  another  Judge  if  it  was 
found  necessary,  but  he  hoped  it  would 
not  be  required.  Again,  it  was  proposed, 
for  the  first  time,  to  introduce  into  the 
Court  of  Bankruptcy  the  principle  of 
trial  by  jury.  In  order  to  prevent  de- 
lay, if  upon  a  trader  debtor  summons 
the  debt  was  disputed,  the  Bankruptcy 
Judge  might  immediately  summon  a 
special  or  common  jury  and  proceed  to  tir 
the  case.  Somehow  or  another,  though 
the  system  of  trial  by  jury  was  not  en- 
tirely unknown  in  Courts  of  Chancery,  it 
had  never  flourished  there.  In  fact,  he 
was  told  that  one  of  the  Vice  Chancellors 
had  lately  ordered  the  jury-box  to  be 
removed  from  his  Court  as  a  nuisance. 
It  would  not  bo  fair  to  call  upon  Mr. 
Commissioner  Bacon — though  the  Oo- 
Temment  did  not  fail  to  recognize  his 
abilities  and  talents — at  his  advanced 
age,  to  inaugurate  an  entirely  new  sye- 
teia  of  practice. 

Ma.  HIBBEET  said,  the  Government 
appeared  to  he  animated  by  extrava- 
gance on  the  one  hand  and  severe  eco- 
nomy on  the  other,  for,  while  they  re- 
jected the  services  of  existing  Commis- 
sioners in  London,  they  Noposed  to 
relegate  the  management  of  Bankruptcy 
business  in  the  country  to  the  County 
Court  Judges,  without  making  any  ad- 
dition to  their  salaries.  He  thought  that 
the  case  of  the  County  Court  Judges 
required  to  be  reviewed,  as  the  position 
they  now  occupied  was  not  what  it  should 
be,  considering  the  important  business 
they  now  had  to  perform,  having  Equity 
and  Admiralty  jurisdiction.  He  thought 
Um  AUortuy  Gmtrai 
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the  Bankruptcy  business  of  the  metro- 
polis might  be  given  to  the  County 
Courts,  and  the  appellate  jurisdiction  to 
the  Common  Law  Courts. 

Mb.  6ekj£AJ«t  SIMON  said,  he  did 
not  see  the  neceesi^  for  appointing  a 
new  Judge  at  all.  There  was  little  ap- 
pellate business  now,  and  he  doubted 
whether  it  would  be  increased  by  the 
Bill.  The  Chief  Judge  would  therefore 
mere  Commissioner  in  Bankruptcy 
under  another  name,  and  the  Judges  of 
the  Superior  Courts  would  not  thank  the 
Government  for  putting  one  of  their 
number  in  such  a  position.  The  present 
tribunal  for  purposes  of  appeal  could 
not  he  improved,  and  as  to  tiie  framing 
and  orders,  no  one  could 
do  that  better  than  the  present  appellate 
Judges — the  Lords  Justices.  To  appoint 
a  Chief  Judge  in  Bankruptcy  was  a 
waste  of  judicial  power  as  well  as  of 
money,  but  if  such  an  appointment  were 
made — though  himself  a  practitioner  in 
the  Common  Law  Courts — he  thought 
if  any  preference  was  shown  in  the  mat- 
ter, the  Judge  in  Bankruptcy  should  be 
taken  from  the  Chancery  Bar.  He 
should  not,  however,  oppose  the  clause, 
because  he  should  be  reluctant  to  do 
anything  to  impede  the  progress  of  the 
BiU. 

Mk.  RUSSELL  GUENEY  said,  he 
considered  that  Mr.  Commissioner  Bacon 
was  the  fittest  person  for  the  new  office, 
and  that  learned  Gentleman  was  cer- 
tainly not  unversed  in  trial  by  jury,  as 
he  had  had  at  one  time  a  large  business 


at  some  of  tho  most  important  s 
in  the  country.  There  was  considerable 
danger  of  overworking  the  County  Court 
Judges,  and  thus  depriving  their  Courts 
of  the  character  of  being  the  poorman's 
Courts,  where  speedy  justice  could  be 
had.  He  could  not  help  thinking  it  far 
better  to  increase  the  number  of  County 
Court  Judges  than  to  increase  the  salaries 
of  the  present  County  Court  Judges. 
Eegistrars  and  other  officers  would  have 
to  bo  pensioned,  and  their  services  and 
experience  might  be  retained  and  a  sav- 
ing secured  by  making  them  Assistant 
Judges. 

Sir  FRANCIS  GOLDSMID  said,  he 
must  protest  against  the  restriction  in 
the  selection  of  the  Chief  Judge  as  an 
unfair  exclusion  of  the  Chancery  Bar, 
which  amounted  to  a  stigma  upon  those 
who  were  by  legal  training  and  ex- 
perience quite  as  qualified  to  odminiitter 


..CoCH^Ic 


Bat^a^Uy  Bill—        {June  11,  1869) 


1601 

Bankmittey  Law  as  the  members  of  the 
OommoD  JjA-w  Bar. 

The  SOUCITOE  GENERAL  aaid, 
he  must  remind  the  Oonumttee  that  they 
Tere  realty  diecusBing  the  6lBt  olauae  on 
the  d9th  dause.  The  creation  aod  con- 
stitutioii  of  these  Courts  was  the  point 
under  disouasion.  But  referring  to  what 
had  been  said  by  the  hon.  and  learned 
Member  for  Bichmond  (Sir  Boundell 
Pahner),  the  question  was  whether  one 
of  the  existing  Common  Law  Judges  or 
a  Commissioner  in  Bankrupt^  should  be 
made  the  Chief  Jndge  of  the  Bankruptcy 
Court.  There  was  no  intention  to  cast 
any  alight  on  Mr.  Bs 
doubt  Uie  learned  Commissioner  would 
be  able  to  discharge  the  duties  with 
satisiactian  to  ereryone,  but  the  ques- 
tion was,  how  they  could  make  the  best 
use  of  the  present  judicial  force  of  the 
country.  The  Gtovemmont  wonld  have 
no  objection  to  say  the  Lord  Chancellor 
might  appoint  a  vice  Chancellor  as  the 
Chief  Judgein  Bankruptcy;  butthetime 
of  the  Vice  Chancellors  was  fully  oc- 
occupied,  while  there  were  three  Com- 
mon Law  Judges  who  had  practically 
nothing  to  do.  Iha  election  petitions 
having  been  disposed  of,  th^  were  en- 
joying leisure ;  and  surely  it  was  better 
to  avail  ourselves  of  their  services  than 
to  appoint  a  new  Judge.  It  was  now 
deemed  unadvisable  to  invest  Judges 
with  exclnsive  jurisdiction,  as  tending  to 
narrowness,  aud  it  was  generally  held 
that  the  administration  of  the  whole  law 
ouglit  to  be  committed  to  all  the  Judges 
equally.  It  was  a  question  between  the 
appointment  of  a  new  superior  Judge 
and  the  utilization  of  the  existing  su- 
perior Judges. 

Me.  ,G.  GKEGOBY  said,  the  issue 
raised  was  wider  than  that;  it  was  a 
question  whether  an  able  man  should  be 
turned  loose  with  a  pension  or  his  ser- 
vices should  be  utilized  ? 

Bm  BOUNDEUj  FALMEB  said,  it 
was  unnecessary  for  the  Govemment  to 
diedaim  intending  any  alight  upon  the 
Court  of  Chancery  or  on  Mr.  Commis- 
sioner Socon,  who  was  not  so  superhuman 
that  he  woi^d  be  indignant  at  having 
his  full  salary  forced  upon  him  with  no- 
thing to  do.  Indeed,  Mr.  Baoon  would, 
no  doubt,  as  far  as  he  was  personally 
concerned,  feel  his  one  year  s  services 
vety  highly  appreciated  by  the  hand- 
some proposals  made  by  the  Govemment. 
It  was  in  the  public  interest  alone  that 
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he  (Sir  Boundell  Palmer)  oWectedtothe 
proposed  arrangement.  With  regard 
to  tiie  three  unoccupied  Judges  in  the 
Common  Law  Courts,  it  was  a  poor  ex- 
cuse for  paying  off  the  best  man  at  the 
country's  conmiand,  without  getting  the 
benefit  of  his  services,  to  say  that  there 
were  three  Common  IJaw  Judges  who 
had  nothing  to  do  now  that  the  election 
petitions  were  over.  It  would  be  some 
comfort  to  the  Solicitor  General,  bow- 
ever  cold,  that  if  the  recommendations 
of  the  Judicature  Commission  were  car- 
ried out  these  three  Judges  would  have 
work  to  fill  up  their  spare  time. 

Mb.  MOBLEY  said,  the  London 
traders  would  prefer  having  the  clause 
as  it  stood  at  present.  They  did  not  wish 
to  be  sent  to  the  County  Courts  in  the 
various  metropolitan  districts.  He  hoped 
the  Govemment  would  not  be  induced 
to  give  up  in  oot  degree  the^noiple 
of  appointing  a  C3iief  Judge.  With  re- 
ference to  the  appeals  to  the  Iiords  Jus- 
tices, it  waa  impossible  to  make  one 
under  a  cost  of  about  £60. 

Me.  JE8SEL  said,  he  thought  it  right, 
&om  his  long  professional  acquaintance 
with  Mr.  ConamisBioner  Bacon,  that  he 
should  bear  bis  humble  testimony  to  the 
great  qualifications  of  that  gentleman  for 
file  office  of  Chief  Judge  in  Bankruptcy, 
qualifications  greater  than  almost  any 
man  at  the  Bar  could  be  expected  to 
possess,  owing  to  his  long  career  in  the 
practice  of  the  Law  of  Bankruptcy,  and  to 
the  fact  that  he  was  acquainted  with  jury 
casesas  well  as  with  equity.  Now,  to  put 
such  a  man  on  the  shelf  after  one  year, 
and  give  1"'"'  his  full  salary,  was  the  very 
reverse  of  economy,  while,  on  the  other 
hand,  by  securing  him  at  his  present 
salary  we  might  secure  the  services  of  the 
best  man,  without  its  costing  the  country 
a  single  farthing.  It  would  be  most  de- 
airabk  that  he  should  act  as  a  Judge  of 
the  First  Instance.  If  we  were  to  have  a 
Court  of  Appeal  it  wonld  be  better  not 
to  part  with  the  present  Court.  The 
members  of  the  Court  of  Appeal  in  Chan- 
cery had  not  sufficient  occupation  to  em- 
ploy them  during  the  ordmary  sittings 
of  tiie  Court,  and,  not  wishing  to  be  idle, 
they  filled  up  their  time  by  attending 
the  judicial  proceedings  of  the  Privy 
Council.  The  number  of  bankruptcies 
was  about  9,000  a  year,  of  which  6,000 
were  pauper  bankruptcies,  &om  which 
no  dividend  whatever  was  paid.  Now, 
these  pauper  bankruptcies  were  caused 
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by  allowi]]^  men  to  make  fhemselTes 
bankrupt,  and  ob  that  power  would  be 
taken  away  the  bankruptcies  would  be 
reduced  to  3,000,  or  even  much  lees,  be- 
cause a  vast  number  of  the  latter  class 
paid  so  Bmall  a  dividend  that  no  hostile 
creditor  would  ever  present  a  petition  of 
adjudication.  The  amount  of  business, 
therefore,  thrown  on  the  Chief  Judge, 
instead  of  being  too  lai^  for  one  man, 
would,  he  believed,  be  less  than  an  ordi- 
naiT  Judge  would  be  able  to  go  through. 

Mb.  AS8HET0N  CROSS  said,  he 
wished  to  recall  the  attention  of  the 
Committoe  to  what  fell  from  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  the  Member  for  South- 
ampton (Mr,  Eussell  Giimey).  Was 
there  not  some  danger,  if  we  put  this 
extra  business  on  the  County  Courts — ^if 
theywere  to  havo  an  equity  juriediction, 
an  Admiralty  jurisdiction,  and  a  Bank- 
ruptcy jurisdiction — that  their  functions 
as  tribunals  for  deahng  with  small 
debts  would  be  materially  interfered 
with  P  It  seemed  to  him  also  to  be  a 
matter  of  much  importance  whether  the 
Government  meant  to  take  in  hand  the 
Report  of  the  Judicature  Commission, 
and,  if  so,  whether  such  a  change  might 
not  be  made  in  the  whole  judicial  ar- 
rangements of  the  country — which  he 
believed  were  radically  wrong — that  this 
Court  might  have  to  be  re-modeUed 
^ain  ?  He  would  suggest  that  as  an- 
other reason  for  not  dispensing  with  the 
services  of  Mr.  Commissioner  Bacon. 

The  attorney  GENERAL  said, 
that  ve  must  have  tTi'«  jurisdiction  ad- 
ministered locally,  and,  if  locally,  in 
what  other  Courts  than  the  County 
Courts  ?  It  was  pr^XMed  originally  to 
retain  the  district  Bankruptcy  Courts, 
but  he  had  received  several  remon- 
Btrancea  against  it,  sJid,  therefore,  he 
adopted  the  County  Court*.  In  regard 
to  tne  salaries  of  County  Court  Judges, 
it  was  better  to  wait  until  it  was  seen 
whether  they  would  have  more  work 
before  raising  them ;  for  one  of  the  ad- 
vantages of  this  Bill  was  that  it  would 
transfer  a  good  deal  of  the  Judges's 
present  work  to  the  creditor.  He  did 
not  think  that  this  question  could  wait 
for  the  Report  of  the  Judicature  Com- 
mission. [Hiere  was,  he  believed,  a  ge- 
neral concurrence  of  opinion  that  it  was 
desirable  to  have  a  superior  Judge,  and 
they  were  all  ^reed  that  they  must 
get  the  best  Judge  thffy  could.  Her 
Uajesty's   Government,  on  economical 
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grounds,  had  proposed  one  of  the  Ocon- 
mon  Law  Judges  for  the  office,  and  he 
had  no  doubt  mat  any  one  of  them  that 
might  be  selected  would  discharge  the 
duties  with  eminent  abitity.  But  he 
never  meant  to  say  that  Commissionei 
Bacon  was  not  a  very  eminent  Judge, 
and  he  felt  that  the  general  impression 
of  the  Conmiittee  vas  more  in  favour  of 
Mr.  Bacon  than  of  a  Common  Lair 
Judge.  He  entirely  concurred  in  the 
remarks  made  by  lua  hon.  and  learned 
Friends  the  Members  for  Richmond 
(Sir  RoundeU  Palmer)  and  Dover  (Mr. 
JesBol);  and  it  appeared  to  him  that 
they  could  not  do  better  than  make  Mr. 
Bacon  the  first  Judge.  If  hb  hon.  and 
learned  Friend  the  Member  for  Rich- 
mond would  permit  him  to  postpone 
that  clause  to  which  he  referred,  he 
would  consider  what  arrangements 
should  be  made.  With  r^ard  to  the 
proposal  to  make  every  County  Court  in 
London  a  Bankruptcy  Court,  Uiere  were 
several  fatal  objections  to  that ;  and 
among  those  objections  was  the  fact 
that  the  London  County  Courts  were 
too  much  occupied  already.  What  was 
wanted  in  London  was  a  large  Court  of 
Bankruptcy  with  a  considerable  area  of 
jurisdiction,  and  also  with,  he  hoped, 
a  considerable  degree  of  authority,  in 
order  to  give  the  tone,  if  he  might  so 
express  himself,  to  the  Courts  dealing 
with  Bankruptcy  business  in  the  coun- 
try. Uniformity  of  practice  in  regard 
to  Bankruptcy  law  was  required ;  and, 
to  what  tribunal  were  the  Courts  {«  the 
country  to  look  for  guidance  and  au- 
thority, unless  it  was  to  tke  chief  Court 
in  London  ?  That  appeared,  to  him,  to 
be  a  very  essential  provision  of  the  Bill, 
-which  he  could  not  consent  to  part  with, 
and  he  trusted  that  his  hon.  Friend  (Mr. 
Norwood)  would  not  press  the  omission 
of  the  clause. 

Mb.  HINDE  palmer  said,  he  re- 
joiced to  tliink  that  the  hon.  and  learned 
Member  for  Richmond  (Sir  Roondell 
Pahner)  -was  in  a  position  to  do  what  no 
one  else  in  that  House  could  so  well  have 
done^namely,  to  bring  before  the  Com- 
mittee  the  name  of  a  learned  Friend  of 
his,  whom  he  had  known  long,  and  who 
was  a  man  of  distinguished  ability  and 
great  experience  in  Uie  branch  of  legal 
jurisdiction  to  which  the  Bill  referred. 
With  r^^ard  to  the  Amendment  imme- 
diately before  them,  he  hoped  it  would 
be  withdrawn. 
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Mb.  NORWOOD  said,  lis  had  not  ro- 


ceived  sufficient  encouragement   .,   

dnoe  liim  to  press  his  Amendment,  and 
Jie  would  leave  tlie  responsibility  con- 
nected witli  that  matter  wi^  the  Go- 
Temment. 

Me.  MONTAGU  CHAMBERS  said, 
he  could  not  assent  to  what  had  fallen 
troia  the  Solicitor  General,  who  seemed 
to  assume  that  it  was  generally  agreed 
that  three  of  the  eighteen  superior 
Judges  were  not  practically  useful,  and 
that  therefore  it  would  be  a  great  saving 
if  one  of  them  were  appointed  tempo- 
rarily or  permanently — wliile  continuing 
a  member  of  the  superior  Court  to  which 
he  belonged — ^to  be  the  superior  Judge 
in  Bankruptcy.  He  denied  altogether 
that  any  of  diose  Judges  wero  practi- 
cally useless,  and  maintained  that,  if 
their  judicial  duties  were  re-arranged  so 
that  the  eighteen  Judges  could  devote 
their  attention  to  the  business  which  was 
required  to  be  done  in  all  the  superior 
Courts,  there  would  not  be  too  many.  Let 
them  look  at  the  Probate  and  Divorce 
Court,  and  why  did  not  the  Government 

Sropoae,  if  they  thought  any  of  the 
udgea  had  not  sufficient  employment, 
that  some  assistance  should  be  rendered 
to  the  Judge  of  the  Probate  and  Divorce 
Court — where  there  was  a  great  arrear 
of  cases — ^by  the  Judges  of  the  superi 


Courts  ?  His  own  clients  had  » 


ipbined 


of  it  as  most  unsatisfactory  that  m  what 
ought  to  have  been  the  fuR  Court — Com- 
mon Law  Courts,  sitting  in  Banco — only 
two  Judges  were  present;  and  the  an- 
swer umially  given  to  that  was  that  they 
could  not  have  the  full  Court  consti- 
tuted with  four  Judges,  because  the 
other  Judges  were  otherwise  engaged. 
He  concurred  with  the  hon.  and  learned 
Member  for  Richmond  (Sir  Roundell 
Palmer)  in  thinking  that  it  would  be 
desirable  to  have  the  highly  competont 
gentleman  who  had  been  referred  to  at 
the  head  of  the  chief  Court  of  Bank- 
ruptcy in  London ;  and  he  believed  that 
a  alight  addition  to  that  gentleman's 
present  salary  would  satisfy  him. 

Ma.  COLLINS  said,  that  the  Judges 
who  had  been  engaged  in  trying  elec- 
tion petitions  during  the  last  six  months 
would  have  little  or  no  corresponding 
work  to  do  until  another  General  Elec- 
tion was  held.  We  should  consequently 
have  a  surplus  sta^  and  it  would  be  a 
c[uestion  whether  the  staff  of  the  supe- 
nor  Courts  ought  not  to  be  reduced. 

Clause  agreed  to. 
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and  61  agreed  to. 

Clauses  62,  72  pottptmed. 

Clauses  63  and  64  agreed  to. 

dause  6S  etruek  out. 

Clauses  66  to  71,  73  to  87  agreed  to. 

Clause  88  (Sequestration  of  eccleai- 
aetical  benefice.) 

Mb.  ANDERSON  moved,  in  page  33, 
line  15,  after  "as  the,"  to  leave  out  to 
end  of  clause,  and  insert  "Court  may 
direct." 

Mk.  MORLET  said,  it  had  been  sug- 
geatod  that  a  clergyman  becoming  bank- 
rupt should  vacate  his  living. 

Mk.  STEPHEN  CAVE  ftiought  that 
would  be  a  great  hardship,  especially 
a  clergrman  who  had  become  bankrupt 
through  misfortime.  It  would  be  pun- 
ishing both  their  fcimOies  and  their  cre- 
ditors. The  Bishop  was  a  better  judge 
than  the  Court  could  be  of  the  wants  of 
a  parish. 

Me.  RTLANDS  said,  he  would  give 
his  support  to  the  Amendment. 

Mb.  west  Bwd,  he  hoped  the 
Amendment  would  not  be  pressed. 

HINDE  PAT.MKR.  said,  he 
thought  that  the  law  of  sequestration 
should  be  revised ;  but  until  that  was 
the  clause  ought  to  remain  as  it 
stood. 

Me.  ANDERSON  said,  that  his 
Amendment  merely  empowered  the 
Court,  instead  of  the  Bishop,  to  say 
what  portion  of  a  bankrupt  clergyman's 
emoluments  should  go  to  nis  creditors. 

Mr.  ATRTON  said,  he  believed  that 
Bishops  were  anxious  to  be  rid  of  the 
power  they  at  present  possessed  in  case 
of  bankrupt  clergymen ;  but,  until  the 
House  could  deal  with  the  taw  of  seques- 
tration, it  woiild  be  better  to  leave  the 
clause  as  it  stood. 

Me.  STEPHEN  CAVE  reminded  the 
Committee  that  bankruptcy,  especially 
when  not  caused  by  extravagance,  did 
not  necessarily  unfit  a  clei^yman  for  the 
performance  of  his  duty. 

Ms.  MUNTZ  said,  he  was  glad  to  see 
that  the  Committoe  had  some  commise- 
ration for  a  bankrupt  clei^yman,  al- 
though the  Bill  was  one  of  Fains  and 
Penalties  from  the  beginning  to  the  end. 
On  the  Report  he  hoped  some  more  com- 
passion would  bo  shown  towards  those 
of  the  loitj-  who  had  become  bankrupt 
through  misfortune. 

Mb.  BARROW  said,  he  was  of  opi- 
nion that  the  Bishops  would  be  the  best 
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judges  of  the  &moimt  which  a  bankrupt 
clot^jman  could  spare  out  of  his  living 
to  meet  the  demande  of  his  creditors. 

Amendment,  by  leave,  withdrawn. 

ClauBO  agreed  to. 

Clauses  89  and  90  agrtei  to. 

OlauBO  91  (Avoidance  of  voluntary 
settlement). 

Mb.  MOELEY  moved,  in  line  38, 
after  "settlement,"  to  leave  out  "made 
before  and  in  cooeideratJon  of  nmniage, 
or."  His  object  was  to  prevent  a  man 
making  a  settlement  on  tkis  wife  out  of 
property  not  belonging  to  him. 

Mr.  JESSUL  said,  he  did  not  often 
differ  from  the  hon.  Member  (Mr,  Morley), 
but  he  really  thought  that  this  Amend- 
ment would  be  unjuBt.  Marriage  had 
always  been  held  to  be  a  valuable  con- 
sideration ;  and,  in  point  of  lact,  e 
woman  gave  what  far  transcended  ii 
value  any  amount  of  goods  delivered.  It 
would  therefore  be  most  tmfair  to  say 
that  after  she  had  made  a  bargain  which 
could  not  possibly  be  undone  she  should 
be  deprived  of  her  settlement  because 
her  husband  had  become  bankrupt  within 
two  years  after  the  marriage.  The  wife 
waa  as  much  entitled  to  consideration  as 
any  creditor.  But  though  he  (Mr.  Jessel) 
maintained  that  property  actually  settled 
ought  to  be  held  sacred,  he  agreed  that 
the  same  respect  ought  not  to  be  shown 
to  mere  covenants  to  pay  money. 

Mr.  EATHBONE  said,  he  entirely 
agreed  in  what  had  been  said  by  his 
hon.  Friend  who  moved  the  Ameninent 
(Mr.  Morley).  There  were  cases  where 
men  made  largo  fortunes  out  of  the  last 
crisis  by  this  process  of  making  settle- 
ments. He  therefore  intended  to  move 
a  similar  Amendment  of  which  he  had 
given  notice.  

Mr.  MOELEY  said,  he  thought  that 
a  bankrupt's  creditors  ought,  at  any  rate, 
to  have  tne  power  of  investigating  bis 
solvency  at  the  time  he  made  the  settle- 
ment. He  knew  a  man  who  was  in- 
debted £10,000,  and  had  assets  worth 
£8,000 ;  he  settled  upwards  of  £2,000 
on  his  wife,  and  to  that  extent  injured 
and  robbed  his  creditors. 

Sir  EOUNDELL  PALMEE  said,  he 
must  oppose  the  Amendment.  It  would 
not  be  at  all  for  the  benefit  of  the  com- 
munity if  unreasonable  impediments 
(  thrown  in  the  way  of  bachelors 
1  in  trade  contracting  nmrriage. 
n  made  a  marriage  '" 
■,  Barrow 


contemplation  of  bankruptcy,  if  he  con- 
tracted marriage  in  order  to  make  a  set- 
tlement, it  would  be  fraudulent  under 
the  statute  of  Elizabeth. 

Mr.  MOELEY  swd,  he  would  with- 
draw his  Amendment. 

Amendment,  by  leave,  u^thdrawH. 

Mb.  RATHBONE  moved  an  Amend- 
ment respecting  post-nuptial  settlements 
which,  he  said,  was  not  open  to  the  ob- 
jections raised  against  the  previous 
Amendment. 

Moved,  "  That  the  Chairman  do  re- 
port Progress." — {Mr.  Sermon.) 

House  remmed. 

Committee  report  Progress;  to  dt 
again  upon  Tue»d^  next,  at  Two  of  the 
clock. 

SDPPLT. 

Order  for  Committee  read. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
"That  Mr.  Speaker  do  now  leave  the 
Chair." 

SALISBURT  MAGISTRATES. 
OBSEBTATIOHB. 

Mb.  p.  a.  TAYLOE:  I  rise,  Sir,  to 
ask  the  kind  attention  of  the  House 
while  I  bring  before  it  a  magisterial  de- 
cision which,  frx>m  Its  extraordinary  and 
unusual  harshness  and  severity,  has  ex- 
cited feelings  of  great  surprise  wherever 
it  has  been  read  or  heard  of,  and  has 
naturally  produced  a  much  greater  feel- 
ing of  bitterness  in  the  country  side 
where  it  took  place.  Circumsts'iees, 
which  I  need  not  now  advert  to,  have 
prevented  me  &om  bringing  this  subject 
previously  before  the  House.  I  am  quite 
aware  a  long  lime  has  elapsed  since  the 
OMurrence  of  this  case ;  and  I  should  not, 
perhaps,  have  brought  this  matter  for- 
ward now,  after  so  great  a  lapse  of  time, 
but  for  the  answer  given  me  by  the  right 
hon.  Qentleman  the  Secretary  for  the 
Home  Department  ia  a  question  which 
I  put  to  lum  on  this  very  subject.  There 
is  one  element  in  this  affair  which  makes 
my  task  a  peculiarly  irksome  one,  and 
that  is  that,  although  my  object  is  to 
point  to  a  system  of  summary  judicature 
which  I  think  an  absurd  one,  I  have  to 
point  by  way  of  illustration  to  a  parti- 
cular case  and  a  particular  individual, 
and  in  criticizing  his  conduct  before  the 
House  I  may  expose  myself  to  the  ens- 
pidon  of  introducing  an  element  of  per- 
Bonalit7.    But   nothing,   Sir,  coola  be 
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further  from  my  wislies  thiin  to  do  that, 
and  I  can.  wiih  confidence  assure  the 
House  that  this  is  a  matter  about  which 
I  could  not  possibly  have  the  slightest 
personal  feeling,  ^ere  is  another  con- 
sideration somewhat  of  the  same  kind  in 
which,  I  have  no  doubt,  tlie  House  will 
go  with  me,  snd  tbat  is,  that  the  noble 
Lord  whose  conduct  I  am  about  to  criti- 
cize bears  a  name  which  belonged  to 
one,  whose  death,  since  I  put  this  Notice 
on  the  Paper,  has  been  a  national  lose — 
one  who  will  ever  be  regarded  by  the 
Hosee  and  this  country  with  respect  and 
admiration  as  the  consistent  advocate  of 
Liberal  principles  and  political  progress 
through  a  long  life  that  was  above  bub- 

r'cion — I  mean  the  late  £arl  of  Radnor, 
am  quite  aware,  Sir,  that  on  account 
of  the  course  I  took  some  two  years  ago, 
with  reference  to  magisterial  decisiooe, 
caused  the  hon.  Member  for  Oxfordshire 
to  say  I  was  going  to  occupy  the  place 
of  the  late  Mr.  Duncombe,  and  t£at  I 
was  the  "grievance  monger"  of  the 
House.  But  if  there  were  no  grievance 
to  amend,  no  grievance  could  be  spoken 
of;  and  perhaps  the  only  reason  why  I 
am  pointed  out  as  a  "  grievance  monger" 
is  mat  the  grievances  I  have  pointed 
out  are  the  grievances  of  humble  persons 
who  are  not  too  largely  r^resentea.  The 
story  I  have  to  teU  is  this — On  the  27th 
of  March  last  three  children,  Ann  Hay, 
aged  fourteen,  her  brother,  George  Hay, 
aged  eight,  and  Lydia  Qrove,  aged 
eleven,  were  brought  before  the  m^s- 
trates  at  Balisbuiy,  chained  with  steal- 
ing rape  mens,  of  the  vJue  of  1*. 
Viscount  Folkstone  presided  on  the 
bench.  Mr.  Good  did  not  press  for  a 
severe  punishment.  The  fbmer  of  the 
Hays  said  he  had  only  been  in  the  city 
four  months.  He  knew  nothing  of  his 
children  getting  greens.  Lydia  Grove 
said  a  man  told  them  they  might  pick 
the  greens.  The  bench  considered  the 
guilt  of  the  chUdren  proved,  and  the  two 
oldest  were  sentenced  to  pay  a  fine  of  f  I 
and  costa,  or  ^  to  prison  for  a  month. 
Still  the  majority  of  the  magiBtrates 
could  not  stomach  sending  the  youngest 
child  to  prison.  Lord  Folkestone  ex- 
pressed his  sorrow  at  having  to  with- 
draw the  little  boy's  sentence,  ceding  that 
he  thought  it  would  do  the  little  child 
good  to  go  to  gaol  with  the  rest.  The 
severity  of  the  magistrates  at  Salisbury 
excited  considerable  indignation  in  the 
public  mind,  and  Bome  person  wrote  a 


letter  to  the  Daily  TtUgraph,  indosing 
a  cheque  for  £4  to  defray  the  fines  and 
costs  awarded  against  the  children.  The 
cheque  was  sent  to  Salisbuiy,  but  it  was 
then  found  that  a  Mr.  Green,  of  Wilton, 
had  paid  the  fines  and  costs,  and  the 
children  were  liberated.  Lord  Folke- 
stone said  that  the  Buperintendentof  the 
city  police,  when  sent  for  (uid  ques- 
tioned,  gave  the  defendant  Grove  a  veiy 
bad  character.  But,  so  far  from  this 
being  the  case,  it  was  distinctly  stated 
that  the  boy  and  his  sister  were  unknown 
to  the  pohce  at  all,  and  that  their  parents 
had  only  been  residing  in  Salisbury  for 
five  months.  Of  the  other  girl,  Mr. 
Superintendent  White  said  her  character 
was  indifferent ;  but  the  only  allegation 
in  support  of  that  was  that  she  had  been 
seen  begging  about  the  streets,  but  even 
Bhe  had  never  been  in  the  custody  of  the 
police  upon  any  chaise  whatever.  It 
seemed,  therefore,  to  me,  Sir,  that  this 
was  a  case  so  extrav^antly  severe  that 
I  should  be  fully  justified  in  asking  a 
question  with  respect  to  it  of  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  the  Secretaiy  of  State 
for  the  Home  Department.  Well,  Sir, 
I  did  not  expect  a  great  deal  from  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman,  but  I  certunly 
thought  he  m^ht  say — "  It  does  seem  a 
little  hard" — fdid  think  he  might  say — 
"  I  will  make  an  inquiry" — I  did  think 
he  might  say,  "  On  the  whole  the  thing 
was  quite  right,  but  we  hope  it  will  not 
occur  again.  But  not  one  word  did  he 
say  in  alleviation  of  the  matter,  and, 
having  taken  it  up  once,  I  felt  bound  to 
bring  the  whole  subject  under  the  notice 
of  the  House.  Well,  Sir,  what  did  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  say  ?  I  must  say 
he  used  that  sort  of  phrase  which  is  com- 
mon enough  upon  the  Treasury  Bench, 
and  which  scarcely  conveys  any  mean- 
ing— that  kind  of  phrase  which  keeps 
away  altc^ether  from  the  real  point  at 
issue.  The  right  hon.  Gentleman  said 
he  had  received — 

"  No  npreMDtations  on  the  mltjeot.  It  wu 
n«itlMr  the  cuitom  nor  the  Aaij  of  the  Homv 
Seeratorr  toanimadTert  on  Ifae  decision*  of  JudgM 
or  magiitratflB,  unlesi  repreeeDtalioDi  were  made 
with  reapvot  to  them,  and  then,  if  the  reprOMntii. 
tioDi  appeared  worthj  of  stteatioD,  inquiries  wen 
inttttoted.  In  the  presenteaie  no repreaeataUona 
whstoTer  had  beea  made." 
Now,  it  could  hardly  be  noceasary  for  a 
Cabinet  Minister  to  rise  from  the  Trea- 
sury Bench  to  tell  that  House  that — 

"  It  was  neither  the  onitom  nor  the  datj  of  tha 
tlome  Staretarf  to  aaimadrert  on  tha  deouioDi 
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Now,  it  had  been  presented  to  tbem  and 
to  the  House,  even  by  so  humble  an  in- 
dividual as  I  am.  But  did  tie  right 
hon.  Gentleman  think  be  was  likely  to 
bear  of  tbe  matter  &om  the  parties  who 
bad  been  injured  ?  Waa  it  bkely  that 
the  friends  of  the  wretched  peasant  chil- 
dren who  had  been  imprisoned  for  steal- 
ing a  handful  of  greens  would  appeal 
against  tbe  decision  of  the  majestic 
Salisbury  bench  of  magistrates  who  had 
become  the  torror  of  the  country  side  ? 
Will  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  say  there 
was  nothing  wrong  in  sending  childfen 
of  that  tender  age  to  prison  ?  The  noble 
Lord  said  ho  thought  the  excuse  made 
for  not  sending  the  boy  to  gaol  would 
only  tend  to  increase  the  number  and 
decrease  the  age  of  the  green  stealers  in 
the  neighbourhood.  I  declare  that,  if 
such  a  view  be  right,  there  is  no  reason 
why  babies  in  the  arms  should  not  be 
committed  for  aiding  and  abetting  their 
mothers  for  stealing  a  handful  of  greens. 
I  appeal  to  this  House  and  to  the  countir, 
whether  the  mere  fact  of  sending  chil- 
dren of  such  an  age,  for  such  a  crime,  to 
gaol,  isnot  an  infamy  and  a  di^race  to 
our  civilization  ?  I  believe  that  in  no 
other  civilized  countiy — indeed,  I  might 
add,  a  fortiori,  in  no  uncivilized  country 
— could  such  a  thing  have  taken  place ; 
and  I  feel  confident  that  in  any  other 
part  of  Christendom  the  greatest  asto- 
nishment would  be  felt  at  this  exhibition 
of  "Justices' justice."  We  are  living  in 
times  now,  Sir,  when  men  profess  to 
wish  to  see  the  country  governed  on 
what  may  be  called  tbe  flesh  and  blood 
principle,  and  that  every  Englishman 
must  be  regarded  equally  as  our  fellow- 
creatures.  Let  me  ask  how  hon.  Mem- 
bers of  this  House  would  feel  if  this 
matter  personally  concerned  them  ?  Let 
me  put  such  a  ease  as  this — There  are 
many  Members  who  have  at  home  lads 
of  eight  or  ten  years  of  age,  and  are 
those  little  curled  darlings  immaculate  ? 
Are  not  many  of  them  full  of  fun  and 
mischief?  Did  they  never  break  down 
a  hedge,  or  take  a  bird's  nest?  Did 
they  never  take  an  apple  from  an  orchard, 
or  take  on  egg  from  a  nest?  What 
would  their  feelings  be  if  they  found 
their  little  ones  taken  up  for  such 
offences?  How  would  they  feel  if  some 
Saliebun  Bhodamanthus  had  sent  them 
to  gaolf  I  should  not  like  to  be  the 
Mr.  P.  A.  Taghr 
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convicting  magistrate  the  next  time 
parents,  under  such  circumstances,  met 
me  in  the  hunting-field  or  the  market- 
place. Let  us  just  think  of  this  Salia- 
boiy  justice  lecturing  this  child  of  eight 
years  old  in  this  way — 

"  if  jon  Rrs  caught  at  thia  sort  of  thins  agtia 
fan  will  go  to  gaol,  ui'l  perhxpa  gat  s  logging 
into  tba  bargain.  Tou  recoileot  thai,  and  don^ 
ga  picking  people'a  greens  and  atealing  them." 
Now,  Sir,  this  bench  of  magistrates  are 
apparently  not  actuated  in  this  or  any 
other  case  by  any  feeling  of  spite  or 
malice  against  the  individuals,  but  ther 
have  elevated  severity  into  a  system  and 
established  on  that  country  side  some- 
thing like  a  reign  of  terror.  I  have  had 
a  number  of  cases  connect«d  with  the 
Salisbury  Bench  brought  under  my 
notice.  I  am  aware  that  it  is  perfectly 
impossible  to  form  a  judgment  at  a  dis- 
tance as  to  matters  of  f^  in  such  coses, 
and  I  shall,  therefore,  only  mention  to 
the  House  those  in  which  the  matter  of 
tact  is  admitted,  and  then  the  only  que»- 
tion  will  be  as  to  the  severity  of  the 
punishment.  The  only  exception  is  this 
case-— Two  years  ago  that  bench  of  ma- 
gistrates sent  to  prison  two  poachers. 
In  that  it  appears  they  got  hold  of  the 
wrong  man,  and  an  aUbi  was  proved  at 
the  trial.  The  evidence  was  strong,  and 
it  seemed  impossible  to  resist  it;  but 
nothing  could  move  the  bench  of  magis- 
trates to  keep  the  man  from  their  pumsh- 
ment,  and  even  when  some  other  men 
who  were  committed  to  prison  confessed 
the  crime,  it  was  a  long  time  before  the 
necessary  communications  wew  made 
to  the  Home  Office.  On  the  5th  of  Sep- 
tember, last  year,  George  Clarke  was 
charged  with  stealing  an  apple  of  the 
T^ue  of  ^d.  The  prosecutor  said  he  did 
not  press  for,  or  wish  any  severe  punish- 
ment to  be  inflicted,  but  he  wished  to 
convince  the  people  that  the^  had  no 
right  to  hia  fruit.  Lord  Folkestone 
said — 

Tbedaleiidant  must  hsTS  knoim  hs  wm  doing 
Tig,  and  cases  of  this  description  come  bslbra 
the  BsDoh  ;rear  after  r^ar ;  sli|tht  pantihmenta 
have  be«D  inflicted,  but  the  people  take  no  mm- 
ing,  and  thcf  will  not  bs  convinced  till  thejp  get  it 
pretlj  sharp.  The  defendant  was  lisbla  lo  three 
month)'  impriionment ;  hut  u  Mr.  Waters  strcngljr 

mitigstad  to  three  weeks  with  hard  labcnr." 
In  another  case,  two  men  were  convicted 
pointing  an  old  gun,  which  would  not 
go  oEF,  at  a  cock  pheasant  on  the  side  of 
the  nmd.    They  attempted  to  fire  at  it. 
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but  the  gitm  would  not  go  off ;  they  tried 
it  a  seooud  time,  but  still  the  c^  snapped, 
and  then  the  men  went  off.  The  keeper, 
who  was  hiding,  and  who  said  he  saw 
them  distinctly,  thought  they  had  ffone 
for  more  powder,  and  determined  to 
wateh  nntil  they  came  back ;  but,  find- 
ing; they  did  not  come  back,  he  went  to 
the  police  office  and  charged  them  with 
theoffence.  Buttherewasasecondkeeper 
hiding  in  another  place,  unknown  to  the 
first  keeper,  and  wmle  one  of  these  swore 
that  it  was  light  enough  to  identify  the 
prisoners,  &e  other  swore  that  it  was  so 
dark  that  he  could  not  see  their  faces. 
However,  for  the  crime  of  pointing  an 
old  gun  at  a  cock  pheasant,  the  men 
were  eent  to  prison  with  hard  labour. 
Of  all  the  sacred  birds  and  beasts  wor- 
shipped in  India  or  f^ypt,  not  one  of 
them  was  afforded  so  much  protection, 
care,  and  consideration,  as  was  the 
English  cock  pheasant.  John  Elkdna 
was  also  charged  in  January  with  poach- 
ing ;  four  pheasants  were  found  on  him, 
and  it  was  acknowledged  that  he  was  a 
notorious  poacher.  He  was  sentenced  to 
a  term  of  six  months'  imprisonment,  and 
called  npon  to  find  sureties  for  good 
behaviour  for  two  years ;  or,  in  default, 
to  be  sent  to  prison  for  one  year.  There 
could  be  no  doubt  he  was  a  poacher,  but 
the  only  remark  I  have  to  make  upon 
the  sentence  is  this,  that  he  might  have 
floffged  half-a^ozen  women  within  an 
inch  of  their  lives,  and  not  have  been 
sentenced  to  so  severe  a  punishment 
under  the  present  law.  We  have  been 
told  over  and  over  again  that  if  the 

Sme  laws  were  to  be  done  away  with, 
a  country  gentlemen  would  cease  to 
reside  on  their  estates ;  that  they  are  the 
glory  of  the  countiy  side,  and  uieir  pre- 
sence is  always  hailed  with  pleasure ; 
but  if  all  the  country  magistrates  and 
landlords  were  like  those  who  sit  upon 
the  Salisbuiy  bench  —  which  thank 
heaven  they  are  not — I  doubt  veiymuch 
whether  the  country  generally  would 
rejoice  in  the  presence  of  the  Landlords 
any  more  than  they  seem  to  do  at  Salis- 
buiy. They  may  be  very  ungrateful,  in 
which  ease  hon.  Gentlemen  would  per- 
haps address  them  in  the  words  of 
TirgU- 

"O  fbrtanatoi  niminm,  lu  libona  norint, 

My  Lord  Folkestone  says,  tiiat  mild 
punishment  has  been  tried  without  effect, 
and  tltat  is  the  reason  he  resorts  to 


traordinary  severity.  But  really.  Sir, 
country  gentlemen  seem  to  still  clhig  to 
the  superstitions  of  their  ancestors,  who 
used  to  hang  for  every  trivial  theft,  and 
to  beUeve  Uiat  severity  of  punishment 
was  the  best  means  of  putting  down 
crime.  That  theory,  or  superstition  if 
you  will,  has  passed  away  entirely  firom 
the  minds  of  all  except  our  countiy 
justices ;  and  it  is  now  generally  admitted 
that  if  the  punishment  of  a  crime  has 
no  reference  to  the  demerits  of  the  party, 
and  is  out  of  all  proportion  to  the  equity 
of  the  case,  you  eliminate  from  the 
minds  of  the  class  suffering  such  punish- 
ment those  elements  on  which  alone  any 
morahty,  worthy  of  the  name,  can  be 
based.  And  the  punishment  appears  to 
be  not  so  much  the  act  of  a  judicial 
tribunal,  acting  with  a  strict  regard  to 
justice,  but  as  an  act  of  retaliatory  ven- 
geance on  the  part  of  one  class  towards 
another,  and  which  produces  in  that  class 
a  feeling  with  regard  to  these  offences 
that  their  repetition  is  not  so  much  an 
offence  against  justice  and  equity  as  of 
vengeance  against  the  common  enemy, 
which  they  wUl  cany  out  whenever  time 
and  opportunity  permit  them  to  do  so. 
That,  Sir,  is  the  case  which  I  have  to 
bring  before  the  House,  and  I  thank  the 
House  for  having  Uatened  with  such 
patience  to  views  which  I  venture  to  say 
cannot  be  very  palatable  to  many  hon. 
Members  ^esent.  I  have  not  ventured 
to  aek  the  House  to  agree  to  an  Address 
to  Her  Majesty,  praying  Her  that  Lord 
Folkestone  may  be  removed  &om  the 
'^— nmission  of  the  Peace ;  and  for  this 
.pie  reason,  that  in  a  House  consti- 
tuted as  this  is  there  would  be  veiy  little 
chance  of  my  carrying  such  a  Motion, 
and  more  especially  as  the  Home  Secre- 
tary seems  to  think  that  the  fact  of  two 
young  children  being  subjected  to  the 
contamination  of  a  prison  for  a  month  is 
a  subject  not  worthy  of  his  consideration. 
I  very  much  doubted  whether  it  was  not 
my  duty  to  make  such  a  Motion,  and  if 
there  had  been  the  smallest  chance  of 
success  I  should  have  done  so.  I  do  not 
wish.  Sir,  on  the  other  hand,  while  com- 

Slaining  of  a  wrong  and  on  injustice,  to 
o  an  injustice  to  the  noble  Lord  against 
whom  I  should  have  made  the  Motion. 
It  is  not  given  to  every  man  posesssing 
wealth,  station,  and  dignity  in  this  coun- 
try, to  possess  those  qualities  which  con- 
stitute Uie  qualification  of  a  Judse— tact, 
t«mper,  and  discrimination — ^wnich  are 
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nowhere  more  necessary  than  when  men 
have  a  sammaiy  juriadictirai  cpnferred 
upon  them.  For  my  own  part,  Sir,  I 
should  like  to  see  magistrates  appointed 
for  the  same  quahties  for  whitfi  Judgee 
are  appointed.  As  to  the  Judges,  eveiT' 
body  admits  they  present  an  extraordi- 
naiy  fitness  for  tiie  offices  they  fill. 
They  are  appointed  and  are  apart  irom 
all  political  or  social  inSuences,  and  their 
deciaione  are  accepted  with  respect  and 
obeyed  with  reverence.  But  it  is  not  so, 
Sir,  with  respect  to  our  country  justices ; 
for,  if  a  man  be  a  landowner  of  great  in- 
fluence in  the  county,  that  is  held  sufficient 
to  constitute  him  a  judge  over  his  fellow- 
men  ;  and  when  once  appointed,  it  fol- 
lows that  he  can  never  he  removed  from 
his  position,  unless  for  some  gross  mis- 
conduct, or  some  malicious  attack  on  the 
rights  and  liberties  of  people  subjected 
to  his  power.  I  have  not  the  sHghtest 
doubt  that  Lord  Folkestone  thought  he 
was  doing  hie  duty ;  but  all  I  have  to 
say  is,  that  when  he  deals  out  such 
severe  pimishments  for  such  minor  of- 
fences as  this,  he  is,  in  my  opinion,  no 
judge.  If,  therefore,  I  have  not  ven- 
tured to  make  a  Motion  on  this  subject, 
but  have  simply  contented  myself  with 
stating  the  facts  of  the  case,  my  object 
in  doing  so  is  to  show  that  whenever 
there  is  a  sent^uce  of  such  extreme 
Boverify,  so  unproportioned  to  the  offence 
as  occasionally  shocks  the  ears  of  the 
country,  there  will  be  at  least  one  Mem- 
ber, however  humble,  who  will  think  tt 
his  duty  to  hold  up  such  conduct  to  re- 
probation, in  this,  the  great  inquest  of 
the  nation. 

Mb.  BBUCE  said,  that  he  was  sure 
no  one  would  blame  any  hon.  Member 
who  might  feel  it  his  duty  to  bring  be- 
fore that  House  any  instance  of  undue 
severity.  Any  Member  who  did  so,  with 
strict  regard  to  justice,  not  only  for 
those  whose  cause  he  undertook,  but 
also  for  those  whose  conduct  he  im- 
pugned, would  receive  the  sympathy  and 
approval  of  the  House.  But  when 
any  hon.  Member  took  on  himself  to 
assail  the  conduct  of  others,  it  was  his 
duty — and  ho  was  sure  his  hon.  Friend 
(Mr.  P.  A.  Taylor)  would  admit  the  pro- 
priety of  the  remark — to  ascertain  well 
the  whole  facta  of  the  case,  and,  having 
ascertained  the  facts,  to  detail  them  fiilly 
to  the  House.  Before  proceeding  to 
mention  what  the  facts  were  on  which 
his  hon.  Friend  had  animadverted,  he 
Mr.  P.  A.  Taylor 
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must  beg  to  state  that  it  was  no  part  of 
his  duty  to  revise  all  the  sentences  passed 
on  prisoners  which  he  might  observe 
in  the  newspapers,  and  which  might 
appear  on  the  face  of  them  to  be  unrea- 
sonable. That  was  no  part  of  his  duty, 
unless  cases  were  brou^t  regularly  be- 
fore him  which  appeared  to  require  re- 
vision. Nothing  would  be  easier — for 
the  Home  Office  waa  open  to  all — than 
for  the  friends  of  these  poor  children, 
for  instance,  or  for  any  lover  of  humanity 
and  justice  in  the  neighbourhood  of 
Salisbury  having  a  knowledge  of  the 
facts,  to  have  brought  them  before  him ; 
and  he  need  not  give  the  assurance  that 
they  would  have  received  as  much  atten- 
tion on  his  jmrt  as  when  they  were  pub- 
hcly  stated  in  that  House.  His  non. 
Friend  had  brought  a  charge,  not  only 
against  Lord  Folkestone,  but  against  the 
bench  of  justices.  He  compared  the 
offence  committed  by  these  children  to 
thatwhich  perhaps  no  hon.  Member  pre- 
sent had  himself  in  hie  youth  committed, 
but  which  they  must  all  have  known 
some  one  to  have  committed — stealing 
an  apple  from  an  orchard ;  and  he  said 
how  cruel  it  waa  for  such  an  offence  to 
take  a  child  from  the  home  of  its  virtuous 
parents  and  expose  it  to  the  contami- 
nation of  a  gaol.  Now,  what  were  the 
facts  f  The  case,  as  stated,  was  that  for 
stealing  out  of  a  field  a  few  greens, 
valued  at  1«.,  two  children— one  fourteen 
and  the  other  eleven — had  been  fined 
20«.,  and  in  default  committed  to  prison 
for  one  month.  The  law  had  been 
changed  with  respect  to  stealing  such 
articles  from  fields,  and  he  quite  agreed 
in  the  change  in  the  law.  Such  an 
offence  was  no  longer  a  felony,  but  a 
trespass.  In  many  cases  the  trespass 
was  of  an  insignificant  character,  as  the 
taking  of  a  turnip  from  a  held ;  though 
he  thought  anyone's  moral  sense  must 
be  offended  when  they  saw  a  labourer 
go  into  a  field  and  et^  turnips  without 
being  punished.  But  in  this  case  the 
real  facts  proved  before  the  magistrates 
were  these  —  In  certain  fields  where 
greens  were  grown,  at  some  distance 
from  Sahsbuiy,  there  had  been  whole- 
sale pillage;  a  policeman  was  set  to 
watch,  and  he  detected  ^ese  children 
canying  off  IJcwt.  of  greens.  They  had 
brought  out  of  Sahsbury,  a  distance  of 
a  mDe,  a  sadc  and  three  wraps  which 
were  all  full.  Theqaantitywas  so  great 
that,  according  to  the  evidence  giTen, 
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the  JuBticee  of  Salisbury  hod  ocoasioiially 
inflicted  punishments  of  great  severity; 
but,  in  the  present  case,  he  could  not  say, 
considering  what  the  laws  of  the  countir 
were,  considenug  the  maimer  in  which 
they  were  generally  administered,  that 
the  punishment  was  in  itself  excessiTe 
for  the  offence.  He  must  assume  that 
the  justiceB  were  satisfied,  &om  the  evi- 
dence, that  these  children  had  not  only 
comioitted  the  offence,  but  under  drcum- 
stances  of  premeditation,  not  for  the 
first  time,  and  that  they  also  considered 
that  the  fine  inflicted  was  for  the  pur- 
pose of  reaching  the  parents.  The  sen- 
tence pronounced  was  intended  as  an 
example  in  the  neigbourhood,  and  he 
could  not  think  that  the  warning  of  such 
a  punishment  would  be  without  its  duo 

effect.         

Mr.  BOUVERCE  said,  his  right  hon. 
Friend  Uie  Secretary  of  State  for  the 
Home  Department  had  stated  with  great 
trutli  the  facts  of  the  case,  and  he  was 
in  a  position  to  mention  some  additional 
facts  which  would  illustrate  the  rashness 
of  the  hon.  Member  for  Leicester  (Mr. 
P.  A.  Taylor)  in  coming  to  the  conclu- 
sion  he  had  announced  as  to  the  manner 
in  which  those  justices  had  discharged 
their  duty  to  the  public.  He  thought 
the  punishment  awarded  for  the  offence 
a  very  proper  one.  The  practice  of  steal- 
ing greens  in  the  neighbourhood  of 
SfJisbury  bad  been  carried  on  to  a  very 
great  extent,  and  great  complaint  was 
made  by  the  owners  of  those  small 
garden  allotments,  a  class  of  humble 
men,  of  which  the  hon.  Member  for 
Leicester  set  himself  up  as  the  special 
guardian.  Tbey  were  the  great  suf- 
ferers. These  parties  were  regularly 
plundered,  and  the  greens  were  taken 
to  SalisbuiT  and  sold  in  the  market. 
It  was  no  doubt  hard  to  send  children 
to  prison  for  a  month,  but  consider- 
ing the  example  they  must  have  set 
before  them  at  home,  it  would,  perhaps 
have  been  better  if  they  could  have  been 
sent  to  prison  for  a  longer  period  and 
then  to  a  reformatory,  where  they  would 
have  some  chance  of  learning  industry 
and  morality,  instead  of  being  made  the 
instruments  of  wicked  and  unnatural 
parente  for  purposes  of  plunder.  What- 
ever might  be  the  case  with  regard  to 
die  children  the  c^mnathy  of  the  House 
would  be  ill  bestowed  on  such  parents. 
He  could  not  understand  why  the  name 
of  his  noble  BelatiTe  ahould  hare  been 


the  children  could  not  have  carried  the 
load  into  the  town ;  tbey  must  have  been 
taking  it  to  some  place  of  deposit,  where 
tiiey  would  be  met  by  some  one  to  con- 
vey the  burden  into  Salisbury.  Under 
the  circumstances  it  appeared  next  to 
impossible  that  the  parente  of  these 
children  had  not  sent  them  out  for  the 
purpose  of  pillage.  It  was  not  likely 
that  the  children  would  have  taken  the 
sack  and  wraps  of  tbeir  own  mere  no- 
tion to  bring  back  l^cwt.  of  greens, 
their  parente  being  ignorant  of  me  fact. 
It  was  proved  buore  the  justices  that 
these  duldren  had  been  in  the  fields 
on  previous  days  stealing  greens ;  oom- 
plainte  were  made  of  the  heavy  losses 
sustained  by  the  farmers,  a  policeman 
was  in  consequence  placed  to  watch, 
and  it  had  since  been  ascertained  that 
one  of  the  g^ls  had  been  in  the  habit 
of  selling  greens  at  various  places  in 
Salisbury.  The  offence  therefore  was 
not  that  of  stealing  a  handful  of  greens, 
but  li*wt. —  the  offence  having  been 
frequently  committed  by  the  same  parties, 
and  committed,  in  all  probabfli^  by  the 
authority  of  their  parente.  When  a 
heavy  fine  was  inflicted  on  children  it 
was  not  intended  as  a  punishment  for 
the  diildren  but  for  the  parents,  with 
whose  knowledge  the  offence  must  have 
been  committed  That  he  assumed  with- 
out any  knowledge  of  Lord  FoLkestone 
or  any  other  member  of  the  bench.  His 
.  hon.  Friend  had  inveighed  against  the 
sentence  so  passed  on  these  children,  and 
he  wished  some  other  punishment  could 
be  devised  for  the  of^nces  of  children 
than  imprisonment;  but  he  could  not 
believe  that  children  would  suffer  more 
contamination  in  prison  than  if  they 
continued  to  reside  with  such  parente  as 
they  had  the  misfortune  to  nave.  It 
should  also  be  remembered  that  punish- 
ment was  imposed  with  a  view  to  deter 
others  from  me  commission  of  the  same 
offences.  It  was  no  part  of  his  duty  to 
defend  the  conduct  of  magistrates.  Not 
only  justices  of  the  peace,  but  the  high- 
est Judges  of  the  land  had  occasionally 
laid  themselves  open  to  animadversion 
for  the  sentenoes  tJiey  pronounce.  Quot 
hominea,  tot  tmttntia.  Nothing  could  be 
more  startling  frequently  than  the  ap- 
parent inequali^  of  sentences  where 
offences  appeared  almost  identical.  He 
was  entirely  unacquainted  with  die 
other  facto  which  ms  hon.  Friend  had 
bronght  forward.    It  was  possible  that 
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brought  forward  so  prommently  on  this 
occasion,  as  if  he  were  the  sole  respon- 
Bible  person,  for  besides  Lord  Folkestone 
there  were  present  on  the  bench  seven 
'Wiltshire  gentlemen  as  intelligent  and 
independent  as  could  be  found  in  any 
other  part  of  the  country.  In  fact,  as 
to  part  of  this  veir  case,  the  view 
taken  by  Lord  Folkestone  had  been 
over-ruled  by  a  majority  of  those  on 
the  bench  with  him.  With  regard  to 
the  other  cases  which  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber had  brought  forward  he  had  given 
no  notice  of  them.  He  {Mr.  Bouverie) 
knew  nothing  of  them.  The  hon.  Mem- 
ber t»ld  some  story  of  a  cock  pheasant, 
but  if  it  had  been  about  a  cock  and  a 
bull,  it  would,  perhaps,  have  been  more 
appropriate.  They  were  brought  for- 
wurd,  he  presumed,  to  give  weight  to 
the  case  against  the  magistrates  in  the 
present  instance.  The  hon.  Gentleman 
who  made  this  chai^  started  with  the 
assumption  that  the  bench  of  magis- 
trates were  disposed  to  deal  harshly  and 
unfairly  towards  the  unfortunate  people 
brought  before  them ;  but,  for  his  own 
part,  he  beliaved  nothing  of  the  kind. 
According  to  his  experience,  he  came  to 
the  conclusion  that,  though,  like  all  other 
men,  justices  of  the  peace  were  not  per- 
fectly immaculate,  there  was  on  the  whole 
a  determination  on  their  part  to  do  jas- 
tice  by  those  whose  cases  they  had  to  deal 
with.  The  hon.  Member  for  Leicester 
probably  had  not  much  experience  of 
country  magistrates ;  but  his  own  expe- 
rience had  taoght  him  that  the  rural 
nulation  had  the  most  perfect  confi- 
ne in  the  foimess  of  uie  bench  of 
magistrates ;  and  if,  as  some  improvers 
desired,  stipendiary  magistrates  were 
substituted  for  the  unpaid  country  jus- 
tices, he  doubted  whether  they  would 
enjoy  the  same  amount  of  confidence. 
The  hon.  Member  had  done  well  in  not 
making  a  Motion  on  the  subject,  because 
the  facts  adduced  established  no  case  of 
accusation  against  the  niagiBtTat«B,  who 
simply  did  l^eir  duty  in  what  he  must 
call  a  most  trumpery  case ;  and  he  trusted 
that  mngiatrates  would  not  be  deterred 
from  acting  according  to  their  own  sensr 
of  duty  by  such  charges  of  oppression, 
unfairness,  and  iniquity  as  had  been 
made  in  the  present  case. 

Me.  ASSHETON  CEOSS  said,  that 

when  small  children  were  brought  up 

before    magistrates    it  was  a   difficult 

matter  to  know  how  to  act  for  the  pro- 

Mr.  Bouverie 


tection  of  the  public  without  dealing 
harshly  towards  the  children.  He  be- 
lieved that  the  best  thing  they  could 
do  with  such  children  would  be  to  give 
them  a  good  whipping  and  send  them 
home,  but  the  magistrates  had  no  pow^ 
to  order  that  punishment.  Where  there 
was  an  hon^  and  industrious  parent 
they  might  get  him  to  give  the  child  a 
whipping ;  but  in  many  cases  the  fault 
was  more  the  fault  of  the  parent  than 
the  child,  and  in  such  cases  he  should 
like  to  punish  the  parent  rather  than 
the  child.  He  thought  it  would  be  an 
advantage  if,  in  cases  like  that  brought 
before  l^e  House,  magistrates  had  the 
pownr  to  send  the  child  to  an  industrial 
school,  and  to  compel  the  parent,  when 
able,  to  pay  the  expense  of  uie  schooling. 

Mb.  GILPIN  said,  he  could  not  con- 
sent to  a  case  of  this  kind  being  treated 
in  the  way  the  right  hon.  Member  for 
Kilmarnock  (Mr.  Bouverie)  had  treated 
it,  who  called  it  a  trumpery  case.  Terj 
few  cases  could  be  more  deserving  the 
attention  of  the  House  than  the  present, 
when  brought  forward  by  an  hon.  Mem- 
ber who  had  taken  pains  to  inquire  into 
the  matter,  believing  it  to  be  one  of  op- 
pression on  the  part  of  oountry  m^a- 
trates.  He  was  not  prepared  to  agree 
with  the  hon.  Member  for  Leicester  in 
his  wholesale  denunciation  of  country 
magistrates,  but  in  that  House,  which 
was  formed,  it  might  be  said,  of  couutrf 
magistrates,  he  was  unwilling  that  the 
only  voice  raised  on  behalf  of  these  poor 
children  diould  be  that  of  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  Leicester.  If  the  children  had 
acted  under  the  direction  of  die  parents, 
why  should  not  the  parents,  instead  of 
the  children,  be  punished  ? 

Mr.  ANTEOBUSsaid,  that  if  the  hon. 
Member  for  Leicester  (iii.  P.  A.  Taylor) 
had  properly  inquired  into  the  case,  ho 
would  have  foimd  that  it  was  not  a 
small  quantity  of  greens  that  was  taken 
for  the  purpose  of  making  a  wretched 
supper,  but  that  as  much  as  a  hundred- 
weight and  a-balf  was  stolen ;  and  it 
was  not  right  to  accuse  the  magistrates 
of  harsh  conduct  for  the  course  which 
they  pursued.  The  case  of  apple  steal- 
ing to  which  the  hon.  Member  alluded 
was  one  of  deliberate  premeditation, 
and  not  one  of  merely  jumping  over  a 
hedge  to  get  an  apple  on  the  spur  of 
the  moment. 
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NAVT— ADMIRALTY  CLERKS, 

B^SOLUnOH. 

Captaw  GROSVENOK  said,  he  rose 
to  call  attention  to  the  position  of  cer- 
tain Third  Class  Clerks  in  the  Depart- 
ments  of  the  principal  Offices  of  the 
Admiralty.  About  ten  years  ago  the 
flow  of  promotion  began  to  slacken  in  the 
Admiralty,  and  those  third-class  clerks 
found  themselves  in  a  disadvantageouB 
position  ae  conatroeted  witli  that  of  other 
civil  servants.  From  time  to  time  me- 
morials were  in  consequence  addressed 
to  the  principal  officers.  In  1865  a  com- 
mittee of  experienced  persons  in  the  Ad- 
miralty and  Treasury  was  appointed  to 
consider  this  question.  They  reported 
in  favour  of  an  increased  scale  of  pay, 
and,  in  December  of  that  year,  effect  was 
given  to  that  Report  by  an  Order  in 
Council,  There  was  joy  among  these 
third-class  clerks  when  this  Order  was 
promulgated,  but  cruel  disappointment 
awaited  them,  for  the  benefit  of  that 
Order  was  restrict«d,  owing  to  the  con- 
struction put  upon  it  by  flie  Treasury. 
The  question,  however,  was  not  as  to  the 
intentionsof  the  Treasury  expressed  in 
any  letter  or  Minute,  but  as  to  the  bene- 
fit actually  conferred  by  the  terms  of 
the  Order  in  Council.  The  whole  Pa- 
pers had  been  submitted  to  an  eminent 
Queen's  Counsel,  who  was  of  opinion 
that  the  Order  of  Februaiy  16,  1866,  if 
acted  upon  according  to  its  terms,  con- 
ferred upon  all  third-class  clerks  then  in 
the  service  whether  of  eight  years' 
standing  or  not,  a  right  to  nave  their 
salaries  Immediately  paid  to  tliem  ac- 
cording to  the  new  scale ;  and  Counsel 
further  stated  that,  in  his  opinion,  it 
was  not  competent  to  the  Treasury  to 
place  on  the  Order  in  Council  the  quali- 
fication of  which  these  clerks  com- 
plained. The  learned  Counsel  concluded 
by  stating  that  the  case  of  the  aggrieved 
cforks  was  not  within  the  cognizance  of 
the  law  courts,  and  that  all  those  indi- 
viduals could  do  was  to  forward  a  res- 
pectfiil  memorial  containing  a  state- 
ment of  their  grievances  to  the  authori^- 
ties-  That  opinion  was  signed  "John 
Duke  Coleridge,"  and  the  advice  it  con- 
tained had  been  followed,  but  without 
result.  The  right  hon.  Oontleman  the 
first  Lord  of  the  Admiralty  might  possi- 
bly urge,  as  the  reason  for  his  inaction 
in  the  mattor,  the  large  economical  re- 
forms which  were  about  to  be  intro- 
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duced,  but  Uris  was  a  question  of  princi- 
ple— of  right  or  wrong — and  he  did  not 
believe  in  an  ecouomv  which  was  based 
upon  the  ruin  of  good  f^th  and  of  fair- 
ness. He  had  no  hesitation,  under  the 
drcumstances,  in  asking  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  to  ^ree  to  the  Bescuution  of 
which  he hadgiven notice. 

Lord  HENRY  LENNOX,  in  second- 
ing the  Motion,  said,  the  Treasury  had 
always  differed  fifom  the  Admiralty  upon 
this  subject,  although  it  jvas  true  that 
the  letter  which  had  crushed  the  hopes 
or  these  young  gentlemen  was  signed  by 
the  First  Lord  of  the  Admiralty  at  the 
time  that  he  was  Secretary  to  the  Trea- 
sury. Knowing,  as  he  must  now  do, 
the  duties  of  these  third-dass  clerks  and 
the  hardships  of  th^  case,  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  would  not,  he  trusted, 
still  reAise  to  re-consider  his  decision 
with  respect  to  them.  The  Order  in 
Council  announced  that  the  salaries  of 
certain  of  the  third-class  clerks  should 
be  raised  at  the  end  of  eight  years. 
Those  who  entered  the  service  in  1857 
and   18S8,   and  titoee  who  entered  in 


1667  and  1668  enjoyed  the  boon;  but 
those  who  entered  tlie  service  between 
these  two  periodfi  found  themselves  in  a 
much  inferior  position.  Although  they 
had  no  legal  claim  whatever  to  con- 
sideration m  the  matter,  he  could  not 
help  thinking  that  they  had  a  strong 
moral  claim  to  have  their  case  favourably 
considered.  He  (Lord  Henry  Lennox) 
had  himself  done  what  he  could,  but 
the  Treasury  was  immovable.  Cases  of 
this  kind  had  only  to  bo  well  ventilated 
and  to  he  properly  laid  before  the 
country,  to  induce  public  opinion  to 
back  up  Her  Majesty's  Government  in 
doing  that  which  was  simply  an  act  of 
justice.  He  would  surest  that  the 
third-class  clerks  should  defer  the  pro- 
posal contained  in  this  Motion  until 
the  period  for  preparing  the  Civil  Ser- 
vice Eetimates  next  year. 

Amendment  proposed, 

To  lekTs  out  tnm  tb«  word  "That"  to  tba 
end  of  tba  QumtioD,  in  order  to  kdd  the  word* 
"ID  the  o^aion  of  this  Home,  tha  tofialNn  of 
the  Cirit  Service  ue  onlitlrd  to  a  uale  of  pif 
JD  kccardsDCB  with  the  tenni  of  >nj  Order  in 
CoDDoU  *hioh  hu  not  been  reroknl  or  qoalifiad 
br  a  (uooeeding  Order  of  equal  aathoritj,"— 
[Captain  Oronienor,) 
— instead  thereof. 

TisoocBT  BTJRY  said,  he  was  glad 
that  the  noble  Lord  had  anticipated  nim 
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in  seconding  the  Motion,  wlucli  it  had 
been  his  intention  to  do.  The  course 
that  had  been  taken  b;  tiie  Treasuiy 
npon  this  matter  inTolved  manifest  in- 
justice to  certain  membets  of  the  Ciyil 
Service,  which  arose  probably  &om  some 
inadvertence  on  the  part  of  the  au- 
thoritieB,  and  not  from  any  desire  to 
act  unfEdrly  towards  them.  In  1866 
it  became  necessary  to  raise  the  scale 
of  pay  of  the  third-class  clerks  from 
£90  to  £100  per  annum,  but  only  clerks 
who  had  served  eight  years  were  to  re- 
ceive that  increase.  There  were  a  great 
number  of  persona  who  had  not  com- 
[deted  eight  years'  service,  but  who  had 
^ne  some  way  towards  it.  They  were 
in  a  more  disadvantageous  position  than 
clerks  who  went  in  later.  While  seniors 
in  the  office  were  receiving  only  £90  a 
year,  clerks  who  were  much  their  jimiore 
received  a  higher  salajy. 

Mb.  CHIIJ)£B8  said,  that  this  was 
not  at  all  an  interesting  subject;  it  was 
technical,  and  involved  minute  details 
which  could  not  be  of  any  very  general 
interest.  He  felt  bound,  however,  to 
give  an  explanation  of  tiie  circumstances 
under  which  the  change  in  respect  of 
the  salaries  of  those  clerks  had  been 
made.  The  case  had  been  stated  with 
perfect  &imesB,  but  not  with  complete 
a4X:uracy.  In  1665,  as  a  consequence  of 
the  introduction  of  writers  to  do  work 
which  did  not  require  much  brains,  it 
became  necessary  to  consider  the  posi- 
tion of  the  thud-class  clerks  in  the 
Admiralty,  and  a  committee  was  ap- 
pointed by  the  Treasui?  and  Admiralty 
to  go  info  the  whole  subject.  The  com- 
mittee recommended  that  the  junior 
clerks  who  entered  at  £90  a  year  and 
who  received  an  increase  of  £10  a  year 
should,  after  a  certain  number  of  years' 
service,  but  without  rising  to  another 
grade,  receive  a  sudden  increase  of 
£30,  which  would  bring  their  salary  up 
from.  £170  to  £200  a  year,  rising  after- 
wards by  £10.  That  plan  would  have 
involved  an  increased  charge  to  the 
public  of  £1,615  a  year.  The  Treasury 
thought  there  would  be  an  inconvenience 
in  the  mode  of  increase  reconunended 
by  the  committee,  which  would  be 
manded  by  others,  and  accordingly  they 
made  a  different  arrangement,  by  which 
they  proposed  that  after  a  certain  number 
of  years  the  salaries  of  the  clerks  should 
be  increased  annually  by  £1S,  instead  of 
£10  a  year.  This  plan,  which  roceivod 
Viteounl  Bury 


the  sanction  of  the  Admiralty,  and  was 
carried  into  effect  by  an  Ordw  in  Coun- 
cil, involved  an  increased  charge  to  the 
pubhc  of  £2,043.  Besides  the  change 
m  respect  of  the  annual  increase,  the 
Order  in  Council  gave  clerks  on  their 
entry  into  the  office  £100,  instead  of 
£90  a  year.  In  addition  to  this,  the 
Treasury,  without  any  reference  to  the 
Order  in  Council,  allowed  the  then  exist- 
ing clerks  with  more  than  eight  years' 
service  to  receive  the  rate  of  salary  they 
would  have  been  entitied  to  had  they 
entered  the  service  at  £100  instead 
of  £90.  Thus  the  clerks  had  got  all 
that  the  Order  in  CotmcU  gave  them, 
and  some  of  them  got  considerably  more ; 
and  the  proposition  of  his  hon.  Friend 
was,  that  because  the  seniors  were  re- 
ceiving something  beyond  what  the 
Order  in  Council  gave  uiem,  the  juniors 
should  also  receive  something  more.  If 
such  proposals  as  the  one  now  made  by 
his  hon.  Friend  were  agreed  to  it  woula 
be  impossible  to  carry  out  anythii^ 
like  uniform  arrangements  in  respect 
of  the  classification  or  of  the  payment 
of  the  clerks.  He  did  not  see  how  the 
case  put  by  his  noble  Friend  the  Mem- 
ber for  Berwick  (Yiscount  Bury)  of 
juniors  receiving  more  than  their  seniors, 
could  occur;  because,  if  a  clerk  had 
entered  at  £90  in  1864  his  salary  would 
have  been  rising  by  £10  between  that 
time  and  1866.  Tliere  had  been  one 
case  of  inconvenience — that  of  a  derk 
appointed  a  few  months  before  the  Order 
at  £90.  This  had  been  rectified.  Fot 
his  part,  neither  at  the  Admlrall^  nor 
at  the  Treasury  had  he  shown  the  least 
dif^sition  to  underpay  any  of&cer.  On 
the  contrary,  the  motto  he  had  always 
used  was — "  Pay  your  officers  well,  but 
keep  down  their  numbers."  The  real 
extravagance  of  the  Civil  Service — and, 
in  certain  Departments,  there  could  be 
no  doubt  that  some  extravagance  existed 
— was  in  point  of  numbers  rather  than  of 
salaries.  Acting  on  the  principle  which 
he  had  mentioned,  the  Government  were 
effecting  great  reductions  among  the 
subordinate  clerks  at  Somerset  House, 
which,  when  completed,  would  result  in 
an  economy  of  something  like  £10,000 
or  £12,000  a  year;  but  the^  had  it  in 
contemplation  at  the  same  time  to  pro- 

Sse  an  improved  scale  of  pay  which  the 
ouse,  he  hoped,  would  readily  assent 
to.  He' trusted,  therefore,  that  he  should 
be  freed  frvm  the  imputation  of  any  de- 
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sire  to  pare  down  Bolaries.  la  the 
trine  laid  down  in  the  latter  part  of  his 
hon.  Friend's  Motion,  which  might  al- 
most be  called  a  truism,  he  cordially 
oonoorred;  but,  having  Bhown  that  the 
offlcera  on  whose  behflf  the  Motion  waa 
brought  forward  had  really  received 
everydiing  to  which  they  were  entitled, 
be  hoped  the  House  would  not  be  put 
to  the  trouble  of  divi^ng. 

8m  fiOBEET  PEEL  said,  the  qnea- 
tion  which  the  House  were  engaged  in 
GonsideTing  was  not  the  motto  of  the 
First  Lord  of  the  Admiralty  in  dealing 
with  the  Civil  Service,  but  a  case  alleged 
to  be  one  of  great  hardship  affecting  the 
third-class  derks  in  nine  departments  of 
the  Admiralty,  numbering  nearly  100 
persons,  and  growing  out  of  a  misunder- 
standing between  the  Admiral^  and  the 
Treasuiy.  The  First  Lord  of  the  Admi- 
miralty,  who,  as  Secretary  to  the  Trea- 
sury, wrote  the  letter  out  of  which  this 
misunderstanding  had  now  arisen,  stated, 
at  the  commencement  of  his  observations, 
that  the  subject  was  not  a  very  interest- 
ing one  with  which  to  occupy  the  atten- 
tion of  the  House;  but  it  was  so  far 
interesting  that  it  involved  a  sum 
nearly  £3,000  which  these  clerks  claimed 
as  their  due  under  an  Order  in  Council. 
pi  a  noble  Friend  opposite  (Lord  Henry 
Lennox)  declared  that  these  derks  had 
no  positive  right,  though  he  believed 
them  to  have  a  moral  daim;  but  had 
he  looked  into  the  Papers  more  dosdy, 
bis  noble  Friend,  he  believed,  would 
have  formed  a  more  favourable  opinion. 
"Wait,"  it  was  said,  "till  next  year's 
Estimates  ate  under  consideration,  and 
the  matter  can  then  be  brought  forward 
with  better  effect."  The  answer  was 
obvious ;  the  derks  had  already  agi- 
tated this  question  through  the  heads  of 
d^)artmentB  for  four  years,  without  ob- 
taining any  satisfaction,  and  early  in  the 
present  Session,  when  a  question  was 
put  to  the  First  Lord  of  the  Admiralty, 
his  answer  was  very  ambiguous.  Ac- 
cording to  the  right  hon.  Oeatlenuin, 
because  the  seniors  in  the  department 
had  received  something  which  they  de- 
served, therefore  the  juniors  now  were 
iwessing  their  daims.  [Mr.  Ghilders: 
That  is  not  what  I  said.!  I  took  down 
the  words.  The  right  hon.  Gentleman 
said  that  the  case  of  the  hon.  Member 
who  made  the  Motion  was  this — because 
the  seniors  had  something  given  to  them 
to  whidi  tliey  ireie  eatiwd,  therefore 


the  juniors  now  were  asking  for  that  to 
which  they  had  no  daim. 

Mk.  CHILDEHS:  As  the  hon.  Baro- 
net says  he  has  taken  down  my  words, 
I  may  be  allowed  to  correct  them.  I 
said  that  the  purport  of  my  hon.  and 
gallant  Friend  s  argument  was,  because 
me  seniors  had  received  something  be- 
yond that  which  they  were  entitled  to, 
therefore  the  juniors  now  were  making 

Lord  HENET  LENNOX:  I  diould 
like  also  to  make  a  correction  of  what 
my  right  hon.  Friend  (Sir  Robert  Peel) 
has  attributed  to  me.  What  I  said  was 
that  I  believed  the  derks  had  no  posi- 
tive right,  inasmuch  as  when  they  ori- 
ginally Sjgreed  to  serve  it  was  at  the 
rate  of  £90  a  year,  and  any  increase 
subsequentiy  made  was  by  the  benefi- 
cence of  Parliament  and  of  the  Govem- 

SiB  EGBERT  PEEL  said,  he  did  not 
know  whether  anybody  else  wished  to 
interrupt  him,  but  he  suffered  no  incon- 
venience from  the  remarks  just  made, 
inasmuch  as  he  regarded  the  point  at 
issue  as  one  of  public  importance,  and 
believed  he  had  not  over-stated  the  effect 
of  any  argument  used  in  debate.  The 
First  Lord  of  the  Admiralty  told  the 
House  this  was  an  uninteresting  ques- 
tion ;  but  before  the  discussion  closed  he 
hoped  that  tiie  First  Lord  of  the  Trea- 
sury, with  his  accustomed  spirit  and 
sense  of  justice,  would  rise  and  acknow- 
ledge that  these  derks  had  a  just  claim 
upon  the  consideration  of  Parliament. 
AJl  the  Papers  in  this  case  hod  been 

Saced  before  the  Solidtor  General ;  he 
m1  been  consulted  as  one  of  the  most 
eminent  counsel  in  the  country,  and  he 
gave  his  opinion,  before  he  became  in 
any  way  connected  with  the  present 
Government  or  with  the  right  hon.  Qen- 
tleman  at  the  head  of  the  Admiralty. 
That  opinion  was  to  tiie  effect  that  these 
derks  had  dearly  a  case,  and  that  the 
Government  were  over-riding  an  Order 
in  Council.  Here,  then,  was  an  occa- 
sion upon  which  the  Government  and 
the  House  ought  to  show  generosity  and 

consideration.  

Thb  SOLICITOE  GENERAL  said, 
he  had  no  complaint  to  make  of  bis 
opinion  having  been  brought  forward, 
more  especiaUy  as  the  derks,  before 
doing  so,  had  londly  asked  him  whether 
he  aoA  any  objection  to  their  taking 
that  couise.    It  vaa  no  part  of  hia  bua- 
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ness  to  interfere  ^ritli  the  diacretioii  of 
the  Oovemment  in  the  matter;  all  he 
wished  to  do  was  to  inform  the  House 
upon  what  materials  the  opinion  was 
given.  For  aa  to  the  opinion  itself  he 
would  say  respectfully  but  firmly  that 
upon  the  same  materials  he  should 
again  give  the  same  opinion,  without 
adding  anything  to  what  he  had  pre- 
viously written.  He  had  nothing  tc 
alter  in  the  opinion  he  had  given,  hut 
the  queation  now  hefore  the  House  waa 
totally  different  from  that  placed  before 
lum.  The  question  submitted  to  him 
was  aa  to  the  true  construction  of  the 
Order  in  Council,  and  whether,  the 
terms  being  clear,  the  Treasury  had  the 
power  to  limit  its  operation,  and  no  one 
who  looked  at  the  case  submitted  to 
him  could  come  to  any  other  conclu- 
sion than  that  the  Treasury  had  not. 
The  Order  in  Council  was  the  first  and 
leading  document  submitted  to  him,  and 
no  suggestion  was  made  to  him  of  the  ex- 
istence of  any  prefatory  eorreapondence 
by  the  light  of  which  the  terms  of  the 
Order  in  Council  were  to  be  read.     It 

Speared  to  hi'm  then,  as  now,  that  if 
e  Order  in  Council  stood  alone  it 
meant  that  all  the  third-class  clerks  at 
the  Admiralty  &om  the  date  of  the 
Order  coming  into  operation  were  t« 
recceive  salaries  on  the  scale  laid  down 
in  that  Order,  whether  they  had  joined 
the  Admiralty  after  the  date  of  the 
Order  in  Council  or  were  there  al- 
ready. It  was  then  suggested  to  him 
that  the  construction  placed  on  the  Order 
by  the  Treasury  was  that  whereas  for 
the  fVtture  all  tliird-class  clerks  were  to 
come  in  at  £100  a  year,  were  to  rise 
£10  a  year  for  eight  years,  and  were 
then  to  rise  by  £15  a  year  until  they 
reached  £300  a  year,  it  was  only  to  take 
effect  in  the  case  of  those  who  had  been 
in  the  Admiralty  eight  years,  and  those 
who  joined  it  after  that  date,  but  that  it 
was  not  to  apply  to  those  who  had  not 
completed  the  term  of  eight  years,  who 
were  to  receive  £90  up  to  the  comple- 
tion of  that  term,  when  the  £15  a  year 
was  to  be  added.  That  interpretation 
he  certainly  thought  there  was  no  foun- 
dation for  in  the  Order  of  Council,  and 
if  the  Treasury  had  so  limited  its  opera- 
tion he  was  of  opinion  that  they  had  ex- 
ceeded their  competency.  It,  however, 
turned  out — which  he  was  not  aware  of 
at  the  time— that  the  third-class  clerks 
who  came  in  at  £90  a  year  were  reoeiv- 
Ute  Solieitvr  Qtwral 


ing  a  yearly  accretion  of  £10,  and  there- 
fore the  question  was  whether  if  they 
had,  for  instance,  entered  a  year  upon 
the  service  they  were  to  receive  a  retros- 
pective £10  to  put  &em  on  an  equality 
with  those  who  had  begun  at  Uie  £100. 
He  never  understood  that  his  opinion 
was  taken  on  that  point.  A  very  dif- 
ferent question  had  heen  agitated  be- 
tween the  Admiralty  and  the  Treasury, 
and  it  appeared  that  the  state  of  things 
was  not  what  he  had  supposed  in  lua 
third  answer.  It  was  further  suggested 
to  him  that  a  person  who  entered  at 
£100  a  year  might  be  receiving  more 
pay  than  his  seniors  in  the  same  depart- 
ment. That  was  certainly  an  anomalous 
position ;  and  he  thought  that  if  the 
matter  were  referred  in  a  memorial  to 
the  authorities  it  would  be  corrected. 
He  was,  at  all  events,  justified  in  saying 
that  none  of  the  grievances  he  supposed 
he  was  advising  upon  now  existed.  His 
opinion  was  given  upon  the  facts  before 
mm,  and  he  had  no  idea  of  the  pre- 
vious correspondence  and  of  the  real 
state  of  the  case. 

Me.  GLADSTONE  said,  that  the 
merits  of  the  question  were  of  a  kind 
very  difficult  to  follow,  &om  its  complex 
nature,  and  if  his  hon.  Friend  (Captain 
Qrosvenor)  wished  to  challenge  the  opi- 
nion of  the  House  it  would  he  necessary 
he  should  take  some  means  for  putting 
the  House  in  fuller  possession  of  the 
facts.  There  were,  however,  objections 
to  the  Motion  which  were  quite  inde- 
pendent of  the  merits  of  the  particular 
case.  As  to  its  meaning,  he  had  no 
doubt  it  was  conformable  to  common 
sense  and  justice ;  but  it  would  he  verf 
inconvenient  for  the  House  to  adopt  the 
terms  of  the  Besolution.  He  was  not 
aware  that  that  House  had  asserted  or 
admitted,  or  could  by  possibility  admit 
in  justice  to  itself  or  to  the  people,  that 
the  terms  of  any  Order  in  Council  con- 
stituted a  title  to  a  payment  of  public 
money.  If  they  constituted  an  obliga- 
tion to  anything  it  would  only  he  to  an 
obligation  on  the  part  of  the  Oovem- 
ment to  make  application  to  that  House, 
but  no  Order  in  Council  could  bind  the 
House  or  constitute  a  title  to  pay.  His 
hon.  Friend  had  not  adverted  to  that 
aspect  of  the  Besolution,  which  was  of  a 
very  serious  character.  He  would  hardly 
lay  down  such  a  doctrine  aa  that  the 
terms  of  such  a  document  bound  the 
Executive  irrespectiTe  of  the  preriou 
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assent  of  that  Hoose,  or  conetitiited  a 
title  to  the  receipt  of  public  money. 
Su<di  a  doctrine  wa«  entirely  novel,  and 
he  tmsted  his  hon.  Friend  would  not 
press  his  Motion  to  a  division. 
Question  put,  "That  the  words  pro- 

Sised  to  be  left  out  stand  part  of  the 
uestion." 

The  House  divided  :~-A:yee  107 ;  Noes 
64:  Majority  43. 

Question  again  proposed,  "That Mr. 
Speaker  do  now  leave  the  Ohaii." 

IRELAND-TRALEE  GAOL. 


Mk.  O'EEILLT  Bwd,  he  rose  to  call 
attention  to  the  Papers  relative  to  Tralee 
Gaol,  and  to  ask  the  Chief  Secretary  for 
Ireland,  What  steps  have  been  taken  to 
remedy  the  abuses  that  existed  in  the 
mana^ment  of  that  Prison  ?  According 
to  the  Beport  of  Mr.  Burke,  Tralee  Gaol 
was  remarkable  for  three  things  —  the 
wretched  state  of  the  building,  the  enor- 
mous expenditure,  and  the  small  num- 
ber of  prisoners,  ^ere  were  only  thirty- 
six  prisoners  in  the  gaol,  who  cost  £80 
s  year  each.  The  stJaries  of  the  officers 
amounted  to  £1,267,  while  the  total  cost 
of  eyeiything  else  was  £1,193.  The 
local  inspector,  who  was  a  clergyman, 
got  £180;  ttie  governor  got  £200 ;  and 
uie  chaplain  of  the  Eetabhahed  Church, 
who  bad  not  more  than  two  persons  on 
the  average  to  attend  to,  got  £50.  The 
deputy  governor,  who  also  acted  as 
si^oolm^ter,  got  £100  a  year;  and 
£350  a  year  was  given  to  nine  turn- 
keys to  watch  the  thirty-mi  prisoners ; 
yet  the  inspector  said  the  discipline  was 
very  lax,  and  the  prisoners  were  so 
poorly  guarded  that  it  was  a  wonder 
they  did  not  walk  out.  Among  the  turn- 
keys there  were  five  tradesmen  to  teach 
the  prisoners  trades,  and  the  highest 
TOMfit  ever  made  in  a  year  was  £36. 
During  the  winter,  the  inspector  said, 
the  prisoners  were  all  locked  up  in  their 
ceUs  trom.  half-past  four  in  toe  after- 
noon till  seven  the  next  morning,  and 
many  of  the  cells  were  damp  and  not 
properly  lighted  with  gas.  He  found 
tliat  the  governor,  who  had  a  family  of 
eight,  lived  in  the  prison ;  and  the  deputy 
governor,  who  had  a  family  of  four,  also 
resided  in  the  prison.  Between  the  pri- 
son wall  and  the  interior  boundary  wall 
oi  the  gaol  were  two  acres  of  land,  on 


whit^were  kept  oows,pigs,  and  poultry, 
and  another  portion  of  the  same  ground 
was  used  as  a  kitchen  garden.  'Bie  go- 
vernor also  kept  dogs  within  the  gaol. 
All  this  was  in  opposition  to  the  law 
and  regulations  under  which  Irish  gaols 
were  managed.  The  gaol  bad  a  local 
injector  who  received  £180  a  year  for 
visiting  the  piison  twice  a  week,  whilst 
other  local  inspectors  only  had  £80  a 
year.  That  local  inspector,  who  was 
obliged  by  the  Act  of  Parliament  to 
make  a  report  on  oath,  had  certified 
that  no  horses,  cows,  pi^,  or  cattle  of 
any  kind  were  kept  within  the  precincta 
of  the  gaol,  and  that  each  prisoner  waa 
provided  with  a  separate  cell  and  a 
iE^>arate  bed,  in  the  face  of  the  Beporta 
if  the  Inspector  General  and  the  kmow- 
ledge  of  others  to  the  contrary.  He 
thought  that  this  was  a  state  of  things 
that  required  prompt  attention,  and  he 
hoped  Uiat  the  Chief  Secretary  for  Ire- 
land would  give  him  some  assurance 
that  the  Goremment  would  take  the 
matter  into  their  consideration.  He  was 
aware  that  the  powers  of  the  Govern- 
ment in  gaols  were  somewhat  limited ; 
but  in  this  case  the  inspectors  of  the 
gaol  had  called  attention  to  these  defects 
repeatedly,  without  the  Bhght«Bt  effect, 
and  therefore  it  was  necessary  that  the 
matter  should  be  brought  forward  in 
Parliament.      

Mb.  H.  A.  HEBBEBT  said,  he  was 
of  opinion  that  the  hon.  Gentleman  who 
had  just  sat  down  was  labouring  under 
some  misapprehension  respecting  ^e  de- 
tails upon  which  he  had  drawn.  He 
thought,  for  instance,  the  hon.  Gentle- 
mui  was  mistaken  respecting  the  alleged 
keeping  of  cattle  within  the  precincts  of 
the  gaol.  On  the  day  the  Inspector  Qe- 
ner^  visited  the  gaol  some  repairs  were 
going  on,  and  things  were  consequently 
to  some  extent  in  a  state  of  confusion. 
Every  attempt  had  been  made  by  the 
Board  of  Supervision  to  remedy  the  evils 
complained  of,  and  the  Inspector  Gene- 
ral would  find  a  very  different  state  of 
things  at  hia  next  visit. 

Me.  CHICHESTEE  POETESCDE 
said,  he  agreed  that  there  was  much 
which  needed  remedying  in  the  gaol  of 
Tralee ;  but  this  was  not  the  case  of  a 
Government  gaol,  but  of  a  county  pri- 
son, over  which  the  Gtyvemment  had 
little  or  no  control.  He  doubted  not 
that  the  local  authorities  would  do  their 
utmost  to  remedy  the  evila  and  defects 
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compltuned  of.  He  was  glad  that  hie 
hoQ.  Friend  (Mr.  O'Beilly)  had  called 
atteatiou  to  the  subject.  The  Board  of 
Superrimon  had  not  lost  sight  of  the 
Beport  of  the  inBpector.  A  conmiittee 
ludbeen  appointed  to  remedy  the  abuses 
which  had  been  oomplainea  of ;  ajid  it 
had  been  actively  at  work,  bo  that  the 
inspector  would  hnd  a  very  different 
state  of  things  on  his  next  visit.  H( 
was  thoroughly  convinced  that  legiala- 
tion  was  required  to  put  the  county 
gaols  in  Ireland  upon  a  proper  footing, 
in  conformity  with  our  improved  notions 
of  what  the  conduct  and  mant^^ement 
of  a  gaol  should  be.  There  were  many 
things  in  coimection  with  those  gaou 
which  could  not  be  dealt  with  by  the 
local  authorities.  The  question  was  under 
the  consideration  of  the  Gtoyerament.  He 
did  not  know  that  anything  could  be 
done  this  Session,  but  it  should,  un- 
doubtedly, be  dealt  with  at  an  early 
period. 

BOROUGH   OF   RYDE. 

OBSEST^TIONS. 

Mb.  W.  W.  beach  said,  he  rose 
to  call  attention  to  the  circumetauces 
under  which  the  Town  of  Eyde  was 
formed  into  a  Borough.  No  doubt  the 
town  had  increased  in  wealth  and  po- 
pulation, but  a  borough  should  not  be 
formed  unless  a  strong  case  was  made 
out.  However,  some  of  the  inhabitants 
were  desirous  of  the  prospective  luxury 
of  paying  additional  rates.  A  Commis- 
aioner  was  sent  down  to  inquire  respect- 
ing the  formation  of  the  new  borough, 
and  it  was  only  fair  that  all  the  par- 
ties concerned  abould  have  been  heard. 
'When  the  Chief  Constable,  however, 
saw  the  evidence  that  had  been  taken, 
he  wrote  at  once  to  point  out  some  in- 
accuracies. His  letter  was  not  even 
acknowledged.  He  (Mr.  Beach)  was  of 
opinion  that  when  a  new  borongh  was 
to  be  created  it  should  be  created  by 
mutual  agreement  between  the  borough 
BO  to  be  formed  and  the  locality  sur- 
rounding it.  Unless  this  were  done,  dis- 
content was  sure  to  prevail  in  conse- 
rnce  of  the  oomplicationa  of  interests 
t  would  arise.  By  removing  a  con- 
siderable population,  as  it  were,  out  of 
the  oounty,  and  constituting  it  into  a 
separate  community,  it  necessarily  fol- 
lowed that  increased  liabilities  and  bur- 
dens wore  thrown  upon  the  rate-payers 
Mr.  CMchttttr  ForlMtw 


of  the  county  in  which  the  borough  was 
created.  There  was  a  pubhc  debt  charged 
on  Hampshire,  but  by  constituting  a  por- 
tion of  the  county  into  a  borough  the 
area  of  liabihty  was  contracted.  That 
was  a  matter  which  should  have  been 
taken  iato  consideration.  If  Eyde  had 
been  constituted  in  a  fair  way  into  a 
borough,  the  cost  of  the  county  police 
would  have  been  reduced  to  the  extent  of 
the  sum  charged  for  the  boroiigh  police, 
but  the  charge  for  the  police  of  a  most  ob- 
jectionable suburb  of  Ryde  was  chai^^ 
on  the  county.  Oak£eld,  in  the  panah 
of  St  Helena,  was  part  of  the  town,  but 
had  not  been  included  within  the  limits 
of  the  borough.  The  interests  of  the 
people  of  the  county  of  Hampshire  ought 
to  have  been  consulted  as  well  as  the 
interests  of  the  borough  of  Byde,  but 
this  had  not  been  done,  and  he  thought 
there  was,  consequently,  just  ground  for 
complaint.  His  object  in  drawing  at- 
tention to  the  subject  was  to  press  upon 
the  Government  the  necessity  of  taMng 
greater  care  in  the  formation  of  bo- 
roughs in  order  that  injustice  might  not 
be  committed,  as  had  been  the  case  in 
the  present  instance. 

Sib  JOHN  SIMEON  said,  he  must 
confess  he  had  eeen  with  surprise  the 
announcement  of  the  faon.  Member's  in- 
tention to  bring  forward  this  question. 
The  inhabitants  of  Byde  considered  it 
to  their  advantage  to  secure  the  right  of 
municipal  government,  and  control  over 
their  own  police  and  rates,  and  they  hod 
taken  the  usual  mode  of  accomplishing 
that  object.  An  exhaustive  inquiry  had 
been  held,  which  lasted  two  days,  and 
a  charter  had  been  granted ;  and  there 
was  nothing  more  to  be  said  on  the  sub- 
ject. In  wealth  and  population  Byde 
had  increased  greatly  during  the  last 
ten  years,  and  was  now  one  of  the  most 
important  towns  in  Hampshire,  as  ap- 
peared by  the  statistical  returns.  Could 
it,  then,  be  wondered  at  that  the  people 
of  Byde  should  desire  to  obtam  tiie 
prestige  resulting  &om  its  conversion 
into  a  borough  ?  Eyde  was  constituted 
a  borough  in  1866,  and  therefore  it  was 
not  the  present  Homo  Secretary,  but  hla 
predecessor,  who  was  answerable  for  what 
had  been  done. 

Sm  MICHAEL  HICKS-BEACH  said, 
he  wished  to  point  out  that  his  hon. 
Eelative  (Mr.  Beach)  did  not  object  to 
Byde  having  been  made  a  borough,  bis 
complaint  being  that  the  bousdodflS  of 


.,CoeH^lc 


1633 


Scotland — 


[JrsEll,  1869) 


Shfrif  Courts. 


the  borough  Iiad  not  been  sufficiently 
extended.  He  hoped  the  Secretary  of 
State  for  the  Home  Department  would 
cOQBider  whether  it  was  adTieable  that 
boroughs  should  be  constituted  through- 
out the  country  with  separate  police  ju- 
risdiction, which  tended  to  impede  the 
due  administration  of  justice. 

Mb.  BKUCE  said,  the  whole  of  the 
proceedings  of  which  the  hon.  Qentle- 
mau  complained  were  conducted,  not  by 
the  Home  Office,  but  by  the  Privy  Coun- 
cil Office,  under  the  late  Ghivemment. 
He  might  however  remark  that,  under 
the  terms  of  the  Commission,  the  dis- 
tricts which  had  been  referred  to  could 
not,  according  to  the  report  of  Captain 
Donovan,  be  included  in  the  borough ; 
and  he  was  bound  to  add  that  the  pro- 
ceedings under  the  late  Government  were 
conducted  with  perfect  fiiimeas. 

THE  JUDICATURE  COMMISSION. 

QUESTION. 

Me.  NORWOOD  said,  he  would  leg 
to  inquire  of  the  Secretary  of  State  for 
the  Home  Department,  Whether  it  be 
the  intention  of  the  Government  to  en- 
large the  scope  of  inquiry  of  the  Judica- 
ture Commission  so  as  to  embrace  the 
County  Courts,  Quarter  Sessions,  and 
other  local  tribunals  in  the  provinces? 
He  would  also  surest  that  the  mercan- 
tile and  mantifacturing  interests  should 
be  represented  on  the  Commission. 

Ma.  BBTJC£  said,  in  reply,  that  the 
Commission  was  issued  by  the  late  Go- 
vemment.  He  had  consulted  the  Lord 
Chancellor  and  Lord  Cairns  on  the  sub- 
ject, and  they  agreed  in  the  opinion  of 
his  hon.  Friend  that  the  scope  of  the 
inquiry  ought  to  be  extended.  The  sug- 
gestion  which  his  hon.  Friend  had  made 
should  receive  consideration. 

SCOTLAND.— SHERIFF  COURTS. 

QCEaTION. 

Mb.  MILLER:  I  rise.  Sir,  to  call 
attention  to  the  appointment  of  sheriffs 
in  Scotland,  and  to  ask  the  Secretary  of 
State  for  the  Home  Department,  that, 
looking  to  the  great  preponderance  of 
opinion  in  favour  of  a  change  in  the  exist- 
ing state  oftheSheriffCourts,  asgivenin 
the  evidence  taken  by  the  Royal  Com- 
nussioQ  to  inquire  into  the  Scotch  Law 
Courts,  Whether  it  is  the  intention  of 
Government  to  make  it  a  condition  of 
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any  appointment  of  sheriffs,  either  prin- 
cipal or  substitute,  that  those  appointed 
shall  not  be  entitled  to  any  compensation 
in  the  event  of  their  office  being  abo- 
lished by  Farhament  when  the  whole 
question  comes  to  be  considered  on  the 
Report  of  the  said  Royal  Commission  ? 
The  point  was  one  of  considerable  im- 
portance. These  courts  had  long  been 
condemned  by  public  opinion,  and  the 
evidence  adduced  before  the  Commission 
showed  that  the  double  sheriffship  could 
and  must  ultimately,  be  dispensed 
with.  At  present  each  county  in  Scot- 
land had  what  was  called  a  sheriff-prin- 
cipal and  a  sheriff- substitute.  The 
sheriffs  -  substitute  were  resident  ma- 
gistrates, acting  as  justices,  while  the 
sheriffs-principal  were  sheriffs  who  re- 
side in  Edinburgh,  and  only  visited  the 
counties  periodically.  The  existence  of 
two  sherij's  in  a  county  tended  to  create 
very  considerable  delay  and  considerable 
expense.  The  appointment  of  the  sheriffs 
rested  nominal^  with  the  Crown,  but, 
he  understood,  really  with  the  Lord  Ad- 
vocate; and  it  had  been  stated  in  the 
evidence  that  they  had  Bometimea  been 
appointed  &om  political  considerations. 
The  sheriffs-substitute  were  appointed 
by  the  principal  sheriffs.  He  under- 
stood that  since  the  date  of  the  Commis- 
sion three  of  the  latter  had  been  ap- 
pointed. He  did  not  know  how  many 
more  such  appointments  might  fall  va- 
cant before  the  Commission  had  com- 
pleted its  labours ;  but,  unless  some 
stipulation  were  made  with  future  ap- 
pointees, they  might  have  a  claim  on  the 
country  for  compensation  should  their 
offices  be  afterwards  abolished. 

Me.  SCLATER-BOOTH,  aa  a  mem- 
ber of  the  Royal  CommiBsion  felt  called 
upon  to  enter  a  protSBt  against  the  as- 
sumption contained  in  the  Question 
which  the  hon.  Gentleman  had  placed 
upon  the  Notice  Paper — that  there  is 
a  great  preponderance  of  opinion  in 
favour  of  a  change  in  the  existing 
state  of  the  Sheriff  Courts.  No  doubt 
there  was  evidence  to  that  effect  ; 
but  there  was  quite  as  much  evidence 
the  other  way.  The  difficulty  arose 
from  the  CommisBion — with  what  he 
could  not  but  consider  a  stretch  of  their 
power  in  that  respect — publishing  the 
evidence  bit  by  bit.  But  he  did  not 
think  it  desirable,  when  the  evidence 
had  been  published  in  this  manner,  for 
hon.  Members  to  moke  use  of  it  to 
8  G 
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bring  before  the  House  MotioEB  founded 
upon  it  before  the  Report  of  tbe  Com- 
miasioners  was  made  Imovn. 

Mr.  CRAUFURD  thought  that  when 
the  evidence  irae  published  the  public 
ireTe  justified  in  assuming  that  me  in- 
quiry was  complete,  and  Uiat  they  might 
draw  such  conclusions  as  they  pleased, 
without  in  any  degree  prejudicing  the 
Report  which  the  Royal  Commission 
might  afterwards  make.  Kow,  the  sug- 
gestion of  his  hon.  Friend  did  not  in 
any  way  fetter  the  recommendations  the 
Commissioners  might  make.  All  that 
was  required  was  that,  following  the 
precedent  of  the  R^stration  of  Writs, 
they  should  take  precautions  that  per- 
sons hereafter  appointed  to  these  offices 
should  have  no  claim  to  compensation  if 
the  Commission  should  recommend  that 
one  of  the  double  sheriffships  should  be 
abolished. 

The  lord  ADTOCATE  said,  that 
when  a  Commission  had  been  appointed 
to  inquire  into  so  important  a  matter  as 
the  whole  operation  of  an  important  ju- 
risdiction, it  was  premature  and  incon- 
venient  that  while  the  inquiiy  was  still 
incomplete,  they  should  form  coDclusione 
as  to  the  result  of  the  evidence  until  the 
OomioisBion  had  reported — for  he  sup- 

fosed  the  Commission  was  appointed 
ecause  the  information  before  the  Oo- 
vemment  and  the  country  was  not  sufEi- 
cient  to  enable  them  to  come  to  a  conclu- 
sion. The  evidenoe,  as  far  as  it  had 
gone,  was  laid  before  Parliament  at 
uie  earliest  possible  period  after  the 
meeting  of  Parliament.  He  had  no  rea- 
son to  Enow  that  the  evidence  upon  the 
subject  of  the  Sheriff  Courts  was  com- 
plete. At  all  events,  it  woiJd  be  entirely 
premature,  either  on  the  part  of  the  Go- 
vernment or  of  the  House,  to  come  to 
any  conclusion  on  this  matter.  His 
right  hon.  Friend  (Mr.  Bruce)  had  re- 
quested him  to  state  in  direct  answer  to 
the  Question — without  giving  any  abso- 
lute pledge — that  he  will  be  prepared 
to  consider  very  seriously  the  suggestion 
made  by  the  Question  should  a  vacancy 
occur, 

SOUTH  KENSINGTON  MUSEUM. 

MOTION  FOE  A  PAl'ES. 

Me.    DILLWTN    said,    he    rose    to 

move  an  Address  for  Copy  of  the  Report 

of  the   Committee   appointed   by   the 

Science  and  Art  Department  to  inquire 

Mr.  Selattr-Booth 


into  the  alleged  deterioration  of  the 
Pictures  belonging  U>  the  National  Gal- 
lery deposited  at  tbe  South  Kensington 
Museum.  He  hoped  the  evidence  of 
the  Bcdentific  men  would  be  given  to  the 
House.  On  considering  the  subject,  he 
thought  he  would  not  move  the  Motion 
of  which  he  had  given  notice,  but  con- 
tent himself  with  calling  the  attentioii 
of  his  right  hon.  Friend  the  Vice  Pre- 
sident of  Uie  Committee  of  Council  to 
the  matter.  

Me.  W.  E  F0E8TER  said,  the  Re- 
port had  been  delayed  in  consequence 
of  experiments  which  scientific  men  had 
been  engaged  in  making.  He  believed, 
however,  it  would  be  presented  before 
the  close  of  the  present  Session,  He 
might  say,  however,  that  they  thought 
there  was  no  reason  to  believe  that  the 
pictures  were  sufTering. 

Motion,  by  leave,  mthdraum. 

Committee  deferred  till  Monday  next. 


special  bails  bill. 

On  Motion  of  Mr.  Huirttu>,  Bill  to  beilitat* 
the  uking  SpvciM  Bftil*  in  CitII  ProccadinK-  d«- 
paniling  in  the  Soprrior  Conrtt  of  L>ir  *i  Wen. 
miOBler,  and  in  ^rooredinfil  in  Error  and  on 
Appe.il,  irrdertHo^  brought  in  b;  Mr.  IluiriiLD 
and  Mr.  Diikuu). 

Bill  prtKntlHi,  and  rand  tbe  flrat  time.  [BilllSS.] 


HOUSE    OF    LORDS, 
Monday,  lAtkJune,  1869. 

MINUTES.]  —  Sat  Fint  in  PaTHamtM—'n» 
Mnrqueia  of  Anglrae.r,  arier  the  deaih  of  hi* 
Father;  Tha  Earl  of  Rarinnr,  ■tier  the  deaih 
of  hia  Father:  The  Lord  UaDDfleld,  after  tho 
denih  of  hii  Vmhtr  ;  The  Lord  J<osi.  afier  tha 
draihof  hia  Brother:  The  Viacount  Comber* 
mere,  alter  the  death  of  hia  Father  :  The  Lord 
Fingall,  after  (he  death  of  hia  Kalher. 

Pdbuo  BiLU— ^irit  AcoA'n^— Diplomatio  Sal*, 
riea,  Ac*  (138) ;  O^atar  and  Musiol  Fiaheriea 
Supplemental"  (129). 

Strond  Reading — Iriib  Church  (109),  dAaU  ad- 
joamti. 


nue    Dutir* 

(Eipenaei)*  (121). 
Report— Vrcoritn'  Depuliea*  HOS). 
Third  AMrftna— Stannnriea  *  (S8.I23) : 
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IRISn    CHURCH    BlLl^rNo  l(l».] 

{The  Earl  aranvillt.) 

BECOMl)   RZAJJIHa.      [fISST  JTIOHT.] 

Order  of  tlie  Bay  for  the  Second 
Beading,  read. 

Moved,  That  the  last  three  paragraphs 
of  Her  Majesty's  most  gracious  Speech 
be  read  {Earl  Gram-illt) — a^eed  to;  and 
the  said  paragraphs  accordingly  read  by 
the  clerk: 

"  The  Fccleiiaaticil  arningenirnla  of  Irplnntt 
will  be  brought  und«r  jour  eoniidrrnllan  Kt  n 
Yery  esrIjF  d»ic,  unA  ihe  Irgialnlian  trhich  will  be 
jKenturj  in  ordvr  to  llisir  flnal  idjutiment  will 
DiftliH  Ihe  largeit  dem>Ddi  upon  tbe  wiidom  of 
ParliamBTit. 

"  1  am  pereuadcd  that,  in  the  proaeoulion  of 
the  work,  jou  will  bear  a  careful  ri^gnrd  to  ttsr.T 
Irgiitiunle  intareat  which  iC  maj  ioTolTe,  and 
thnt  jau  will  be  gOTernrd  li;  the  conalant  aim  lo 
promote  Ihe  wellnre  or  rellfian  through  tbe  pnn- 
oi[ilf<  of  equal  juatice,  Lo  secure  the  nciion  of  the 

aide  of  loyally  and  Ihw,  lo  effnca  the  memorj  of 
former  eonli-ntiont,  and  to  obcriah  the  ajDipalhiea 
«r  an  affi'Ctionate  people. 

"  In  ererj  matter  of  pablio  inlereal,  and  efpe- 
oially  ID  one  ao  wei)>hiT.  1  praj  that  tbe  Alniigbtj 
mnj  ne'er  ceaae  to  guide  Tour  deliberationa,  aiid 
mar  biing  them  to  a  bappy  iiaue." 

Eabl  GRANVILLE:  My  Lords,  I 
hope  I  shall  not  be  miaunderstood  when 
I  Bay  there  are  special  ciicnntBtances 
connected  with  the  present  occasion 
which  make  me  feel  uiat  I  am  hardly 
equal  to  the  performance  of  the  honour- 
able task  which  has  been  entruBted 
to  me  of  moTing  the  second  reading  of 
this  important  Bill.  I  can  only  trust 
to  that  indulgence  and  that  forbear- 
ance which  your  Lordships  hare  invari- 
ably extended  to  me.  My  Lords,  I 
have  given  great — and,  I  am  sorry 
say,  unavailing — consideration  to  the 
manner  in  which  I  could  do  justice  to 
this  BUI,  EO  aa  at  the  same  time  to  pay 
due  respect  to  tbe  House,  and  yet  not  be 
■wearisome  to  its  individual  Members. 
It  is  the  duty  of  him  who  moves  the 
second  reading  of  a  Bill  of  this  import- 
ance to  show,  in  the  first  place,  that 
what  it  proposes  is  a  thing  which  ought 
to  be  done;  and,  in  the  second  place, 
that  the  provisions  of  ttio  Bill  are  th( 
right  way  of  doing  it.  Now,  I  can  con- 
ceive hardly  anythine  more  irksome  U. 
your  Lordships,  and  therefore  mow 
painful  to  a  speaker,  than  to  go  through 
the  numerous  and  arduous  detaOs  of  a 
measure  like  this  without  being  able  to 
add  new  facte  or  impart  new  informa- 
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tion  to  your  Iiordships.  On  the  other 
hand,  I  feel  that  if  I  had  to  choose  an 
opportunity  of  addressing  a  great,  intel- 
lectual, and  not  uncritical  aseembly,  I 
would  choose  thnt  of  trying  to  convey  to 
them  tbe  conviction  which  I  have  enter- 
tained during  my  whole  political  life^ 
that  the  Irish  Church  is  a  great  anomaly, 
that  it  has  not  fulfilled  the  position  which 
it  was  intended  to  fiU,  and  that  it  is  a 
great  injustice  to  the  people  of  Ireland; 
and  is,  therefore,  an  obstacle  not  only 
to  good  administration,  but  to  all  legis- 
lation in  a  reasonable,  wise,  and  mode- 
rate spirit  upon  many  other  subjects 
which  call  for  the  action  of  Parliament, 
In  proof  of  the  necessity  of  this  measure, 
I  b^  to  refer  to  what  has  passed  during 
the  laat  eighteen  mouths — not  for  the 
purpose  of .  controversy,  but  merely  to 
put  the  facts  before  your  Lordshipa 
Tour  Lordships  will  remember  that 
leading  Member  of  the  late  Glovemment 
stated  that  Ireland  was  the  principal 
question  of  tbe  day,  and  that  their  policy 
towards  Ireland  should  be  of  a  Libert 
character.  Again,  Lord  Mayo,  the  organ 
of  the  Irish  Government  in  the  House 
of  Coramous,  admitted  that  there  was 
much  that  was  unsatisfactory  in  the 
position  of  the  Established  Church,  and 
that  there  was  an  inequality  among  the 
religious  denominations  of  that  cotmtry 
which  it  was  desirable  should  not  con- 
tinue. That  view  was  confirmed  by  the 
late  Government  issuing  a  Commisaion 
upon  the  subject  of  the  Irish, Church ; 
'and  I  am  quite  sure  that  if  your  Lord- 
ships have  read  tbe  Keport  of  that 
Commission  upon  the  limited  question 
referred  to  it,  you  will  agree  that  there 
is  nothing  in  that  Report  to   convince 

rthat  uie  Irish  Church  ought  not  to 
dealt  with.  Then,  my  Lords,  those 
who  at  that  time  formed  the  Opposition 
declared  their  pohcy  last  Session  in  the 
House  of  Commons ;  it  was  approved  by 
a  large  majority  of  that  House,  and  a 
Bill  which  was  founded  upon  it  cBjne  up 
to  your  Lordehjps'  House,  but  was  there 
rejected  by  a  still  larger  majority.  Now, 
I  cannot  say,  notwithstanding  the  ma- 
jority against  it  in  this  House,  that  I 
regret  that  that  Bill  was  submitted  to 
your  Lordships.  I  had  the  honour  of 
proposing  the  second  reading  ;  and  after 
I  had  concluded  the  observations  which 
I  thought  it  necessary  to  make,  there 
arose  a  debate  which  I  have  no  hesita- 
tion in  saying  added  much  to  tlie  eati- , 
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mation  in  which  your  Lordships'  House 
is  held  by  the  public.  That  debate  fur- 
nished at  the  time  the  most  perfect 
compendium  of  the  opinions  of  both 
aides  on  the  most  important  public  ques- 
tion of  the  day ;  and  I  am  glad  that 
your  Lordships  had  that  opportunity  at 
a  most  critical  moment  of  expressing 
your  opinion  to  the  country — a  large 
proportion  of  which  were  then  about  to 
enter,  for  the  first  time,  upon  their 
newly-acquired  franchise — and  not  only 
of  expressing  your  opinion  by  that  large 
majority,  but  of  supporting  it  by  all  the 
argumenta  which  could  be  advanced 
the  favour  of  the  course  yon  took.  My 
Lords,  Her  Majesty's  late  Government 
expressed  an  anxiety,  which  it  was  only 
natural  that  honourable  men  should  feel, 
that  having  been  defeated  on  a  question 
of  such  importance,  they  should  appeal 
to  the  countiy  as  soon  as  the  technical 
difficulties  which  prevented  that  appeal 
being  immediate  should  be  removed. 
They  did  so  appeal ;  and  so  confident 
were  they  of  victory  that  the  late  Prime 
Minister,  a  week  before  the  elections, 
declared  to  the  citizens  of  London  his 
conviction  that  the  result  of  the  elections 
would  be  to  maintain  him  inpower,  at 
all  events,  for  another  year.  The  result, 
however,  was  not  such  as  had  been  pre- 
dicted; and  Her  Majesty's  late  Govern- 
ment were  so  struck  with  that  result 
tiiat  they  took  the  unusual,  but,  I  think, 
creditable  course,  of  immediately  re- 
signing their  Offices,  without  waiting  to 
test  the  opinion  of  the  House  of  Com- 
mons, so  satisfied  were  they  that  it  was 
in  unison  with  that  of  the  people.  This, 
I  think,  was  a  public  spirited  act  on 
their  part ;  and  it  had  also  this  great 
advantage,  that  it  was  the  only  thing 
which  made  it  possible,  e.ven  with  great 
exertions  on  the  part  of  the  present  Go- 
vernment, and  with  much  previous 
thought,  to  prepare  a  Bill  and  propose 
it  to  Parliament  shortly  after  the  open- 
ing of  the  Session.  My  Lords,  Lord 
Stanley  stated  a  fihort  time  since  that 
approval  of  the  principle  of  the  Bill  had 
been  decided  by  those  elections ;  while 
Mr.  Disraeli  himself  stated  in  the  House 
of  Commons  that  in  his  view  the  decision 
at  the  elections  amounted  to  this — that 
the  country  had  decided  that  Mr.  Glad- 
stone should  have  an  opportuni^  of 
dealing  with  the  question  of  the  Irish 
Church,  but  it  had  not  given  any  opinion 
in  favour  of  this  particular  measure. 
Earl  Granville  I 


Now,  from  that  latterpaitof  this  remark 
I  must  be  permitted  to  differ  entirely, 
for  not  only  had  the  Oiliest  explanation 
of  Mr.  Gladstone's  general  plan  been 
submitted  to  the  country  before  the 
elections,  but  it  has  been  insisted  on  by 
the  Opposition,  in  every  discussion  on 
this  Bill  on  every  stage,  that  Mr.  Glad- 
stone was  bound  in  every  particular  to 
his  plan  and  speeches  of  last  year.  Be 
that,  however,  as  it  may,  Mr.  Disraeli's 
admission  is  sufficient  for  my  present 
purpose,  and  I  do  not  think  it  necessary 
for  me  to  enter  so  fully  as  I  felt  it  pro- 
per to  do  last  year  on  the  question  whe- 
ther or  not  it  is  necessary  to  deal  with 
the  Wsh  Church. 

Now,  your  Lordships  are  technically 
supposed  to  know  nothing  of  this  Bill ; 
but  practically,  as  we  all  know,  there  is 
hardly  one  of  your  Lordships  who  is  not 
well  acquainted  with  the  principles  and 
details  of  the  measure.  I  will  take  ad- 
vantage of  that  assumption  on  my  part 
in  order  to  avoid  going  into  minute  de- 
tails connected  with  every  clause;  but 
with  the  permission  of  the  House  I  will 
endeavour  to  group  the  clauses,  not  ac- 
cording to  their  arithmetical  arrange- 
ment in  the  Bill,  but  in  the  manner  best 
calculated  for  the  purpose  of  refreshing 
your  Lordships'  memories.  But  first,  on 
the  general  principles  of  the  Bill  I  may 
be  allowed  to  make  a  few  observations ; 
they  are  contained  in  Clauses  2,  11,  12, 
and  13.  The  union  between  the  Church 
of  England  and  the  Church  of  Ireland 
is  put  an  end  to,  the  Irish  Church  ceases 
to  be  established,  ecclesiastical  corpora- 
tions in  Ireland  are  dissolved,  and  Irish 
Archbishops  and  Bishops  cease  to  have  a 
right  to  sit  as  such  in  this  House.  This 
will  take  effect  on  the  1st  of  January, 
1871.  With  regard  to  endowments,  the 
present  Ecclesiastical  Commission  will 
be  dissolved,  and  the  property  held  by  it, 
sulyect  to   all  existing  rights,  charges, 

la  liabilities,  will  be  transferred  to  a 

iw  Commission,  which  I  will  presently 
describe.  These  provisions  will  take 
effect  on  the  passing  of  the  Bill — sup- 
posing it  should  pass. 

I  now  proceed  to  another  branch  of 
the  measure — namely,  the  compensation 
to  ecclesiastical  persons  or  bodies  affected 
by  the  Bill.  All  ecclesiastical  persons 
holding  freeholds  are  to  be  compensated 
in  proportion  to  the  net  yearly  income, 
after  certain  specified  deductions,  of 
which  they  may  he  deprived  by  the  ope- 
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ration  of  this  Act — th.e  amount  to  be  ae- 
certained  and  declared  by  the  Conuuie- 
eionere.  They  are  to  receive  an  annuity 
equal  to  that  net  income  during  their 
Uvea  and  so  long  &a  they  continue  to  dis- 
charge their  present  duties  and  the  du- 
ties subsequently  imposed  on  them  with 
their  own  consent  by  the  B^presentative 
Body  of  the  Church — to  bo  hereafter  de- 
scribed— or  if  they  are  disabled  from  bo 
doing  by  aicknees  or  permanent  infirmity, 
or  any  cause  other  uian  their  wilful  de- 
fault. There  will,  however,  be  a  deduc- 
tion Irom  this  income  in  respect  of  the 
salary  of  a  permanent  curate,  the  ques- 
tion of  permanency  being  decided  by  the 
Commissioners  after  both  sides  have 
been  heard;  but  where  the  salary  of 
such  curate  ceases  in  the  lifetime  of  the 
person  whose  income  has  been  subject 
to  flueh  deductiim  the  latter  will  receive 
for  the  rest  of  his  life  a  further  annuity 
equal  to  the  amount  of  such  curate's 
salary.  As  to  permanent  curates,  they 
are  to  receive  an  annuity  equal  to  the 
amount  of  their  present  income,  subject 
to  the  provision  that  that  annuity  diall 
cease  if  he  shoidd  by  misconduct,  and 
without  the  incumbent's  consent,  be^quit 
the  curacy  in  respect  of  which  the  annuity 
is  given  him,  or  ehould,  by  reason  of  ill- 
h^th  or  otherwise,  become  incapable 
of  performing  the  duties.  Other  curates 
whom  the  Commissioners  may  deem  not 
to  be  permanent  curates  will  receive  a 
gratuity  at  a  rate  not  exceeding  £25  for 
every  year  of  service,  the  Commissioners 
being  empowered  in  any  ease  where  the 
period  of  service  does  not  amount  to 
eight  years  to  make  up  the  gratuity  to 
£200  ;  but,  in  no  case,  is  the  gratuity  to 
exceed  £600.  Private  lay  patrons  will 
receive  compensation  after  inquiry  by 
the  Commissioners ;  and  diocesan  school- 
masters, clerks,  and  sextons  will  receive 
an  annuity  equal  to  their  net  income  of 
which  they  will  be  deprived  by  this  Act. 
There  are  also  other  officials  who  will 
receive  gratuities  or  compensation. 

I  now  come,  my  Lords,  to  a  point  of 
considerable  importance — namely,  the 
application  of  the  property  as  far  as  re- 
g^ds  the  benefices  of  the  Clkurch  through 
the  creation  of  a  new  body  representing 
that  Church,  "Wo  have  no  wish  to  dis- 
solve the  spiritual  union  between  the 
Church  of  England  and  the  Church  of 
Ireland ;  and  therefore,  although  eccle- 
siastical laws  will  cease  as  such  in  the 
latter  countiy,  they   will  continue  by 


voluntary  contract  and  agreement  until 
or  imless  they  are  altered  also  by  agree- 
ment.  Your  Lordships  are  probably 
aware  that  Convocation  has  not  met  in 
Ireland  for  nearly  200  years,  and  there 
is  a  provision  in  an  Act,  passed  in  the 
reign  of  Geoi^e  II,,  and  I  believe  di- 
rected against  the  United  Irishmen,  for- 
bidding the  assembly  of  any  Convention 
or  Synod  of  the  Irish  Church.  These 
prohibitions  are  repealed  by  this  Bill, 
and  we  believe  that  bv  that  repeal  the 
Church  will  be  enabled  to  Constitute  a 
body  representing  the  Bishops,  clergy, 
and  laity.  Her  Majesty  is  enabled  to 
incorporate  such  body  by  charter,  and  it 
is  enabled,  notwithstaucUBg  the  statutes 
of  mortmain,  to  hold  lands  to  the  extent 
that  is  in  this  Bill  provided.  With  re- 
gard to  the  dealings  between  this  new 
Representative  Boify,  when  incorporated, 
and  the  Commissioners,  all  holders  of 
benefices  may  apply  to  the  Commis- 
sioners to  commute  his  annuity  and  tho 
value  of  his  life  interest ;  and  the  Com- 
missioners may,  if  they  think  proper, 
and  with  the  consent  of  the  Bepresenta- 
tive  Church  Body,  pay  the  amount  of 
such  commuted  value  to  the  Church 
Body  charged  with  the  future  payment 
of  the  annuity.  Curates  also,  and  any 
other  persons  having  life  interests  in 
ecclesiastical  property,  are  enabled  to 
apply  for  similar  commutation,  with  the 
consent,  in  the  case  of  curates,  of  the  in- 
cumbent as  well  as  the  Church  Body. 
Any  net  building  charge  due  in  respect 
of  any  benefice  will  be  paid  to  the  in- 
cumbent on  the  commutation  taldng 
Elace.  With  r^ard  to  ecclesiasticd 
uildings,  all  churches  in  ruin,  or  which 
are  wholly  disused  for  public  worship, 
or  which  are  not  suitable  for  restoration, 
but  which  nevertheless  may  appear  to 
be  deserving  of  being  maintained  as 
national  monuments  by  reason  of  their 
architectural  character  or  antiquity,  will 
be  handed  over  U>  the  Commissioners  of 
Pubhc  Works  for  their  guardianship  and 
care.  The  churches  which  are  in  use 
will  all  be  handed  over  to  the  Church 
Body  upon  their  application  and  their 
declaration  that  they  require  them  for 
reli^ous  purposes.  Failing  such  appli- 
cation, a  church  built  at  the  private  ex- 
pense of  any  person  will  on  application 
be  vested  in  the  donor,  or  in  his  repre- 
sentatives if  he  have  died  since  the  be- 
ginning of  this  century,  or  in  such  per- 
sona as  he  or  they  may  direct.  With 
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regard  to  school-houses,  all  those  belong- 
ing to  the  Church  will  be  vested  in  the 
Church  Bodj,  and  will  be  dealt  with  in 
the  same  order.  As  to  burial  pounds, 
those  connected  with  churches  vested  in 
the  new  Body,  or  given  by  private  donors, 
or  escluBively  used  by  the  congregationB 
will  go  in  the  same  order  as  that  which 
vests  the  churches.  Burial  grounds  be- 
longing to  churches  handed  over  to  the 
Commissioners  of  Public  Works  will  be 
vested  in  the  guardians  of  the  Poor  Law 
union  within  which  their  parish  may  be 
situated.  With  regard  to  ecclesiastical 
residences,  they  wiD,  on  the  application 
of  the  Church  Body,  be  vested  in  thorn, 
subject  to  the  payment  of  any  life  inte- 
rest, and,  in  case  of  any  buili^ng  charge, 
subject  to  the  payment  to  the  Commis- 
sioners of  either  the  amount  of  such 
charge,  or  a  sum  equal  to  ten  years'  pur- 
chase of  the  annual  value,  estimated  by 
the  general  tenement  valuation.  Your 
Lordships  are  probably  aware  that  there 
are  building  charges  upon  the  glebe 
houses  amounting  to  £250,000.  Your 
Lordships  are  possibly  aware  that  since 
the  Union  the  pubOc  have  advanced 
£150,000,  and  another  £100,000  has 
accrued  for  interest.  It  is  calculated 
that  under  this  arrangement  the  Com- 
missioners will  not  be  recompensed  to 
the  extent  of  more  than  50  per  cent. 
There  axe  powers  given  by  the  Bill  to  at- 
tach thirty  acres  of  land  in  the  case  of  a 
see  house  and  ton  acres  in  the  case  of  any 
other  ecclesiastical  residence,  provided 
such  land  has  been  usually  occupied 
therewith,  and  additional  ground  may 
be  added  at  a  price  agreed  upon  or  fixed 
by  arbitration,  if  such  additional  land  is 
necessary  for  the  convenient  enjoyment 
of  the  residence.  Private  endowmente 
given  since  1660  wUlbe  vested  in  the 
Church  Body  if  they  apply  for  it ;  other- 
wise in  the  donor,  or,  if  he  have  died 
since  1600,  in  his  representatives.  On 
this  subject  there  are  different  views. 
Some  hold  that  these  private  benefac- 
tions should  at  once  merge  in  the  public 
fund,  and  be  treated  exactly  in  the  same 
way;  while  others  would  go  back  for 
any  period  of  time  where  any  record  of 
private  benefactions  can  be  traced.  Her 
Majesty's  Government,  however,  have 
thought  the  date  fixed  in  the  Bill  the 
most  convenient  that  could  be  adopted, 
and  we  shall  be  ready  now  or  in  Com- 
mittee to  explain  the  reasons  for  the 
limit  we  propose.  With  regard  to  mixed 
'    £arl  Granville 


endowments,  it  is  proposed  that  private 
endowments  may  be  sold  or  public  en- 
dowments purchased  at  a  rate  applicable 
equally  to  both  cases.  All  moveables, 
chattels,  furniture,  &c.  belonging  to  any 
church  or  chapel  will  be  veeted  in  the 
Church  Body,  subject  to  any  life  inte- 
rests. 

And  now  with  regard  to  the  Presby- 
torians  and  the  Roman  Catholics.  The 
Itegiurn  Donum,  as  your  Lordships  are 
aware,  amounts  to  something  like 
£45,000  or  £50,000  a  year.  When  that 
grant  is  discontinued  it  is  proposed  to 
deal  with  the  Nonconformist  ministors 
and  their  assistant  successors  in  the  same 
way  as  with  the  incumbents  of  the 
Established  Church.  Their  annuities 
may,  in  like  manner,  be  commuted.  It 
is  not  necessary  for  me  to  remind  your 
Lordships  that  the  Presbyterian  mini- 
sters stand  in  a  different  position  &om 
the  permanent  curates  of  the  Church, 
and  therefore  the  capital  sum  produced 
by  the  commutation  will  be  paid  to 
.  trustees.  Majmooth  Collie  will  be 
compensated  by  the  payment  of  a  capital 
sum  to  the  trustees.  With  regara  to 
these  three  bodies  —  the  Established 
Church,  the  Presbyterians,  and  the  Ro- 
man Catholics — there  exists  this  differ- 
ence between  the  three  cases.  The 
Church  has  endowments  both  for  the 
purpose  of  religious  ministration  and 
also  for  educational  purposes — I  mean 
the  endowmente  belonging  to  Trinity 
College.  It  is  proposed  to  compensate 
the  interests  of  those  who  are  affeoted 
by  this  Bill,  and  not  te  deal  in  any  way 
with  the  educational  portioo,  which  is 
not  touched  by  the  present  Bill.  The 
Boman  Catholics  have  nothing  at  stake 
so  far  as  regards  their  religious  minis- 
tration, and  thej"  are  only  to  be  com- 
pensated for  their  educational  establish- 
ment ;  while  the  Presbyterians  will  be 
compensated  under  both  classes  of  en- 
dowment. As  to  the  first  of  these  classes, 
the  Presbytorians  have  been  compen- 
sated on  the  same  principle  as  the  Estab- 
lished Church,  while  the  other  classes 
will  have  exactly  the  same  compensation 
as  that  which  is  given  to  the  College  of 
Maynooth.  The  same  principle  of  com- 
pensation has  been  adopted  in  all  three 
cases  as  nearly  as  circumstances  would 
admit ;  and  although  the  compensation, 
amounting,  I  thin^,  to  £7,900,000  in 
the  case  of  the  Esteblished  Chnivh,  and 
to  only  £1,100,000  in  the  case  of  the 
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PreBbyteriana  and  Eoman  Catholics — 
oae-tMrd  of  the  latter  Bum  Koing  to  the 
£omaii  Oatholica — is  pamiully  out  of  pro- 
portion to  the  population,  your  LordfihipB 
Trill  nnderstand  that  that  cannot  be 
helped  by  the  principle  we  have  adopted. 
It  is  a  curious  coinddence  vith  regard 
to  the  compeusatioa  given  to  the  educa- 
tional establishments  of  the  Presby- 
terians and  the  £oman  Catholics  that, 
comparing  these  sums  so  given  and  the 
amount  of  population  in  each  instance, 
they  come,  aunoet  without  a  fraction,  to 
the  same  result — namely,  about  20j.  for 
every  twelve  persons  of  each  denomi- 
nation. 

I  now  come  to  the  provisionB  of  the 
Bill  relating  to  the  sale  of  the  titiie-rent- 
chat^.  These  have  been  described  by 
some  Members  of  the  late  Government 
Bs  a  bribe  to  the  landowners — which  was 
a  little  inconsiBteut  with  a  subsequent 
attempt  to  li^rove  the  t«rms  offered  to 
that  body.  It  is  nothing  of  the  sort.  I 
believe  no  bribe  of  any  hind  would  bias 
any  one  of  your  Lordships  in  the  con- 
sideration you  would  give  to  any  part 
of  thia  Sill,  but  nothing  of  the  Innd  is 
offered.  It  ie  simply  proposed  as  a  wise, 
fair,  and  almost  the  only  practicable  ar- 
rangement ;  and  if  it  is  advantageous 
in  the  long  run  to  the  landed  proprietary 
of  Ireland,  I  should  like  to  know  what 
possible  improvement  you  can  suggest 
for  that  country  which  would  not  in  the 
lone  run  be  for  the  advantage  of  the 
landownerB. 

The  next  point  of  the  Bill  is  one  on 
which  I  confess  I  feel  some  satisfaction 
— I  mean  with  regard  to  the  residue  of 
the  properly,  and  the  application  of  the 
Buiplue,  amounting  to  some  £8,000,000, 
after  the  Church  has  been  disestablished 
and  disendowed.  I  do  not  know  whether 
the  experience  of  your  Lordehips  will 
bear  out  my  own,  but  as  soon  as  lb. 
Oladetoue's  plan  was  proposed  last  year, 
and  up  to  the  time  imen  this  Bill  was 
introduced,  there  was  no  one  with  whom 
I  conversed,  whether  a  friend  or  an  op- 
ponent of  the  Irish  Church,  who  did  not 
say — "You  will  find  it  easy  enough  to 
disestablish  and  disendow  the  Irish 
Church,  but  when  you  come  to  the  dis- 
posal of  the  surplus,  it  is  a  rock  on  which 
you  will  infallibly  split."  Now,  the 
framers  of  this  measure  have  been  so 
fortunato  that  hardly  a  criticism  has 
been  passed  on  this  most  important  por- 
tion of  die  Bill,  and  hardly  any  altema- 
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tive  scheme  has  been  proposed,  except 
one  to  which  I  shall  hereafter  allude ; 
there  have  been  some  jokes  made, 
though  hardly  relevant  when  the  ques- 
tion to  be  considered  deals  with  the  in- 
evitable calamities  of  the  human  kind. 
The  purposes  to  which  we  propose  to 
apply  the  surplus  are  asylums  for  lu- 
natice,  the  blind,  the  deaf  and  dumb, 
the  training  of  nurses,  county  infirmaries, 
and  also — which  is  Uie  only  exception 
with  regard  to  unavoidable  suffering — 
reformatories  and  industrial  schools, 
which  are  much  wanted.  The  advantage 
of  this  plan  is,  in  the  first  place,  that 
though  not  strictly  an  eccleBiastical  pur- 
pose, it  is  a  religious  purpose,  and  ap- 
plies equally  to  every  class  and  every 
district  of  Ireland.  These  purposes  are 
now  imperfectly  met  by  the  land  cess, 
a  tax  which  presses  more  universally 
almost  than  any  other  tax  upon  the  peo- 
ple. The  proposal  has  also  this  further 
advantage,  that  it  excludea  any  future 
agitation  of  the  question,  and  if  it  can 
be  finally  settled  it  is  obviously  very  de- 
sirable it  diould  now  be  settled. 

I  now  come  to  a  series  of  clauses  witli 
respect  to  the  constitution  of  the  Com* 
mission;  and  I  cannot  help  compliment- 
ing my  noble  Friend  behind  me  (Vis- 
count Monck) — not  only  for  his  own  sake, 
but  on  the  prospect  of  his  labours  being 
successful,  if  the  Bill  is  carried— on  the 
universal  approbation  which  has  been 

fiven  to  the  constitution  of  the  Board. 
t  is  to  be  composed  of  three  Commis- 
sioners :  one  of  them  an  eminent  Judge ; 
oneof  themmynoble  Friend  who,  though 
a  Chnrchman,  has  avowed  himself,  dif- 
fering from  the  Government,  to  be  op- 
posed to  all  Church  Establishments, 
and  who  therefore  will  receive  a  stimulus 
to  the  utmost  degree  to  show  that  a  free 
Church  can  be  made  to  work  well ;  and 
the  third  a  gentleman  who  entirely  dis- 
approves the  principles  of  tiie  Bill,  but 
who,  if  it  be  carried,  will  devote  his 
eneigies  and  abilities,  which  nobody 
can  deny,  to  the  sueeessful  working  out 
of  its  provisions. 

There  are  some  supplementary  and 
misoellaneobs  provisions  which  it  ia 
hardly  necessary  to  go  into  now,  and 
which  will  be  more  properly  reserved 
for  the  Committee  if  the  Bill  should 
reach  that  stage.  There  are  some  of 
these,  however,  which  are  important,  as 
they  deal  with  a  question  very  much 
disoussed  last  year — the  mode  of  dealing 
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in  the  interim  with  the  patronage  of  the 
Cliurcli,  either  a  sregards  the  appoint- 
ment of  Bishops  or  of  the  clergy.  Now 
it  is  proposed  that  the  right  of  appoint- 
ment shall  be  maintained ;  but  that 
those  appointments  shall  convey  no 
Tested  rights,  and  shall  not  constitute  a 
freehold.  With  regard  to  Archbishops 
and  Bishops,  an  Archbishop  can  only  be 
appointed  on  the  requisition  of  three 
Bishops  of  the  Province,  and  a  Bishop 
on  the  requisition  of  the  Archbishop,  or 
any  three  Bishops  of  the  same  Frovisce, 
but  tiiat  appointment  will  convey  no 
right  or  qualification  to  sit  in  the  House 
of  Lords. 

I  may  now  congratulate  myself,  and 
still  more  congratulate  your  Lordships, 
on  having  exhausted  the  clauses,  with 
the  exception  of  the  saving  and  interpre- 
tation clauses. 

If  your  I-ordshipa  have  followed  me 
you  will  see  that  the  Bill  may  be  divided 
into  four  parts.  Putting  aside  the  ap- 
propriation of  the  surplus  and  the  clauses 
necessary  to  the  working  of  the  Act, 
there  are  those  clauses  containing  the 
general  principles  of  the  BiU  with  regard 
to  disestablishment  and  disendowment, 
and  the  other  clauses  are  all  with  regard 
to  satisfying  the  equitable  rights  of  per- 
sons affected  by  the  Bill,  and  to  giving 
facilities  to  the  Church  for  its  future 
conduct,  such  as  may  seem  best  calcu- 
lated to  promote  its  interests,  by  the  new 
Body  proposed  to  be  constituted.  Now, 
with  respect  to  the  general  principle  of 
the  Bill,  and  the  dissolution  of  the  union 
between  the  two  Churches,  I  venture  to 
think  that  the  ailment  will  not  be  often 
repeated  that  there  is  something  in  the 
nature  of  the  Act  of  Union  which  makes 
it  impossible  to  carry  out  such  an  ar- 
rangement as  this.  I  admit  the  value 
of  the  Act  of  Union  ;  I  admit  the  good 
it  has  already  done,  and  the  good — which 
I  hope  will  be  even  infinitely  greater — 
which  it  will  do  if  your  Lordships  pass 
this  Bill ;  but  that  Act  is  not  the  maiden 
fortress  which  it  is  sometimes  represented 
to  be,  for  it  has  already  been  miringed 
in  some  particulars  by  the  Church  Tem- 
poralities Act,  and  also  by  the  changes 
in  the  Farhamentary  representation  of 
Ireland.  Even,  however,  if  it  had  not 
been  infringed,  to  say  that  because  an 
Act  of  Union  was  passed  seventy  years 
^o  it  is  impossible  that  the  majority  of 
tho  English  representatives,  and  the 
majority  of  the  Scotch  repreaentatiTes, 
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joined  with  the  majority  of  the  Members 
representing  the  sister  kingdom  of  Ire- 
land cannot  touch  one  portion  of  that 
Act,  whatever  public  advantage  they 
see  in  a  change,  is  really  an  astonish- 
ing argument.  My  noble  Friend  who  is 
to  follow  me  (the  Earl  of  Harrowby)  evi- 
dently thinks,  from  what  we  have  heard 
of  his  speeches  recently,  that  our  Boman 
Catholic  fellow- subjects  are  in  such  a 
position  that  equal  rights  ought  not  to 
be  given  them.  But  how  can  he  seek 
to  strengthen  his  argument  by  an  ap- 
peal to  that  very  Act  of  Union,  which 
was  caused  by  Great  Britain  inviting 
Ireland  cordidly  to  unite  with  it  at 
a  time  when  a  great  Minister  held  forth 
hopes  of  Ireland  being  restored  to 
equal  civil  and  religious  rights  ?  With 
re^rd  to  disestabhsbment,  it  will  be 
difficult  for  me  to  go  through  the  main 
argument  without  oreaking  tlie  pledge 
I  have  given  to  your  Lord^ips.  There 
is  one  point  which  I  think  is  satis- 
factory— that  the  discussions  of  the  last 
eighteen  months  seem  to  have  brought 
about  a  very  general  concurrence  of  opi- 
nion, both  among  learned  and  unlearned 
persons,  both  among  Mends  and  oppo- 
nents of  this  measure,  that  the  Bill  does 
not  affect  the  question  of  the  Boyal  8u- 

Sremacy,  according  to  the  principles  laid 
own  in  that  very  remarkaole  judgment 
of  Lord  Kingsdown  in  the  case  of  ' '  Long 
1'.  the  Bishop  of  Capetown."  We  hold 
that  the  Eoyal  Supremacy  exists  in  every 
part  of  Her  Majesty's  dominions.  It 
exists  in  the  colonies  and  in  Scotland 
exactly  as  it  exists  in  Ireland  or  in  this 
count^.  We  claim  that  nobody  can  get 
redress  for  the  infringement  of  religious 
as  for  civil  rights  except  by  having  re- 
course to  the  tribunals  constituted  by  the 
Eoyal  Prerogative.  Even,  however,  if 
your  Lordships  take  an  opposite  view — 
if  you  mean  by  the  Eoyd  Supremacy 
something  quite  different,  something  in- 
terfering with  the  rehgious  regulations 
of  an  established  religion — something, 
in  short,  of  the  nature  of  the  Star  Cham- 
ber— even  taking  that  view  Ireland  will 
be  put  exactly  in  tho  same  position  aa 
Scotland ;  and,  as  far  as  I  know,  the  po- 
litical and  religious  state  of  that  country 
it  does  not  make  it  undesirable  that  we 
should  leave  Ireland  in  the  same  position. 
The  most  rev.  Primate  of  Irelaiid,  who 
does  not  occupy  a  seat  in  your  Lordships' 
House  this  Parliament,  contended  last 
BeasioiL  that  not  only  ore  the  revenues  of 
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the  Irish  Church  not  ezceasive,  but  that 
they  are  not  adequate  for  the  require- 
ments of  that  ematl  commumty  which 
constitutes  the  Irish  Church ;  and  in  a 
charge  he  delivered  last  autumn  the  most 
rev.  Prelate  of  Dublin  somewhat  com- 
plained of  being  taunted  with  the  paucitf 
of  the  numbers  of  that  Church,  and  he  in- 
timated that  this  was  not  a  neceseary 
element  in  the  discaseiott  of  this  question. 
I  contend,  however,  that  it  is  a  most 
necessary  element  to  the  inquiry.  It 
one  of  tJie  most  important  elements  if 
your  Lordships  consider  whether  the  so- 
called  national  Church  has  answered  the 
purpose  for  which  it  was  founded,  and 
also,  ou  this  particular  point,  whether 
these  large  endowments  are  necessary  for 
it.  "With  regard  to  the  paucity  of  its 
members,  the  most  rev.  Primate  referred, 
as  one  of  the  reasons  for  the  diminution 
of  the  Protestant  population  to,  the  maa- 
BBcre  which  took  place  in  1641 — a  mas- 
sacre of  Protestants  by  Catholics — in 
which  he  said  the  lowest  estimate  placed 
them  at  40,000.  Now,  I  rather  doubt 
that,  for  a  Protestant  clei^yman,  Mr. 
Warner,  after  examining  the  depositions 
which  still  exist  in  Ireland,  stated  that 
they  could  not  have  eiceeded  12,000. 
£ven,  however,  taking  it  at  the  figure 
fitatedby  the  most  rev.  Primate,  I  would 
aek  whether  he  forgets  the  statement 
of  Mr.  Hallam,  who  quotes  Sir  William 
Petty,  that  about  that  tinte  no  less  than 
500,000  Roman  Catholics  were  wasted 
by  the  aword  or  by  the  plague  or  other 
causes,  and  that  in  Sir  William  Potty's 
opinion  it  produced  such  an  effect  that  in 
something  like  two  years  it  increased  the 
proportion  of  Protestants  to  Eoman  Ca- 
thoUca  &om  2  to  11  to  3  to  11.  A  Re- 
turn ordered  by  the  Irish  Parliament  in 
1767  shows  that  there  were  then  130 
Protestant  families,  as  compared  with 
305  Roman  Catholic  families.  I  read  in 
a  Conservative  newspaper  the  otlier  day 
an  extract  &om  a  pamphlet,  the  title  of 
which  was  not  given,  to  the  effect  that 
in  France,  where  all  religions  are  paid 
by  the  State,  the  sum  per  head  amounted 
to  something  like  10^.  or  a  firanc.  On 
turning  to  the  French  Budget  under 
"  PubEc  Worship,"  I  found  that  that 
statement  is  not  quite  accurate,  and  that 
the  actual  amount  is  about  \».  per  head  ; 
and  that  the  number  of  Protestants  in 
France  being  about  double  the  number 
of  Protestants  belonging  to  the  Irish 
Church,  it  seems  that  the  French  Pro- , 


live  for  their  religious  minis' 
trations  as  nearly  as  possible  one-seven- 
teenth part  of  uiose  endowments  which 
the  most  rev.  Primate  told  us  last  year 
were  inadequate  for  the  requirements  of 
the  Irish  Church.     I  say  then  that  in  pro- 

Krtion  to  its  numbers  the  Irish  Church 
s  a  larger  endowment  tlian  any  other 
religious  community  in  the  world ;  and, 
apart  from  that  endowment,  it  is  a  re- 
ligious commimity  which,  in  proportion 
to  its  numbers,  has  probably  the  largest 
income  in  the  world.  To  say,  then,  that 
that  Church,  with  all  the  advantages, 
material,  and  otherwise,  which  we  offer 
it,  will  be  unable  to  do  what  has  been 
done  in  Scotland  and  the  colonies,  with- 
out any  such  advantages,  is  to  pay  it  a 
poor  compliment.  I  really  must  apologize 
for  bringing  the  case  of  Scotland  so  ones 
before  your  Lordships.  We  all  of  us 
remember  an  opinion  once  expressed, 
that  it  would  he  for  the  advantage  of 
this  country  if  Ireland  could  be  sub- 
merged for  twenty-four  hours.  The  mere 
possibility  of  so  savage  a  suggestion  sup- 
plies a  moral.  Without  suspecting  any 
of  your  Lordships  of  entertaining  so  in- 
human a  wish  towards  Scotland,  I  have 
a  shrewd  suspicion  that,  for  the  pur- 
poses of  this  discussion  and  during  this 
debate,  if  you  could  possibly  envelop  the 
northern  part  of  this  said  island  in  one 
of  those  thick  mists  to  which  that  in- 
teresting portion  of  the  country  is  ex- 
posed, your  Lordships  would  be  very  glad 
to  conceal  Scotland  during  that  time  from 
observation.  Whenever  we  are  asked 
how  Ireland  would  be  benefited  by  the 
disestabbshment  of  the  Church,  we  point 
conclusively  to  the  results  shown  by 
Scotland  having  resisted  the  establish- 
ment of  Episcopacy;  and  when  we  are 
taunted  with  this  measure  as  one  of  an 
anti-Protestant  character,  we  naturally 
ask  how  it  is  that  probably  the  most 
Protestant  country  in  the  world  has,  with 
one  voice,  always  excepting  the  repre- 
sentatives of  its  Peers,  declared  its  con- 
viction that  this  is  a  just  and  reason- 
able measure  7  When  we  look  at  its 
Free  Church,  swarming  hke  naked  bees 
out  of  the  parent  hive,  and  immediately 
producing  honey  equal  to  the  supply  both 
of  its  rel^ous  ministrations  and  its  edu- 
cational endowments,  I  think  it  would 
be  a  positive  insult  to  the  members  of 
the  richest  community  in  Ireland  to  doubt 
that  they  will  supply  whatever  is  wanted 
for  dieir  religious  ministrationB. 
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Nov,  vitli  r^ard  to  another  portion 
of  the  Bill,  I  bare  seen  ita  prOTieions 
deficribed,  and  they  probably  will  be  bo 
deecribed  this  evening,  as  conceived  in 
a  spirit  of  hostility  to  the  Established 
dhurch.  Now,  to  one  who  has  been  able 
to  watch  the  growth  of  this  meaaure, 
and  who  knows  the  pains,  the  thought, 
the  constructive  power  which  has  been 
expended  on  one  of  the  moat  difficult 
tasks  ever  undertaken — the  disestablish- 
ment and  disendowment  of  this  ancient 
Church,  while  respecting  all  equitable 
rights  of  persons  connected  with  it ;  re- 
specting also  that  great  principle  of  re- 
ligious equally  as  regwla  other  reli- 
gions to  which  we  holi^  but  at  the  same 
time  wishing  to  pve  every  facility  to  the 
Church  to  lorm  itself  in  the  future — it 
appears  incredible  that  such  an  opinion 
ebould  be  held.  It  has  arisen,  I  think, 
very  much  from  the  openness  with  which 
Ur.  Gladstone  detailed  last  year  the 
whole  scope  of  the  policy  he  proposed 
to  pursue,  for  since  that  time  it  has  been 
made  the  basis  for  concessions  perfectly 
inconsistent  with  the  disestablishment 
and  disendowment  of  the  Irish  Church. 
It  is  this  Bill  which  the  Leaders  of  the 
parly  opposite  intend  —  bo  we  are  in- 
formed —  even  without  examination  of 
its  details,  to  reject  on  the  second  read- 
ing, and  this  they  hope  to  do  by  the 
support  of  the  right  rev.  Bench  and  by 
that  of  willing  and  unwilling  suppor- 
ters, some  of  whom,  I  understand,  have 
even  been  summoned  from  across  the 
Atlantic  with  the  hope  of  rejecting  the 
Bill.  Now,  I  beg  to  say  one  word,  and 
I  do  it  with  great  respect,  but  consider- 
able difBdence,  to  the  Irish  portion  of 
the  right  rev.  Bench.  I  feel  all  the 
difficulties  of  their  position ;  they  have 
hoisted — and  I  do  not  at  all  wonder  at 
it  —  the  flag  of  "No  surrender!"  It 
might  have  been  well,  when  the  fall  of 
the  Irish  Church  seemed  almost  inevi- 
table, that  they  should  not  have  main- 
tained so  strict  a  reserve  towards  Her 
Majesty's  Qovemment.  Of  this  I  do  not 
complain.  Nay,  I  will  go  further ;  I 
can  quite  understand  the  reasons  which 
influenced  them,  and  I  feel  that  it  is  the 
necessity  of  their  position  which  obliges 
them  to  say  "  Not-Content "  to  the  second 
reading  of  this  Bill.  But  I  venture  to 
ask  them  whether  this  necessity  of  their 
position  does  not  aflTord  one  of  the 
atroDgest  arguments  for  the  measures 
we  are  about  to  take  ?  It  is  the  neces- 
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sity  or  assumed  necessity  of  their  poai- 
tiou  which  has  guided  the  Prelates  of 
the  Irish  Church  for  nearly  300  yean. 
It  was  this  necessity  which  made  a  man 
BO  eminent,  so  learned,  and  so  otherwise 
amiable  as  Archbishop  Usher  declare  to 
his  Colleagues  of  the  right  rev.  Bench 
that  it  was  a  sin  to  allow  Bomau  Ca- 
tholics to  exercise  their  religion.  It  was 
this  assumed  necessity  of  their  positaon 
which,  at  a  later  date,  made  them  not 
only  join  in  but  prompt  all  measures  of 
restriction  and  persecution  towards  the 
great  majority  of  their  Boman  Catholic 
tellow- subjects.  It  was  this  which  made 
them  protest  also  against  any  relaxation 
of  the  same  restrictions  which  were  ap- 
plied to  their  Proteetant  fellow-subjecta. 
It  was  this  necessity  or  misery  of  their 
position  which  led  the  Irish  House  of 
Lords  —  in  which  the  Bishops  were  a 
majorily  —  to  pass  those'  Penal  Lavs 
which  make  the  blood  run  cold,  and 
which  make  one  wonder  how  any  mcta, 
lay  or  cleric,  could  ever  have  sanctioDed 
laws  which  enabled  Judges  &om  Uie 
Bench  to  tell  Boman  Catholic  gentlemen 
that  they  had  no  legal  rights,  and  tlist 
Papists  could  only  live  in  Ireland  by 
the  connivance  of  the  Qovemment.  Mr. 
Burke,  speaking  of  the  Penal  Laws,  said 
that  by  them  t£e  Irish  Boman  Catbt^o 
was  deprived  not  only  of  his  civil  aod 
rehgioua  rights,  but  of  his  rights  aa 
guardian  of  hie  own  children,  and  tJiat 
he  only  lived  to  show  in  his  own  person 
how  every  right  feeling  of  humaniW 
could  be  insulted.  It  was  this  whit^ 
led  them  to  oppose  every  relaxation  of 
these  Penal  Laws  ;  it  was  this  that  led 
them  to  oppose  the  emancipation  of  the 
Boman  Catholics  in  Ireland ;  which  has 
led  them  to  offer  resistance  at  every  step 
in  the  advancement  towards  civil  ana 
religious  liberty,  and  which  leads  them 
now  —  though  I  admit  in  a  very  mild 
form — to  oppose  that  measure  of  justice 
to  all  religious  denominations  in  ueland 
which  we  venture  to  propose.  Now,  my 
Lords,  I  turn  to  the  English  Bench,  I 
know  that  there  are  some  right  rer. 
English  Prelates  who  agree  with  their 
Iri^  brethren,  who  think  it  would  be  a 
sin  partaking  of  the  nature  of  sacrile^ 
if  they  were  to  vote  for,  or  even  not  to 
vote  against,  the  second  reading  of  this 
Bill.  But  I  also  trust  that  there  is  oa 
the  right  rev.  Bench  not  an  entire  ab- 
sence of  opinion  that  our  measure  is 
just  and  is  wise,  and  is  not,  therefore. 
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hi  be  opposed  on  any  religious  grotmdB. 
But  with  regard  to  the  Targe  majorifj 
of  the  right  rev.  Bench  who  cannot 
help  regretting  that  this  question  was 
ever  mooted,  who  regret  that  this  ques- 
tion has  arrived  at  its  present  stage, 
I  would  venture  most  respectftilly  to 
lay  certain  conei  derations  before  them 
which  I  am  sure  will  receive  attention 
8t  their  hands.  My  Lords,  filling  the 
high  position  they  do  in  this  House, 
connected  as  they  are  with  the  Church, 
and  being  the  only  Parliamentary  re- 
presentatives of  an  ecclesiastical  cha- 
racter, while  at  the  same  time  they  are 
by  no  means  delegates  of  the  ctei^, 
they  hare  no  doubt  well  considered 
whether  it  is  not  their  duty  to  take  not 
only  an  ecclesiastical,  but  a  statesman- 
like view  of  the  effect  which  their  course 
may  have  upon  the  best  interests  of 
that  magnificent  and  popular  Establish- 
ment of  which  they  are  the  oraaments 
and  the  supports.  I  can  understand 
their  delicacy  in  pointing  out  the  great 
difierence  between  the  English  and  the 
Irish  Church.  I  am  told  that  one  of 
the  arguments  used  to  them  is  this — 
if  the  Irish  Church  is  disestablished 
your  torn  will  come  next.  [^Chwrt.'\  I 
am  glad  noble  Lords  opposite  prove  the 
accuracy  of  the  statement,  although  I  do 
not  admit  the  validity  of  the  aj^ument. 
It  is  also  ur^d  that  if  they  do  not  take 
a  decided  course  now  they  will  be  left 
without  defence  when  that  time  comes. 
Now,  my  Lords,  I  wiU  not  go  into  the 
question  of  the  difference  between  the 
English  and  the  Irish  Churches ;  but  I 
cannot  conceive  anything  more  suicidal 
to  the  best  interesta  of  the  English 
Church  than  that  they  should  admit, 
either  by  word  or  deed,  that  the  prin- 
cipal reasons  for  the  disestablishment 
and  disendowment  of  the  Irish  Church 
apply  in  any  degree  whatever  to  the 
ftiture  disestablishment  of  a  Church 
which  stands  upon  so  different  a  footing. 
I  had  occasion  to  read  the  other  day  a 
remarkable  speech  made  by  the  most 
rev.  Prolate  wno  presides  over  the  Nor- 
thern Province — a  speech  made  in  one 
of  the  centres  of  our  industrial  popula- 
tion. I  will  only  allude  to  one  point  in 
that  speech,  in  which  he  impresses  upon 
the  clei^  the  necessity  of  getting  a 
firmer  hold  upon  the  laity,  and  especially 
open  the  working  claases  of  this  countiy. 
Giliere  was  another  chai^  of  an  eloquent 
chaincter  delivered  by  the  right  rev. 


Prelate  the  Bishop  of  this  diocese,  in 
which  he  points  to  some  causes  of  the 
decline  of  the  Church  in  the  affections 
of  the  people,  one  of  which  he  said  was 
the  separation — I  think  he  said  a  grow- 
ing separation — between  the  clei^y  and 
the  laity.  I  may  also  allude  U}  another 
fact.  The  most  rev.  Prelate,  in  a  speech 
which  he  made  in  this  House  last  year 
— a  speech  that  was  much  criticized  at 
the  time — said  that  our  policy  would 
turn  some  20,000  clergymen  into  poli- 
tical opponents ;  the  expression  was  pro- 
bably stronger  than  he  int^ided,  but  I 
am  hound  to  admit  there  was  much  truth 
in  the  remark.  Now,  my  Lords,  what 
was  it  that  prevented  the  enormous 
majority  who  support  Her  Majesty's 
Government  in  the  House  of  Commons 
at  this  moment  &om  having  been  much 
lat^ier  ?  It  was  the  defeats  which  their 
Mends  received  in  some  of  the  counties. 
Those  supporters  of  Her  Majesty's  Go- 
vernment who  were  defeated  have  given 
various  reasons  for  that  defeat;  but  in 
one  thing  they  all  agree — namely,  that 
their  defeat  was  principally  due  to  the 
inunense  influence  which  the  clergymen 
of  the  Church  of  England,  acting  with 
tbeir  schoolmasters,  derks,  and  sextons, 
brought  to  bear  upon  the  rural  popula- 
tion. Now,  my  Lords,  there  are  some 
who  regret  that  the  clergy  of  the  Es- 
tabUshed  Church  in  this  country  should 
be  able  to  exercise  so  much  power. 
I  am  not  one.  I  do  not  regret  that 
they  should  have  that  power;  and  I 
think,  moreover,  the  clergy  were  per- 
fectly justified,  if  such  were  their  con- 
sdenttoxis  convictions,  in  eserciBing  their 
influence  to  the  uttermost  at  the  last 
election,  previous  to  the  decision  of  the 
country  having  been  given  on  this  ques- 
tion. But,  if  it  comes  to  this — while 
the  laity  pronounce  themselves — as  they 
have  pronounced  themselves — in  favour 
of  the  policy  of  Her  Majesty's  Govern- 
ment, and  yet  that  policy  is  defeated 
partly  by  that  clerical  influence  in  the 
country  at  large,  and  partly  by  the  votes 
and  proceedings  of  the  right  rev.  Pre- 
lates in  this  House — then,  I  think,  I  am 
not  biassed  in  the  slightest  d^ree  by 
party  feeling  in  saying  that  that  is  not 
exactly  the  course  which  would  tend  to 
diminish  the  estrangement  which  is  now 
said  to  exist  between  the  dei^  and  the 
laity.  There  is  another  conaideratioa 
which  I  would  put  to  the  right  rev.  Bench 
— whether  it  is  desirable  for  the  interests 
[^Second  Heading — lYrtt  2fight. 
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of  the  Church  that  the  diecuBsions  going 
into  the  whole  question  Bliould  be  con- 
ducted and  decided  under  euch  irritating 
and  exciting  circumBtantea.  Now,  my 
Lords,  I  am  not  so  presumptuous  ae  to 
believe  that  any  advice  from  me  would 
have  the  slightest  influence  upon  noble 
Lords  at  the  head  of  the  party  opposite. 
On  the  other  hand,  I  flatter  myself  that 
if  even  by  any  unintentional  carelessness 
I  was  to  let  out  anything  that  sounded 
like  dictation  or  menace,  that  would  not 
have  the  slightest  effect  in  inducing 
them  to  deviate  from  the  line  of  duty 
which  they  have  laid  down  for  them- 
selves. In  saying  this,  however,  I  am 
afi^id  dictation  from  a  different  quarter 
has  had  some  effect  on  the  course  they 
intend  to  adopt.  I  have  no  doubt  that 
the  Leaders  of  the  Conservative  party 
have  most  deeply  weighed  all  the  cir- 
cumstances by  which  they  are  surround- 
ed. I  cannot  doubt  that  they  have  done 
that  which  the  Duke  of  Wellington  de- 
scribed as  the  golden  rule  of  his  life — 
before  taking  one  step  to  decide  what 
was  to  be  the  next.  I  have  no  doubt 
that  they  have  decided,  and  probably 
communicated  to  their  Friends,  whether 
this  rejection  of  the  second  reading  is 
the  beginning  of  a  permanent  opposition 
to  the  passing  of  this  Bill  or  not.  I  have 
no  doubt  they  have  reflected  upon  what 
is  to  follow ;  and  if  thej  have  not  made 
up  their  minds  to  maintain  that  firm 
position,  I  would  aak  whether  they  do 
not  think  it  more  for  the  honour  and 
dignity  of  this  House  at  once  to  state 
that,  having  declared  their  opinions 
against  this  measure,  though  they  still 
retained  those  objections  to  their  full  ex- 
tent, they  would  not  venture  to  oppose 
that  which  had  been  demanded  by  the 
voice  of  the  nation  ? 

There  is  one  argument  which  has  been 
used,  both  in  speeches  and  conversation, 
with  regard  to  the  course  which  this 
House  should  take,  I  have  heard  it 
stated  that,  if  you  allow  this  Bill  to  pass 
you  will  confess  yourselves  powerless, 
and  that  as  the  inevitable  struggle  must 
come  between  this  House  and  the  House 
of  Commons,  it  is  better  that  that 
struggle  should  be  brought  to  an  issue 
at  once.  Now  I  believe  that  that  argu- 
ment has  been  the  source  of  more  unne- 
cessary wars,  not  only  among  classes, 
but  among  nations,  than  any  other 
argument  ever  employed.  I>unng  my 
life  I  could  almost  count  the  times  I  have 
£arl  Granville 


heard  that  argument  used — at  periods 
when  there  seemed  to  be  some  diffi- 
culty in  preserving  peace  with  our  near 
and  good  neighbours  the  French — and 
I  should  like  noble  Lords  to  tell  us  what 
is  their  judgment  now,  or  that  of  any 
reasonable  being,  in  regard  to  the  value 
of  these  arguments.  Will  noble  Lords, 
adopting  that  argument  to-day,  tell  me 
that  thie  House  is  powerless  ?  Why, 
looking  round  me,  when  I  see  your 
Lordships'  House  crowded  with  repre- 
sentatives of  enormous  wealth,  of  great 
social  position,  and  of  eminent  services 
rendered  in  public  and  private  life — 
when  I  see  the  precincts  of^  this  chamber 
crowded  with  Privy  CouncUlors,  with 
Members  of  the  other  House,  with  the 
representatives  of  Crowned  Heads  and 
great  Eepublics,  and  our  galleries 
adorned — if  I  may  he  allowed  to  say  so 
— with  a  portion  of  the  htunao  race  not 
altogether  without  influence — I  venture 
to  say  that  in  this  world  never  was 
erected  a  more  magnificent  platform  on 
which  men,  by  their  wisdom,  their  elo- 
quence and  their  knowledge,  could  influ- 
ence the  opinions  of  their  fellow-men. 
But  to  look  at  it  more  practically — ^will 
your  Lordships  tell  me — will  your  Lord- 
ships toll  my  Colleagues  on  this  Bench 
that  your  Lordships  are  without  power 
— we,  who  are  charged  every  month, 
almost  every  week,  with  measures  of  the 
greatest  importance,  though  they  may 
not  receive  much  popular  attention,  and 
who  have  to  change,  amend,  postpone, 
withdraw  those  measures  at  the  instance 
of  your  Lordships  ?  My  Lords,  you 
have  power  —  great  power  —  immense 
power — for  good ;  but  uiere  is  one  power 
you  have  not ;  you  have  not,  more  than 
the  House  of  Commons — more  than  the 
Constitutioual  Sovereigns  of  this  country 
— more,  I  will  add,  than  the  despotic 
Sovereigns  of  some  great  empires  in  civi- 
lized communities — you  have  not  the 
power  of  thwarting  the  national  will 
when  properly  and  constitutionaUy  ex- 
pressed. 

I  will  venture  now — to  use  an  admi- 
rable word  invented  by  a  noble  Lord 
opposite — to  Hansardize.  I  willquoto 
certoin  expressions  used  by  noble  Lords 
opposite  last  year,  in  order  that  I  may 
show  what  your  Lordships'  opinions 
s  then.  I  will  first  repeat,  if  your 
Lordships  will  permit  me,  what  the 
noble  Earl,  who  w&s  then  Leader  of  the 
House,  stated.    He  spoke  with  that  di- 
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plomstic  reticence  which  is  supposed  to 
characterize  one  in  the  position  the  noble 
lEarl  filled.  He  eaid  very  little,  and  it 
amounted  to  this — He  complaiiied  that 
at  the  last  General  Election  the  question 
of  the  Irish  Church  was  not  even  men- 
tioned on  the  hustings.  That  was  all  the 
noble  Earl  said  \  but  it  implied  a  neat 
deal.  I  am  sorry  to  say  I  cannot  find  the 
quotation  I  had  marked  in  the  speech  of 
my  noble  Friend  the  noble  Duke  oppo- 
site, who  has  taken  so  very  warm  a  part 
in  this  matter,  and  who  applied  a  some- 
what humiliating  phrase  to  the  poor  in- 
fant of  which  I  had  charge.  I  remember 
that  he  spoke  of  "kicking^  it  out ;"  and  I 
think  he  stated  that  he  thought  it  was 
only  due  to  the  country  that  this  ques- 
tion, instead  of  being  decided  at  that 
time,  should  be  refered  back  for  another 
year  for  further  consideration.  I  may 
refer  also  to  words  used,  not  by  a  Mem- 
ber of  the  Opposition,  but  by  a  most 
rev.  Prelate,  to  the  effect  that  the  ques- 
tion was  one  on  which  the  country  had 
not  at  that  time  pronounced  a  decision. 
Then  the  noble  Duke  the  late  President 
of  the  Council  (the  Duke  of  Marlborough) 
said  that  by  rejecting  tho  Suspensory 
Bill  your  Lordships  would  give  the 
people  of  England  an  opportunity,  which 
ne  thought  they  ought  to  have,  of 
calmly  and  quietly  considering  the  ques- 
tion— a  course  which,  in  bis  opinion, 
we  had  refused.  The  noble  Marquess 
below  the  Gangway  (the  Marquess  of 
Salieburr)  said  he  quite  admitted,  as 
every  one  should  admit,  that  when  the 
opinion  of  his  fellow-countrymen  had 
been  freely  stated,  it  was  the    duty  of 

SuT  Lordships  to  yield.  The  noble 
arqueee  said  more  to  the  same  effect; 
and  I  think  the  noble  Marquess  is  the 
only  Member  on  the  Opposition  who  has 
alluded  to  the  subject  m  the  same  way 
this  Session.  As  far  as  I  gathered,  his 
expression  of  opinion  the  other  day  did 
not  all  vaiy  from  the  declaration  which 
he  made  last  year.  [The  Marquess  of 
Salisbuey:  He^  hear!]  What  said 
the  noble  and  learned  Lord  the  present 
Leader  of  the  Opposition  (Lord  Cairns) 
last  year?  After  veiy  strong  words  as 
to  his  opinion  of  the  Suspensoiy  Bill, 
which  from  his  view  I  thought  he  was 
quite  justified  in  using,  he  said  there 
were  vast  issues  involved  in  the  Bill, 
and  that  those  issues  had  yet  to  be  pre- 
sented to  the  country  in  the  great  appeal 
to  the  enlarged  constituencies,     'th.ea 


the  noble  and  learned  Lord  went  on  to 
say  that,  in  that  great  appeal,  the  Oo- 
remment  of  that  day  would  stand  de- 
fenders of  all  that  the  Suspensory  Bill 
and  the  pohcy  of  its  promoters  would 
seek  to  overthrow;  and,  he  added,  by 
the  result  of  that  appeal  the  Government 
would  be  prepared  to  abide.  [Lord 
Caikns  :  Hear,  hear !]  I  am  curious  to 
hear  the  explanation  of  the  noble  and 
learned  Lord  will  give  to  these  words. 
The  explanation  which  I  have  seen  sug- 
gested, but  which  I  should  doubt  he 
will  bring  forward  himself,  is  that  these 
words  only  meant  that  if  there  was  a 
majority  of  the  House  of  Commons  in 
favour  of  that  policy  he  and  his 
Friends  would  not  persist  in  maintain- 
ing the  late  Government  in  power.  If 
that  were  the  meaning  of  the  prondse 
it  appears  to  me  to  have  been  one  of 
very  small  value.  To  me  it  appears 
conclusive  that,  if  a  man  states  he  is 
determined  to  abide  by  an  appeal,  he 
does  not  mean  taking  on  the  very  first 
opportimity  every  means  in  his  power 
to  reverse  the  decision  of  the  country. 
There  is  another  quotation  with  which 
I  will  trouble  your  Lordships,  from  a 
speech  attributed  to  the  noble  Earl  op- 
posite (the  Earl  of  Derby).  I  think  I 
can  recognize  it,  although  we  all  know 
how  incorrectly  these  deputations  are 
often  reported.  He  is  reported  to  have 
said,  on  the  occasion  to  which  I  refer, 
that  he  was  merely  an  independent 
Peer  t  but  I  venture  to  say — and  I  think 
your  Lordships  will  agree  with  me — that 
when  a  statesman  who  has  been  three 
times  Prime  Minister  of  the  country, 
who  has  led  a  large  party,  with  an  abi- 
lity and  brilliancy  of  which  has  been 
admitted  by  friend  and  foe,  who  con- 
tinues—although having  given  up  Office 
— to  take  an  active  part  both  in  the 
deliberations  of  his  party  and  in  this 
House,  adopts  any  course  in  reference 
to  a  public  measure,  it  is  perfectly  im- 
possible for  him  to  throw  away  that  in- 
fluence and  responsibility  which  have 
grown  upon  him,  and  say — "  I  am  merely 
a  private  individual."  The  noble  Earl 
said  last  year,  in  reference  to  the  Sus- 
pensory BUI,  that  if  your  Lordships 
should  eay — "Not  Content,"  the  subject 
would  come,  without  prejudice,  under 
the  consideration  of  a  new  Parliament. 
The  noble  Earl  added,  that  your  Lord- 
ships are  always  ready  to  bow  to  tho 
deliberately  expressed  and  weU-ascer- 
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tained  opinion  of  the  country;  and  he  fur- 
ther remarked — "  For  my  own  part,  I 
will  Bay  that  there  must  be  a  very  de- 
cided expreeeion  of  opinion  to  alter  my 
judgment  on  such  a  question  &a  this." 
—[The  Earl  of  Debby  :  Hear,  hear!]— 
The  noble  Earl  cheers.  I  apprehend  his 
meaning  to  be,  that  no  such  expression 
of  opinion  has  been  given  by  the  coun- 
try. My  Iiorde,  epeaking  of  the  dignity 
of  the  House,  it  is  impossible  not  to  feel 
that  the  whole  tone  of  the  debate  last 
year,  and  of  all  those  declarations  from 
those  who  had  a  right  to  speak  with  the 
greatest  influence  and  weight  on  the  op- 
posite side,  led  every  one  to  expect  they 
were  anxiously  appealing  to  the  country 
in  order  to  know  its  opinion — an  opinion 
which  lliey  hoped  would  be  in  their  fa- 
vour. Will  it  really  be  dignified  on  the 
part  of  your  Lordships  to  say  now  to  the 
country — "We  waited  anxiously  for  the 
decision  given  at  the  General  Elections ; 
if  that  decision  had  been  in  our  favour, 
it  would  have  been  a  great  fact ;  as  it  is 
to  such  an  enormous  extent,  against  us, 
it  is  nothing?"  Why,  my  Lords,  it  re- 
minds me  of  a  phraee  which  we  used  to 
think  very  facetious  at  school,  but  which 
we  never  thought  very  logical  even  there 
— "  Heads  I  win  ;  tails  you  lose."  My 
Lords,  the  noble  and  learned  Lord  op- 
posite (Lord  Cairns)  is  reported  to  have 
said  he  thought  it  would  be  desirable, 
in  the  proceeding  for  rejecting  this  Bill, 
that  the  Motion  for  its  rejection  should 
be  confided  to  my  noble  Friend  and  Re- 
lative, and  old  Colleague  (the  Earl  of 
Harrowby)  who  is  now  sitting  at  the 
table,  and  he  gave  as  a  reason  for  that 
opinion  that  the  noble  Earl  was  not  a 
party  man.  I  cau  quite  understand  that 
the  noble  and  learned  Lord  was  really 
glad  to  secure  the  services  of  one  of  the 
most  honest  and  conscientious  Members 
of  this  House ;  but  I  must  remind  your 
Lordships  that  though  my  noble  Friend 
has  most  conscientiously  abstained  from 
adhering  very  long  to  any  one  particular 
party  in  the  State,  yet,  as  regards  this 
particular  question  he  has  not  only 
thrown  himself  into  the  party  oppoaite, 
but  has  absolutely  made  himself  leader 
of  an  extreme  party  —  I  will  not  say 
faction — which  appears  to  have  had  so 
much  influence  with  the  Leaders  of  the 
Opposition  against  the  counsels  of  more 
miMerate  men.  I  have  no  objection  that 
this  Motion  should  be  considered  not  to 
1>e  of  a  party  character ;  but,  if  so,  I 
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hope  the  same  language  will  be  held  by 
every  noble  Lord  oppoaite,  and  that, 
trithout  reference  to  party,  they  will  all 
do  what  they  believe  to  be  best  calcu- 
lated to  uphold  the  interests  of  the  coun- 
try and  the  honour  of  the  House. 

My  Lords,  I  have  now  to  fulfil  Uie 
pledge  which  I  gave  to  a  noble  Baron 
(Lora  Bateman)  who  put  a  question  to 
me  the  other  day  somewhat  irregularly, 
but  which  I  understood  at  the  time,  and 
know  now,  was  only  put  with  the  inten- 
tion of  clearing  up  a  misunderstanding 
which  he  thought  disadvantageous  both 
f^r  the  Government  and  your  Lordships' 
House.  I  am  asked  to  speak,  and  I  do 
so  with  some  difficulty,  as  to  some 
charge — though  I  do  not  know  what  the 
exact  charge  is  —  made  against  the  Qty- 
-vemment.  I  am  told  that  threats  have 
been  used  by  the  Government,  and  that 
there  has  been  a  manner  of  conducting 
this  Bill  through  the  other  House 
which,  by  anticipation,  has  been  offen- 
sive to  your  Lordships.  My  Lords,  a 
very  sensible  letter  appeared  in  Th« 
Times  of  to-day,  »u-ging  me  to  be  "  con- 
ciliatory" in  my  declaration  of  to-night. 
My  Lords,  I  trust  I  know  very  well 
the  true  value  of  conciliation,  and, 
except  in  the  manner  in  which  we 
are  aU  liable  to  make  hasty  remarks 
in  the  heat  of  debate,  I  trust  that  I 
do  not  sin  greatly  against  it.  But  if 
discretion  is  a  good  rule,  truth  is  a 
better ;  and  I  believe  that  in  this  in- 
stance you  wish  me  plainly  and  simply 
to  describe  what  I  conceive  has  been 
and  is  the  position  of  Her  Majesty's 
Government,  Her  Majesty's  Government 
in  this  matter,  as  I  need  scarcely  re- 
mind your  Lordships,  have  taken  im- 
mense pains  to  frame  and  complete  a 
very  large  measure  on  the  subject  of  the 
Iri^  Church.  Tour  Lordships  also  are 
aware  of  the  signal  success  with  which 
that  Bill  recommended  itself  to  the 
favourable  consideration  of  a  large  ma- 
jority of  the  House  of  Commons.  Now, 
I  understand  that  one  objection  taken 
to  the  course  pursued  by  Her  Majeetj'a 
Government  is  this — that  they,  backed 
up  as  they  were  by  that  large  majority, 
re^ed  to  allow  any  Amendments  to  be 
made  in  the  Bill  in  the  House  of  Com- 
mons. Kow,  in  the  first  place,  the  fact 
is  not  so.  There  are  Amendments  in 
the  Bill  as  to  matters  of  detail — some  of 
thera  trifling,  others  of  an  important 
character ;  and  one  Amendmentj  invol- 
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Ting  a  veiy  difficult  question,  vaa  poei- 
tiv«y  postponed  in  Committee  at  the 
BU^eetion  of  the  Prime  Minister,  with 
the  approval  of  Mr.  Hardy  and  the  ac- 

auieaoence  of  Sir  Boundell  Palmer,  on 
ie  understanding  that  it  would  he  better 
to  leave  the  subject  for  your  Lordcihips' 
determination,  on  the  complimentary 
eround  that  your  LordBhipa  would  be 
Ute  body  most  competent  to  deal  with  it. 
But,  my  Lords,  there  were  also  a  certain 
class  of  Amendments  which  I  own  were 
rejected  by  a  majority  of  the  House  of 
Commons,  under  the  advice  of  Her  Ua- 
jestye  Government — I  mean  the  class 
of  Amendments  which  were  proposed  by 
Mr.  Disraeli.  I  will  venture  to  ask  the 
noble  and  learned  Lord  opposite — who, 
if  he  did  not  frame  these  Amendments, 
must  certainly  have  ^ven  his  sanction 
to  them,  vheuer  Her  Majesty's  Govern- 
ment were  bound  to  regard  them  as 
hondjide  Amendments,  or  in  the  light  of 
Amendments  proposed  for  the  purpose 
of  attacking  Mr.  Gladstone  in  firont, 
rear,  and  flank,  in  order  to  find  a  weak 
point  in  his  armour,  and  of  endeavour- 
ing to  find  whether  there  was  a  possi- 
bility of  breaking  the  serried  rai^  of 
the  majority?  It  seems  almost  insulting 
to  ask  such  a  question,  but  if  the  Amend- 
ments were  not  hon&fide  Her  Majesty's 
Qovemment  certainly  would  have  been 
utterly  unjustified  in  accepting  them. 
If,  however,  on  the  other  hand,  they 
were  put  forward  as  being  bond  fide 
Amendments  I  should  be  very  glad  if 
the  noble  and  learned  Lord,  when  he 
speaks  in  the  course  of  the  debate, 
would  explain  their  somewhat  extra- 
ordinary character.  I  have  referred 
the  whole  of  them  to  a  professional 
gentleman  of  great  statistical  eminence, 
who  has  worked  out  the  results  that 
would  follow  their  adoption — the  Paper 
is  a  veiy  loiig  one,  but  I  have  it  in  my 
possession  —  and  he  finds  that  without 
giving  any  compensation  to  Maynooth 
or  to  the  Presbyterians,  £1,300,000 
or  £1,400,000  would  be  required  over 
and  above  the  highest  estimate  at  which 
this  Bill  places  tiie  Church  proper^  to 
carry  them  into  effect.  Under  these  cir- 
cumstances, I  should  like  to  know  whe- 
ther Her  Majesty's  Govermnent  were 
right  or  wrong,  or  were  in  any  way  dis- 
respectful to  uiie  House  by  anticipation, 
in  refusing  to  accept  Amendments  which 
would  entail  such  a  result.  My  Lords, 
it  is  very  difficult  for  me,  and,  indeed, 


it  would  be  perfectly  impossible  for  me, 
to  speak  for  the  House  of  Commons,  or 
for  any  large  portion  of  that  body,  but 
I  have  not  the  slightest  doubt  that  the 
House  of  Commons  was  disposed  to  sup- 
port Her  Majesty's  Government  in  any 
course  they  might  point  out  as  being  the 
most  just  and  reasonable  that  could  be 
followed  under  the  circumstances.  But, 
my  Lords,  supposing  that  every  possible 
Amendment  that  by  any  strain  of  their 
judgment  Her  Majesty's  Government 
couM  bring  themselves  to  think  con- 
sistent with  the  principle  of  their  Bill 
had  been  acceded  to,  in  what  position 
would  your  Lordsh^a'  House  have  been 
placed  ?  Why,  it  would  have  been  im- 
possible for  the  Government  to  have  con- 
ceded to  any  single  Amendment  that 
your  Lordships  might  think  it  right  to 
make  in  the  Bill.  But  as  the  matter 
now  stands,  I  on  the  part  of  my  Col- 
leagues and  myself,  have  to  state  that — 
proud  as  we  are  of  the  charge  that  has 
been  committed  to  our  care,  and  de- 
termined as  we  are  earnestly  to  adhere 
to  the  principle  and  to  the  main  pro- 
visions of  the  Bill  —  we  are  not  only 
ready  to  gratefully  welcome  any  altera- 
tion in  the  details  which  appeared  to  us 
likely  to  have  a  beneficial  effect,  but  we 
should  think  it  an  absolute  duty  to  care- 
fully consider  every  alteration  that  may 
be  proposed  by  your  Lordships.  More 
than  that  I  cannot  say,  and  more  or  less 
I  ought  not  to  say. 

My  Lords,  the  noble  Earl  opposite,  ■ 
whose  forcible  language  so  often  carries 
conviction  to  the  minds  of  his  enthusi- 
astic audience,  has  stated  that  the  ques- 
tion of  the  Irish  Church  is  not  a  ques- 
tion of  politics,  but  a  question  of  the 
Biblo.  What !  the  Irish  Church  not  a 
political  question  ?  Will  the  noble  Earl 
repeat  that  statement  to  your  Lordships, 
who  know  something  of  the  history  of 
that  Church  since  its  establishment  300 
years  ago,  and  who  know  that  the  great 
bane  of  that  Church  is  that  it  has  oeen 
constantly  steeped  in  pohtica,  and  poli- 
tics of  the  worst  description  ?  And 
now,  when  we  come  forward  for  the 
first  time  with  a  real  and  possibly  a  suc- 
cessful effort  to  deal  with  the  question 
by  taking  away  that  poUtical  character 
from  that  Church,  planted  as  it  is  in  the 
midst  of  a  population  the  large  majority 
of  which  do  not  agree  with  its  doctrines, 
we  are  told  that  the  question  is  not  a 
political  one.  I  do  not  yield  in  respect 
[Sicmd  Staii»g—Firii  NigU. 
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for  the  Bible  to  the  noble  Earl;  and 
Then  I  look  to  that  portion  of  the  Bible 
which  Buppiies  CluietiaQS  of  all  denomi- 
nations with  their  system  of  morals,  I 
find  in  it  a  precept  which  no  repetition 
can  render  stale,  which  no  miuapplica- 
tion  can  vulgarize,  and  which,  in  twelve 
short  words,  gives  to  n8  our  line  of  duty 
aa  between  man  and  man.  My  Lords, 
I  will  venture  to  ask  ^ain  this  evening 
a  question  which  I  asked  last  year — a 
question  which  had  been  asked  scores 
of  times  before  and  hundreds  of  times 
eince — will  any  of  your  Lordships  an- 
swer that  question,  and  say  that  if  the 
relative  positions  of  this  country  and  of 
Ireland  had  been  changed — if  Ireland 
had  been  the  stronger  for  three  cen- 
turies, if  she  had  imposed  upon  us  a 
so-called  national  Church  with  which  we 
did  not  agree,  aud  which  monopolized  to 
itself  all  the  ecclesiastical  titles  and 
all  the  ecclesiastical  wealth  of  the  coun- 
try —  shoidd  we,  when  that  pressure 
waa  removed,  have  consented  to  such  a 
state  of  things  being  continued?  My 
Lords,  that  question  has  not  yet  been 
answered — I  believe  that  it  is  unanswer- 
able. Win  the  noble  Earl  who  is  about 
to  move  the  rejection  of  this  Bill  com- 
mence his  speech  by  stating  in  a  direct 
manner — and  we  all  know  how  perfectly 
honest  any  answer  from  him  will  be- 
that  he  can  give  an  affirmative  answer 
to  that  question  ?  K  the  Holy  Scriptures 
are  to  be  dragged  into  this  discussion,  I 
'  say  we  have  a  right  to  claim  that  they 
are  with  and  not  against  ue  when  we 
are  endeavouring,  in  the  words  of  Her 
Majesty's  gracious  Speech,  "  to  promote 
the  weilaxe  of  religion  through  the 
principles  of  justice  and  equality,"  and 
when  we  wish  to  do  unto  Ireland  that 
which,  if  she  were  the  stronger,  we 
should  wish  Ireland  to  do  unto  ue. 

My  Lords,  it  is  impossible  for  me  to 
ait  down  without  expressing  my  feel- 
ings of  respectful  gratitude  to  your 
Lordships  for  the  remarkable  maimer 
in  which  you  have  conceded  to  me  that 
indulgence  and  forbearance  which  I 
ventured  to  ask  for  when  I  commenced 
my  speech. 

Movtd,  "That  the  Bill  be  now  read 
2:"—{ThD  -Earl  Oranailh). 

The   Eakl  of  HAEEOWBT:    My 

Lords,  being  Uttle  accustomed  to  address 

your  Lordships  at  any  great  length,  I 

have  to  ask  your  Lordships'  indulgence 

Marl  GranviUt 


if  I  fail  to  express  myself  in  a  manner 
adequate  to  a  subject  of  this  gravity 
and  importance,  and  I  will  at  once  say 
that  I  should  not  have  presumed  to  take 
so  prominent  a  part  in  this  matter  of 
my  own  mere  motion.  I  have  no  pre- 
t«nBion8  to  represent  any  considerable 
body  of  your  Lordships  ;  but  at  a  meet- 
ing of  many  noble  Lords  sitting  on  this 
Bide  of  the  House,  which  I  was  invited 
to  attend,  having  stated  my  views 
upon  the  subject  of  the  Bill  now  un- 
der consideration,  I  was  requested  by 
those  who  had  the  management  of  the 
proceedings  to  undertake  the  duty, 
the  performance  of  which  I  am  now 
about  to  attempt.  I  make  this  state- 
ment in  order  that  your  Lordships  should 
fully  understand  that  I  make  no  preten- 
sions of  my  own  to  take  the  lead  upon 
this  question,  and  that  I  am  merely 
accepting  a  part  imposed  upon  me  by 
others,  behevmg  it  to  be  my  duty  to  take 
any  share  assigned  to  me  in  a  matter 
upon  which  I  feel  so  deeply. 

My  Lords,  the  noble  Earl  opposite 
(Earl  Granville),  in  goin^  through  the 
history  of  this  question,  attributedits  com- 
mencement to  a  speech  of  Lord  Mayo,  a 
member  of  the  Administration  of  the 
noble  Earl  (the  Earl  of  Derby),  declaring 
a  line  of  policy  to  be  pursued  towards  Ire- 
land— a  line  of  pohcy  which  those  who 
sat  on  the  Opposition  Benches  did  not  ap- 
prove, and  to  which  they  therefore  fwt 
themselves  compelled  to  come  forward 
and  declare  an  ant^;onistic  policy  of  their 
own.  I  am  not  here  to  defend  Lord  Mayo 
or  those  with  whom  he  acted — I  was  not 
connected  with  Lord  Mayo  or  with  the 
Government  to  whose  views  he  gave  ex- 
pression— but,  at  the  same  time,  I  must 
inquire  what  was  the  declaration  which 
was  so  eagerly  caught  up  by  the  party 
opposite,  and  which  made  them  feel  the 
necessity  of  coming  forward  with  a  new 
pohcy  for  Ireland  i  It  was  an  observa- 
tion, or  at  least  an  indication,  on  the 
part  of  the  noble  Lord,  that  the  then 
Government  wished  to  do  something  to 
improve  the  position  of  the  Boman  Ca- 
tholic priests  of  Ireland.  Upon  this  a 
violent  attack  was  made  upon  the  Go- 
vernment, and  that  appeal  to  pubho 
opinion  was  challenged,  the  resmts  of 
which  we  see  in  the  change  of  position 
of  the  two  parties.  To  fliia  simple  de- 
claration is  attributed  the  sudden  conclu- 
sion on  the  part  of  my  noble  Friend  and 
the  party  opposite,  that  it  was  immo- 
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djately  neceseary  to  initiate  a  policy 
entirely  new — one  never  before  beard  of 
from  any  statesman.  Whig  or  Tory.  It 
ia  not  tie  pobcy  of  Mr.  Pitt,  but  en- 
tirely the  reverse ;  it  is  not  the  policy 
hitherto  of  any  statesmaa  of  eminence  i 
it  19  a  policy  which  I  venture  to  say  ia 
entirely  at  variaace  with  their  own  most 
chenBhed  views.  What  wae  it  then  that 
compelled  the  present  Government  to 
come  forward  aU  of  a  sndden  and  pro- 
claim a  policy  in  opposition  to  their  own 
creed;  for  I  will  affirm  boldly  that 
there  waa  not  a  man  sitting  on  the  other 
side  of  the  House  who  did  not  approve 
the  very  tendency  into  which  Lord  Mayo' s 
speech  betrayed  him  —  there  waa  not  a 
man,  I  venture  to  assert,  sitting  upon 
those  Benches,  who  did  not  approve  the 
proposal  to  improve  the  position  of  the 
Soman  Cathoh..i  priesthood  ?  They  all 
wish  and  desire  it ;  but  because  the  sug- 
gestion came  from  the  other  side  of  the 
House,  they  immediately  made  an  ap- 
peal to  the  public  in  on  opposite  direc- 
tion, and  raised  that  flame  of  political 
prejudice  which  proved  fatal  to  the  Go- 
vernment. Now,  was  that  honest  ?  The 
matter,  however,  does  not  stand  there. 
We  have  something  to  show  us  that,  al- 
though the  public  were  not  aware  of  it, 
the  action  which  was  thus  taken  was 
really  a  forgone  conclusion  on  the  part 
of  noble  Lords  opposite.  We  know  from 
well-ascertained  sources  that,  in  1866, 
when  Mr.  Gladstone's  Reform  Bill  was 
labouring  under  difficulties,  the  Soman 
Catholic  Members  made  some  difficulty 
about  giving  their  support,  and  there- 
upon some  negotiations  passed  between 
those  who  represented  Mr.  Gladstone 
and  those  who  represented  the  Roman 
Catholics  of  Ireland  as  to  the  terms  on 
which  some  sixty  Members  should  give 
-him  their  support.     We  have  this  fact'  only  shows  how  important  it  is    that 


merit  ma;  be  thu*  ahortl;  lUted — The  Astocuw 
tian  baa  pat  roTwnrd  Ibur  clslms  ;  the  refarra  of 

the  UndlnwMhe  removal  of  llie  obnoiioue  onlhi, 
frrodom  and  equnlity  in  educnLiun,  and  Ibe  diaen- 
dowmeot  of  tbe  EstnbliBhcd  Cliurcb." 

This  was  in  April,  1866,  long  before 
Lord  Mayo's  speech.  The  letter  goes  on 
to  say — "  The  Government  concedes  the 
first  two  in  full  at  once  " — we  know  that 
an  Oaths  Bill  did  become  law  with  con- 
siderable modifications  introduced  in  this 
House  to  protect  the  Act  of  Settlement, 
which  Mr.  Gladstone  had  refused  to  pro- 
tect in  the  Lower  House — "they  give 
an  instalment  of  the  third"— I  suppose 
that  last  passage  alludes  to  the  charter 
to  the  Catholic  University,  which  it  waa 
promised  to  the  House  of  Commona 
should  not  be  proceeded  with  without 
the  further  consent  of  Parliament,  but 
which,  as  soon  as  the  House  of  Com- 
mons had  separated,  was  attempted  to 
be  given,  though  afterwards  it  was  de- 
clared to  be  illegal — "and  as  to  the 
fourth,  they  ask  us  to  wait  a  little,  ae 
their  hands  are  fuU,  bidding  ns  in  the 
meantime  '  God-speed.'  "  It  is  there- 
fore clear  that,  in  1866,  the  Liberal  Go- 
vernment of  that  day  had  made  up  their 
minds  that  they  would  deal  with  this 
question.  

Eabl  GEANTILLE  :  Where  ia  that 
from? 

The  Earl  of  HAREOWBY  :  It  ia  a 
letter  from  Mr.  Dillon  to  the  Tablet. 

The  Eael  of  KIMBEELEY  :  Is  that 
the  late  Mr.  Dillon  ? 

The  Eaill  of  HAREOWBT:  I  do 
not  know  whether  he  is  dead  or  not; 
but  the  letter  is  one  that  is  authorita- 
tively written. 

Eahl  EUSSELL  was  understood  to 
sav  that  he  had  never  heard  of  it. 

The   Eahl  of  HAREOWBY:  That 


dearly  stated  in  a  letter  from  the  gen- 
tleman who  negotiated  the  transaction  ; 
he  telle  ua  the  whole  story  himself.  Will 
you  let  me  read  the  letter  ?  In  a  letter 
to  the  Tailet,  dated  April  21,  1866,  Mr. 
Dillon  tells  ub— 

"  The  eonrae  which  the  Ronwa  Catbolio  part; 
have  reaoked  upon  it  to  pre  an  unconili- 
tional  aupport  to  (he  Exicnaion  of  the  FniichiH 
Bill.  1  taj  uocondilional  in  (liia  aenao,  thai  we 
hnre  not  gone  to  Mr.  Glndilona  ntid  demanded 
IbrniBl  plrdgea  from  him  in  reapeot  of  Iriili  nien- 
inrea  aa  the  price  of  our  votea,  but  not  in  the 
aenie  Uiat  we  are  entirely  in  Ihs  dark  aa  to  what 
tb«  GOTerDinent  are  likelj  to  do.    The  rclationa 

Ithe  National  Astociation  tovarda  the  Govern- 

VOL.  CXCVI.   [TiunD  sEaiEa.] 


IVime  Minister  shomd  have  an  accurate 
knowledge  of  the  transactions  of  his  own 
Government,  as  to  which  he  may  some- 
times be  kept  in  the  dark  by  his  Col- 
leagues. It  is  possible,  of  course,  that 
X  may  have  been  misled;  but  when 
we  have  a  gentleman  who  was  one 
of  the  chief  negotiators  coming  forward 
at  the  time  to  give  publicly  the  de- 
tails of  an  arrangement  with  the  Go- 
vernment of  the  day,  it  is  only  na- 
tural to  suppose  that  he  writes  with 
some  authority.  The  nest  authority  I 
shall  quote  is  one  which  will  not  be  dis- 
puted. It  ia  all-important  in  deahng 
I     3  H  IStcond  Heading— Firii  Wght, 
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wifli  this  measure  to  know  tlie  source 
from  which  it  originated,  and  the  views 
of  those  by  whom  it  is  supported.  The 
Bill  professes  to  be  one  wliich  shall  do 
something  veiy  beneficial  for  Ireland. 
Is  it  one  whidi  has  arisen  &om  the  de* 
sire  to  do  something  for  Ireland,  or  Is  it 
one  which  has  its  origin  in  pressure  from 
another  quarter  7  Let  us  see  another  of 
the  parties  active  in  its  promotion.  In 
September,  1867,  the  Liberation  Society 
sent  over  a  mission  to  Ireland,  which 
had  the  assistance  of  Mr.  O'NoiU  Daunt, 
who  boasted  afterwards,  at  a  public 
meeting,  that  he  had  been  the  medium 
of  procuring,  from  the  heads  of  the 
Soman  Catholic  Church,  an  assurance 
that  they  would  not  accept  an  endow- 
ment frum  the  State  in  case  the  Irish 
Church  was  disestablished.  Thereupon, 
and  upon  this  compact,  the  Liberation 
Society  undertook .  that,  in  their  hos- 
tility to  all  State  Churches,  the  first  at- 
tack should  be  directed  against  the 
Irish  Church.  The  whole  story  is  told 
in  the  reports  of  the  society ;  they  avow 
that  this  course  was  taken  because  they 
thought  that,  in  attacking  the  Irish 
Church,  they  were  attacking  the  weakest 
part  of  the  English  Church.  Accord- 
mgly,  it  is  necessary  to  consider  the  pro- 
pose of  the  Government  upon  a  wider 
and  broader  basis  —  not  purely  as  an 
Irl^  quMtion,  but  as  the  opening  of  a 
campaign  in  which  we  know  that  we 
are  about  to  be  engaged  —  it  is  not  a 
battle,  it  is  a  campaign,  and  the  ques- 
tion is  where  shall  we  begin  our  resist- 
ance. My  noble  Friend  (Earl  Granville), 
I  think,  will  admit  that  this  is  a  grave 
question — a  very  serious  question,  going 
down  to  the  veiy  roots  of  our  Constitu- 
tion, and  mixing  itself  up  with  the  Act 
of  Union  and  with  many  of  our  most 
solemn  pieces  of  legislation.  Hence  it 
is  not  a  matter  to  be  lightly  taken  up, 
or  to  be  adventured  upon  without  con- 
sidering what  advantagcH  are  to  repay 
us  for  tiie  very  great  disturbance  that  is 
thus  created.  And  what  I  find  fault 
with  especially  is  the  shallow  policy  of 
the  Government  in  omitting  to  count  the 
cost  of  the  undertaking  before  Ihpy  ven- 
tured upon  it.  They  will  say  perhaps 
it  is  the  &ult  of  those  who  are  raiding 
an  outcry  f^ainst  the  Bill.  You  might 
just  as  well  embark  in  a  cockboat  to 
cross  the  Atlantic  and  not  espect  the 
waves  and  winds  to  blow  as  expect  that 
this  measure  should  pass  without  cxcit- 
Tht  Earl  of  Earrouihy 


ing  commotion.  Why,  one  of  yowr  own 
Colleagues  has  admitted  that  ia  propose 
such  a  change  would  be  revolution.  Sir 
George  Grey  said  so  only  a  few  years 
ago.  Mr.  MoneeU,  himseu  a  Boman  Ca- 
tholic, and  now  a  Member  of  the  Govern- 
ment, told  you  something  like  it  in  the 
House  of  Commons.  Those  who  oppose 
this  Bill  are  called  "  fools,"  "  bigoted," 
"narrow-minded,"  "intolerant,"  and 
other  hard  names,  because  they  do  not 
at  once  acquiesce  in  so  great  a  chanse ; 
but  your  own  friends  have  told  you  mat 
the  change  amounts  to  revolution,  and 
the  question  is  what  are  you  going  to 

f[et  in  exchange — what  is  the  equiva- 
ent  for  all  this  ?  My  noble  Friend  oppo- 
site is  not  unacquainted  with  the  Corona- 
tion Oath ;  my  noble  Friend  the  Chair- 
man of  Committees  from  time  to  time 
has  reminded  him  of  its  terms.  I  am  not 
prepared  myself  to  go  the  whole  length 
with  my  noble  Friend  (Lord  Eedesdale), 
because  I  can  hardly  conceive  it  possi- 
ble that  there  can  be,  a  jM-iori,  an  in- 
superable obstacle  to  subsequent  legis- 
lation under  all  possible  circumstances. 
But,  at  the  same  time,  I  must  ac- 
knowledge that  it  is  a  very  solemn 
oath,  ta^en  npon  a  very  solemn  oc- 
casion; framed  as  a  protection,  and 
looked  to  as  a  bulwa^.  It  cannot, 
therefore,  be  treated  lightly ;  and  thoso 
who  regard  it  as  of  no  value  at  all, 
and  are  prepared  to  deal  with  it  in 
that  spirit,  seem  to  me  hardly  fitted 
to  be  trusted  with  the  conduct  of  public 
affairs.  We  must  look  at  the  effect 
which  Uie  disregard  of  such  an  oath  will 
produce  upon  the  public  mind ;  this 
must,  I  maintain,  form  an  element  in  the 
consideration  of  your  Lordships.  I  find 
the  Coronation  Oath  has  been  appealed 
to  on  all  occasions  as  a  security  and  safe- 
guard. Mr.  Curran,  speaking  before  the 
Union,  said  that  Protestants  would  have 
the  safeguard  of  the  Coronation  Oath ; 
plainly,  therefore,  he,  at  least,  looked 
upon  it  as  a  security.  If  time  permitted, 
I  could  bring  forward  passages  innume- 
ralile  to  show  that  from  time  to  time  tiis 
Coronation  Oath  has  been  referred  to  as 
a  security  for  Protestantism.  Is  it  now 
to  be  cast  aside  and  treated  as  a  fig- 
ment? To  do  so  is  to  shock  the  public 
conscience  bv  leading  men  to  feel  that 
there  is  less  binding  forCe  in  the  obliga- 
tions of  the  Monai^  to  her  people  than 
they  had  hitherto  supposed.  I  say 
again,  it  is  no  light  matter,  and  that  yoa 
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ought  to  think  h<m  feryou  are  trouhlinj 
the  public  conecieace  before  you  dea 
with  an  oath  eo  solenui  as  the  Corona- 
tion Oath.  Then,  again,  aa  to  the  Act 
of  Union.  For  a  like  reason  I  cannot 
say  that  the  Act  of  Union  is  in  i' 
fbr  ever  an  insuperable  bar  to  all  change 
— I  do  not  believe  that  any  act  of  legis- 
lation can  tie  up  all  posterity.  But,  at 
the  same  time,  this  is  a  yeiy  peculiar 
Act — it  is  a  treaty  between  two  nations. 
When  we  enter  into  a  treaty  with  a 
foreign  nation  we  do  not  feel  at  liberty 
to  say  that  it  shall  cease— nothing  war- 
rants tts  in  doing  eo  short  of  a  war,  or  of 
common  consent.  In  tils  case  have  you 
the  consent  of  the  partdes  who  looked 
upon  this  provision  in  the  Act  of  Union 
aa  a  security,  and  who  gave  up  their 
independence  with  great  reluctance  od 
the  futh  of  it?  No,  the  caae  ia  ex- 
actly the  reverse.  An  assurance  was 
given  to  quiet  the  apprehensions  of  one 
par^  as  to  the  power  of  anotiier;  and 
now,  at  the  request  of  that  other  party, 
you  are  taking  away  a  great  security 
from  those  to  whom  it  was  given.  It  is 
not  surprising  that  the  ftotestante  of 
Ireland  should  feel  that  they  have  a  par- 
ticular claim  upon  the  protection  of  the 
Act  of  Union,  and  that  you  are  shaking 
your  hold  upon  them  as  members  of  the 
■ame  union,  when  you  propose  so  mate- 
rial a  change  in  the  compact  by  which 
they  have  been  united.  I  mention  these 
things,  and  lay  some  stress  upon  them 
tor  a  reason  which  I  shall  uterwards 
state — not  to  plead  them  as  insuperable 
obstacles  to  your .  proposed  legislation, 
but  as  matters  which  must  be  weighed 
careftdly  in  the  consideration  of  this 
question,  and  which  require  a  great 
balance  of  advantage  to  outweigh  them. 
But,  putting  aside  all  the  obligations 
of  the  Coronation  Oath  and  of  the 
Act  of  Union,  I  would  ask,  is  it  really 
a  light  matter  to  break  up  the  Irish 
Oiurch  Establishment  ?  Supposing  your 
hands  were  entirely  ireed  from  such 
obbgations  as  I  have  referred  to,  is  it, 
I  repeat,  a  light  matter  to  break  up 
the  Irish  Church  ?  How  have  statesmen 
acted  upon  the  present  question  until 
within  twelve  months  ago  ?  Have  not 
noble  Lords,  who  have  tilled  the  most 
responsible  positions,  felt  the  importuice 
of  the  Protestant  Church  in  Ireland  as  a 
great  bond  of  union  and  connection  be- 
tween that  country  and  this  ?  I  have  the 
words  of  high  authoiitiea  on  this  point 


before  me,  and  I  will  take  the  liberty 
of  reading  some  of  them,  because  they 
are  so  strong,  and  because  they  are  not 
the  utterances  of  men  who  say  hasty 
tiiinge  under  the  stress  of  party  poHtics. 
I  could  quote  from  t£i.  Plunket,  from. 
Mr.  Burke,  and  also  fr^>m  a  man  who 
would  not  be  held  in  the  same  rank, 
although  his  opinion  is  valuable  for  an- 
other reason — I  mean  Lord  Castlereagh 
— who  tells  you  the  principle  on  which 
he  framed  and  built  up  the  Union. 
Iiord  Oastlereagh,  speaking  in  an  Irish 
Parliament,  which  he  was  persuading  to 
give  up  their  independence,  said — 

"I  now  prooeed  to  that  part  of  tha  quMtlon 

vbiah  conosma  religion  and  the  Cbarch  Eatub- 
liibment  of  this  001111117.  One  State,  one  Legii- 
lature,  oae  Church — these  are  the  leading  feature! 
of  tha  ijitem ;  and  iritbout  idcutilj  with  Urent 
Brtliin  on  tbeae  three  great  poioli  of  connection 
we  MO  nerer  hope  for  mj  real  or  permanent 
■eeuHlf.  The  Cburob,  id  partioalar,  vbile  wa 
reiDalD  &  eeparala  counlrf,  irill  ever  be  liable  to 
be  impeaohed  on  tooal  groundi.  When  it  ehall 
once  be  oomplelelj  inoorporBted  with  [he  Church 
of  England,  it  will  be  placed  on  tuch  a  strong  and 
natural  Ibundalion  that  it  will  be  above  every 
appreheniion  and  fear  from  adverie  Intereit,  and 
from  all  the  frettiog  and  irrilating  ch'cumitancei 
coDDeoted  with  our  colonial  lituation.  Ai  aooa 
u  the  Church  Eitabliabment  of  tbe  two  liing- 
doms  ihall  be  [ncorparated  into  one  Church,  the 
Proustant  will  feel  himeelf  at  once)denti6edwttb 
the  population  of  the  Empire,  and  the  Eatabliih- 
meat  will  be  placed  on  iti  natnral  baaia," 

That,  I  think,  my  Lords,  gives  the  Fro- 
testante  of  Ireland  some  claim  to  regard 
the  Act  of  Union  not  as  a  common  Act 
of  Parliament.  But  what  did  Lord 
Castlereagh  say  in  England  afterwards, 
discussing  a  question  of  this  kind  ?  He 
denied  that  imder  the  Act  of  Union  the 
Protestant  Church  of  Ireland  could  be 
at  all  modified.  "No  man,"  he  said, 
"would  suppose  that  any  of  the  coven- 
ants of  that  Act  of  Union  would  be  made 
the  subject  of  legislation."  That  is  a 
most  important  point  in  my  estimation. 
I  will  now  take  leave  to  refer  to  some 
of  those  great  names  which  smell  sweet 
in  the  recollection  equally  of  English- 
men and  Irishmen,  and  I  will  read  you 
their  opinions  in  this  matter.  Sir  Bobert 
Peel  soys — 

"I  quota  not  the  opiuioni  of  men  prejodieed  in 
&Toar  of  Froteatant  aacendane;,  bound  b;  tbe 
tiea  or  itimulnled  bj  the  eicitament  of  partf  to 
uphold  the  predominance  of  the  Church.  I  quote 
the  Buthorit]'  of  those  who  were  the  most  pom rful, 
the  most  nncom promising,  the  most  cSectusI  Ad- 
vocates for  the  remoTai  of  the  Roman  CalLolio 
tliaabilitiei  and  tbe  establishment  of  perfeeC  cItiI 
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eqnalitf  amoDg  all  «1a(ie>  of  lh«  King's  nibjeet«. 
I  qoDte  tho  Kuthoritf  of  Burke,  nha.  apeaking  of 
tbo  EBtabliahed  Church  in  Ireland,  coDsidera  it 
'  a  great  link  tovarda  boldiag  fast  tbo  cannectioa 
of  rrlijion  wilh  the  State,  .inil  for  kcejiing  theae 
t*n  iiijindB  in  H  close  connpclion  of  opinion  and 
affection.  1  quote  the  authority  of  Plonhel.  who 
declared  the '  Pratealant  tstablialiment  in  Ireland 
to  be  necesanr.!  for  lbs  eecurit;  of  all  tecta,  to  be 
the  great  bond  of  union  between  Ilie  two  coun- 
triea.  and  who  emphaticallj  declared  that  to  la; 
our  handa  on  the  property  of  the  Church,  or  to 
rob  it  of  its  rights,  would  bo  to  seal 
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eounlries.'  [Are  theie  the  words  of  a  wild  and 
bigoted  Tory  fj  Laailj.  I  appeal  to  the  aolemn, 
the  dying  declarations  of  Gratlan — of  him  who 
fought  to  the  last  hour  of  his  existence  niih  des- 
perate fidelity  in  the  cause  of  his  Roman  Catholic 
fellow-countrynieD.  In  his  last  momenta  be  had 
Blrenglh  sufflcient  to  dictate  a  paper,  of  which 
the  followin^i  i>  a  faithlul  eitract ; — '  Itesolved, — 
That  a  Committee  b>  appointed  with  a  liew  to 
repeal  the  civil  and  politicnl  disabililies  which 
affeot  Uis  Majesty's  Roman  Cnlholio  subjects  on 
acconnt  of  their  religion.  Beaolved, — That  such 
repeal  bo  mads  with  due  regard  to  the  invicla- 
bilily  of  (he  froteslant  religion  and  eitabliab. 
men  I  a.  Eeaolred, — That  these  resolution  a  do 
Bland  the  senae  of  the  Commons  of  the  Imperial 
Parliament  on  the  subject  of  civil  and  religious 
liberty,  and,  as  auoh.  be  laid  before  His  Majesty. 
These  Reaolutiona  contain  my  sentiments  ;  this  is 
mj  lealameiilary  dippositiun,aDd  1  die  with  a  bve 
to  liberty  in  my  heart,  and  this  declaration  in 
favour  of  my  countr;  in  my  hand." 
My  Lords,  I  fully  believe  that  it  is  essen- 
tial to  the  cause  of  civil  aad  religious 
liberty  in  Ireland  tliat  the  Protestant 
Church  should  not  be  destroyed.  Its 
destruction  I  am  persuaded  would  put 
an  end  to  all  civil  and  religious  liberty 
in  Ireland.  I  know  something  of  Ire- 
land myself.  I  have  been  there  several 
times,  and  have  had  opportunitieB  of 
atudj^g  it ;  and  I  know  that  civil  and 
religious  liberty  has  already  little  place 
there.  I  have  seen  a  clergyman,  still 
suffering  from  the  injuries  which  had 
been  inSicted  upon  bim  when  he  had 
been  dragged  trma  the  death-bed  of  a 
dck  man  at  the  bidding  of  a  Boman  Ca- 
tholic priest,  because  the  man  was  a  Pro- 
testant convert.  I  have  seen  a  boy,  bleed- 
ing from  the  beating  ho  had  received, 
because  he  went  (o  a  Protestant  school. 
Now,  if  such  things  can  take  place  under 
existing  circumstances,  is  it  likely,  I  ask, 
when  the  support  of  civil  authority  is 
withdrawn  from  Protestantism,  when 
the  Protestant  clergyman  is  withdrawn, 
when  the  Protestant  gentry  are  half 
driven  away,  as  they  wUl  be,  by  feeling 
that  they  are  humiliated  in  the  sight  of 
their  neighbours,  and  deprived  oi  that 
consolation,  advice,  and  assistance  which 
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they  and  their  children  have  heretofore 
enjoyed  under  the  faith  of  the  Imperial 
Farhament — that  civil  and  religious 
hberfy  will  be  maintained  in  Ireland, 
not  to  say  promoted  and  increased  ?  Mr. 
Grattan  held  the  same  opinion,  regard- 
ing it  as  essential  to  the  existence  of 
ci^  and  religious  Uberty  in  Ireland 
that  the  Protestant  Church  should  be 
upheld.  "We  are  told  that  the  pohcy  of 
the  present  Qovemment  is  not  a  new 
policy,  but  that  it  is  of  sixty  or  seventy 
years'  standing.  I  entirely  deny  it.  We 
are  told  that  the  authority  of  Mr.  Pitt 
exists  in  favour  of  this  measure;  but 
Mr.  Pitt,  although  he  wished  to  endow 
the  Eoman  Catholic  priests  of  Ireland, 
never  suggested  and  never  thought  of 
such  a  thing  as  your  principle  of  so- 
called  "religious  eijuali^."  His  policy 
was  exactly  the  reverse.  I  have  re- 
ferred to  the  opinions  of  Sir  Eobert  Peel, 
Mr.  Plimket,  and  Mr.  Gbattan,  and  let 
me  say  that  I  would  rather  be  supposed  to 
err  with  such  men  than  to  be  right  with 
Mr.  Miall.  Noble  Lords  are  more  in- 
debted to  Mr.  Miall  than  they  seem  to 
be.  My  noble  Friend  boasted  of  their 
discovery,  after  much  labour,  of  the 
manner  of  disposing  of  their  surplus — 
a  question,  he  said,  which  had  embar- 
rassed eveiy  one.  Well,  only  this 
morning  I  chanced  to  light  upon  the 
account  of  a  debate  in  the  House  of 
Commons,  in  1856,  upon  the  question 
of  the  Irish  Church,  promoted  oy  Mr. 
MiaU  himself,  who  made  a  very  able 
and  temperate  speech.  He  was  in- 
structed to  make  that  speech  by  the 
Liberation  Society  as  the  opening  of  the 
campaign.     And  what  were  the  distinct 

f repositions  then  made  by  Mr.  Miall? 
t  is  a  very  odd  circumstance  that  they 
were,  toUdtm  v«rhi»,  the  same  as  those  of 
the  Bill  now  before  your  Lonlsbips. 
Mr.  MiaU  recommends  that  the  Church 
should  be  broken  up,  and  he  shows  how 
it  is  to  be  done.  On  that  occasion  Mr. 
Miall  said — 

■'  Well.  Sir,  I  would  anggeit,  nith  ■  view  to  this, 
the  oonstitation  of  a  special  Court  for  a  limited 
term,  analogous  to  the  present  lneomb«red  Ea- 
tnte  Court.and  having  at  ones  tbo  powers  of  an 
execuliTs  oomnuMioD  and  tXto  of  a  Court  of 
Equity." 

Is  not  that  the  proposal  here  ? 

"  I  would  Teat  in  that  Court  tbo  fee  simpU,  if  I 
may  say  M  call  it,  of  all  Etate  eccleiiasiical  eo- 
dowmenis  in  Ireland.  It  would  take  possesBian 
■t  once  of  the  fund  standing  in  the  name  of  the 
Eocl«aiaitieal  CommiNionen  in  Iroland,  and  to  it 
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would  b«  annunl!7  pnid  the  lum  charged  Bpon  the 
Coniolidaled  Fund  for  the  endowment  of  Majr- 
nooth  College,  >ind  the  gnnti  Toted  by  Ihia  Honse 
for  Belfiiit  ProfrMort  «nd  Nonoonforming  Mini- 
iter« :  but  in  the  cum  of  the  endoKinentg  nnd 
propcrtf  of  the  Proteitent  Cpiscnpal  Church, 
with  the  Ficoption  T  have  ■Imdy  nnmed.  it 
would  come  into  poiHoion  onlj  upon  the  decease 
of  meh  eiiiting  beneflcUiy.  The  firat  clnimnnta 
upon  the  rnnda  Ihui  aeeruiog  would  be  ihose 
elerrrmen  who,  in  cue  of  the  abolition  of 
Miniiten'  moosj,  the  repeal  of  the  Marnooth 
Endowment  Aot,  and  the  diKontinuanee  of  the 
Stirium  Donum,  are  entitled  to  reoeiva  whnteier 
thej  now  rrccire  from  the  Stale  during  the  re- 
tniinder  of  life,  Thig  liat,  of  course,  oould  be 
eraduallj  cleared  off  br  the  death  of  the  rtcipiflnts. 
The  areond  elau  of  claimants  would  be  the  pri- 
Tnle  patron*  of  liiinga,  wlio  hat*  a  right  to  ex- 
pect full  oompenaation  for  the  aomewhat  nno- 
maloos,  hut  ^et  legally  recogniied,  propertj  which 
State  poller  would  extinguiah.  They,  however, 
do  not  TinmbiT  in  Ireland  abovB  300  allogo- 
ther.  The  third  clan  ofelatmnnta  wnatd  he 
Proteatant  congremioni,  who  have  roluntarily 
expended  their  own  monei  in  the  improTCinent  of 
the  Church  property  of  their  reapeetive  parishea." 
H7  Lords,  I  ftm  afraid  that  claes  has 
been  omitted  here. 

"  I  auggeat  that  the  Court  ahonld  act  al  a 
Conrt  of  Equity  in  determining  the  Talidity  and 
amoant  of  auoh  olaima,  eubjrct  to  appeal,  if  it  be 
wished,  to  a  laperior  trihunal,  and  that  tt  thould 
be  authoriied  to  pay  over  to  individual  ciaim- 
auta,  or  to  truatees  on  behalf  of  Proteatant  oon- 
gregaliona,  anch  compenaation  aa  may  be  legally 


'■  The  property  left  in  the  hands  of  the  Court 
for  the  beneSt  of  the  triah  publie  would  com- 
prias  Church  ediScea.  gleha  houaea,  lands,  rents, 
rent-charges,  Aa.  With  respect  to  sacred  rdiflcea. 
I  think,  perhaps,  the  most  satisfactory  arrange- 
ment would  be  to  leave  Proteatnnt  Episcopalian 
OOngregstions  in  nadiaturbed  possesalon  of  them." 

So  that  Mr.  Miall,  the  head  of  the  Libe- 
ration Society,  is  quite  as  indulgent  as 
the  present  Govenuueut. 

"And  in  respeot  of  land  and  glebes,  the  Conrt 
would  baTO  the  power  of  sale.  The  rent-charge* 
would  constitute  the  main  diflieully,  because,  if 
left  in  their  present  shape,  it  would  be  neceasary 
to  maintnin  an  ezlensife  and  coallj  rnaohinerj 
lor  their  collection.  1  would  luggeat  that  power 
be  giieu  to  the  landowners  to  redeem  them  at 
— say  ten  or  twalie  years  purchase.  Well,  Sir, 
the  whole  of  the  net  property  thus  accruirrg  to 
the  proposed  Court  by  the  foiling  in  of  life  inte- 
rests ought,  I  think,  in  common  fairneas,  to  be 
expended  in  Ireland." 

But  compensation  to  Maynooth  and  the 
recipients  of  the  Regium  Donum,  which 
used  to  be  charged  on  the  Imperial 
Exchequer,  is  now  to  be  thrown  on 
IreUud. 


"  1  suggest  that  Ihia  properly  should  he  mad« 
available,  in  the  Brsl  place,  to  the  founding  and 
supporting  of  inHrmaiies,  hospitals,  lunatic  eay- 
lums,  and  reformalorieB,  and  that  what  is  not 
required  for  these  objects  should  be  laid  out, 
under  the  direction  of  a  Board  of  Works,  in  the 
conatruction  of  picra,  haibours,  lighthouses,  and 
quays. in  providing  arterial  drainage,  in  deepen- 
ing rivers,  and  in  such  other  public  unilerlakingt 
as  would  beat  develop  the  great  natural  resource* 
of  the  country. — [3  Hvntard,  cxlii.  731.] 

Now,  surely,  we  have  here  a  very  curious 
coincidence.  At  that  time  Her  Majesty's 
Ministers  voted  against  it-  Lord  Pal- 
merston  made  a  very  remarkable  speech 
on  the  occasion  ;  and  I  find  on  the  bst  of 
those  who  divided  against  the  proposal 
the  name  of  "William  Ewart  Gladstone." 
Now,  I  do  not  mean  to  bring  any 
charge  against  Mr.  Gladstone  because  he 
changed  his  mind  between  the  age  of 
thirty  and  fifty-aix ;  but  surely  this  is  a 
rather  sudden  change  of  opinion  occur' 
ring  within  the  last  few  years.  I  allude 
to  Uie  {act,  because  the  proposal  of  Mr. 
Miall  is,  obviously,  the  very  counterpart 
and  model  of  the  present  measure.  We 
now  therefore  know  the  origin  of  the 
present  measure.  It  is  a  measure  of 
the  Ijiberation  Society  as  a  part  of  a  cam- 
paign against  Church  Establishments ; 
and  not  a  measure  for  purely  Irish 
objects. 

My  Lords,  I  might  point  out  at  great 
length  the  importance  which  every  one 
of  our  statesmen  has  attached  to  the 
maintenance  of  the  Irish  Church  —  I 
believe  no  statesman  has  ever  before 
proposed  its  destruction.  I  say  this  is 
a  perfectly  new  question;  and  that  is 
one  of  the  groun(&  on  which  I  ask  your 
Lordships  to  act.  The  noble  Lords 
opposite,  themselves,  not  many  months 
back,  objected  to  such  a  scheme.  Even 
the  noble  Earlat  the  table  (Earl  BuBsell), 
till  within  a  few  weeks,  was  for  level- 
ling up  —  not  for  levelling  down.  Is 
there  no  difference  between  the  two 
things?  Is  there  no  difference,  as  re- 
gards the  feelings  of  the  people  of 
Ireland,  between  sweeping  away  the 
national  Establishment  and  levelling  up 
as  regards  the  members  of  the  different 
religioixs  communions  ?  Is  there  no  dif- 
ference as  respects  the  Act  of  Union  ? 
Is  there  none  as  respects  the  Corona- 
tion Oath?  I  do  not  now  say  whe- 
ther, in  entertaining  that  view,  ray  noble 
Friends  opposite  were  right  or  wrong. 
I  persist,  then,  in  my  assertion,  that 
the  question  now  before  us  is    a  new 
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one,  new  to  us,  new  to  the  cotmtiy,  and 
that  is  one,  among  other  grounde,  on 
which  I  fihall  ash  your  Lordsnips  to  road 
the  Bill  a  second  time  this  da;  three 
months,  and  thus  give  an  opportunity 
for  its  re-conaideration. 

My  Lords,  I  think  I  have  shown  from 
what  source  this  measure  proceeds.  It 
proceeds  trom  a  negotiation  with  the 
Eoman  Catholic  hierarchy,  and  from  the 
ui^;ency  of  the  Liberation  Society,  who 
have  made  it  so  much  their  work  for  the 
last  twenty  years,  that  it  is  not  surprising 
that  there  should  be  some  result.  That 
society  has  been  actually  pubhshing 
tracts  for  Sunday  school  teachers,  telling 
them  they  are  to  teach  their  children 
dogmatically,  before  they  are  able  to 
understand  the  question,  that  hostility 
to  an  Established  Church  is  the  first 
principle  of  the  doctrine  of  Christ.  "When 
such  fanatical  measures  have  so  perse- 
veringly  been  had  recourse  to,  I  repeat 
it  is  not  surprising  that  some  effect 
should  follow  ;  and  I  believe  that  to  the 
action  of  this  society,  which  forms  e 
common  link  between  the  various  Non- 
conformist bodies,  the  result  of  the  last 
election  is  to  a  great  degree  due.  At 
any  rate,  it  appears  due  to  them,  in  a 
great  degree,  that  Her  Majesty's  Go- 
vernment have  taken  up  the  question  in 
its  present  shape.  My  noble  Friend 
(Earl  Granville)  has  told  us  that  we 
should  make  a  great  mistake  if  we  tie 
up  the  question  of  the  Irish  Church  with 
the  English  Church.  If  it  is  one,  this 
was  just  one  of  those  mistakes  which 
my  noble  Friend  ought  to  have  known 
beforehand  would  be  mEide.  Did  he 
behove  that  when  a  part  of  the  United 
Chnrch  was  assailed  the  English  Church 
would  not  feel  itself  wounded  ?  Wo 
all  know  that  the  Liberation  Society 
has  attacked  the  English  as  well  as 
the  Irish  Church,  and  it  has  told  us 
plainly  that  this  is  the  first  movement 
m  the  direction  of  the  abolition  of  all 
Church  Establishments.  When,  there- 
fore, the  Liberation  Society  came  for- 
ward and  told  us — we  will  make  our  first 
movement  against  the  Irish  Church, 
did  my  noble  Friend  believe  that  the 
English  Church  would  be  under  no  ap- 
pr^enaion  ?  And  is  it  any  wonder  that 
the  English  Church  should  take  alarm 
when  it  finds  that  part  of  the  tactics  of 
the  Liberation  Society  are  embraced  by 
Her  Majesty's  Government,  and  that  it 
should  remember  the  well-known  words 
Tfn  JEarl  of  SarroKby 


— Jamproximut  ardst  Ucalegim?  We  have 
had  assurances  from  Ministers,  solemn 
declarations  from  Prelates,  declarations 
on  oath  from  professors  of  the  Canon'Law 
in  Maynooth,  that  this  property,  held 
for  300  years,  was  by  every  law,  human 
and  divine,  secure.  If  all  these  assa- 
rances  are  to  go  for  nothing,  at  any  rate 
any  new  assurances  now  made  and  given 
in  &vour  of  the  Church  of  England 
cannot,  under  these  circumstances,  give 
us  much  comfort.  If  the  doctrine  of 
religious  equality  is  to  be  maintained 
against  the  Irish  Church,  it  may,  at  no 
distant  day,  be  thought  equ^y  good 
gainst  the  English  Church.  There  is, 
undoubtedly,  a  great  difference  between 
the  two  Churches,  but  they  have  some 
things  in  common ;  they  have  their 
common  Epiacopa^ ;  their  common  con- 
nection between  Church  and  State ;  but, 
at  any  rate,  if  you  proceed  on  the 
ground  of  a  common  religious  equally 
in  attacking  the  Church  in  Ireland,  will 
not  the  same  ground  be  available  as 
against  the  Church  of  England  7  It  is, 
indeed,  no  light  matter  to  make  a  move 
in  this  direction.  It  creates  great  ap- 
prehension— it  shakes  all  property,  and 
aldiough,  no  doubt,  there  are  wide  dis- 
tinctions, as  in  the  case  of  the  Churches, 
between  different  kinds  of  property, 
Her  Majesty's  (Jovemmont,  brfore  em- 
barking in  legislation  of  this  descrip- 
tion, ought  to  have  anticipated  that 
such  general  apprehensions  would  be 
awakened.  The  security  of  all  properb^ 
is  unsettled.  You  cannot  touch  one 
great  mass  of  property ^£16,000,000 
worth  of  property — without  producing 
a  correspondiiig  effect  on  the  market 
without  giving  a  severe  shock  to  the  se- 
ity  of  all  investments,  to  all  property 
first  corporate  property,  and  then 
even  private  property.  The  effect  upon 
investments  in  Ireland  is  already  an 
ascertained  fact.  The  Government  can- 
not be  altogether  indifferent  as  to  another 
effect  of  this  Bill  ;  they  cannot  consider 
the  fcoHng  which  it  has  excited  among 
1,500,000  of  our  fellow- Protestants  in 
Ireland  to  be  a  matter  of  triffing  concern. 
Hitherto  it  has  been  held  to  be  a  point 
of  some  importance  to  this  country  that 
we  should  have  Protestant  friends  in 
Ireland;  and  we  know  that  Boman 
Catholics,  whatever  other  merits  they 
may  possess,  have  not  that  strong  feel- 
ing of  attachment  to  this  portion  of  the 
Empire  which  the  Froteetants  entertam. 
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If  this  measure  should  be  passed,  do 
.  Her  Ma^'estj^'e  Ouverument  expect  that 
there  will  be  more  or  fewer  churches 
and  parsonages  in  Ireland,  or  that  tliere 
will  be  in  that  country  a  cheater  or 
smaller  number  of  those  ^titestantfl 
whom  it  has  always  been  considered  so 
desirable  to  see  forming  a  considerable 
portion  of  its  population  ?  Some  of 
their  arguments  would  lead  us  to  sup- 
pose that,  in  their  opinion,  after  the 
passing  of  this  measure,  the  number  of 
Protestants  in  Ireland  would  not  dimin- 
ish, but  that,  on  the  contrary,  they  re- 
gard the  proposal  as  an  advantage  to 
Proteatontigm,  by  relieving,  as  they  call 
it  the  Irish  Church  from  a  state  of  bond- 
age, and  &om  an  odious  position.  If  so, 
how  will  the  irritation  supposed  to  be 
now  existing  be  appeased  by  the  mea- 
sure now  in  hand  ?  Is  it  to  be  expected 
that  the  people  will  draw  a  fine  dis- 
tinction as  to  the  extinction  of  a  State 
Church,  because  they  are  told  that  the 
rent-charge  goes  to  the  State  instead  of  to 
the  clergyman  ?  It  will  be  little  satis- 
&ction  bj  the  Boman  Catholic  if  he  sees 
the  same  external  circumstances  as  be- 
fore— the  same  churches,  and  the  same 
ministers.  If,  on  the  other  hand,  there 
should  be  fewer  Protestants  and  fewer 
Protestant  clergy  it  would  be  a  great 
loss  to  Ireland.  You  want  more  mi- 
nisters in  Ireland,  and  not  fewer.  Is  it 
not  known  to  every  one  that  the  Irish 
clergyman  is  regarded  with  confidence, 
and  valued  higher  by  the  poor,  who  have 
no  pecuniary  connection  with  him  than 
tliey  have  with  the  priests — for  when  they 
go  to  the  priests  they  have  to  pay,  but 
when  they  go  to  theProtestant  clergyman 
they  receive  ?  It  is  no  small  matter  in  a 
country  like  Ireland,  where  there  are  not 
many  resident  gentlemen,  to  have  a  body 
of  residents — respectable,  kindly  gentle- 
men in  every  district,  firmly  attached  to 
England  and  the  C^urdi  of  England, 
and  linked  by  bonds  of  friendship  and 
amenity  with  their  neighbours.  Or  do 
my  noble  Friends  opposite  expect  that 
tluB  Bill  would  make  no  change  at  all  ? 
If  so,  where  will  be  the  benefit?  The 
only  result  would  be  that  there  would 
be  the  same  number,  only  worse  edu- 
cated, worse  maintained,  lees  able  to 
help  themselves  or  others.  In  any  case 
tluB  is  a  great  revolution,  and  for  what 
purpose — with  what  result  ?  I  have  often 
asked  Irish  gentlemen.  Whig  and  T017 
— "Do  you  really  expect  that  you  will 


do  great  good  in  Ireland  by  this  Bill?  " 
and  I  never  met  with  one  who  said  it  would 
do  the  sUghtest  good  to  Ireland.  The 
cry  is  "  Justice  to  Ireland ; ' ' — but  is  this 

i'ustjce  to  Ireland?  I  do  not  think  it  is. 
.t  is  certainly  a  great  injustice  to  take 
away  &om  an  institution  which  has  not 
misused  them  the  endowments  which 
they  have  long  enjoyed  under  solemn 
engagements.  Is  it  justice  to  tbe  Boman 
Catholics  ?  Having  taken  this  property 
from  the  Establisned  Church,  do  you 
purpose  to  give  it  back  bj  those  from 
whom  you  say  it  was  robbed  ?  Ton  say 
— "  No,  they  wiU  not  have  it."  But,  at 
any  rate,  this  is  not  fiill  justice.  It  is 
whole  injustice  to  one  party  and  only 
half  justice  to  the  other — if  it  is  justice 
at  aU.  It  is  merely  a  measure  for  the 
humiliation  of  Protestants  and  for  the 
exaltation  of  Boman  Catholics;  but  it 
leads  to  no  permanent  good.  Do  not  the 
Boman  Catholics  themselves  tell  you,  as 
the  Bomish  Bishop  Ooss,  of  Liverpool, 
has  done,  that  they  should  have  their 
property  back  again.  Are  not  the  Wett- 
minattr  Gazette  and  the  other  Boman  Ca- 
tholic organs  constantly  telling  you  this? 
Is  this  a  measure  of  peace  and  concilia- 
tion to  Ireland  ?  I  deny  it  altogether. 
The  peasants  will  not  be  conciliated 
by  it.  They  have  not  asked  for  it. 
Of  the  four  propositions  which  were  put 
forward  for  the  oenefit  of  the  country  the 
first  is  the  laud  question,  and  the  last  is 
the  destruction  of  the  Church.  In  all 
the  meetings  held  in  Dublin  and  else- 
where in  support  of  measures  of  this 
nature,  the  Roman  Catholic  hierarchy 
have  been  obliged  to  float  this  measure 
by  the  land  question,  or  else  they  would 
never  have  been  able  to  lift  it  over  the 
bar. 

My  Lords,  I  should  have  veiy  little 
doubt  about  your  Lordships'  conclusion 
upon  the  Bill  if  you  were  merely  to  ex- 
press the  sentiments  you  entertain  upon 
it.  Substantially  it  is  the  same  measure 
which  was  foreshadowed  in  the  Suspen- 
sory Bill  which  your  Lordships  rejected. 
Uy  noble  Friend  (Earl  (Granville)  has 
quoted  tlie  language  of  several  of  your 
Lordships  who  opposed  the  Bill  last  year, 
inferring  that  they  did  not  mean  to  make 
a  permanent  resistance  to  it,  if  that  re- 
sistance was  distinctly  shown  to  be  in 
oppositionto  the  will  of  the  people.  The 
language  quoted  was  that  of  the  noble 
Marquess  near  me  (the  Marquess  of 
Salisbury),  who  said  that  your  Lordships 
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muBt  yield  to  that  expresaion  of  public 
oplnioa  which  -w&a  permaaentl;  sub- 
tained.  Nov,  I  do  not  hold  that  this 
House  can  permanently  suBtain  itself 
against  public  opinion ;  but  I  feel  that 
the  House  has  at  leaet  this  grave 
function  in  the  Constitution  —  to  give 
time  for  the  further  consideration  of 
such  questions  as  this.  As  has  been  said, 
it  is  your  position  to  resist  the  sudden 
breezes  of  opinion,  but  when  the  settled 
trade  wind  blows,  you  must  give  way. 
This  House  has  on  more  than  one  occa- 
sion acted  in  such  a  manner  ae  to  enable 
the  permanent  public  opinion  to  be  ascer- 
tained and  acted  upon.  We  are  now  in 
more  democratic  latitudes ;  but  we  know 
very  well  that  all  democratic  countries 
have  experienced  the  necessity  of  esta- 
blishing some  check  in  order  to  insure 
the  public  safety  against  sudden  im- 
pulses. In  America,  the  most  democratic 
country  of  all,  particular  pains  have  been 
taken  to  secure  an  efRcient  check.  By 
the  Articles  of  the  American  Constitu- 
tion that  Constitution  can  only  be  altered 
by  a  majority  of  two-thirljs  of  each 
branch  of  the  Legislature,  and  even  then 
the  whole  result  must  bo  submitted  to 
the  people  at  large.  We  have  no  such 
protection.  Our  Constitution  is  oven 
more  democratic  than  that  of  America 
in  this  respect.  In  America  they  have 
the  check  of  the  Senate,  which  we 
have  not ;  they  have  the  check  of  their 
Federal  Assembhes,  which  we  have 
not ;  and,  above  all,  they  have  the  ab- 
solute veto  of  their  President,  which  we 
have  not;  for  we  all  know  from  the 
experience  of  the  last  century  and  a 
half  that  the  veto  of  the  Sovereign  in 
this  country  is  a  fiction.  If  you  in- 
crease the  democratic  element  without 
retaining  the  existing  checks  of  your  Con- 
stitution you  will  end  in  having  a  pure 
and  simple  democracy  without  any  checks 
at  all.  Is  it  reasonable  that  a  measure 
not  twelvemonths  old,  of  so  revolutionary 
a  character,  infringing  the  Act  of  Union 
in  one  of  its  most  material  points,  dises- 
tablishing the  Church  in  one  of  the  three 
■branches  of  the  United  Kingdom,  and 
adopting  a  principle  entirely  new  to  legis- 
lation, not  only  in  this  country  but  in 
every  country  in  Europe  and  everywhere 
except  in  the  United  States  of  America, 
should  be  hurriod  through  in  this  way? 
Is  it  surprising  with  so  new  and  revolu- 
tionary a  measure  that  we  should  ask  for 
further  time  to  consider  it  ?  Moreover, 
Th  Earl  of  Sarrowhy 
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I  believe  that  the  working  classes — those 
at  least  who  pay  any  attention  to  politics 
— are,  at  this  moment,  lookijig  to  your 
LordFJiJps  to  give  them  that  time  for  the 
consideration  of  the  question  which  they 
think  the  importance  of  the  subject  de- 
If  you  now  pass  this  Bill  you 
will  inflict  a  fatal  blow  upon  this  House. 
The  democracy  are  expecting  you  to  give 
them  time;  they  are  coming  by  hundreds 
and  thousands,  expecting  and  urging  you 
to  do  80  ;  they  are  holding  pubhc  meet- 
ings, and  doing  everything  in  theirpower 
to  express  their  wishes  —  and  will  you 
turn  and  say — "No,  wo  are  afraid?" 
Will  you  assent  to  the  view  of  those  who 
declare  that,  as  this  measure  has  been 
passed  by  the  House  of  Commons,  of 
course  it  must  be  passed  by  the  House 
of  Lords  ?  I  repeat  that  if  you  do  so 
you  will  strike  a  grievous  blow  at  this 
House,  and  at  the  Constitution,  and 
will  show  a  blameworthy  disregard  for 
the  feelings  and  religious  convictions  of 
large  masses  of  your  fellow-countrymen, 
who  are  praying  you  to  give  effect  to 
their  wishes,  and  your  own  convictions. 
From  that  blow  you  will  never  recover, 
nor  will  you  ever  recover  the  place  you 
will  thereby  lose  in  the  confidence  and 
affections  of  the  people.  I  have  had 
particular  opportunities,  enjoyed  by  few 
of  your  LoMships,  of  mixing  with  the 
workii^  classes  of  this  country.  I 
have  seen  them  individually  and  in  great 
masses.  I  know  the  strength  of  their 
rehgious  convictions,  and  the  hearty  re- 
spect which  they  entertain  for  your  Lord- 
ships. I  am  sure  that  this  Bill  goes 
against  the  well-considered  opinion  of 
the  country ;  and,  at  anyrate,  I  ask  your 
Lordships  to  give  further  time  to  the 
country  before  this  great  revolution  is 
accomplished.  I  beg  to  move  that  the 
Bill  be  read  a  second  time  this  day  three 
months. 

Amendment  mtfCfiftoleave  out  ("now") 
and  insert  ("  this  day  three  months.") — 
{The  Earl  of  Shrrowbff.) 


The  Eam.  of  CLARENDON  :  My 
Lords,  whatever  may  be  my  opinion  of 
the  decision  come  to  at  the  meeting  of 
noble  Lords  opposite  last  Saturday  week, 
and  of  the  degree  of  foresight  there 
displayed,  I  cannot  but  admit  that  they 
displayed  great  judgment  in  selecting 
my  noble  Friend  (tho  Earl  of  Harrowby) 
as  tho  leader  of  this  attack — which  I 
hope  I  may  coll  a  forlorn  hope,  and  c 
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wliich  cannot  possibly  succeed.    I  thiiik 

that  great  judgment  was  shown  in  select- 
ing; my  noble  Friend,  because  I  doubt 
whether  any  other  Peer  could  have  said  so 
mnny  strong  things  with  the  same  con- 
scientious conviction  that  every  one  of 
them  was  true.  My  noble  Friend  is 
known  to  be  no  political  partizan ;  he 
has  pursued  through  life  an  independent 
course  of  action,  and  his  opinions  are 
always  listened  io  with  respect ;  bat  my 
noble  Friend  has  brought  liis  mind,  by 
a  process  which  I  shall  not  attempt  to 
analyze,  to  think  that  this  BiU  would  be 
a  fatal  blow  to  this  House  and  to  Pro- 
testantism. Now,  we  are  aU  accustomed 
to  strong  expressions,  and  occasionally 
to  great  misrepresentations  on  some 
occasions;  and  my  noble  Friend  is  old 
enough  to  remember  various  occasions  of 
this  nature  when  certain  political  changes 
were  proposed.  He  must,  for  instance, 
remember  the  alarm  exhibited  when  it 
was  proposed  to  repeal  the  Teat  and  Cor- 
poration Acts.  Ho  must  remember  the 
absolute  severance  of  social  ties  which 
marked  the  progress  of  Reform  in  1831. 
He  must  remember,  also,  the  indigna- 
tion excited  in  Ireland  when  my  noble 
Friend  opposite,  then  Mr.  Stanley,  ven- 
tured to  affirm  that  twenty-two  Bishops 
were  rather  a  redundant  allowance  for 
the  Protestants  of  Ireland,  and  suggest- 
ed that  twelve  would  be  enough.  He 
must  remember  the  mass  meeting  of  the 
Bishops  and  clei^  of  Ireland,  who  then 
and  there  resolved  that  the  King  would 
violate  his  Coronation  Oath,  that  the  Act 
of  Union  would  be  violated,  and  that 
the  Protestant  mission  in  Ireland  could 
not  survive  if  those  ten  bishoprics  were 
Buppreased.  My  noble  Friend  must  re- 
member still  more  vividly  all  that  passed 
in  this  country  at  the  time  when  the 
principles  of  Free  Trade  were  first  adopt- 
ed, the  conflict  which  ended  in  the  re- 
peal of  the  Com  Laws,  and  the  manner 
in  which  Sir  Eobert  Peel  was  driven 
from  Office  and  hounded  almost  to  death 
by  Ms  own  party  for  the  patriotic  man- 
ner in  wMcn  he  carried  out  his  own  con- 
victions. Precisely  the  same  language 
is  now  held  with  respect  to  Mr.  OIi^- 
atone ;  and  in  reading  some  recent 
speeches  at  Manchester,  I  was  reminded 
of  an  incident  which  happened  to  my- 
self, and  which  is  not  inapplicable  just 
now.  It  was  at  the  time  of  the  agitation 
for  the  repeal  of  the  Com  Laws.  I 
happened  to  get  into  a  railway  carriage. 


only  one  seat  In  which  was  vacant,  the 
rest  being  occupied  by  men  of  the  farmer 
class,  who  were  returning  &om  an  agri- 
cultural show.  Their  conversation  con- 
sisted of  bitter  abuse  of  Sir  Robert  Peel, 
who  they  said  they  all  knew  was  in- 
terested in  the  ruin  of  agriculture,  be- 
cause all  his  property  was  invested  in  the 
funds.  I  ventured  to  take  the  side  of  Sir 
Eobert  Peel,  adding  that  I  was  not  a 
personal  Mend  of  his  and  did  not  belong 
to  his  party ;  upon  which  the  Nestor  and 
spokesman  of  my  fellow-travellers  said 
— "  Well,  Sir,  what  you  say  may  betrue 
or  false;  all  I  know  is  thatif  Sir  Robert 
Peel  appeared  in  Salisbury  market  to- 
morrow morning  there  would  not  be  a 
square  inch  of  Mm  left  in  five  minutes." 
Judging  tram  what  one  reads,  Mr. 
Gladstone  would  be  torn  piecemeal  in 
the  same  way  at  the  hands  of  men  whose 
fanatic  zeal  has  been  maddened  by  men 
much  superior  to  them  in  education.  My 
noble  Friend  (the  Earl  of  Harrowby) 
has  said  that  this  is  a  new  question,  and 
that  the  measure  now  before  your  Lord- 
ships was  brought  forward  for  the  pur- 
pose of  outbidding  Lord  Mayo.  A  uttie 
later  he  proved  to  his  own  satisfaction 
that  the  scheme  is  entirely  borrowed 
from  Mr.  MiaU.  Now,  my  noble  Friend 
cannot  be  right  in  both  cases,  and  I 
think  he  was  wrong  in  both.  There  was 
no  agreement  with  Mr.  Dillon,  or  with 
those  whom  he  represented.  There  was 
no  understanding  with  the  Liberation 
Society.  The  whole  thing  is  a  fiction 
existing  in  the  mind  of  my  noble  Friend ; 
its  only  foundation  arises  from  the  ex- 
ercise— the  lively  exercise — of  his  ima- 
gination. 

With  respect  to  the  Bill,  so  far  from 
the  subject  being  new  to  the  country, 
it  has  been  before  them  for  the  last 
year  and  a-half;  there  have  been  many 
discussions  upo^  it ;  and  it  is  so  weU 
understood  by  the  country  that  I  feel  I 
can  add  nothing  new  and  nothing  of 
importance  to  the  discussion — especially 
after  the  lucid  and  able  explanation 
of  my  noble  Friend  (Earl  Granville), 
who,  I  undertake  f«  say,  made  this 
BiU,  complicated  as  it  is,  perfectly  in- 
telligible to  all  your  Lordships.  In- 
deed, I  think  the  speech  is  one  will  im- 
prove his  official  position  in  the  eyes  of 
my  noble  Friend  opposite  (the  ^rl  of 
Derby),  who  said  that  the  Govemment 
consisted  of  only  two  persons,  Mr. 
Gladstone  and  &U-.  Bright.  But,  after 
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my  noble  Friend's  Bpeeeh  in  introducing 
tbjs  Bill,  I  think  lie  inll  admit  that  the 
affaira  of  this  country  are  administered 
at  least  by  a  trio.  As  the  BUI  hae  come 
up  to  this  last  court  of  appeal,  I  agree 
that  we  should  solemnly,  laying  aside 
all  prejudice,  ask  ourselTea  whether  it 
is  just  and  necessary  that  the  Irish 
Church  should  cease  to  exist  as  an 
Establishment ;  and,  if  so,  does  this  Bill 
afford  a  means  desirable  and  just  ?  First, 
let  me  say  how  entirely  I  agree  with  my 
noble  Friend  (the  Earl  of  Harrowby)  as 
to  the  virtues — I  know  them  well — of 
the  Irish  clergy  in  the  limited  field  which 
they  possess.  I  know  that  to  a  certain 
extent  the  Irish  Church  does  promote  re- 
ligion and  morality.  But  I  have  lived 
in  Ireland  before  I  became  Lord  Lieu- 
tenant. I  have  travelled  much  there, 
and  as  a  sincere  and  earnest  Protestant 
I  leamt  to  sympathize  with  my  Boman 
Catholic  fellow-countrymen  in  the  posi- 
tion which  I  saw  them  occupy.  I  never 
felt  that  more  than  I  did  in  seeing  crowds 
of  poor  Boman  Catholics  kneeling  in  the 
mud  outside  a  miserable  hovd  of  a 
chapel,  when  close  by  was  a  large  and 
handsome  Protestant  Church  almost  un- 
used. Well,  how  galled  we  should  be 
if  we  were  in  the  position  of  the  Catho- 
lics, and  if  we  felt  that  all  the  honours, 
dignities,  and  wealth  were  heaped  upon 
those  who  ministered  to  500,000  persons, 
while  those  who  performed  umilar  func- 
tions for  4,000,000  or  6,000,000  derived 
no  advantage  from  the  State.  We  felt, 
my  Lords,  that  the  existence  of  the 
Church  in  Ireland  was  a  gross  and  a 
crying  injustice.  We  felt  that  it  waa 
looked  upon  by  the  great  majority  of  the 
Irish  people,  and  not  without  reason,  as 
a  badge  of  conquest.  This  is  now  a 
hackneyed  term,  hut  it  truly  represents 
the  state  of  things.  It  was  established 
by  force,  and  by  force  it  has  been  main- 
tained. In  DO  other  'way  could  the 
Church  of  a  small  minority  of  Protestants 
be  upheld  in  a  Boman  Catholic  country. 
We  did  not,  it  is  true,  bum  and  torture 
those  who  professed  another  religion,  as 
the  Inquisition  did ;  but  we  cannot  hardly 
fail  to  look    back  upon  that  inhuman 

Snal  code  to  which  my  noble  Friend  be- 
ad me  has  so  feelingly  alluded,  without 
coming  to  the  conclusion  that  it  presents 
one  of  the  blackest  pages  in  our  history, 
and  that,  as  for  as  we  could,  we  en- 
deavoured to  make  our  proceedings  as 
bad  as  tliose  which  have  reflected  so 
Th«  Earl  of  Clarendon 


much  on  the  Inquisition.  The  Inquisi- 
tion took  a  more  direct  and  blunt  method. 
Such,  my  Lords,  was  our  mode  of  carry- 
ing out  freedom  of  conscience — out  of  it 
grew  the  system  of  Protestant  ascend- 
ancy— and  it  is  the  spirit  of  Protestant 
ascendancy  which  has  caused  the  Church 
in  Ireland  to  be  a  political  Church,  to 
be  kept  up  for  political  purposes,  and 
thereby  to  oe  rendered  one  of  the  great 
grievances  of  that  country.  My  noble 
Friend  who  has  just  sat  down  has  very 
fairly  asked  why,  if  the  existence  of  the 
Irish  Church  has  so  long  been  regarded 
as  a  grievance,  those  who  felt  that 
grievance  so  acutely  have  not  sought  to 
have  it  remedied  before  now ;  why  we, 
when  we  were  in  power,  never  took  the 
opportunity  so  much  as  to  lift  up  one 
finder  to  propose  a  remedy  ?  My  Lordfi, 
the  answer  is  simple.  The  f^  is  that, 
while  the  evil  has  been  recognized  by 
more  than  one  statesman,  l£ere  have 
hitherto  been  found  tK>  be  too  many  diffi- 
culties in  the  way  of  successfully  grap- 
pling with  this  question.  At  last,  as 
with  other  questions,  the  time  airivea 
when  the  existing  state  of  things  can  no 
longer  be  tolerated,  and  when  justice 
and  common  sense  over-ride  all  tiie  ob- 
stacles which  stand  in  the  way,  and  defy 
all  consequences.  It  was  the  same  with 
the  first  Beform  Bill.  AB  rational  men 
were  aware  of  the  evils  attendant  on  the 
rotten  borough  system ;  they  knew  that 
under  that  system  the  representation  of 
the  people  waa  a  mockery ;  yet  it  was 
long  before  any  measure  to  reform  it 
was  introduced.  Ko  one  knew  how  to 
set  about  the  remedy  till  the  highest 
authority  in  this  House  was  heard  one 
ni^ht  to  say  that  Manchester  and  Bir- 
mingham had  no  claim  to  he  represented, 
and  that  East  Betford  and  Old  Sarum 
were  integral  parts  of  the  Constitution. 
The  evident  scandal  compelled  Parlia- 
ment to  take  up  the  question — and  the 
result  was  the  Beform  Act  and  Schedule 
A.  So  it  has  come  to  be  with  the  Estab- 
lished Church  in  Ireland.  It  is  impos- 
sible that  that  Church  can  continue  to 
be  muntained  in  the  position  which  it 
has  heretofore  occupied.  The  question  of 
its  disestablishment  and  disendowment 
has  become  the  question  of  the  hour.  I 
do  not  care  to  ransack  the  pages  of 
Hantard  to  see  what  Orattan  or  anybody 
else  has  said  on  the  subject.  It  is  a  sub- 
ject too  grave  to  bo  degraded  by  a  refer- 
ence to  personal  or  party  ooneideiatioiu. 
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I  do  not  blame  the  late  Gtovernmeat 
for  the  su^;estioa  they  made  laet 
year.  The  only  blame  that  can  be 
attached  to  them  is  that  they  did  not 
Bee  that  it  was  impossible — that  the 
country  would  not  adopt  it.  At  the 
same  time  it  is  impossible  to  govern 
Ireland  aa  we  have  governed  it  here- 
tofore. Foreign  nations  know  our  posi- 
tion perfectly  well  with  regard  to  Ire- 
land ;  that  as  long  aa  Ireland  continues 
discontented  and  unsettled,  this  country 
is  to  a  cRrtain  extent  crippled.  All  this 
proves  the  utter  bewilderment  of  one 
Oovemment  after  another  what  to  do 
to  pacify  Ireland.  It  is  this  crisia — this 
impossibility  of  going  on  as  we  have 
done — ^that  has  afforded  Mr.  Gladstone 
the  opportunity — or  I  should  rather  say 
has  imposed  upon  him  the  duty — of  pro- 
posing a  great  and  comprehenaiTe  mea- 
sure— to  provide  for  a  great  evil  a  suffi- 
cient remedy.  To  talk  of  this  measure, 
as  my  noble  Friend  has  done,  as  dan- 
gerous to  Protestantism  is  a  great  insult 
to  those  who  profess  that  religion  in 
Ireland — and  who  not  only  profess  it, 
but  who  own  nine-tenths  of  the  pro- 
perty there,  and  who  have  before  their 
eyes  the  manner  in  which  the  spiritual 
wanU  of  4,000,000  or  5,000,000  of  their 
fellow-countrymen  are  supplied,  without 
aid  &om,  or  connection  with,  the  State 
and  who  have  also  before  them  the  ex- 
ample, as  my  noble  Friend  behind  mt 
told  your  Lordships  in  an  early  part  of 
the  evening,  of  the  Free  Church  of  Scot- 
land, who  within  the  last  twenty-five 
years  have  biult  900  churches  and  pro- 
vided between  £300,000  and  £400,000 
a  year  for  the  support  of  their  ministers. 
My  noble  Friend  oppo^te  says  that  if 
this  Bill  passes  the  Protestants  of  Ire- 
land will  emigrate,  and  that  those  who 
do  not  emigral*  will  become  rebels ;  but 
I  can  scarcely  believe  that  their  faith  is 
BO  feeble,  or  that  their  enei^es  will  be 
fio  paralyzed,  that  they  will  despair  of 
that  religion  for  which  they  have  so 
often  professed  themselves  ready  to  sa- 
crifice their  lives,  merely  because  it  no 
longer  enjoys  the  favour  of  the  State. 

My  Lor<u,  I  now  come  to  the  ques- 
tion whether  your  Lordships  would  be 
acting  wisely,  or  patrioticaUy,  in  reject- 
ing a  measure  which  has  been  sent  up 
to  yon  backed  by  so  large  a  majority 
from  the  House  of  Commons.  I  entirely 
concur  in  what  has  been  said  this  even- 
ing by  my  noble  Friend  (Earl  Granville) 


as  to  the  constitutional  power  of  this 
House  OS  exercised  in  the  rejection  of 
the  Suspensory  Bill  lost  Session.  Many 
may  regret  the  course  which  your  Ijord- 
ships  ulbh  took ;  but  so  great  is  their 
respect  for  this  House  as  a  branch  of 
the  Legislature,  and  so  anxious  are  they 
to  see  it  occupy  its  legitimate  position, 
and  exercising  its  legitimate  power  in 
the  transaction  of  public  affairs,  that  I 
am  sure  there  was  a  laive  amount  of 
acquiescence  in  what  fell  from  my  noble 
Friend  opposite  last  Session  when  he 
said  that  we  should  be  dealing  unjustly 
to  ourselves  and  unjustly  to  tne  nation, 
if,  before  we  had  ascertained  what  the 
real  feeling  of  the  country  was  on  the 
subject,  we  gave  our  sanction  to  the 
measure  which  was  then  under  our  con- 
sideration. That  was  putting  the  case 
as  it  stood  last  year,  in  my  opinion,  veiy 
simply  and  very  fairly.  The  Suspensory 
Bill  was  mainly  upon  this  ground  re- 
jected  by  your  Lordships,  and  an  appeal 
was  made  to  the  new  constituency,  who 
were  described  by  my  noble  Friend  to 
be  a  more  solvent,  more  intelligent,  and 
steady  class  of  voters.  From  the  view 
taken  by  my  noble  Friend  of  the  new 
electors  I  am  by  no  means  dic^sed  to 
dissent.  To  them  the  question  at  issue 
was  submitted,  and  what  has  been  their 
verdict?  Their  verdict  was  tmmlstake- 
able,  and  it  was  that  the  Irish  Church 
should  be  disestablished.  So  tmmis- 
tskeably  indeed  was  the  opinion  of  the 
new  constituency  pronounced,  that  the 
late  Government  bowed  at  once  to  its 
decision,  and  retired  irom  Office  without 
venturing  to  meet  Parliament.  In  taking 
that  course  I  agree  with  my  noble  Friend 
in  thinking  that  they  acted  patriotically : 
but  it  seems  to  me  that  an  appeal  having 
been  made  to  the  country,  it  would  not 
be  right  or  proper  to  disregard  its  de- 
cision. As  I  said  before,  the  nation  at 
large  is,  I  feel  satisfied,  well  disposed  to 
see  the  House  of  Lords  exercise  its  le- 
gitimate power ;  but  then  it  will,  I 
tiunk,  not  consider  that  power  to  have 
been  Intimately  exercised  if  we  con- 
temptuously throw  out  a  Bill  such  as 
that  before  us,  supported  as  it  has  been 
*)y  an  immense  majority  of  the  House 
>f  Commons.  To  the  measure  itself  I 
attach  the  utmost  importance — I  believe 
it  to  be  both  just  and  necessaiy ;  but  I 
own  I  care  still  more  for  the  influence 
and  position  of  your  Lordships'  House, 
and  I  cannot  help  feeling  that  that  in- 
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fluenoe  and  position  will  be  seriously 
impaired  if  you  take  the  course  vhich 
the  noble  Lord  who  has  just  sat  down 
asks  you  to  take — a  course  which  would, 
no  doubt,  please  the  great  Orange  party 
and  the  "tall  talkers"  of  some  Irinh 
constituencies — and  which  a  considerable 
number  of  men — no  feeble  phalanx — 
who  dislike  the  aristocracy  and  desire 
to  see  the  influence  of  this  House  weak- 
ened in  the  country,  would  be  glad  to 
see  you  adopt.  My  Lords,  the  Bill 
which  made  household  su&^e  law  was 
far  more  important,  for  more  pregnant 
in  its  consequences,  far  more  distasteful 
to  the  majority  of  your  Lordships  than 
this  measure,  and  I  only  say  that  I 
heartily  re-echo  the  words  used  by  the 
noble  Earl  at  the  close  of  his  speech  in 
introducing  the  Bill,  when  he  said — 

"  I  only  hops  [hat  in  ant  courae  four  Lordihipi 
think  U  right  lo  Inke,  your  Lordshipa  nill  not 
think  it  expedir>nt  or  oongisteDt  vith  your  duty  to 
oppoae  the  leeond  reading." 

The  Duke  of  EUTLAND  :  I  am,  my 
Lords,  strongly  opposed  to  the  second 
reading  of  this  Bill ;  I  am  opposed  to  it 
both  on  account  of  its  disestabhshment 
of  the  Irish  Church  and  because  of  it^ 
disendowing  it.  I  am  opposed  to  it  be- 
cause I  beSeve  it  to  be  absolutely  un- 
necessary— ^because  I  believe  it  to  be 
right  and  proper  that  the  State  should  be 
in  connection  with  religion  and  should 
be  based  upon  it ;  and  because  I  be- 
lieve that  while  on  the  one  hand  the  State 
derives  considerable  advantage  from 
the  connection,  it  is  on  the  other  hand 
of  great  benefit  to  the  Church  to  be  sup- 
ported by  the  State ;  and  because  I  be- 
lieve that  that  connection  is  the  only 
security  for  all  denominations  of  religion, 
and  for  the  principle  of  civil  and  reli- 
gious liberty.  I  also  hold  that  the  Co- 
ronation Oath  and  the  Articles  of  Union 
alike  preclude  the  possibility  of  the  dis- 
estabhshment  of  the  Irish  Church.  With 
regard  to  the  disendowment  of  the  Irish 
Church,  I  am  also  strongly  opposed  to  it, 
because  I  hold  it  to  be  wrong  to  take 
away  from  the  Irish  Church  property 
which  has  belonged  to  it  for  upwarfs  of 
three  centuries.  The  opinions  of  certain 
statesmen  have  been  quoted  by  my  noble 
Friend  who  moved  the  rejection  of  the 
Bill,  and  when  the  measure  was  intro- 
duced in  "another  place"  the  autho- 
rity of  Mr.  Pitt  was  brought  forward. 
It  was  said  that  &Ir.  Pitt  was  for  equa- 
lity, and  that  being  for  equality  it  must 
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for  the  equality  professed  in  this 
Now,  I  recollect  the  letter  of 
Mr.  Pitt,  which  has  been  published 
by  my  noble  Friend  below  me  {Earl 
Stanhope),  and  which  was  written  by 
Mr.  Pitt,  in  1796,  to  my  grandfather  who 
was  then  Lord  Lieutenant  of  Ireland. 
In  that  letter  Mr.  Pitt  said— 

"The  Established  Church,  vith  legioni  of  P>- 
piata  on  one  aide  and  a  violent  Preabytery  on  the 
aiher,  must  bo  anpported,  however  deoidedlj,  ai 
the  principle  that  combinstioni  are  to  compel 
meosurea  muat  he  enerminatpd  out  of  the  eoan- 
try  and  the  publio  mind.  At  the  same  time,  the 
country  muat  not  be  pennitled  to  continue  in  a 
Blnto  little  lesa  than  wnr  when  n  eubatantini  grier- 
ance  i a  alleged  to  be  the  enuso.  The  nwjarily  of  tbft 
laity,  who  are  at  all  timea  ready  to  oppoae  tiihea, 
are  likowiae  atrone  ndvocatea  for  aome  aettlement. 
On  the  whole,  it  forma  a  moat  involved  and  diffl- 
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ought  to  be  investigated  :but  then  it  ia  problem: 
cal  whether  nny  efffCtual  rsnie<ty  can  be  applied 
without  endangering  the  Esiabliabmont,  which 
muat  be  guarded  and  kept,  and  wliolher  any  ar- 
rnngemenl  could  be  auggestod  which  the  Church 
(who  muat  he  conaulted)  would  agree  to,  adequate 
10  the  nature  and  extent  ol'tho  evil  complnirved  of. 
In  abort,  it  iniolvei  a  great  political  sultlement, 
worthy  of  the  deoisian  of  your  clear  and  incom- 
parable judgment." 

That  was  lb,  Pitt's  idea  of  the  manner 
in  which  the  Established  Church  should 
be  considered.  I  should  like  to  know 
whether,  in  the  present  instance,  the  Irish 
Church  was  consulted  on  the  measure 
intended  to  be  proposed  by  Government. 
Now,  my  Lords,  the  concluding  portion 
of  the  speech  of  my  noble  Fnend  who 
last  addressed  the  House  (the  Earl  of 
Clarendon)  chiefly  related  to  the  repeal 
of  the  Corn  Laws.  My  noble  Fnend 
said  there  was  a  time  when  Sir  Gobert 
Peel's  name  was  execrated  for  having 
introduced  the  measure  for  the  repeal « 
the  Corn  Laws.  But  the  Com  Laws  have 
now  been  repealed  for  some  years,  and 
we  are  all  thankful  for  that  measure. 
And  my  noble  Friend  taunted  us  with 
our  opposition  to  that  repeal,  and  to  Free 
Trade.  Now,  I  do  not  want  to  go  into 
the  general  question,  but  I  cannot  help 
reminding  your  Lordships  that  it  was 
only  the  other  day  that  the  subject  of 
the  increasing  pauperism  of  the  country 
was  under  your  Lordships'  considera- 
tion. I  do  not  say  that  increase  is  owing 
to  Free  Trade,  but  I  do  say  that  it  is 
under  Free  Trade  that  pauperism  has  in- 
creased, and,  therefore,  it  is  not  fair 
that  my  noble  Friend  should  taunt  ua 
with  our  opposition  to  Free  Trade,  and 
tell  UJ9  that  as  no  harm  came  from  that 
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e  eo  no  harm  would  come  firom 
this.  Now,  the  noble  Earl  agrees  with 
Sir  Bobert  Feel's  opinion  on  the  Com 
Laws.  Does  he  agree  with  Sir  Eobert 
Peel's  opinion  on  the  Irish  Church,  and 
the  danger  of  such  a  meaauro  as  that 
which  is  now  proposed  f  What  did  Sir 
Bobert  Peel  say,  in  1833,  whei^  the  Ap- 
propriation Clause  was  under  considera- 
tion ?— 

"  ir  long  pouMiion  and  the  prtwription  of 
more  tbaD  threo  oonturies  were  Dot  powerful 
anonj^h  (o  protect  the  proper!]'  at  tho  Charuh 
from  Bpoll-iLion,  there  would  Iw  liltlu  nfetj  Tor 
■n}  dfacription  of  priinle  propertj,  aod  much 
leu  ufetj  for  that  propertj  whioh  wu  iu  the 
b>adi  of  lay  corporationa." 
Those  words  were  spoken  in  1833,  but 
they  are  equally  true  in  1869.  Let  us 
beware  of  what  we  are  about.  Let  us 
not  thiak  that  we  can  lay  hands  upon 
the  property  of  the  Church  without  en- 
dangering other  property.  This  pro- 
perty is  not  the  property  of  the  State. 
The  State  did  not  give  it,  and  the  State 
has  nothing  to  do  with  it.  I  will  go 
even  further,  and  say  that  it  is  not  even 
the  property  of  the  Protestanta  of  Ire- 
land. It  is  the  properly  of  Ood,  and 
what  you  propose  to  do  is  to  take'  away 
the  proper^  of  God  and  apply  it  to 
secular  purposes.  I  will  yenture  to  make 
one  quotation  from  an  eminent  man,  for 
whom  I  am  sure  the  party  opposite  always 
had,  and  always  will  have,  the  greatest 
respect.  I  refer  to  Lord  Palmerston, 
who,  on  the  1st  of  March,  1813,  in  the 
House  of  Commons  said — 

"  But,  wtuterer  iD>r  be  tho  errors  of  indivi- 
duHla,  I  never  can  bring  myself  to  belieTS  that 
there  would  .it  anf  time  be  found  in  this  Ilouie  a 
inflicientlj  powerful  and  numeroua  ProtestJint 
partj,  ■□  proSigato  in  prinoiple,  and  lo  dead  to  a 
nnse  of  CToryihing  whieh  would  be  due  to  Ihem- 
iel<rei  and  tn  their  country,  at  to  barteraway  the 
roligioui  ealabliihment  of  any  fntt  of  Iho  Empire 
for  the  gratiBcntioa  of  political  arobiiion.  But 
inppoajng,  again,  thia  combination  of  improbahi- 
litiri  to  occur,  and  auch  a  vote  to  be  eiioried 
from  Chat  House,  I  trust  that  there  would  atill  be 
in  the  Diher  Ilouie  of  Parliament,  in  a  Protestant 
SoTcreIgn,  and,  above  all,  in  the  indignant  feeling 
of  a  betrayed  people,  barriers  amplT  aufflcient  to 
protect  tbe  Proleatant  EstablishmentB  of  the  Em- 
pire from  pTofsnalion  bj  such  laerilegious  hands." 
—\\  EaniaTd.  ixiT.  674.] 

If  words  stronger  than  these  can  be 
found  I  would  gladly  make  use  of  them ; 
but  I  believe  that  it  would  be  impossible 
to  find  words  more  strongly  condemnatory 
of  the  policy  of  the  Qoveniment.  And 
what  argument  has  been  iised  to-night 
or  elsei^eie  in  lavoux  of  this  great  act 


of  wrong  and  ini  ustice  P  We  have  been 
told  that  the  Irish  Church  is  the  Church 
of  a  minority.  That  is  true  if  you  con- 
fine your  view  to  Ireland ;  but  if  you 
take  a  larger  view,  and  regard  the  Irish 
Church  as  a  part  and  parcel  of  the  Eng- 
lish Church — as  the  United  Church  of 
England  and  Ireland — then  the  minori^ 
is  conTerted  into  a  mwority;  and  it  is  only 
by  regarding  Ireland  as  a  separate  and 
wien  country  that  the  Irish  Churoh  can 
be  called  the  Church  of  the  minority. 
Would  the  fact  that  the  Boman  Catholics 
or  the  Dissenters  had  large  congrega- 
tions in  particular  towns  in  this  country, 
be  a  reason  for  disestablishing  the  Eng- 
lish Churoh?  But  I  am  told  that  we 
must  disestablieh  the  Irish  Church  in 
order  to  bring  about  equahty.  How  can 
there  be  equality  between  truth  and 
error?  Formerly  we  used  to  hear  that 
it  was  our  duty  to  ascertain  the  truth 
and  to  abide  by  it  at  all  hazards  ;  and  it 
was  by  taking  that  view  and  acting  on 
that  principle  we  attained  our  present 
greatness  as  a  nation,  and  secured  the 
blessings  of  the  Constitution  which  we 
now  enjoy.  Equality !  Is  there  no  other 
equality  than  religious  equality?  Do 
you  suppose  we  shall  satisfy  Ireland  by 
giving  the  lioman  Cathohcs  of  that 
coiintry  what  you  term  religious  equality? 
With  your  Lordships'  permission  I  will 
read  an  extract  &om  a  remarkable  article 
in  the  Tahlet  newspaper,  the  leading 
Boman  Catholic  journal,  which  bean  on 
this  point — 
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and  rent-charges  were  applied  to  aecular  purposei 
— or  PTcn  to  Catholie  purposes  —  or  if,  le«T- 
ing  the  Protestant  Establishment  alone,  the  Ca. 
thollo  Church  were  endowed  by  the  State  and 
pat  on  a  looting  of  perfect  equality  of  wealth 
und  privilege  with  the  Pi-otestint  Church,  wo 
should  only  have  denit  with  one  feature,  with 
one  symptom  of  the  diacaao,  and  should  not  hnvo 
reached  the  seat  of  the  disorder.  The  wound 
of  Ireland  is.  that  whereas  the  great  niajorilj  of 
the  popalation  o(  Ireland  arc  C;itholica.  auch  a 
large  proportion  of  the  soil  of  Ireland  btlongs  to 
Proleatanta.  and  lliat  Protestants  form  such  a 
large  portion  of  tlioio  claises  which,  by  superior 
wealth  and  superior  advantages,  are  raised  in 
IOC iai  station  higher  than  the  rest.  This,  we  be- 
liere  to  be  the  root  of  the  Irish  evil,  and  it  lies 
deeper,  far  deeper,  th.in  the  Irish  Protestant 
Churoh  Establishment.  We  are  perfeoily convinced, 
and  on  evidence,  than  which  dcmonslrntion  could 
scarcely  be  more  conclusive,  that  if  the  Legisl.i- 
ture  were  to  conflioal«  to-morrow  every  acre  of 
land,  and  every  shilling  of  tithe  rent-charge  now 
belon^iDg  to  the  Protestant  Church  Establish- 
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meot  in  Inland,  and  vere  to  deprive  ths  Proteit' 
ant  Biihop*  Md  clergj  of  everj  legal  priTilega 
wbieb  tbay  now  pouew  bj  virtue  of  their  belong- 
ing to  tbe  SlMe  Cburcb,  the]'  vauld  not  have 
abated  tbft  Iriah  grievance,  or  cured  the  Iriih 
disease  ;  thof  would  have  onlf  cauwd  a  change  in 
the  form  of  vardi  bj  vbich  tbe  eomplainu  of 
tbeae  who  feel  aggrieved  now  find  eipreuion." 
It  is  clear,  then,  tliat  even  thougli  you 
should  destro;  the  Irish  Church  you  will 
not,  in  die  mindB  of  the  Boman  Cathohcs 
of  Ireland,  hare  done  justice  to  them. 
My  Lords,  the  noble  Earl  who  spoke 
last  (the  Earl  of  Clarendon)  said  he 
wished  to  see  this  Bill  passed,  because 
by  abolishing  the  Established  Church, 
we  should  be  getting  rid  of  a  badge  of 
conquest  in  Ireland.  That  I  entirely 
deny.  If  such  an  expression  can  be  ap- 
plied with  any  truth  at  all  it  is  appli- 
cable to  the  Soman  Catholics  in  Ireland, 
not  to  the  Protestants.  If  there  is  such 
a  thing  as  a  badge  of  conquest  in  that 
country  the  Boman  Catholic  religion  is 
that  badge.  For  1,000  years  amr  tiie 
oonunencement  of  tbe  Chnstian  era  Ire- 
land had  nothing  to  do  with  the  Soman 
Catbohc  Church.  In  a  sermon  preached 
by  tlie  Bishop  of  Lincobt,  I  find  this  ex- 
tract from  Wordsworth's  Siitory  of  the 
Irish  Church — 

"  Laurentiu*,  another  miaiionar;  frem  Some, 
■ncoeedsd  Auguitine  in  England.  He  wrote  a 
letter  which  ma;  be  found  in  Bede'i  HiHory,  in 
which  he  deBoribos  the  nature  of  his  own  recep. 
tion  firat,  from  ths  ecolesiattios  of  Britain,  and 
neit  from  theie  of  Ireland.  He  thus  writes  — 
■  Betbre  we  entered  Britain  we  held  the  British 
and  Irish  in  great  esteem,  supposing  that  thej 
conformed  lo  the  customs  of  the  univeraal  Church' 
[b;  which  he  means  the  Church  of  Rome].  '  But 
when  we  had  become  acquainted  with  those  of 
Britain,  we  ooncluded  that  those  of  Ireland  must 
he  better  than  they.  However,  now,'  he  adds, 
'  w«  have  laamt,  through  a  Bishop  of  Ireland, 
Dsganus,  who  hiu  ceme  over  to  Britain,  that  the 
Irish  do  not  diflbr  in  an;  respeot  from  the  British 
in  their  usages.  For  tbia  Irish  Bishop,  Daganue, 
refused  to  eat  at  the  same  table  with  us,  or  even 
under  tbe  same  roof.'  " 

Ireland  was  not  conquered  by  this  coun- 
try till  1171.  It  was  then  conquered  by 
Henry  H.  at  the  instance  of  Pope 
Adrian  lY.  It  was  conquered  at  the 
instance  of  the  Po^e  of  Borne ;  and  for 
two  centimes,  I  think,  after  that  time  it 
was  under  the  Pope  of  Rome  ;  but  dur- 
ing those  two  centuries  it  was  not  more 
happy  or  more  content  thaq  it  was  either 
before  or  since.  If  the  Established 
Church  is  to  be  desti-oyed  in  Ireland, 
what  is  to  be  put  up  instead  of  it  i  The 
noble  Earl  who  moved  the  sw-ond  read- 
ing (Earl  Chranville)  stated  the  leading 


provisions  of  tbe  BUI  with  great  fairness 
and  perspicuity.  The  BiU  proposes  a 
nondescript  sort  of  future  ecclesiastical 
government  for  the  Church.  It  would 
appear  that  tbe  laity  and  the  clei^  are 
to  meet  together  and  arrange  a  constitu- 
tion, and  when  the  Qovemment  are 
sufficiently  satisfied  that  the  constitution 
so  arranged  represents  the  clergy  and 
the  laity,  the  Cburcb  Body  will  be  en- 
abled to  become  a  corporation  and  to 
hold  property.  It  is  proposed  th&t  the 
Churdi  Body  so  constituted  shall  have 
the  churches  now  in  possession  of  the 
Establishment,  if  they  undertake  to  keep 
them  in  repair.  Tlio  Government  wifi 
not  keep  those  buildings  in  repair  for 
the  members  of  the  Church,  though  they 
propose  to  take  from  them  £15,500,000 
sterling,  and  to  leave  to  them  only  those 
endowments  which  date  since  1660.  For 
the  glebe  bouses  and  lands  ten  years' 
purchase  will  have  to  be  paid  by  the 
Church  Body ;  and  then  the  Irish  Church 
will  be  left  to  tbe  voluntary  principle. 
My  Lords,  the  voluntary  principle  is  one 
which  I  hold  to  be  extremely  objection- 
able. I  think  it  is  veiy  objectionable  in 
any  countiy,  but  in  Ireland  it  is  more  so 
than  in  any  other.  In  tbe  rural  parts 
of  Ireland  the  Protestants  are  very  much 
scattered,  and  in  some  districts  it  would 
be  Yery  difficult  for  tbe  clergyman  to  get 
a  living  on  the  voluntary  system,  ^e 
noble  Earl  who  last  addressed  the  House 
enlarged  on  the  success  of  the  Free 
Cbur^  in  Scotland.  I  deny  that  there 
is  any  reality  in  the  analogy  which  the 
noble  Earl  has  drawn  between  the  posi- 
tion in  this  respect  of  Ireland  and  Scot- 
land. In  a  letter  to  IXer/wft!  Sir  James 
Elphinstone  denies  that  the  Free  Church 
of  Scotland  can  be  fairly  referred  to  in 
proof  of  the  success  of  the  voluntary 
system  ;  and  be  gives  this  among  other 
extracts  from  Dr.  Begg's  preface  to  a 
pamphlet  by  Dr.  M 'Naught — 

"  The  actual  state  of  things,  moreover,  is  gra- 
dually threatening  us  with  two  of  the  greatest 
miscbiefa  that  can  befall  a  people — a  famine  of  tbe 
Word  in  otrtain  districts,  and  the  multiplication 
of  an  unbappf  class  of  starving,  cowardly,  and 
incompetent  ministers,  men  who  are  tbe  sbives  of 
their  fellow-men,  and  dare  not  boldlj  speak  the 
trnth.  or  aet  with  manlr  independence  By  all 
mean*  let  us  have  the  full  experieooe  of  the  Free 
Church  proclaimed — the  truth,  the  whole  truth, 
and  nothing  bat  the  truth." 

Now,  my  Lords,  we  have  been  asked 
how  it  b  that  tbe  Church  of  Ireland  will 
not  be  able  to  maintain  itwdf  on  the 
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voluntary  principle  when  the  Church  of 
Borne  has  euooeeded  eo  admimbly  in 
doing  BO.  No  doubt  the  Boman  Catholic 
Chuzch  has  succeeded  admirably  in  main- 
taifiing  itself  upon  that  principle,  aad 
that  it  IB  erecting  enonnous  buildings 
out  of  its  ample  funds.  "We  have  the 
authority  of  the  noble  Earl  opposite  for 
helieTing  such  to  be  the  case.  But  the 
noble  Earl,  in  a  subsequent  part  of  his 
speech,  foi^tting  what  he  had  pre- 
Tioualy  stat«d,  proceeded,  in  contrasting 
the  condition  of  the  unendowed  Boman 
Catholic  Chnrch  with  that  of  the  en- 
dowed Protestant  Church,  to  say  that  it 
made  his  heart  bleed  to  know  that  the 


to  c^er  up  their  prayers  ii^  I  contend 
diat  it  is  impossible  for  the  Protestant 
Church  to  maintain  itself  in  Ireland 
upon  the  voluntary  principle ;  but  the 
matter  is  very  different  as  regards  the 
Koman  Catholic  Church.  Look  at  the 
power  the  Soman  Catholic  Church  exer- 
cises over  its  members — look  at  the  tenets 
of  the  Boman  Catholic  and  at  bis  spiritual 
faith — at  his  belief  in  the  doctrines  of 
transubstantiation,  of  confession,  and, 
above  all,  of  purgatory.  "Why,  tiie 
priest  comes  to  him  and  tells  Turn  that 
the  souls  of  Bome  persons  to  whom  he 
was  deeply  attached  ore  in  purgatory, 
and  are  suffering  torments  &om  which 
he  can  relieve  tkem  for  a  money  pay- 
ment to  the  Church.  Of  course  the  poor 
man  does  not  hesitate  a  moment,  but  pays 
the  money  on  the  faith  that  he  is  there- 
by reheving  hiB  relatives  &om  horrible 
torment.  But  there  is  no  such  power 
belonging  to  the  Protestant  Church — and 
I  thank  God  that  it  is  so ! — and  there- 
fore the  cases  of  the  two  Churches  are 
not  to  be  compared.  Even  supposing 
that  it  has  been  satiBfactorily  ahown  ihat 
the  Boman  Cathohc  Church  has  been 
able  to  maintain  itself  under  the  volun- 
tary system,  that  is  no  reason  why  the 
Protestant  Church  should  be  able  to  do 
the  eame.  X  beheve  that  by  taking 
away  the  endowments  of  the  Protestant 
Church  in  Ireland,  and  forcing  her  to 
depend  upon  the  voluntary  principle, 
you  will  destroy  her  and  deprive  her 
members  of  all  rehgious  ministrations, 
more  especially  those  who  reside  in  the 
rural  districts.  I  maintain  that  this  iB 
a  new  question,  whatever  the  noble  Earl 
opposite  mav  say  to  the  contrary.  It  is 
all  very  well  for  him  to  say  that  thie  is 


no  new  question,  because  Mr.  Maguire 
and  others  have  agitated  it  on  previous 
oGcasiotts ;  but  I  maintain  that  it  is  a 
new  question  for  the  Government  of 
this  country  to  take  up,  and  that,  there- 
fore, it  is  a  new  question  for  the  people 
of  England,  upon  which  we  have  a  right 
and  it  is  our  duty  togive  them  time  for 
re-consideration.  The  noble  Earl  al- 
luded to  what  I  said  on  this  point  last 
year.  I  then  asked  that  the  question 
should  be  submitt«d  to  the  people  of 
England  .before  we  arrived  at  any  de- 
finite decision  upon  the  subject.  It  is  per- 
fectly true  that  I  did  bo  then,  and  it  is 
perfectly  true  that  I  do  so  now.  I  say 
— "  Let  the  people  of  this  country  de- 
cide the  question."  But.  my  LordB, 
last  year  we  had  not  this  Bill  before  us. 
Neither  your  Lordships  nor  the  people 
of  England  had  seen  this  Bill  at  the 
time  the  elections  took  place.  The  Bill 
is  totally  different  from  what  we  were 
led  to  expect  it  would  be.  We  were 
distinctly  told  by  Mr,  Gladstone  that  the 
funds  of  which  the  Irish  Church  was  to 
be  deprived  should,  on  no  pretence  what- 
ever, be  appUed  to  the  support  of  any 
religious  body.  This  wae  the  gist  of  the 
hustings'  Bpeeches,  and  it  is  recited  in 
the  Preamble  to  the  Bill.  But  in  the 
enacting  part  one  of  the  clauses  dis- 
tinctly endows  the  Boman  Cathohc 
Church.  In  place  of  the  annual  dona- 
tion given  by  Parliament  to  the  College 
of  Maynooth,  the  Bill  proposes  to  hand 
over  to  that  institution,  under  the  guise 
of  fourteen  years'  purcjiase  of  its  annual 
grant  of  £30,000,  a  permanent  endow- 
ment of  between  £400,000  and  £500,000. 
Under  these  circumstances  I  believe  I 
am  justified  in  stating  that  the  principle 
of  this  Bill  has  never  been  submitted  to 
the  people  of  England,  to  the  people  of 
Ireland,  or  to  the  people  of  Scotland, 
for  them  to  express  their  opinion  as  to 
whether  it  is  a  wise,  a  statesmanlike, 
and  a  patriotic  measure.  My  Lords,  it 
is  for  time  only  that  I  appeal.  Your 
Lordfihips  have  a  perfect  right  to  pro- 
nounce judgment  upon  this  Bill.  I 
think  you  have  a  right  to  say — not  that 
you  wUl  place  yourselves  in  opposition  to 
the  will  of  the  people  of  Englwid,  to  the 
dehberate  and  reiterated  opinion  of  the 
peopleof  England — ^but  that  you  will  give 
them  time  to  consider  well  a  question  of 
such  constitutional  importance — a  ques- 
tion which,  in  our  belief,  violates  the 
Queen's    Coronation  Oath,    a    questiuu 
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wluch,  in  our  opinion,  violates  tlie  Act  of 
Union,  and  wMch  will  extend,  not  onl; 
to  Ireland,  but  eventually  also  to  Eng- 
land. But  your  Lordehipshaveapeculiar 
right  to  be  heard  in  this  matter,  because 
the  Bill  actually  proposes  to  deprive  this 
House  of  four  of  its  Members  in  the 
persons  of  the  four  Irish  Bishops,  whom 
it  proposes  to  take  from  those  Benches, 
ana  whose  faces  we  shall  see  no  more. 
Supposing  Tve  were  to  introduce  a  Bill 
into  this  House  for  the  purpose  of  de- 
priving the  House  of  Commons  of  its 
Quaker  Members,  and  then  when  the 
House  of  Commons  came  to  consider  the 
Bill,  we  were  to  say  —  "No,  we  the 
House  of  Lords  in  our  supremacy  have 
thought  it  right  to  pass  this  Bill,  and, 
believing  that  we  are  supported  by  the 
opinion  of  the  country,  we  will  not  allow 
you  to  say  a  word  upon  the  question 
whether  your  Members  are  to  be  turned 
out  of  your  House  or  not."  My  Lords, 
I  feel  deeply  the  grave  importance  of 
this  question.  I  feel  that  the  effect  of 
this  measure,  if  it  is  passed,  cannot  be 
confined  to  Ireland,  but  that  it  will  also 
extend  to  England.  I  oak  the  noble 
Earl  (Earl  Granville)  whether  such  is 
not  the  opinion  of  many  of  the  sup- 

Sirters  of  tho  Government  in  the  other 
ouse,  and  whether,  in  truth,  the  main 
object  of  a  great  body  of  their  supporters 
is  not  to  attain  the  destruction  of  the 
Irish  branch  of  the  United  Churches  of 
England  and  Ireland  only,  but  the  de- 
struction of  all  Eatablishments,  and 
among  them  that  of  the  Church  of  Eng- 
land? My  Lords,  it  is  for  these  reasons 
that  I  shall  feel  it  to  be  my  duty  to  give 
my  vote  against  the  second  reading  of 
the  Bill.  Nothing  shall  induce  me  to 
vote  for  the  Bill,  which,  I  beHeve,  will 
strike  out  one  of  the  Articles  of  the 
Union,  and  will  result  in  the  destruction 
of  the  Church  of  England. 

Viscount  STRATFORD  DE  EED- 
CLIFFE  :  My  Lords,  with  every  due 
consideration  for  the  remarks  of  the  noble 
Duke  who  has  just  sat  down  (the  Duke 
of  Rutland)  I  cannot  help  regretting 
that  in  the  discussion  of  this  great  ques- 
tion we  should  be  Invited  t«  go  back 
into  the  ancient  history  of  Ireland — to 
that  remote  period  when  all  descriptions 
of  evil  abounded  there,  unchecked  and 
unlimited.  We  do  indeed  find  that  in 
later  times  and  under  the  pressure  of 
urgent  circumstances,  the  Euglieh  Go- 
vemment  made  repeated  efforts  to  di- 
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minish  those  evils  and  to  introduce  a 
higher  state  of  civilization  into  the  Irish 
provinces.  And  yet  the  policy  adopted 
for  this  purpose  was  so  changeable,  so 
ill-directed,  and  sometimes  so  violent  in 
its  prosecution  that  little  or  no  good  can 
be  derived  from  recurring  to  its  co- 
temporary  ^es.  I  do  no  mean  to  deny 
that  there  is  a  certain  relation  between 
those  early  periods  and  tho  present ;  but 
on  the  whole  I  submit  that  it  is  safer  to 
lose  sight  of  their  details  at  least,  and 
to  try  how  we  can  most  effectually  pro- 
duce a  diminution,  if  not  the  entire  re- 
moval, of  those  plagues  which  have  so 
long  prevailed  in  Ireland,  and  bring 
thereby  all  parts  of  this  our  Empire  into 
harmony  the  one  with  the  other.  This, 
no  doubt,  is  a  noble  and  patriotic  pro- 
ject— one  which,  even  in  prospect,  fills 
the  mind  with  the  highest  delight.  But 
the  difficulties  commence  as  soon  as  we 
begin  to  consider  the  means  of  carrying 
it  into  effect,  and  I  confess  that  they 
seem  to  me  flJl  but  insurmountable.  I 
do  not  well  comprehend  how  the  Bill 
proposed  by  Her  Majesty's  Government 
can  be  applied  as  a  remedy  for  the  exist- 
ing evils  without  provoking  a  sense  of 
injustice  equal  to  that  which  we  are 
anxious  to  remove.  My  Lords,  the  bear- 
ings of  the  question,  are  so  extensive 
and  so  complicated  that  I  should  almost 
shrink  from  addressing  your  Lordships 
upon  the  subject  were  it  not  that  I  wish 
to  explain  my  reasons  for  voting  in  the 
manner  I  intend,  having  failed  to  obtain 
an  opportunity  of  doing  so  when  tho 
Suspensory  Bill  was  before  your  Lord- 
ships' last  year,  and  having,  in  conse- 
quence, left  the  House  without  giving 
my  vote.  It  is  by  no  means  necessary 
for  this  purpose  that  1  should  go  at  all 
deeply  into  tho  ailments  which  have 
been  employed  on  either  side  with  re- 
spect to  the  BiU.  I  need  offer  no  excuse 
for  confining  myself  to  such  considera- 
tions as  may  justify  personally  the  course 
which  I  think  it  my  duty  to  take.  There 
are,  in  my  opinion,  two  questions  before 
the  House,  neither  of  which  can  be 
thrown  out  of  view  without  the  danger 
of  our  coming  to  a  false  conclusion — 
one  is  the  question  of  the  Church  itself, 
the  other  lies  in  the  position  of  this 
House  with  respect  to  the  other  House 
of  Parliament.  It  is  hardly  possible  to 
deny  that  difficulties  of  no  common 
magnitude  arise  from  both,  and  in  order 
to  take   a  etatesmoulike  view  of  th« 
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whole  matter  your  Lordships  must  be 
careful  to  give  due  weight  to  the  one  as 
well  as  to  the  other.  First,  as  to  the 
Irish  Church,  it  is  painful  to  find  that 
among  the  consequences  of  the  Bill, 
when  passed,  there  will  be  a  part  of  the 
United  Kingdom  in  which  the  relations 
between  Church  and  State  will  entirely 
cease,  and  where  a  large  body  of  people 
professing  the  Protestant  faith  will  be 
left  to  provide  their  own  religious  nour- 
ishment with  Tery  precarious  means. 
Further,  as  regards  the  consequences  \a 
the  Church  itself,  we  cannot  orerlook 
the  manner  in  which  that  sacred  Estab- 
lishment of  long  standing  is  about  to  be 
deprived  of  its  properly.  I  have  always 
been  of  opinion  that  where  property  is 
left  for  a  specific  purpose,  it  should  never 
be  applied  to  any  other  purpose  by  those 
who  are  constituted  ite  trustees,  without 
a  clear  and  urgent  necessity,  I  might 
almost  say,  without  an  extinction,  at 
least  virtual,  of  the  original  object. 
Now,  when  we  are  summoned  to  sanc- 
tion BO  large  an  alienation  of  Chtirch 
property  as  that  contemplated  by  the 
Bill,  and  expect  to  find  that  the  new 
destination  given  to  that  property  shall 
be,  as  nearly  as  possible,  akin  to  the 
uses  originally  designed,  we  hear,  to  our 
aurprise  and  sorrow  that  no  such  ar- 
rangement is  thought  of,  but,  on  the 
contrary,  that  the  new  application  is,  in 
many  points,  aa  far  as  possible  from 
that  which  has  hitherto  existed.  I 
afiEirm  that  these  inadvertencies  damp 
our  hopes,  and  tend,  in  no  degree,  to 
promote  the  object  professed  by  those 
who  framed  this  Bill — namely,  that  of 
healing  the  wounds  of  Ireland,  and 
bringing  the  two  united  islands  into 
doser  bonds  of  sympathy  and  concord 
with  each  other.  Let  me  ask  how  it  is 
possible  to  suppose  that  the  clergy  of 
the  country,  that  the  proprietors  of  the 
country,  that  the  people  at  large  in 
those  provinces,  at  least,  where  the 
Protestant  religion  prevails,  can  sit  down 
contented  under  such  a  change  as  this 
Bill  suspends  over  their  heads?  Would 
they  not  have  the  right  to  turn  round 
upon  us  and  to  say — "  Your  ancestors 
established  the  Church  in  Ireland  for 
our  religious  wants  and  social  advantage 
it  is  true,  but  also  at  a  time  when  your 
necessities  required  that  the  settlers 
should  be  the  instruments  of  upholding 
and  extending  your  authority.  It  was 
you  who  then  for  your  own  interests 
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laid  the  foundation  of  the  present  sys- 
tem, and  you  are  not  now  at  liberty  to 
cancel  your  own  acts  at  our  expense, 
and  because  those  interests  have  as- 
sumed another  aspect."  But  we  are 
told  that  the  result  of  this  measure  will 
be  the  conciliation  of  Ireland.  Relying 
on  expressions  which  have  faUen  from 
Members  in  the  other  House  of  Parlia- 
ment, I  conclude  that  if  conciliation  is 
the  object  in  view  it  is  meant  to  be  ob- 
tained not  by  a  single  measure,  but  by 
a  pohcy  composed  of  several  measures. 
Such  being  the  case.  Parliament  was 
surely  entitled  to  have  the  whole  scheme 
of  measures  laid  before  it  at  once.  To 
the  ignorance  in  which  we  have  been 
kept  on  the  very  important  question  of 
landtenuremay  betraced  those  mischiefs 
which  are  not  only  apprehended,  but 
which  in  part  have  actually  arisen  ;  and 
as  to  the  third  most  essential  point — 
namely,  that  of  education,  we  may  justly 
complain  ofhavingbeen  kept  completely 
in  the  dark.  We  are  at  present  required 
to  deal  with  only  one  of  the  series.  We 
are  caUed  upon  to  make  a  vast  sacrifice, 
to  be  followed  by  other  changes  yet  un- 
known, in  order  to  conciliate  the  people 
of  Ireland.  But  the  question  thus  forced 
upon  us  is  only  a  fragment  of  the  scheme  ; 
and  we  have  to  wait  for  the  remainder 
until  it  shall  please  the  Servants  of  the 
Crown  to  enlighten  us  at  some  future, 
indefinite  period.  Under  these  circum- 
stances I  look  in  vain  for  reasons  suffi- 
cient to  warrant  a  hope  that  the  Bill  now 
before  us  will  ever  realize  the  expecta- 
tionsofthose whohaveframedit.  Wecan 
hardly  imagine  to  what  extent  the  pen- 
ding measure  is  calciUated  to  outrage 
the  feelings  and  to  provoke  the  resent- 
ment of  that  influential  party  which  has 
hitherto  been  the  most  ardently  attached 
to  British  connection ;  nor  can  we  reckon, 
with  any  degree  of  confidence,  on  the 
prospect  which  is  held  out  to  ua  of  find- 
ing a  compensation  for  this  evil  in  the 
gratitude  and  contentment  of  the  Bo- 
man  Catholic  majority.  There  is  but 
too  much  reason  to  fear  that  the  pro- 
posed measure,  far  from  being  one  of 
peace  and  conciliation,  will  prove,  on 
the  contrary,  a  source  of  increased  an- 
tagonism and  bitter  disappointment. 
Believe  me,  my  Ijords,  I  have  looked 
most  carefully  into  this  question,  and 
I  can  assure  your  Lordships  that  it 
was  with  much  real  reluctance  I  ar- 
rived at  the  opinions  which  I  am  now 
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compelled  to  entertain.  Such  ie  the 
beneficence,  such  the  grandeur  of  the 
object  to  which  the  Bill  b  directed,  that 
my  natural  wish  is  to  promote  ite  suc- 
oesfi,  and  I  have  taxed  my  humble  facul- 
tdea  to  the  utmost  in  order  to  satisfy 
myself  that  I  should  be  justified  iu  yield- 
ing to  that  wish.  But  I  must  confess 
that  my  endeavours  have  failed,  and  I 
cannot  evade  the  painful  conviction  that 
in  passing  the  Bill,  if  such  be  our  doom, 
we  shall  drop  the  substance  and  re-place 
it  by  a  shadow.  I  fear  that  the  seed, 
which  my  noble  Friends  bebind  me  have 
sown,  will  produce  but  a  sorry  harvest ; 
I  willingly  give  them  credit  for  the  best 
intentions.  But  we  are  not  dealing  with 
intentions  alone — ^we  have  to  legislate, 
and  to  legislate  for  the  benefit  of  the 
country  at  large.  Now,  this  question  of 
the  Irish  Church  does  not  concern  Ire- 
land only.  It  is  not  a  mere  local  ques- 
tion. In  one  sense  or  another  it  con- 
cerns the  whole  Empire,  and  its  charac- 
ter is  emphatically  Imperial.  It  forma 
part  of  a  political  ^t«m,  to  the  effects 
of  which  no  part  of  the  United  Kingdom 
can  be  indifferent.  One  of  the  cries  in 
its  favour  is  "  iTustice  to  Ireland."  But 
Justice  is  represented  as  holding  an  even 
balance,  and  her  chief  title  to  our  respect 
is  the  strict  impartiahty  with  which  she 
ie  supposed  to  treat  conflicting  parties. 
But  wbat  sort  of  justice  is  tl^t  which 
strips  one  party  to  the  skin,  and  while  it 
leaves  the  other  as  naked  as  before,  con- 
signs the  ahenated  property  to  any  wind 
that  happens  to  blow  ?  Another  motive 
alleged  for  the  Bill  is  this — It  is  said 
.  that  the  endowments  of  the  Irish  Church 
are  a  scandal,  and  especially  that  Eng- 
land, by  maintaining  it,  discredits  hersdf 
in  the  eyes  of  foreign  nations.  Granting 
that  there  is  some  appearance  of  truth 
in  the  reproach,  was  it  necessary  to 
sweep  away  the  whole  Establishment  ? 
Could  not  the  Church  and  its  adherents 
have  been  brought  into  better  propor- 
tions with  a  less  unsparing  hand  r  Was 
it  wise,  was  it  just,  to  pull  down  the 
entire  fabric  because  some  of  the  stones 
were  loose,  and  some  of  little  use  ?  As 
to  what  foreigners  may  say  of  our  insti- 
tutions, I  would  not  entirely  disregard 
their  impressions ;  but,  judging  from 
my  personal  experience,  I  conceive  that 
their  value  might  be  easily  over-rated. 
This  country  is  too  prosperous  and  too 
independent  not  to  excite  some  feelings 
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Protestant  basis  of  faith  and  govern- 
ment can  never  be  acceptable  to  na- 
tions where  Papacy  prevMls.  The  pre- 
sent subject  of  debate  in  particular 
must  be  attended  iu  their  minds  wiUi 
little  sympathy  and  much  prejudice 
against  those  amongst  ua  who  would 
break  the  fall  of  the  condemned  Church, 
and  enable  it  to  perform  its  duties  when 


SM>arated  from  the  State  and  deprived 
of  its  wealth.  It  is  worthy  of  remark 
that  the  inuninent  loss  of  those  advan- 
tages has  not  called  forth  any  facts,  nor 
even  any  censures  tending  to  discredit 
the  character  of  its  clergy.  Prelate  and 
curate  have  alike  received  from  the  most 
competent  observers  a  just  tribute  of 
approval,  a  frank  acknowledgment  of 
their  merits,  and  of  the  considerate  con- 
duet  by  which  they  have  generally  won 
the  regard  and  even,  in  many  instances, 
the  confidence  of  their  Boman  Catholic 
neighbours.  Nothing  but  high  personal 
character,  joined  wim  the  most  charit- 
able discretion,  could  have  accomplished 
such  B.  miracle.  Geligious  differences  and 
national  prejudices  gave  way  to  senti- 
ments inspired  by  esteem  and  judicious 
kindness.  But  greatly  as  these  affectii^ 
circumstances  plead  for  the  Irish  Churcl^ 
it  appears  to  me  at  the  same  time  that 
there  are  reasons  of  quite  another  kind 
which  may  well  make  us  hesitate  before 
we  adopt  the  extreme  course  suggested 
to  UB  by  the  noble  Earl  who  moved  the 
Amendment.  We  have  to  consider  the 
hazards  attendant  upon  a  serious  and 
determined  difference  of  opinion  between 
the  two  Houses  of  Parliament.  We  have 
to  weigh  the  consequences  of  throwing 
out  a  Bill  which  is  backed  by  a  very 
large  majority  of  the  Commons,  who  are 
understood  to  express  the  deliberate  con- 
viction of  their  respective  constituencies. 
We  cannot  but  take  into  our  account 
the  chances  of  having  to  accept  here- 
after even  a  worse  measure  than  the  one 
now  pressed  upon  our  acceptance.  Be 
it  remembered,  too,  that  the  character 
and  honour  of  your  Lordships'  House 
are  involved  in  these  considerations. 
Nor  is  it  a  light  matter  to  compromise 
the  honour  of  your  Lordships' Housa ; 
whatever  has  that  effect  inflicts  a  wound 
upon  the  State,  and  puts  to  hazard  the 
welfare  of  the  nation  itself.  If  the  dis- 
establishment of  the  Irish  Church  could 
again  be  referred  to  the  suffrages  of  the 
countn',  if  the  public,  in  its  largest  b< 
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with  that  otber  co-ordinate  queetioii,  who 
are  to  be  the  Ministers  ?  I  think  a  fiesh 
appeal  to  the  constituencies  mig-ht  be  a 
wise  (IS  veil  as  a  just  expedient.  But 
the  reaort  to  so  &ir  a  teet  of  the  national 
opinion  ie  not  in  your  Lordahipa'  hands. 
Nor  can  the  result  of  the  late  General 
£lectioa,  nor  the  delicacy  of  our  poeition 
vlth  respect  to  the  Commons  be  left  out 
of  the  account,  if  a  comprehensive  view 
of  the  situation  is  to  direct  our  counsels. 
Though  the  hope  be  somewhat  against 
wind  and  tide,  I  venture,  nevertheless, 
to  hope  that  by  going  into  Committee 
we  shall  obtain  Amendinents  to  the  Bill, 
which  may  at  least  remove  some  of  the 
objections  to  which  it  is  manifestly  open, 
and  the  vote  which  I  mean  to  give  in 
this  stage  of  its  discussion  will  take 
colour  firom  the  hope  of  that  improve- 
ment. I  beg,  however,  to  reserve  the 
right  of  voting  in  a  different  manner  on 
the  third  reading,  if  the  Amendmenta 
adopted  in  Committee  shall  prove  in- 
Buffident. 

Lord  ROMTTT.T  ■  My  Lords,  I  lis- 
tened with  attention  to  the  speech  of  the 
Mover  of  the  Amendment,  but  I  do  not 
think  the  arguments  the  noble  Earl 
adduced  were  such  as  would  in  any  de- 

See  justify  your  Lordships  in  rejecting 
a  Bill  before  us.  The  noble  Ea^ 
ni^d  with  great  vehemence  that  this 
was  a  perfectly  new  measure,  and  that 
it  had  not  been  heard  of  or  spoken  of  at 
any  time  previous  to  the  last  twelve 
months.  But  is  not  that  an  observation 
which  may  be  equally  made  when  any 
great  measure  is  introduced  ?  When 
any  great  measure  is  first,  proposed  for 
reforming  the  State,  it  is  then,  of  course, 
Tierfectly  new.  It  may  indeed  have 
been  hmted  at  before,  but  when  first 
formally  proposed  it  takes  everj'body  by 
flurpriae.  That  was  the  history  of  the 
first  Reform  Bill  of  1832.  In  fact,  it 
was  then  urged  that  a  reform  in  the 
representation  would  produce  a  revolu- 
tion ;  and  it  was  the  fear  of  a  revolution 
which  deterred  many  persons  from  bring- 
ing forward  that  measure,  which  was 
ultimately  produced  by  an  alteration  in 
the  state  of  feeling  in  society,  and  a  re- 
volution would  have  been  caused  if  that 
measure  had  not  been  carried.  The 
noble  Earl  says  that  several  great  states- 
men have  stated  that  if  they  reformed 
the  Irish  Church  it  would  prisduce  a  re- 
volution. Possibly  that  might  have 
been  so  some  yeara  ago ;  but  the  altered 


state  of  society  and  the  increased  know- 
ledge of  the  people  enable  Ministers  to 
carry  measures  which  at  one  time  they 
would  have  found  it  impossible  to  pass 
without  producing  pubHe  disturbance. 
Now,  what  is  the  object  of  this  Bill  ? 
It  is,  I  apprehend,  to  Lay  down  the  first 
axiom  of  good  government,  which  is 
equality ;  not  equality  in  the  sense  re- 
ferred to  by  the  noble  Duke  (the  Duke 
of  Eutland),  who  seemed  to  uiink  that 
in  order  to  establish  equality  you  must 
make  all  persons  equal  in  property  and 
everything  else,  but  equality  in  rights 
and  privileges;  that  every  man  should 
have  the  same  rights  and  privileges  as 
others  have  in  respect  to  public  estima- 
tion. And  this  is  ue  object  of  the  Irish 
Church  Bill;  the  object  of  disestablish- 
ing and  disendowing  the  Irish  Church  ia 
to  put  all  religions  in  Ireland  on  an 
equal  footing.  The  noble  Duke  said  it 
would  be  impossible  there  should  be  re- 
ligious equality,  because  there  cannot 
be  equality  between  truth  and  false- 
hood. But  what  a  statement  is  it  for  a 
statesman  to  make,  that  any  religion  is 
perfect  truth  and  another  is  not,  and 
therefore  the  one  ought  to  be  supported 
by  the  State  and  the  other  discouraged  ! 
The  principle  of  all  statesmen  in  modem 
days  is  that  you  should  treat  all  persona 
alike  in  respect  of  their  religious  opi- 
nions, and  that  the  State  itseK  is  not  to 
lay  down  that  this  is  true  and  that  is  false, 
and  treat  them  accordingly.  The  contrary 
doctrine  has  been  the  cause  and  theexcuse 
of  all  religious  persecution  at  all  times. 
It  was  stated  by  the  noble  Earl — and  I 
think  it  is  a  remarkable  advantage  of 
this  measure — that,  with  regard  to  its 
novelty,  it  has  been  brought  forward 
without  any  great  pressure.  As  far  as  I 
know,  no  great  measure  has  hitherto 
been  introduced  for  Ireland  or  carried 
without  some  very  great  pressure  from 
that  country.  The  emancipation  of  the 
Catholics  was  produced  by  force  in  that 
country.  But  this  is  a  measure  on 
which,  as  far  as  I  know,  England  and 
the  Qoveminent  of  this  country  have,  for 
the  first  time,  spontaneously  come  for- 
ward to  confer  upon  Ireland  perfect 
equality  as  f^  as  rights  and  privileges 
are  concerned  in  one  very  important 
particular.  Several  noble  Lords  seem 
to  think  this  Bill  will  destroy  religion 
altogether;  but  I  apprehend  that  la  a 
total  misapprehension  of  what  is  likely 
to  occur.  Consider  what  ia  disestablish- 
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ment.  It  ia  nothing  more  than  this — that 
the  Crown  will  not  appoint  the  Bishops ; 
that  persons  will  not  be  endowed  out 
of  what  originally  was  State  property ; 
and  that  no  Ecclesiastical  Courts  will 
exist  for  the  purpose  of  settling  dif- 
ferences and  disputea  in  the  Church. 
But  why  is  that  to  destroy  religion  ? 
Why  is  not  a  man  to  hold  exactly  the 
same  doctrine  a&er  that  is  done  as  he 
held  before?  Why  will  not  the  same  num- 
ber of  members  of  the  Church  of  Eng- 
land meet  together  and  entertain  their 
doctrines  and  discipline  exactly  the  same 
ae  they  had  before  ?  You  have  the  in- 
stance of  Scotland,  where  the  state  of 
the  case  is  precisely  what  1  have  said. 
The  Bishops  are  not  appointed  by  the 
Crown,  but  elected  by  the  members  of 
the  Church  itself;  and  if  any  ecclesiasti- 
cal disputes  arise  they  are  settled  by  the 
ordinary  tribunals  of  the  country  instead 
of  by  special  Ecclesiastical  Courts.  Yon 
will  have  in  Ireland  exactly  the  same 
state  of  things  as  you  have  now,  with 
this  exception — that  the  Church  will  not , 
be  maintained  by  the  State,  and  that  her  i 
Bishops  and  ministers  will  not  be  ap- 
pointed by  the  Crown.  What  does  ex- 
perience t«ach  in  relation  to  this  matter  ? 
The  greatest  experience  of  all  ia  that 
supplied  by  the  early  ages  of  Christi- 
anity. Christianity  made  its  way,  in 
spite  of  every  species  of  opposition, 
by  the  force  and  fervour  of  its  dis- 
ciples. In  the  case  of  Scotland,  in  the 
case  of  the  colonies,  you  will  find  the 
greatest  religious  zeal  and  eagerness; 
and  I  am  satisfied  that  if  you  put 
an  end  to  the  Establishment  in  Ire- 
land the  simple  effect  will  be  to  create  a 
great  amount  of  earnestness  and  zeal, 
and  an  increase  in  the  niunber  of  per- 
sons at  present  professing  its  doctrines 
and  opinions  in  that  country.  At  the 
same  time,  by  placing  the  rival  Churches 
on  an  equality,  you  will  put  an  end  to 
the  jealousy  with  which  the  Fistabhsh- 
ment  is  regarded,  because  it  wiU  be  no 
longer  looked  upon  as  put  there  by  the 
State  to  make  proselytes.  The  Roman 
Catholics  in  Ireland,  1  have  always 
understood,  regard  the  members  of  the 
Established  Church  with  much  greater 
jealousy  than  they  regard  the  Preab3fte- 
rians.  Whether  that  be  so  or  not,  in 
all  other  cases  the  members  of  different , 
religious  communities  look  upon  each , 
other  as  perfectly  equal.  The  noble 
Earl  (the  Earl  of  Harrowby)  says  he  I 
Iiord  SomiUtf  I 


has  seen  a  boy  beaten  and  bleeding  in 
Ireland  merely  on  account  of  an  attempt 
at  proselytism.  That  is  one  of  the 
symptoms  of  the  evil  of  the  Established 
Church  in  that  country,  and  if  you  put 
an  end  to  it  those  thmga  will  cease,  as 
they  have  ceased  in  other  parts  of  the 
kingdom.  Why  should  you  not  have 
the  Church  in  the  same  position  in  Ire- 
land as  in  Scotland  ?  I  believe  there 
has  been  of  lato  years  a  great  increase 
of  zeal  among  the  members  of  the  Epis< 
copal  Church  in  Scotland.  You  have 
next  to  consider  the  qnealion  of  the  dis- 
endowment  of  the  Irish  Church,  and  for 
this  purpose  I  treat  it  aa  a  corporation. 
On  this  subject,  I  would  remind  your 
Lordships  1^at  if  a  corporation  does 
not  answer  the  purpose  for  which  it 
was  established,  or  fulfil  the  duties  for 
which  it  was  instituted,  the  State  accord- 
ing to  all  principles  of  good  govern- 
ment has  full  power  to  ded  with  it.  It 
ia  a  recognized  maxim  in  all  political 
matters  that  if  a  corporation  ceases  to 
do  that  for  which  it  was  originally  cre- 
or  does  something  which  is  inju- 
it  is  not  only  the  right  but  the 
duty  of  the  State  to  put  an  end  to  the 
corporation.  But  in  using  these  words 
I  distinguiah  between  the  corporation  in 
its  character  of  a  corporation  and  the 
members  of  the  corporation,  who  im- 
quostionably  are  not  to  be  injured  in 
their  property.  A  Motion  was  made  by 
a  noble  Lord  (Sedesdale),  not  now  in 
his  place,  for  a  return  of  the  number  of 
ctUes  in  which  the  Legislature  of  this 
country  has  interfered  with  institutions, 
and  put  an  end  to  them  forcibly.  I  felt 
some  regret  that  his  Motion  was  not 
carried  ;  he  seemed  to  think  that  the  re- 
turn would  he  nil ;  but  in  truth  it  would 
have  been  difRcult  to  obtain  such  a 
return  owing  to  the  great  number  of  the 
cases.  There  were  not  only  the  cases  of 
the  monasteries  and  the  chantries,  ^ut 
also  those  of  the  private  Acts  of  Parlia- 
ment, putting  an  end  to  corporations 
which  were  found  to  be  no  longer  of  use. 
A  corporation  which  does  not  perform 
its  duty  to  the  State  ought  to  be  put  an 
end  to.  The  reason  is  that  corporations 
are  creations  by  the  State  for  the  pur- 
pose of  the  benefit  of  the  State,  and  not 
for  any  private  or  particular  benefit. 
The  Church  is  a  corporation  of  that  de- 
scription. I  confess  I  heard  with  great 
regret  the  exclamations  of  the  noble 
Eul  and  the  noble  Duke  respecting  the 


1705 


Irish 


(Juke  14,  1869| 


Church  Sill. 


1706 


violation  of  property,  which  they  urppd 
would  be  occasioned  b;  this  Bill.  I 
think  the  noble  Lords  do  not  consider 
what  a  dangerous  blow  they  are  giving 
to  the  institution  of  property  by  their 
arguments  on  this  subject.  N'o  doubt 
there  exists  in  Europe,  and  has  existed, 
ever  since  the  French  Herolution  of  1848 
a  number  of  persons  who  consider  the 
institution  of  property  to  be  a  dangerous 
thing  and  a  great  obstruction  to  civili- 
zation. I  believe  this  class  of  persons  is 
small,  and  that  their  object,  if  attained, 
would  inflict  a  great  calamity  on  man- 
kind ;  but  there  are  amongst  them  per- 
sons of  knowledge  and  abiSty,  and  toey 
have  published  many  works  on  the  sub- 
ject. Now,  the  moment  you  attach  the 
quality  of  property  to  nothing  but  a 
name — call  it  cliurcli  or  corporation,  or 
anything  you  please — apart  from  indivi- 
duals who  are  to  enjoy  it,  and  treat  this 
species  of  property  in  the  same  rank 
with  private  property,  you  give  these 
persons  the  strongest  possible  argument 
against  you.  While  you  are  trying 
to  raise  corporate  property  to  the  same 
level  with  that  belonging  to  private  in- 
dividuals, they  are  trying  to  lower  the 
property  of  private  individuals  down  to 
that  of  corporations.  And  thus  you 
strike  a  blow  at  that  which  you  are  so 
anxious  to  uphold.  One  word  now  as  to 
the  singular  argument  used  by  the  noble 
Earl  opposite  (the  Earl  of  Harrowby)  as 
to  the  obligation  imposed  on  the  Sove- 
reign by  the  Coronation  Oath.  In  the 
first  place,  the  paramount  obligation  on 
the  Sovereign  is  to  effect  the  good  of  the 
people,  and  for  this  purpose  she  ia  to 
perform  those  things  which  the  three 
Estates  of  the  realm — the  clergy,  no- 
bility, and  commonalty — recommend  to 
her  for  that  purpose.  That  is  the  para- 
mount ohhgation  of  the  Sovereign.  The 
duties  of  the  Queen  are  not  in  the 
slightest  degree  altered  after  the  Coro- 
nation Oath.  In  former  times  it  often 
occurred  that  years  passed  after  the  acces- 
sion before  the  coronation  of  the  Sove- 
reign, but  tbat  made  no  difference.  It  is 
not  necessary  that  any  coronation  should 
take  place  in  order  to  give  the  Sovereign 
any  right,  power,  or  pri\-ilege  whatever, 
or  the  means  of  enforcing  them.  The 
essential  principle  of  eveir  oath  is  this — 
that  it  is  understood  in  the  sense  of  the 
person  imposing  it — that  is  in  whose  fa- 
vour, and  for  whom  it  ia  made ;  and  if 
that  person  disengages  or  releases  you 


fi-om  tlie  oath  it  no  longer  exists.  What 
the  Coronation  Oath  ?  It  is  on  Oath 
taken  in  favour  of  the  people  of  Eng- 
land. Well,  the  people  of  England  re- 
lease the  Sovereign  from  the  Oath.  How 
do  they  release  the  Sovereign  ?  In  the 
ordinary  and  regular  manner  in  which 
only  she  could  be  released — namely,  by 
the  voice  of  the  three  Estates  of  the 
realm,  who  send  up  a  measure  to  the 
Sovereign,  saying — "  We  ask  you  to 
assent  to  this,  and  if  the  Coronation 
Oath  imposes  any  difficulty  we  release 
you  from  that  obligation."  There  was 
one  other  remark  made  by  the  noble 
Earl  and  the  noble  Duke  which  struck 
with  some  suspicion — they  earnestly 
insisted  on  having  more  time.  Qive  us, 
they  said,  a  little  more  time  to  consider 
this  matter.  The  noble  Earl  who  moved 
the  second  reading  of  this  Bill  (Earl 
Granville)  has  pointed  out  that  the  same 
observation  was  made  last  year  when  the 
Suspensoiy  Bill  was  introduced ;  and  it 
was  then  considered  reasonable  that  the 
sense  of  the  country  should  be  taken  on 
that  particulaj-  point.  Well,  reasonable 
time  was  given,  and  the  sense  of  the 
people  taken  upon  it,  and  there  certainly 
never  was  in  my  recollection  any  in- 
stance of  an  election  more  accurately 
and  precisely  adapted  to  one  particular 
question ;  and  a  House  of  Commons  was 
returned  which  sent  up  this  Bill  by  a 
majority  exceeding  100.  What  more 
time  do  you  want  7  You  are  not  going 
to  dissolve  again  ?  The  present  Parlia- 
ment may  continue  to  exist  for  five  or 
six  years,  and  how  oft«n  would  you  have 
this  BUI  sent  back  to  you?  Do  you 
suppose  such  a  course  would  be  bene- 
fici^  to  the  character  and  credit  of  your 
Lordships'  House  ?  It  appears  to  me, 
my  Lords,  it  would  be  the  greatest  pos- 
sible mistake.  I  venture  to  say  the 
severest  blow  your  Lordships'  House  ever 
received  was  on  your  rejection  of  the  Re- 
form Bill  in  1631.  You  have  never  re- 
covered it.  The  injury  still  remains. 
The  people  remember  it ;  they  treasure 
it  up.  The  Bill  was  re-produced  and 
carried  by  force  through  a  reluctant  and 
retiring  House  of  Lords.  I  believe  Uie 
existence  of  your  Lordships'  House  to  ho 
a  great  benefit  to  the  Constitution,  and  I 
should  much  wish  that  the  credit  and  ho- 
nour of  your  Lordships'  House  should  be 
sustained ;  but  that  will  not  be  so  if  your 
Lordships  should  think  fit  to  reject  such 
a  measure  as  this,  instead  of  putting 
^Second  Jieadi>iff— First  Xighi. 
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youraelyes,  as  it  irere,  at  tke  head  of  it, 
correGting  and  improving  it  to  the  ut- 
most of  jour  power.  The  noble  Earl 
who  introduced  the  measure  has  well 
said  there  is  one  thing  you  caimot  do — 
you  cannot  thwart  the  people  of  this 
country.  Tou  may  correct  and  imprnve 
the  Bill,  but  you  cannot  thwart  the 
people.  I  therefore  earnestly  entreat 
your  Lordships  to  consider  well  what 
course  you  will  take,  and  that  course  I 
sincerely  hope  will  be  to  pass  the  second 
reading,  and  introduce  what  Amend- 
ments you  think  proper  in  the  subse- 
quent stages  of  the  Bill. 

The  Aechbishop  op  CANTEEBUEY: 
My  Lords,  the  two  noble  Earls  who  first 
addressed  the  House  to  night,  very 
turally  appealed  to  the  right  rev.  Bench 
— one  warning  us  that  uHess  we  gave 
our  assistance  in  passing  this  measure 
we  should  greatly  injure  the  Church  of 
England  through  the  Chtirch  of  Ireland ; 
the  other  telling  us  that  unless  we  helped 
to  throw  out  this  measure  on  the  second 
reading  our  conduct  would  have  the 
same  result.  My  Lords,  we  have  re- 
ceived advice  on  most  of  these  occasions, 
and  I  trust  we  are  always  ready  to  profit 
by  it :  but  after  all,  the  best  advice  we 
can  give  ourselves  is,  to  do  that  on  each 
occasion  which  we  think  upon  the  whole 
will  be  the  wisest  and  the  best  according 
to  our  own  consciences.  There  never 
has  been  any  occasion  on  which  I  have 
risen  to  address  your  Lordships  when 
I  have  felt  this  more  seriously  than  at 
present ;  for  indeed,  I  allow  all  that 
has  been  said  by  the  noble  Earl,  who 
moved  the  rejection  of  the  second  read- 
ing, that  this  is  a  great  crisis,  and  that 
on  the  wisdom  which  is  shown  by  the 
Members  of  the  right  rev.  Bench  in  their 
capacity,  and  by  this  House  in  general 
in  its  aggregate  capacity,  depend  issues 
which  may  affect  not  only  the  Church  of 
Ireland  and  the  Church  of  England,  but 
the  destinies  of  this  Empire  among  the 
nations  of  the  world.  Now,  my  Lords, 
putting  the  matter  to  my  own  conscience 
and  endeaTOtiring  to  decide  what  is  best 
to  be  done  in  this  particular  emergency, 
I  cannot  agree  either  with  those  who 
ui^  us  to  accept  the  measure  that  is 
now  before  us  without  alteration,  or  with 
those  who  advise  us  at  once  to  cast  aside 
the  measure  without  consideration.  I 
was  glad,  my  Lords,  to  hear  the  sen- 
tences at  the  close  of  the  speech  of  the 
noble  Earl  who  introduced  the  Bill,  in 
Lord  Rontilly 


which  he  seemed  to  hold  out  to  us  the 
hope  that  Amendments  made  by  your 
I  Lordships  would  be  seriously  and  care- 
fully considered  by  the  Government  and 
the  House  of  Commons.  I  was  glad  to 
hear  this,  but,  indeed,  I  could  expect 
nothing  else  ;  for  how  oould  any  Govern- 
ment, m  the  plenitude  of  ita  power,  re- 
fuse to  listen  to  Amendments  proposed 
by  such  a  House,  as  this,  £r,  when 
seriously  considering  the  whole  of  this 
question  in  all  the  width  of  its  aspect, 
they  determined  it  to  be  right  that 
Amendments  should  be  made  ?  It  is 
one  thing  to  speak  in  the  House  of  Com- 
mons with  a  majority  of  120  at  your 
back,  and  another  to  speak  in  this  House 
with  what  I  believe  is  a  small  minority ; 
and,  therefore,  I  cannot  but  believe  tl^ 
the  noble  Earl  has  only  expressed  the 
sentiments  which  must  animate  all  his 
Colleagues  who  are  Members  of  this 
House  when  he  said  that  any  Amend- 
ments which  are  proposed  will  be  most 
seriously  and  courteou^  considered  by 
the  Government.  My  Lords,  I  cannot 
quite  go  with  the  noble  and  learned 
Lord  who  spoke  last  (Lord  Somilly)  in 
the  view  he  took  in  me  earlier  part  of 
his  speech  with  reference  to  the  security 
of  property.  He  is  entitled  to  consider 
himselfafarbetterjudge  on  such  matters 
than  I  am ;  but  at  the  same  time  I  could 
not  help  thinking  there  was  a  little  para- 
dox in  the  statement  that  to  confiscate 
some  miUions  of  property  was  a  good 
way  of  giving  security  to  property.  On 
that  point,  however,  I  am  no  match  for 
the  noble  and  learned  Lord.  But  with  re- 
gard to  the  advantage  to  religion  of  con- 
fiscating the  property  dedicated  to  the 
service  of  religion  from  ancient  times, 
and  breaking  up  and  utterly  abolishing 
the  old  institutions  which  for  centuries 
have  been  devoted  to  the  propagation  of 
-  '■  ■  I  think  myself  entitled  to  retain 
my  opinion  in  spite  of  the  noble  and 
learned  Lord,  that  religion  will  be  more 
likely  to  flourish  under  such  endowments 
than  without  them.  I  grant  there  is  a 
sort  of  religion  which  does  Sourish  in  the 
absence  of  endowments.  There  is  a  sort 
of  spurious  religion  which  lives  on  the 
passions  of  the  people.  The  curse  of 
Ireland  is  the  repeated  political  and  re- 
ligious agitation,  on  which  voluntaiyisin 
necessarily  rests.  That  is  tlie  great 
bane  of  Ireland,  which  I  hope  your 
Lordships  will  not  encourage;  and,  so 
far  as  Uuh  measure,  if  earned  without 
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BeriouB  Ameadments,  'would  encourage 
a^tation,  so  far,  I  consider  it  a  measure 
fe-anght  with  the  worst  possible  uonee- 
quences.  I  should  be  sorry  to  see  Ire- 
land handed  over  to  the  tender  inercies 
of  a  set,  either  of  priests  or  of  ministers 
of  religion  who,  from  the  necessities  of 
their  position,  and  in  order  to  keep  them- 
selves  alive,  would  be  obliged  to  relj, 
the  one  apon  superstition,  the  other  upon 
Protestant  fanaticism;  yet,  if  there  be 
nothing  in  the  nature  of  an  endowed 
Church  existing  in  Ireland,  I  do  not  see 
bow  we  can  escape  &om  that  great  na- 
tional calamity.  Of  course,  from  the 
position  which  I  occupy  I  had  not  the 
benefit  of  being  present  at  the  meeting 
where  it  was  decided  that  the  only  thing 
to  be  done  with  this  measure  was  to  cast  it 
forth  from  the  House  at  once ;  but  every 
Member  of  this  House  whom  I  meet  in 
the  street  seems  to  have  a  lingering  hope 
that  the  measure  will  pass,  somehow  or 
other,  the  second  reading,  and  that  you 
will  then  take  it  into  your  own  hands 
and  so  model  it  as  to  make  it  express 
the  real  sentiments  of  this  House.  If  I 
were  asked  what  I  wish  had  been  done 
on  this  question,  I  might  say  that  we 
may  look  back  with  regret  to  three  years 
ago,  when,  if  we  had  been  wiser,  we 
should  have  listened  with  more  accep- 
tance to  the  advice  of  the  noble  Earl  on  the 
cross-Benches  (Earl  (Jrey)  who  then  in- 
vited our  attention  to  this  subject  before 
political  agitation  in  connection  with  it 
had  begun.  My  regret  is  that  the  Prime 
Minister  should  have  been  at  that  time 
so  much  occupied  with  the  coming  Ke- 
form  Bill  that  lie  discouraged  any  con- 
sideration of  this  important  question.  I 
regret  also  that  the  Commission  on  the 
Irish  Church  had  not  presented  its  £e- 
port  before  the  exigencies  of  political 
party  changed  the  aspect  of  affairs.  I 
regret  that  the  opportunily  of  quietly  and 
c^inly  considering  the  subject  passed 
awav.  But  Uie  important  question  now  'n 
— what  is  now  to  be  done  r  With  the  ex- 
ception of  the  speech  of  the  noble  Viscount 
who  spoke  last  but  one  (Viseoimt  Strat- 
ford de  Redcliffe),  I  cannot  help  thinking 
that  this,  the  real  question  has  not  been 
very  much  touched  upon  in  the  course  of 
the  present  debate.  If  anyone  had  come 
accidentally  into  this  House,  he  would 
have  thought  that  nothing  whatever  had 
happened  since  this  time  last  year;  but 
a  great  deal  has  happened,  and  in  ap- 
proaching the  question  we  should  con- 


sider what  has  happened  and  what  it 
is  possible  for  us  now  to  do.  I  am 
certain  your  Lordships  will  not  listen 
for  one  moment  to  the  taunt  that  if 
your  Lordships  pass  the  second  read- 
ing of  this  measure  you  will  show 
yourselves  to  be  an  altogether  powerless 
portion  of  the  Legislature.  'Htoee  who 
utter  such  taunts  desire  to  make  you 
powerless.  Taunts  like  these  come  from 
the  enemies  of  this  House ;  and  they  are 
the  friends  of  this  House,  in  my  estima- 
tion, who  tell  us  to  consider  what  the 
country  has  determined,  and  to  make  the 
measure — bad  as  I  believe  it  to  be — not 
BO  bad  as  it  is  now.  We  have  had  letters 
anonymous  and  signed,  calling  on  us  not 
to  betray  the  Irish  Church  and  not  to  fa- 
cilitate the  passing  of  this  measure.  I 
will  say  for  myself  and  my  right  rev. 
Brethren  that  we  are  sincerely  attached 
to  the  Irish  Church.  We  know  the  ex- 
cellence of  the  ministers  of  our  Church 
in  Ireland.  We  know  the  difficulties 
they  have  had  to  contend  with  ;  and  we 
know  that  the  blow  which  now  injures 
them  is  very  likely  to  injure  us.  More- 
over, we  know  that  we  have  the  same 
cause  at  heart;  and  though  this  Bill 
talks  of  dissolving  the  union  between 
the  Church  in  England  and  the  Chiirch  in 
Ireland,  we  feel  ftat  it  is  on  union  which 
is  beyond  the  power  of  an  Act  of  Parlia- 
ment to  dissdve.  The  union  of  the 
Churches  is  the  union  of  our  common 
faith  and  our  common  liberty — an  union 
which  subsisted  before  the  Act  uniting 
Ireland  with  England  existed,  and  which 
will  survive  the  present  Bill  should  it 
be  passed.  We  do  not,  however,  desire 
— r  at  least  do  not  desire — that  this 
measure  should  pass  as  it  now  stands. 
I  am  anxious  that  your  Lordships,  giv- 
ing the  measure  a  fair  and  caun  con- 
sideration, should  set  to  work  to  alter  it 
intoagoodmeaeure,  if  possible.  Since  the 
Bill  passed  the  House  of  Commons  by  a 
majority  of  120,  it  seems  to  have  been  re- 
garded both  by  friends  and  foes  as  a  Bill 
admirably  constructed  for  its  piintose. 
Now  this  I  deny.  We  have  noble  Lords 
among  us  who  may  be  trusted  with  the 
examiuatiou  of  the  details  of  the  mea- 
sure should  it  come  before  us ;  but  I 
wish  to  point  out  one  matter  which  seems 
to  have  escaped  attention.  From  the 
middle  of  the  Bill  to  the  end  it  proceeds 
on  the  hypothesis  that  the  Protestants  of 
Ireland  will  voluntarily  associate  them- 
selves into  a  governing  body,  such  as 
[^Sscond  Reaiing — Firtt  Night, 
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Her  Majesty  in  Council  may  approve, 
and  thereby  assist  at  their  own  execu- 
tion. I  do  not  say  that  the  Bill  might 
not  work  in  some  way  even  if  the  Pro- 
testants do  not  form  that  body ;  but  what 
I  maintain  is  this,  that  without  this  body 
voluntarily  formed,  it  would  work  in  a 
way  totally  different  from  that  which 
it  is  intended.  Now  I  do  not  see. that 
it  holds  out  any  adequate  inducemei 
to  the  Protestants  in  Ireland  to  act 
the  manner  contemplated.  What  are 
the  inducements  held  out  ?  Mr.  Bence 
Jones  says  that  the  Bill  professei 
give  to  the  Protestants  of  Ireland  three 
boons — first,  the  power  of  forming  a 
corporation,  and  thereby  receiving  pro- 
perty. But  that  would  be  a  very  small 
advantage,  for  they  may  hold  property 
through  trustees,  as  the  Eoman  Catho- 
lics do,  without  becoming  a  corpora- 
tion. The  second  advantage  you  confer 
upon  them  is  the  right  of  buying  their 
own  houses  at  ten  years'  purchase  of  the 
land  on  which  they  stand — so  that  the 
somewhat  fictitious  value  which  a  clergy- 
man has  by  his  own  industry  given  to 
Ma  garden  is  reckoned  at  ten  years'  pur- 
chase, and  he  is  told  the  Church  may 
have  his  house,  if  he  pays  that  value 
or  takes  on  himself  all  existing  liabili- 
ties. The  third  advantage  is  the  pre- 
servation of  piivate  endowments  since 
1660,  which  are  variously  estimated,  but 
in  a  calculation  which  has  been  laid 
before  us,  and  which  is  not  materially 
different  from  that  made  by  Dr.  Ball, 
they  are  stated  to  amount  altogether  to 
£8,000  a  year.  With  regard  to  life  in- 
terests, it  has  been  said  over  and  over 
again  that  they  cannot  be  disregarded 
without  a  revolution.  So  that,  in  fact, 
when  the  life  interests  espire  all  that 
the  Church  will  get  wiU  be  the  £8,000  a 
year.  Now  if  the  clergy  threw  them- 
selves on  the  compassion  of  the  people 
they  could  obtain  a  much  larger  sum. 
These,  so  far  as  I  know,  are  all  the  ad- 
vantages you  give  to  induce  the  Protest- 
ants of  Ireland  to  form  themselves  into 
this  voluntary  body  ;  and  if  they  fail  to 
do  so,  you  may  no  doubt  carry  out  the 
Bill  in  its  own  way,  but  you  wiU  carry  it 
out  with  so  much  harshness  and  so  muuh 
confiecation  that  you  must  entirely  fail 
in  your  object,  and,  by  taking  no  pains 
to  conciliate  the  Protestants  of  Ireland, 
you  will  have  to  'begin  rfe  novo.  I  wish 
now  to  aUude  to  two  faUacies  which  have 
run  through  great  part  of  the  debates  on 
Th4  ArMitkop  of  Canttrbury 


this  subject  elsewhere.  One  of  these  is 
founded  upon  the  analogy  of  what  my 
noble  Friend  (Earl  Granville)  told  us  wa 
should  be  afraid  to  allude  to — the  Epis- 
copal Church  of  Scotland.  Well,  lat- 
tended  only  the  otlier  day  a  meeting  con- 
nected witlk  this  body,  and  I  confess  that 
a  more  beggarly  account  of  empty  b  caches 
I  never  met  with.  Yet  that  Church  num- 
bers among  its  members  some  of  the 
wealthiest  landed  proprietors  of  Scotland. 
However,  it  was  rather  as  to  the  Church 
of  another  religious  body  in  Scotland  that 
the  noble  Earl  told  us  we  ought  to  take 
care  what  we  said.  The  noble  Diika 
(the  Duke  of  Argyll)  ventured,  not- 
withstanding that  warning,  to  plunge 
into  that  land  of  mist,  and  the  miet 
was  partially  dispelled — because  I  grant 
there  is  a  great  mist  about  this  subject 
of  the  Free  Church  of  Scotland.  We 
have  heard  most  brilliant  accounts  of  the 
magnificent  spectacle  which  that  body 
has  presented  to  the  universe.  I  grant 
that  it  was  a  very  grand  spectacle  when 
many  years  ago  a  number  of  men — moat 
of  them  are  now  in  their  graves — went 
forth  from  their  homes  because  their 
consciences  told  them  to  do  so.  Though 
I  think  their  consciences  were  very  much 
misinformed,  still  nobody  can  deny  that 
it  was  a  splendid  spectacle,  and  one 
which  at  the  time  commanded  the  ad- 
mfration  of  all.  But  we  are  told  now 
that  the  movement  is  so  triumphant  that 
it  covers  every  part  of  Scotland  with 
churches,  with  manses,  and  with  minis- 
ters, wherever  they  are  wanted.  But  I 
hold  in  my  hand  the  pamphlet  to  which 
the  noble  Duke  alluded.  It  has  a  preface 
byoneof  the  original  seceders  (Dr.  Begg), 
who  went  forth  from  the  Church  at  the 
same  time  that  Dr.  Chalmers  and  the 
other  leaders  of  the  movement  went  forth 
— and  his  account  is  that  the  thing  has 
been  an  absolute  failure ;  that  whereas 
for  a  time  it  went  on  triumphantly,  yet 
now  the  ministers  in  remote  places  are 
utterly  destitute.  Now,  I  do  not  say 
that  this  is  a  true  account ;  but  it 
bears  the  name  of  one  of  the  leaders  of 
this  body,  one  of  the  original  seceders 
with  Dr.  Chalmers.  And  he  maintains 
this  also  —  tliat  they  are  gradually  re- 
ceding from  the  principles  on  which 
they  went  forth.  We  all  know  that 
prophet  and  apostle  of  tlie  system 
liStaulishmcnts  was  the  great  man 
who  was  the  leader  of  that  secession 
from    Establishments   (Dr.    Chalmers), 
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and  that  fae  thought  that  by  some 
mode  which  was  invented  at  that  time 
of  secession,  the  nearest  possible  ap- 
proach to  a  lai^  and  ample  endow- 
ment was  to  be  secured  for  the  Free 
Church.  But  the  statement  now  made 
bj  his  colleague  is  that  the  whole 
thing  is  rapidly  hastening  away  from 
his  principle  into  the  voluntary  prin- 
ciple, against  which  Dr.  Chalmers  al- 
ways protested,  which  produces  in  Scot- 
land and  elsewhere  its  usual  fruits — 
pandering  to  the  ignorance  of  the  peo- 
ple, producing  unnatural  excitement  on 
religious  questions,  and,  after  all,  leav- 
ing remote  districts  altogether  unpro- 
vided for.  Now,  I  venture  to  say  that, 
if  the  account  given  by  this  gentleman 
is  true,  it  shows  that  a  good  deal  of 
mist  exists  upon  this  question,  and  that 
it  is  difficult  to  ascertain  the  real  state 
of  the  case.  I  will  now  say  a  few 
words  to  your  Lordships  on  another 
matter.  I  was  present  the  first  even- 
ing of  this  Session,  and  I  heard  the 
noble  Viscount  the  late  Governor  Ge- 
neral of  Canada  (Lord  Monck)  speak 
in  the  most  triumphant  strains  of  the 
success  of  the  Canadian  Church.  But 
I  happen  to  know  that  at  that  time 
this  Church  was  in  the  anxious  throes  of 
birth  for  nearly  four  months  from  the 
impossibility  of  finding  any  mode  by 
which  it  was  to  elect  a  successor  to  my 
late  venerable  and  lamented  Friend  the 
Bishop  of  Uontreal ;  that  proposal  after 
proposal  was  made  and  rejected,  and 
that  the  whole  came  to  a  dead-lock,  as 
to  carrying  on  the  discipline  of  that 
Church,  so  complete  that  it  seemed  to 
threaten  the  utter  dissolution  of  the  ec- 
clesiastical system.  I  know  also — for  I 
have  seen  the  papers  —  that  there  was  a 
general  impression  on  the  part  of  most 
Churchmen  in  Canada  that  the  plan 
had  worked  there  badly;  indeed,  that 
there  never  would  occur  a  vacancy  on 
the  Episcopal  Bench  which  would  not 
give  rise  to  a  certain  amount  of  canvas- 
sing — which  is  bad  in  Canada,  would 
be  bad  in  England,  and  would  be 
worse  in  Ireland.  I  read,  also,  certain 
papers  respecting  an  episcopal  election 
there  in  which  it  was  stated  that  the 
Orangemen  of  Canada  held  a  meeting 
— a  naucuB — and  determined  that  unless 
the  Orange  candidate  for  the  episcopate 
were  chosen  they  would — not  exactly  stop 
the  Bupphes — but  take  some  other  step 
which  would  make  all  government  im- 


possible. With  these  fecte  in  my  know- 
ledge I  was  astonished  at  the  triumphant 
tone  in  which  the  noble  Viscount  spoke 
about  the  Canadian  Church.  More  than 
once,  however,  I  myself  have  written  to 
Canada  in  order,  if  possible,  to  gain 
some  further  information  on  this  subject. 
I  am  aware  that  the  difficulties  with  re- 
gard to  the  election  of  Metropolitan 
have  happily  been  tided  over,  and  that 
an  admirable  clergyman  holding  office 
in  my  own  diocese  has  at  last,  after 
great  difficulty,  been  elected  to  the 
office  of.  Metropolitan ;  but  I  know  that ' 
discord  and  ill-will  prevailed  for  many 
months  before  his  election.  I  come  now 
to  another  point — namely,  the  sustenta- 
tion  of  the  clei^  of  Canada.  It  always 
appeared  to  me  a  mystery — which  I  at- 
tributed very  much  to  my  own  want  of 
understanding  about  questions  of  in- 
terest and  capital — how  it  was  that  when 
the  Church  in  Canada  was  deprived  of 
its  rereuues — the  life  interests  being 
capitalized — there  was  found  a  sufficient 
sum  at  once  to  pay  all  these  persons 
their  life  interests,  and  at  the  same  timo 
to  leave  a  large  margin  for  the  future 
sustentation  of  the  clergy.  Now,  in 
Ireland,  it  seems  to  me  that  a  great 
deal  of  dust  has  been  thrown  into  our 
eyes,  and  very  exonerated  statements 
have  been  made  as  to  how  those  life  in- 
terests are  to  produce  a  large  sum  for 
future  use  in  tne  hands  of  the  Church 
Commissioners.  I  wrote,  therefore,  t» 
a  person  in  Canada  whom  I  knew  to 
be  well-informed — a  gentleman  hold- 
ing high  office  in  the  Church  there — and 
I  put  this  question  to  him — Whence 
comes  the  surplus  after  satisfying  these 
life  interests  ?  The  answer  soon  came. 
Your  quostioii,  said  my  informant,  is 
very  easily  answered,  for  the  surplus 
comes  "  principally  from  the  imagina- 
tion." There  is  no  doubt  a  way  in  which 
it  maybe  obtained — namely,  by  lending 
the  money  at  very  high  interest,  which 
everybody  knows  is  very  bad  security. 
The  consequence,  in  some  instances,  I 
understand,  has  been  bankruptcy ;  in 
other  instances  the  trustees  nave  ma- 
nagad  to  tide  over  the  difficulty;  but  in 
most  of  these  cases,  I  understand,  they 
have  merely  paid  the  life  interests,  and 
then  capit^zed  as  each  holder  of  these 
life  interests  died,  and  have  not  yet, 
though  so  manyyears  have  passed,  appror 
priated  any  sums  for  the  benefit  of  the 
clergy  generally.  How,  then,  has  the 
\_Second  Beading — Ftrit  Might. 
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Ohorch  in  Canada  been  kept  afloat  ?  It  [justice  shall  be  dealt  out  to  the  Pro- 
has  been  aided  in  two  ways — one  by  1  teatanta  in  Ireland  which  ia  giren  to 
grants  &om  the  Society  for  the  Propa-  Maynooth.  I  do  not  grudge  to  May- 
gation  of  the  Gktspel  at  Home — and  we  ',  nooth  ite  fourteen  years'  purchase ;  but 
'  ■  '  '  what  IB  the  distinction  drawn  between 
the  two  cases  ?  K  profeesorB  of  educa- 
tion are  to  be  Buppoeed  t«  live  for  a 
longer  time  than  oUier  people,  and  if 
'  t  of  Maynooth,  whose  whole 
career  is  not  generally  more  than  some 
three  or  five  years,  is  to  have  a  four- 
teen years'  interest  for  the  purpose  of 
reckoning  compensation,  I  cannot  under- 
stand why  the  Protestant  incumbent  of  a 
pariah  should  not  receive  the  same  mea- 
sure. Therefore  I  say  that  whatever  the 
basis  on  which  you  calculate  tbe  life 
interests  at  Maynooth,  you  should  calcu- 
late the  life  interests  of  the  Protestant 
Church  in  the  aame  manner.  Then, 
as  to  the  glebe  houses — if  you  cancel 
the  building  debt  on  Maynooth,  with 
what  face  can  you  deal  out  a  different 
measure  to  the  Protestant  dei^ '( — how 
can  you  ask  the  incumbents  to  pay  for 
the  glebe  houses  and  the  gardens  which 
have  been  created  by  their  own  industry  ? 
It  is  altogether  inconsistent  with  the 
Preamble  of  the  Bill,  which  says  that 
equal  justice  is  to  be  dealt  out  to  all 
parties.  I  venture  to  think,  my  Lords, 
—  though,  perhaps,  I  stand  alone  on 
the  right  rev.  Bench  in  entertaining 
the  opinion — that  it  would  bo  a  great 
advantage  to  the  country  if  this  measure 
could,  in  its  details,  have  the  benefit  of 
jour  Lordships'  full  consideration.  I 
cannot  help  feeling,  my  Lords,  that  if 
you  were  able  out  of  this  Bill  to  make 
anything  like  a  good  and  permanent 
settlement  of  this  great  question  you 
would  earn  the  gratitude  of  the  oounti;. 
I  was  waited  upon  a  short  time  ago — as 
I  daresay  many  of  yonr  Lordships  have 
been — by  a  deputation  &om  Irelimd,  and 
I  ventured  to  put  to  them  this  question 
— "  What  is  your  policy  with  r^^ard  to 
the  Irish  Church  ? '  The  answer  was  in 
efi'ect  that  if  I  gave  them  three  months 
they  would  find  a  policy,  but  at  the 
present  moment  I  gathered  they  had 
none.  The  fact  is  that  the  real  strength 
of  the  Oovemment  in  dealing  with  the 
subject  has  been  in  this — that  they 
have  had  a  policy,  and  that  others  have 
not  had  the  advantage  of  standing  in 
the  same  position.  Now,  my  Lords, 
there  are  probably  two  months  more  of 
this  Session  remaining,  and  I  ouinot 
but  think  that  this  House,  c 


were  never  confiscated,  but  are  regarded 
as  sacred,  because  they  had  been  appro- 
priated to  particular  livings.  As  was 
so  ably  put  by  Sir  BoundeU  Palmer  in 
the  House  of  Commons,  the  example  of 
Canada  may  be  followed  in  Ireland ; 
but  if  it  ia  followed,  it  must  certainly  be 
followed  in  this — namely,  in  preserving 
to  the  Irish  Church  all  those  fimda  ap- 
propriated by  private  munificence  to  its 
several  parishes  or  Bishops'  sees  in  past 
times,  that  they  may  hereafter  contribute 
to  its  support.  I  trust  that,  as  the  noble 
Viscount  (Lord  Monck)  wiU  preside — 
if  the  Bill  passes — over  the  Church  Com- 
missioners, ho  will  bring  to  bear  upon 
the  Irish  Church  his  Canadian  expeii- 
ence,  so  as  to  enable  it  to  avoid  the  diffi- 
culties  to  which  the  Canadian  Church 
has  been  subjected  ;  at  the  same  time, 
giving  it  the  same  justice  as  was  given 
to  the  Canadian  Church. 

My  Lords,  I  must  apologize  to  your 
Lorijships  for  having  trespassed  so  long 
upon  your  attention.  I  confess  I  feel 
that,  with  some  Amendments,  we  may 
make  this  a  good  Bill,  though  I  grant  it 
will  be  very  difficult.  There  is  nothing 
in  the  piinciple  of  the  Bill  which  makes 
it  impossible  to  throw  back  to  a  far 
earlier  date  the  time  &onL  which  private 
endowments  may  be  calculated.  I  am 
much  mistaken — if  you  have  an  oppor- 
tunity of  dealing  with  the  measure  in 
Committee — if  you  do  not  inast  upon 
going  back  to  an  earlier  date  than  1660. 
5iero  is  no  inteUigible  reason  to  be 
given  for  the  selection  of  that  date. 
Does  any  man  believe  that  the  Church 
of  England  came  into  existence  in  Ire- 
land in  1660,  and  not  before?  What 
were  Usher,  Bedell,  and  what  even  was 
Jeremy  Taylor,  if  they  were  not  mem- 
bers of  the  Church  of  England?  Did 
Jeremy  Taylor,  before  he  received  the 
Bishopric  of  Down  and  Connor,  hold  dif- 
ferent opinions  from  those  which  ho  en- 
tertained ae  Bishop  ?  The  thing  will  not 
>!tand  examination,  and,  therefore,  the 
date  must  be  fixed  at  a  much  earlier 
date  than  1660.  I  also  believe  that 
your  Xiordahips  will  inMst  that  the  same 
3^  ArcMithop  of  Cantfriurjf 
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among  ite  Membera  tlie  heads  of  the 
Law  and  the  heads  of  the  Church,  who 
may  be  supposed  to  understand  some- 
thing about  this  particular  matter,  a  fair 
tepreeeutation  of  the  inteUigence  of  the 
nation,  and  the  great  landed  proprietors, 
is  much  more  likely  to  arrive  at  a  eatis- 
lactory  policy  on  this  question  than  can 
be  arrived  at  by  any  amount  of  agitation 
at  meetings  held  in  Uanchester,  in  Ire- 
land, or  in  any  other  part  of  the  king- 
dom. Though  such  a  policy  ae  I  have 
ventured  to  recommend  may  not  con^ 
ciliate  those  who  desire  to  destroy  this 
House  and  its  legitimate  influence  in 
the  nation — though  it  may  not  conciliate 
the  Ultramontane  Boman  Cathohcs  on 
the  one  hand,  or  the  violent  political 
Pissenters  on  the  other — ^yet  I  feel  as- 
sured that  you  will  carry  with  you  the 
sympathies  of  all  the  moderate  Boman 
Catholics  in  this  country  and  in  Ireland 
—especially  of  the  Roman  Catholic  laity 
— if  you  step  in  and  by  a  wise  measure 
save  them  from  that  priestly  dominion 
to  which  I  believe  they  are  quite  as  un- 
willing to  submit  as  any  one  of  our- 
selves ;  but  which  the  necessities  of  their 
position,  and  the  change  which  has  come 
of  late  years  over  the  character  of  their 
clei^,  BO  forces  upon  them  that  they 
are  bound  hand  and  foot.  I  am  sure, 
my  Lords,  that  if  you  were  thus  to  send 
forth  to  tbe  countiw  a  wisely  considered 
measure,  you  would  earn  tiie  gratitude 
of  those  who  are  the  very  sinews  and 
heart  of  the  people  of  Ireland,  those  who 
are  foremost  in  her  industry  and  in  all 
those  qualities  which  constitute  good 
citizenship — I  mean  the  Protestants  of 
the  North  of  Ireland.  If  you  are  able 
thus  to  construct  a  measure  dealing  with 
this  great  subject,  I  am  sure  it  wQl  not 
be  merely  in  words  that  the  people  of 
this  eoimtiy  will  now,  as  they  did  once 
before,  thank  God  that  they  have  a 
House  of  Lords. 

The  EAiL  of  CAItNAEVON:  My 
Lords,  no  one  can  approach  this  subject 
widiout  feeling  conscious  of  the  great 
difficulties  by  which  it  is  beset.  I  will 
not,  however,  waste  your  Lordships' 
time  by  making  my  excuses  for  taking 
part  in  this  debate,  nor  by  expressing 
any  regret  that  the  Bill  under  our  no< 
tico  has  come  before  us,  bound  up — 
as  it  unfortunately  has  been — with  the 
issues  of  party  warfare.  In  the  re- 
marks with  which  I  am  about  to  trouble 
the  House,  I   shall   follow  the  natu- 


ral division  of  the  subject  with  which 
we  have  to  deal,  (uid  address  myself 
first  of  all  to  the  question  of  disestab- 
lishment, and  then  to  that  of  disendow- 
ment.  I  certainly  am  not  in  anyway  in- 
sensible of  the  advantages  of  an  Estab- 
lished Church.  Every  sympathy,  almost 
every  prejudice,  I  have  goes  in  favour 
of  it.  There  are  few  persons  who  con- 
tend even  now-a-days  that  society  can 
well  exist  without  the  bond  of  religion ; 
and  few  will  deny  that  an  Estabhshed 
Church  contribates  lai^ely  towards  the 
maintenance  of  that  bond ;  and  while, 
my  Lords,  I  cannot  subscribe  to  all  that 
has  been  said  this  evening  with  respect 
to  colonial  Churches,  this,  at  least,  I  will 
say,  that  what  has  been  done  in  the  colo- 
nies in  Church  matters  is  due  not  only  to 
the  spirit  of  voluntaryism,  but  sometimes 
also  has  been  done  in  spite  of  voluntary- 
ism. On  the  other  hand^and  I  feel  par- 
ticularly called  upon  to  say  so  after  the 
course  which  this  debate  has  taken — the 
advantages  of  an  Estabhshed  Church  are 
rather  advantages  to  the  State  than  to 
the  Church.  There  was  a  time  when 
the  Church  was  not  connected  with  the 
State,  and  I  have  yet  to  learn  that  that 
was  not  the  purest,  and,  perhaps,  the  best 
period  of  her  existence.  There  was  again 
a  time  when  the  State  sought  a  connection 
with  the  Church,  because  the  Church 
was  the  first  and  prime  element  of  civili- 
zation, and  when  the  confession  of  the 
Trinity  stood  first  on  the  Imperial  Code. 
Again,  there  was  a  time  when  the  union 
between  Church  and  State  was  real — 
when  every  member  of  the  Stat«  was  a 
member  of  the  Church ;  and  lastly,  there 
have  been  times  when  the  Church  was  a 
ilave  of  the  State,  when  their  powers 
irere  unequally  divided,  and  when  the 
slave  was  sometimes  compelled  to  wear, 
not  fetters  of  gold,  but  fetters  of  iron. 
The  mere  union  of  Church  and  State  is 
not  enough.  Politically,  the  union  of 
Church  and  State  was  never  closer  than 
before  the  French  Kevolution ;  while,  re- 
hgiously,  society  and  the  Church  never 
stood  further  apart.  Those  were  days 
of  great  revenues  and  .high  privileges, 
and,  B8  I  think  they  were  sometimes 
falsely  called,  of  the  GaUican  liberties. 
But  the  Church  fell,  and  feU  with  a  crash 
such  as  was  never  seen  before,  and  such, 
as  I  trust,  will  never  be  seen  again. 
"Why  did  she  fall?  Because  she  was 
dependent  on  the  State — because  she  waa 
interwoven  with  the  State  —  and  tho 
[^Seeond  Seeding — Mrst  Ntghi. 
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weapone  of  her  deetruetion  were  not  the 
weapons  manufactured  by  the  Revo- 
lution, but,  aa  modem  researches  show, 
weapons  wrought  in  the  workshops 
of  the  aneien  regime.  But,  in  dealing 
with  such  a  question  aa  this,  it  must 
never  be  foM;otten  that  the  Church  has 
two  sides.  !U  has  its  temporalities,  but 
it  has  its  spirituaJities  also,  and  into  the 
latter  no  State  can  enter,  because  there 
the  rights  of  conscience  are  at  issue. 
And  this,  after  all,  is  a  question,  which 
is  not  confined  to  this  House  or  to  this 
country.  It  is  a  question  with  which 
all  Europe  at  the  present  day  is  labour- 
ing; in  one  fona  in  France,  in  another 
in  Spain,  in  another  in  Austria.  It  is 
possible  indeed,  as  I  believe,  to  reconcile 
these  two  great  powers — the  temporah- 
ties  and  the  spiritualities  ;  but  still  the 
times  are  dangerous  when  you  find  the 
Church  compelled  to  fight  at  once  for 
both  its  possessions  ;  when  Cassar  lays 
claim  not  only  to  the  things  which  be- 
long to  him,  but  also  to  the  things  which 
are  God's.  The  danger  of  this  state  of 
things  is  that  you  run  a  serious  risk  of 
confusion,  and  that  in  that  confusion  the 
higher  is  sometimes  sacrificed  to  the 
lower  object.  Now,  with  regard  to  this 
particular  question — of  the  Irish  Church 
— how  does  the  matter  stand  ?  It  is  not 
my  place  to  endeavour  to  make  out  a 
case  for  the  Bill  which  the  Government 
have  introduced.  My  object  is  rather  to 
point  out  how  far  I  can  accept  that  Bill 
as  applied  to  the  special  circumstances  of 
Ireland  and  the  Irish  Church.  Let  me, 
in  the  first  place,  say  that  I  do  not  un- 
derstand the  ground  which  is  taken  by 
many  persons  in  this  House,  and  in  the 
country  on  this  subject.  I  do  not  quite 
understand  the  ground  which  is  taken 
up  by  Eoman  Cathohcs,  opposed  as  they 
always  have  been  by  traditional  policy 
to  such  a  change  as  this,  and  internally 
opposing  in  Austria  at  this  very  moment 
the  ecclesiastical  reforms  there,  and 
meeting  them  by  precisely  the  same  ar- 
guments as  those  used  in  the  present 
case,  by  many  of  my  noble  Friends  who 
are  strongly  opposed  to  this  Bill.  Nor 
do  I  comprehend  the  position  of  the  Dis- 
senters in  England.  I  do  not  understand 
how  they  can  reconcile  it  to  themselvcH 
from  their  own  point  of  view  to  hand 
over  an  undivided  Empire  to  the  Church 
of  Rome.  Nor  do  I  quite  understand 
the  ground  taken  up  by  the  modem 
school,  who  think  the  Church  a  use- 
Tht  Em-I  of  Carnarvon 


ful  appendage  to  the  State,  while  &ey 
maintain  that  she  should  be  kept  in  ' 
strict  subordination  to  it.  Lastly,  it 
seems  to  me  that  those  who  honestly 
support  this  measure  as  the  means  of 
paci£ymg  Ireland  will  find  themselves 
grievously  disappointed.  On  the  other 
hand,  however,  1  am  bound,  in  candour 
and  fairness,  to  say  that  I  recognize 
some  merit  in  the  freedom  from  the  con- 
trol of  the  State  which  this  Bill  gives 
the  Church  in  Ireland — that  freedom 
from  the  control  of  the  State  which  long 
kept  her  in  a  kind  of  slavery,  which  for 
BO  many  generations  made  her  the  cess- 
pool of  official  patronage,  and  which 
induced  Swift  to  describe  her  as  full 
of  birds  of  passage  who  came  to  fatten 
and  thrive  on  her  revenues.  My  Lords, 
I  admit  that  the  Church  of  Ireland  is 
the  Church  not  only  of  a  minority,  but 
of  a  small,  and  even  of  a  fractional 
minority  ;  and  no  one  would  venture  to 
propose  to  re-create  it  if  it  did  not  exist. 
It  is  true  also  that  the  Church  of  Eng- 
land in  this  country  has,  at  various  times, 
been  more  or  less  national  in  its  charac- 
ter. In  the  time  of  William  HI.,  when 
a  great  break  took  place,  that  was  more 
or  less  true  of  it ;  and  since  then  the  doc- 
trines of  majorities  have  been  constantly 
adduced.  And  now,  what  is  the  state  of 
things  in  the  colonies  ?  In  those  colo- 
nies which  have  representative  institu- 
tions there  is  not  the  shadow  of  an  Estab- 
lishment left.  In  the  Crown  colonies 
there  is,  indeed,  a  quati  Estabhehment. 
It  has  been  fostered  too  frequently  by 
more  of  zeal  than  of  wisdom  ;  but  at  last 
the  facts  and  circumstances  have  been  too 
strong  for  us,  and  it  is  gradually  crumb- 
ling and  passing  away,  even  against  the 
will  of  aO  the  parties  concerned — even 
against  the  will  of  its  friends,  and  yet, 
to  a  certain  extent,  with  their  consent. 
I  venture  to  say  this  with  some  confi- 
dence, because  when  I  held  the  Seals  of 
the  Colonial  Office  I  entered  upon  its 
duties  with  a  strong  prejudice  in  my 
own  mind  in  favour  of  an  Established 
Church  in  the  colonies.  But  I  was 
gradually  forced  to  see  that  it  had  be- 
come impossible,  and  that  the  principle 
of  Establishment  was  gradually  melt- 
ing away,  with  the  consent  of  both  the 
great  parties  in  this  country.  Look  at 
the  colonies  that  have  representative 
institutions.  In  the  words  of  the  Cana- 
dian Act,  you  have  not  even  the  "  sem- 
blauce"  of   an  Established  Church  in 
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those  colonies.  In  Malta  you  have 
a  Boman  Catholic  Church  established 
by  law  —  and,  in  fact,  nowhere  in  the 
British  dominioaB,  except  in  Irelaad, 
is  the  Church  of  a  email  iractional 
minority  the  Established  Church  of  the 
country.  But,  then,  it  may  be  said  that 
my  argument  may  be  carried  further 
than  I  intend  to  go,  and  my  noble  Friend 
who  spoke  from,  the  back  Benches  re- 
ferred to  the  case  of  Walea.  Now,  I 
deny  that  there  is  any  real  analogy  be- 
tween the  case  of  Ireland  and  that  of 
Wales.  The  differences  are  very  plain 
and  obvious.  They  are  not  only  ia 
their  physical  conditions  absolutely  dis- 
tinct, but  whereas  Boman  Cathohcism  in 
Ireland  has  been  an  indigenous  plant. 
Dissent  in  Wales  is  purely  an  exotic. 
While  in  the  one  country  Boman  Catho- 
licism was  planted  centuries  ago  and  has 
for  generations — from  time  immemorial 
— been  the  religion  of  the  people,  Dis- 
sent in  Wales  has  been  introduced  in 
recent  times,  and  has  been  introduced 
by  the  sloth  of  the  Church  and  the 
indifference  of  the  State ;  I  venture  to 
hope  and  betieye  that  it  is  now  gradu- 
aUy  being  remedied  by  a  better  and 
improved  system.  But  of  one  thing  I 
I  am  clear — that  the  case  of  the  Church 
of  Ireland  is  not  in  any  sense  identical 
with  that  of  the  Church  in  England. 
Its  history  and  its  circumstances  are  all 
different.  Its  relations  to  the  State  and 
to  the  people  are  different ;  and  I  would 
venture  to  warn  those  who  think  that  in 
this  Bill  they  can  seal  the  fate  of  the 
Church  of  England,  that  they  will  find 
the  case  a  very  different  one.  I  would 
venture  to  remind  them  that  the  Go- 
vernment and  its  supporters  stand  as 
deeply  pledged  as  words  can  commit 
anyone  to  the  fact  that  the  case  is  en- 
tirely different  between  the  two  Churches. 
My  Lords,  it  was  said  by  my  noble 
Friend  behind  me,  who  moved  the 
rejection  of  this  Bill  (the  Earl  of  Har- 
rowby),  that  it  was  equivalent  to  a 
repeal  of  tho  Union.  Without  discus- 
sing that  point  too  closely,  I  must 
irankly  ac^owledge  that  I  failed  to 
follow  his  argument,  I  do,  indeed, 
think  that  it  was  a  misfortune  that  the 
union  of  Ireland  with  this  country  was 
originally  a  religious  as  well  as  a  poli- 
tico one.  It  h^  not  been  so  in  the  case 
of  Scotland,  and  the  beneficial  results 
are  to  this  hour  before  our  eyes.  And  I 
cannot,  for  my  own  part,  but  look  upon 


the  problem  to  be  solved  rather  as  a  na- 
tionalthanareligiousproblem.  Itseeme 
to  me  much  the  same  problem  in  that 
respect  as  was  the  problem  in  182B. 
Then,  as  now,  there  were  three  alter- 
natives— emancipation,  re-conquest,  or 
repeal.  You  might  almost  describe  our 
present  position  in  the  same  language. 
Then,  as  now,  there  were  the  same  re- 
sentments for  the  past,  the  same  vague 
hopes  for  the  future.  Then,  as  now, 
Ireland  was  divided  into  two  camps,  and 
exposed  to  all  the  chances  of  a  religious 
conflagration.  Then,  as  now — because 
the  parallel  is  really  very  curious — a 
very  large  part  of  England,  at  least,  waa 
adverse  to  the  change,  while  Ireland 
was  favourable  to  it,  and  just  as  the 
Union  carried  Boman  Catholic  Eman- 
cipation, so  is  the  Union  now  car- 
rying the  present  measure.  Whether 
the  Government  of  that  day  were  re- 
sponsible for  refusing  all  concession,  and 
whether  the  Government  at  this  day  is 
responsible  for  promoting  agitation,  it  is 
not  for  me  to  say — it  is  enough  for  me  to 
repeat  that  it  is  rather  a  national  than  a 
religious  problem.  I  know  well  how  deep 
must  be  Uie  shock  to  the  feelings  of  the 
Protestant  population  of  Ireland ;  for, 
after  all,  the  question  is  interwoven  with 
tho  feeling  and  habits  of  generations. 
I  cannot,  however,  but  believe  that  when 
the  religious  question  is  disentangled 
they  will  find  that  they  have  lost  ia  no 
degree  either  their  great  political  or 
social  influence — because,  after  all,  their 
courage,  manliness,  independence,  and 
ability  are  inherent  in  them,  and  must, 
under  any  circumstances,  assert  their 
power,  and  these  are  qualities  which,  as 
no  legislation  can  give,  so  no  legislation 
can  take  away.  And  hero  I  cannot  help 
expressing  my  regret  that  in  all  the  dis- 
cussions on  this  subject  in  "another 
place"  there  should  have  been  apparently 
so  great  a  want  of  sympathy  with  them 
on  me  part  of  those  who  had  the  conduct 
of  this  measure.  It  has  affotted  my  own 
mind,  and  I  can  conceive  how  much 
more  deeply  it  must  have  sunk  into  the 
minds  of  those  who  felt  that  their  near- 
est and  dearest  interests  were  concerned. 
In  the  rigid  silence  that  was  observed — 
in  the  forced  absence  of  all  Eirgument  in 
reply — -sometimes  in  the  conciliatory 
words  which  were  not  spoken,  sometimes 
in  the  hard  things  that  were  said,  I  own 
I  saw  something  that  reminded  me  of 
the  barbarous  conqueror  who,  in  lieu 
lS»eond  Raading — Firtt  Ni^ht. 
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sufficient  to  justify  your  LordshipB  to 
assent  to  audi  a  policy.  What  does 
the  secularization  of  corporate  property 
mean  ?  I  think  my  noble  Friend's  de- 
scription may  be  applied  to  the  seculari- 
zation of  corporate  property  in  either  of 
two  cases — if  the  Sovereign  puts  the 
money  in  his  pocket,  or  gives  it  to  his 
favourites,  as  at  the  time  of  the  Sefor- 
matiou ;  or  if  the  State,  taking  it,  turns 
out  those  who  have  life  interests,  with- 
out making  provision  for  them  as  at  the 
time  of  the  French  Revolution.  For 
my  own  part,  I  draw  a  distinction  be- 
tween private  property  and  corporate 
property  in  respect  of  the  power  of  the 
State,  for  it  appears  to  me  that  the 
law  of  England  recognizes  that  distinc- 
tion, and  not  only  recognizes  but  has 
acted  on  it.  It  has  exercised,  by  way 
of  ordinary  regulation,  its  right  of  inter- 
ference with  corporate  property  in  the 
case  of  the  reform  of  municipal  corpora- 
tions, in  the  case  of  the  Charity  Com- 
missionerB ;  it  has  exercised,  by  extraor- 
dinary authority,  its  right  at  the  period 
of  the  Reformation.  And  going  back 
further,  and  looking  at  the  effects  of  the 
Reformation — of  course,  I  speak  of  its 
temporal  effects — if  we  take  away  the 
statutes  of  Henry  Vlll.  and  Elizabeth, 


of  argument,  threw  his  sword  into  the 
scale.  Well,  my  Lords,  I  now  come  to 
the  question  of  disendowment.  Dis- 
endowment,  as  I  understand  it,  is  allied, 
in  popular  estimation,  to  two  somewhat 
di&rent  things.  It  means,  in  the  first 
instance,  the  appropriation  of  this  pro- 
perly to  religious  uses ;  and,  ■  on  the 
other  hand,  it  means  mere  secularization. 
The  measure  of  Her  Majesty's  Govern- 
ment stands  somewhat  between  the  two. 
I,  for  one,  should  greatly  prefer  the  ap- 
phcation  of  the  property  to  religious 
uses.  I  prefer  it,  because  to  take  it 
away  from  these  religious  purposes  seems 
to  take  away  the  best  herit^^  of  the 
poor  ;  and  because,  if  so  taken  away,  it 
18  likely  to  find  its  way  into  the  hands  of 
classes  that  leaat  need  it.  But  what,  after 
all,  is  the  meaning  of  reli^ous  uses  ?  In 
the  early  Church,  as  your  Lordships  will 
remember,  tithes  were  supposed  to  be 
applied  to  the  tjiree  purposes — for  the 
benefit  of  the  clergy,  for  the  mainten- 
ance of  the  fabrics,  and  to  the  relief  of 
the  poor ;  and  the  relief  of  the  poor  in 
itself  formed  a  religious  endowment. 
As  far  as  I  am  personally  concerned,  I 
entertain  no  great  objection  to  that  por- 
tion of  the  plan  proposed  by  the  Govem- 
,  ment;  but  then,  on  the  other  hand,  I 
am  bound  to  say  that  that  plan  is  scarcely 
homogeneous  and  consistent,  that  other 
objects  besides  the  support  of  hospitals 
enter  their  proposal ;  and  that  the  mo- 
dem doctrine  is  emphatic  that  such  an 
application  of  public  money  tends  ulti- 
mately to  pauperize  rather  than  to  re- 
lieve. Some  of  the  supporters  of  Her 
Majesty's  Government  hold  this  vienj, 
and  I  must  leave  it  to  the  Government 
to  settle  the  question  with  them.  But 
we  are  also  obliged  in  this  case  to  con- 
aider  the  question  of  secularization,  be- 
cause secularization  forms  one  of  the 
principles  of  this  Bill,  My  noble  Friend 
the  Chairman  of  Committees  has  spoken 
on  more  than  one  occasion  in  very 
strong  terms  of  what  is  proposed  to  be 
done  by  this  Bill.  He  haa  called  it 
plunder  and  spoliation.  If  it  were  what 
my  noble  Friend  holds  it  to  be,  his  views 
would  unsettle  a  very  laige  amount 
of  property  in  this  country — property 
which  has  been  settled  for  generadons. 
If  secularization  in  such  a  case  as  this 
was  what  my  noble  Friend  describes  it 
to  be,  I  never  would  vote  for  it,  and  I 
can  conceive  no  circumstances,  either  in 
this  House  or  out  of  it,  which  would  be 
The  Earl  of  Cantartdn 


how  many  of  the  titles  to  property  e 
taken  away  with  them  ?  How  far  the 
State  is  justified  in  interfering  with  the 
property  of  a  corporation,  which  con- 
tinues to  discharge  the  duties  for  the 
discha^  of  which  it  was  estabUshed, 
is  a  different  question.  The  State  has  a 
double  power.  It  is  absolutely  power- 
ful over  all  property ;  but  this  is  simply 
the  force  of  the  strongest.  It  has  wso 
a  moral  competence,  bound  by  considera- 
tions of  policy  and  good  feeling  and  pri- 
vate rights ;  and  that  State  is  the  wisest 
which  acts  in  these  matters  with  the 

greatest  tenderness  and  forbearance, 
ut,  as  a  matter  of  fact,  I  admit  the 
right  of  the  State  to  disestablish  and  dis- 
endow ;  and,  mv  Lords,  though  disestab- 
lishment and  disendowment  are  not  the 
same  thing,  I  admit  that  if  there  bo  dis- 
establishment a  certain  measure  of  dis- 
endowment does  seem  necessarily  to  flow 
out  of  it.  But  then  arises  the  last,  and 
perhaps  the  most  important,  considera- 
tion in  connection  with  this  measure — 
namely,  what  is  to  be  the  character  and 
extent  of  the  disendowment  in  this  case? 
Must  we  look  on  the  disendowment  pro- 
posed by  the  Government  as  a  gracioua 
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and  generous  measure  of  dJBendowmeiit, 
or  as  a  liard  measure  exacted  in  atrict 
flocordance  vith  the  letter  of  the  bond  ? 
I  will  not  trouble  your  Lordehipe  with 
many  figures ;  but  I  must  say  uiat  mj 
estimate  of  what  the  Bill  leaves  to  the 
Church  falls  little  short  of  that  made 
by  the  most  rev.  Primate,  On  Mr. 
Gladstone's  own  calculation,  we  may 
ta^e  the  capital  of  the  Irish  Estab- 
lished Chui^  at  £16,000,000.  The 
charges,  exclusive  of  £600,000  private 
endowments,  and  £250,000  building 
charges,  are  £7,900,000  ;  the  surplus 
appropriated  to  hospitals,  £7,350,000. 
These  charges  and  me  surplus  so  ap- 
propriated make  a  total  of  £15,250,000, 
leaving  £750,000.      Of  this,   £500,000 

Srivate  endowments  go  to  the  benefit  of 
le  Church,  and  £250,000  are  for  build- 
ing charges  which  the  Church  will  have 
to  make  good,  and  which,  therefore, 
must  be  deducted  &om  the  £500,000. 
There  will  remain  then  to  the  Church 
only  £250,000.  But  if  we  take  into 
account  the  expense  of  issuing  a  Com- 
mission similar  to  that  which  the  Go- 
vernment proposed  to  issue,  for  which 
£200, 000  has  been  mentioned  as  the  cost, 
I  will  assume  an  outlay  of  £100,000; 
and  thus  only  a  beggarly  £150,000  will 
ultimately  be  left  to  the  Church.  Is  it  not 
almost  a  mockery  to  propose  that  only 
such  a  sum  as  mat  should  be  saved  to 
the  Church  out  of  her  present  property  ? 
Did  any  of  us  suppose  last  year  that 
such  a  scheme  of  disendowment  aa  that 
would  be  connected  with  the  disestab- 
lishment of  the  Irish  Church?  I  say 
nothing  of  life  interests.  We  owe  the 
Government  no  thanks  for  them.  Those 
who  are  entitled  to  them  may  take  their 
compensation  and  draw  out  the  last  far- 
thing, leaving  absolutely  nothing  to  the 
ChuKh — therefore,  we  have  no  right  to 
take  those  life  interests  into  accoimt  in 
considering  what  is  to  be  done  for  the 
Church.  I  will  not  now  dwell  on  the 
date  1660 — so  arbitrarily  fixed  on  as  the 
limit  in  case  of  private  endowments — nor 
on  the  capitalization  scheme,  which,  as 
it  now  stands,  must  end  in  utter  failure, 
and  other  similar  points ;  but  I  say  the 
feet  remains  that  only  the  inconsiderable 
balance  of  £100,000  or  £150,000  will 
be  left  to  the  Insh  Church  when  this 
scheme  has  been  carried  out ;  while 
within  the  last  centiuy  the  Boman  Ca- 
tholic Church  in  Ireland  has,  under 
the  protection  of  Parliamentary  enacts 


mente,  been  allowed  to  accumulate  pro- 
perty to  the  amount  of  £5,000,000  or 
£6,000,000,  and  has  now  an  income  of 
of  £600,000  or  £700,000  a  year.  If 
that  be  so,  surely  it  is  unjust  to  the  Pro- 
testant Church  in  Ireland  to  place  her  in 
the  position  you  now  propose.  Bemem- 
ber  that  her  rfiortcomings,  whatever  they 
may  have  been,  have  been  mainly  due 
to  the  State.  Bemember  all  the  pro- 
mises made  to  her  by  statesmen  r^re- 
senting  all  parties — the  promises  of  Sir 
Bobert  Peel,  of  Lord  PaunerBton,  of  the 
present  Prime  Minister,  of  Sir  George 
Lewis,  of  Sir  George  Grey,  the  promises 
of  every  Minister  of  distinction.  We  are 
told  not  to  fear,  for  voluntaryism  will  do 
all  for  the  Church  in  Ireland.  Now,  I 
have  myself  more  faith  in  voluntaryism 
than  many  of  the  noble  Lords  who  pre- 
ceded me  in  this  debate ;  but  I  do  not  be- 
lieve that  it  can  perform  impossibilities. 
There  is  a  great  difference  between  volun- 
taryism in  a  new  and  in  an  old  country. 
In  a  new  country  it  is  possible  and  con- 
venient. It  develops  easily;  it  grows 
with  the  growth  of  the  population  and 
die  wealth  of  the  community.  In  an 
old  country  eveiything  is,  so  to  speak, 
out  of  proportion  with  voluntaryism,  and 
it  cannot  develop  itself  in  the  same  de- 
gree. It  must  be  remembered  that  the 
provisions,  even  those  which  are  favour- 
able, in  this  BOl  are  rather  against 
the  success  of  the  Irish  Church  with 
the  voluntary  system  than  in  favour 
of  it,  because  the  very  fact  of  life  inte- 
rests being  granted  to  the  clei^  cuts 
and  cripples  the  voluntary  effort ;  whilst 
after  a  certain  number  of  years  these  life 
interests  will  expire,  and  the  Church  will 
be  thrown  on  its  own  resources.  But 
whilst  some  of  Her  Majee^'s  Oorem- 
ment  say  that  the  Irish  Church  will 
in  time  grow  rich  on  voluutair  efibrte ; 
ou  the  other  hand,  the  Chancellor  of  the 
Exchequer  is  reported  to  have  stated 
that  it  was  dangerous  to  have  a  Church 
too  rich.  But  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man is  reasoning  like  Uie  Sicilian  tyrant 
who  took  the  golden  cloak  off  the 
statue  of  Jupiter,  saying  that  in  sum- 
mer it  was  too  warm  and  in  winter  it 
did  not  keep  out  the  cold.  Wherever 
the  truth  may  lie  between  these  adverse 
opinions,  I  would  beg  to  impress  on 
noble  Lords  that  if  the  question  in  this 
case  be  one  of  mere  money,  it  is  unwor- 
thy of  the  Government  and  of  Parlia- 
ment to  baggie  over  it.     For  my  own 
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part,  I  think  that  in  a  caee  liJce  this  the 
wisest  policy  ia  to  be  generous.  I  quite 
belieTe,  my  Lords,  that  there  are  a 
great  many  in  your  Lordships'  House 
■who  do  not  agree  with  the  Tiew  which  I 
have  been  induced  to  form  upon  this 
subjept;  but,  on  the  other  hand,  I  be- 
lieve that  tliere  are  a.  good  many  others 
who,  whUe  disliking  the  Bill,  yet  hesi- 
tate as  to  how  far  it  ia  right  to  reject  it. 
To  these  noble  Lords  I  venture  to  ap- 
peal. I  appeal  earnestly  to  them  in  this 
great  criais  to  accept  the  second  reading 
of  this  Bill — in  the  first  place  in  the  in- 
terest of  this  House,  whose  authority 
should  not  be  unnecessarily  strained; 
secondly,  in  the  interest  of  the  Church 
of  L^laod,  which  can  gain  but  little  by 
delay;  and,  lastly,  in  the  interests  of 
Ireland  itself,  which  ought  not,  but 
which  may,  in  the  event  of  this  measure 
being  rejected,  become  a  battle-field  of 
desperate  and  dangerous  faction.  My 
Lords,  we  know  that  in  this  matter  the 
responsibility  rests  upon  Her  Majesty's 
Government.  Her  Majesty's  Govern- 
ment have  accepted  that  responsibility. 
But  though  this  is  so,  I  would  remind 
your  Lordships  that  the  power  of  pro- 
test— of  solemn  and  powerful  protest — 
belongs  to  this  House.  For  my  own 
part,  I  believe  that  there'may  be  many 
of  your  Lordships,  who,  while  seriously 
opposed  fo  the  Bill,  may  yet  yield  up 
their  opinion  to  the  extent  of  reading  this 
Bill  a  second  time  without  dishonour. 
After  all  they  will  not  be  yielding  to  the 
House  of  Commons.  We  have  before 
now  had  differences  with  that  House, 
and  sometimes  they  have  gained  and 
sometimes  we  have  gained.  But  in 
yielding  up  their  opinion  on  this  occa- 
sion they  wUl  not  yield  it  up  so  much 
to  the  Lower  House,  as  to  what  I 
nnderstaod  to  be  the  distinct  and  de- 
liberately   expressed     opinion    of    the 


rant,  aye,  and  even  to  induce,  your 
Lordships  to  give  this  Bill  a  second 
reading.  On  the  other  hand,  I  ven- 
ture also  to  think  tliat  the  minority  on 
this  subject — a  minority  which  is  repre- 
sented in  the  House  of  Commons — is  so 
large  as  to  re<iuire  of  your  Lordships' 
House  every  consideration  when  this 
Bill  gets  into  Committee.  But  my  noble 
Friend,  in  moving  the  rejection  of  the 
Bill,  also  declared  that  the  decision  of 
the  country  upon  the  question  is  not 
final,  and  that  time  only  is  required  that 
that  decision  should  be  reversed.  My 
Lords,  I  am  much  afi-aid  that  my  noble 
Friend  ia  mistaken  upon  this  point  also. 
I  think  there  are  but  few  of  your  Lord- 
ships here  present  who  in  your  heart  of 
hearts  believe  that  that  decision  is  not 
the  definitive  judgment  of  the  country ; 
and  if  this  should  be  the  case,  then  we 
should  be  making  a  great  mistake  were 
we  to  misapprehend  the  feeling  on  the 

Eart  of  the  country.  It  is  in  these  aim- 
)BS  combats,  if  I  may  so  describe  them 
— in  these  aimless  combats  of  the  rear- 
guard after  the  battle  has  been  decided, 
that  power  is  wasted,  and  that  great  op- 

Srtunities  are  sometimes  thrown  away. 
y  Lords,  whilst  I  venture  to  thank 
your  Lordships  for  having  heard  me 
with  such  patience,  knowing  how  few 
there  are  among  you  who  agree  with 
me  altogether  on  this  subject,  I  must 
once  and  again  entreat  your  Lord- 
ships not  to  strain  your  power  unneces- 
sarily, and  not  to  defer  concession  until 
it  can  no  longer  have  the  charm  of  Ixee 
consent  or  be  regulated  by  the  counsels 
of  prudent  statesmanship. 

The  Bishop  of  DERRY  :  My  Lords, 
any  person  who  feels  as  profoundly  as  I 
do  on  this  subject,  and  who  occupies  the 
position  which  I  fill,  must  necessarily 
realize  the  importance  of  the  grave  and 
solemn  issue  now  before   your   Lord- 


country.      I   am  aware  that  my  noble  i  ships ;  and  I  think  I  shall  i 
Friend  who  has  moved  the  rejection  of  [  siderable  sympathy  phen  I  adiresa  you. 
this  Bill  says  that  the  country  has  not  1 1  am  afraid  that  I  am  i      ' 
yet  deliberately  expressed  its  opinion 
upon  this  measure.     But,  on  the  other 
hand,  your  Lordships  cannot  fail  to  re- 
member how  fully  this  question    was 
debated  last  year — ^j-ou  cannot  fail  to 
remember  how  fully  it  was  discussed  at 
the  time  of  the  elections,  and  how  large 
a  majority  of  the  Members  of  the  House 
of  Conmions  were  distinctly  returned  in 
favour  of  a  disestablishment  of  the  Irish 

ChuTcli;  a  majority  so  large  as  to  war- { rations  to-night  to  those  who    are    the 
2K4  Earl  of  Carnarvon 


cause  I  am  an  Irishman — in  still  greater 
danger  possibly  because  I  am  an  Irish 
Bishop  —  of  using  sti-ong  words  in- 
stead of  strong  arguments.  But  I  am 
sincerely  anxious  on  the  present  occasion 
to  place  a  restraint  u]K»n  my  own  pri- 
vate feelings  while  I  endeavour  to  lay 
before  your  Lordships  a  line  of  argu- 
ment and  to  adhere  to  it  as  closoly  as 
I  wish  to  address  a  few  obser- 
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Opponents  of  the  Irish  Church,  and  who 
are  therefore  the  supporters  of  the  present 
Bill.  It  is,  indeed,  the  peculiar  fortune  of 
the  Irish  Church — I  do  not  say  whether 
it  is  her  good  or  her  bad  fortune — that 
those  who  are  her  friends  in  one  sense 
are  her  enemies  in  another — those  who 
are  the  enemies  of  her  Establishment, 
but  who  are  the  friends  of  her  spiritual 
bo<^.  Her  case  is  exactly  the  reverse 
of  Israel  of  old — not  "they  who  hate 
ua"  but  "they  who  love  us"  would 
spoil  our  goods.  Now,  my  Lords,  I  de- 
sire to  remind  such  enemies  of  oui 
tablishment  and  such  friends  of 
Church  that  the  action  of  this  Bill  will 
be  to  reduce  onr  Church  to  voluntaryism 
pure  and  simple,  or  as  nearly  so  as  pos- 
sible, andtheni  shall  endeavour  to  prove 
that  voluntaryism  is  absolutely  unsuited 
to  the  soil  of  Ireland.  This  BiU  has  been 
described  as  a  generous  and  gracious 
measure ;  and  we  have  heard  to-night 
from  several  noble  Lords  of  the  generous 
and  kindly  treatment  which  we  are  likely 
to  receive  in  the  Amendments  which  will 
be  introduced  into  the  Bill  in  Committee. 
But,  my  Lords,  there  are  some  remini- 
scences which  it  is  difficult  to  efface  from 
the  mind.  It  is  hard  for  ua  Irish  Church- 
men to  efiace  from  our  memories  the 
manner  in  which  certain  Amendments 
were  treated  in  "another  place;"  amend- 
ments obviously  just  and  reasonable  and 
declared  to  be  such  by  some  of  the  first 
lawyers  of  the  age,  whose  predilections 
might  fairly  be  supposed  to  be  in  an  op- 
posite direction.  The  noble  Earl  who 
has  just  addressed  your  Lordships  (the 
Earl  of  Carnarvon)  has  laid  down  a  dis- 
tinction between  the  proper^  of  indivi- 
duals and  that  of  corporations.  Now,  I 
will  not  for  a  moment  dispute  that  doc- 
trine, but  1  have  here  a  passage  from 
Hallam,  which  throws  additional  light 
upon  the  subject.  Mr.  Kallam  expresses 
his  belief  that  the  Legislature  can  alter 
the  course  of  transmission  in  the  case  of 
corporate  property,  unless  the  succes- 
sion has  already  been  designated  or 
rendered  probable.  Now,  apply  that 
doctrine  to  the  case  of  the  uniortimate 
curates  of  the  Established  Church  in  Ire- 
land ;  and,  at  the  same  time,  remember 
that  Amendments  as  obvious  as  that 
which  proposed  to  give  them  compensa- 
tion for  the  loss  of  their  prospects  were 
rejected — that  which  proposed  that  the 
glebe  houses,  upon  which  such  large  sums 
have  been  laid  out  from  timo  to  time 
VOL.  CXCVI.     [third  series.] 


from  the  capital  of  the  successive  incum- 
bents, should  be  given  to  the  Church 
Body  without  reservation  —  that  that 
which  proposed  that  the  second  year  of 
the  reign  of  Elizabeth  should  be  substi- 
tutod  for  the  mystical  and  wonderful 
date  1660,  as  that  from  which  private 
endowments  were  to  be  respected,  were 
met  with  either  contempt  or  else  by  what 
has  been  described  as  the  "conspiracy 
of  silence."     The  noble  Earl  who  pro- 

fosed  the  second  reading  of  the  Bill 
welt  upon  the  improvements  introduced 
into  the  Bill  in  its  progress  through 
Committee  in  the  House  of  Commons. . 
But  he  touched  rather  lightly  on  the 
matter,  and  I  have  noted  down  the  chief 
of  those  Amendments  as  far  as  they  bear 
upon  the  Irish  Church.  I  will  now  refer 
to  them.  In  the  3rd  clause  we  find  the 
names  of  the  Commissioners  to  he  ap- 
pointed by  Her  Majesty's  Government, 
Against  those  names  I  have  not  one  word 
to  say.  Among  them  I  find  that  of  a 
noble  Lord  who  is  now  in  this  House,  and 
whom  I  do  not  even  know  by  sight  (Lord 
Monck),  but  whom,  notwithstanding  the 
difference  beween  our  views  on  tiie  sub- 
ject of  the  Irish  Church,  I  myself  should 
been  the  first  to  name  for  that 
In  Clause  6  we  find  the  salaries 
of  the  Commissioner  fixed ;  they  are 
respectable  men  and  their  salaries  are 
eminently  respectable.  I  have  been  in- 
formed va&i  the  insertion  of  the  little 
word  "as"  will  prevent  our  private 
plate  from  being  vested  in  these  most 
excellent  Commissioners.  In  the  13th 
clause  there  is  an  Amendment,  which  I 
ippose  I,  as  an  Irish  Bishop,  should 
acknowledge  with  gratitude.  Afrer  the 
passing  of  this  Bill  I  shall  be  no  longer 
a  Spiritual  Peer,  but  I  am  to  be  per- 
mitted to  retain  the  title  and  precedence 
which  I  owe  to  the  favour  of  Her  Ma- 
jesty. In  Clause  24,  in  the  original 
draft  of  the  Bill,  there  was  a  pro- 
vision, under  which  the  Commissioners 

to  be  permitted  to  keep  up  twelve 

of  the  cathedrals  and  churches  belonging 
to  the  Irish  Church  as  national  monu- 
ments ;  but  in  the  Bill  as  it  now  stands 
that  (iause  is  omitted.  I  am  not  one 
of  those  who  complain  of  the  omission 
of  that  clause — at  least,  in  the  form  in 
which  it  was  drawn — but  it  certainly  is 
not  an  omission  on  the  side  of  gene- 
rosity. Generosity  !  I  say  of  this  Bill, 
Nil  gmeroium,  nil  magmjieum  tapit;  it  is 
'  [tensely  grinding  and  penurious  —  it 
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is  as  niggardly  of  its  gold  as  i 
of  its  words.  But  I  recogmzed  for 
the  first  time,  with  much  gratitude,  a 
really  eicellent  provision  m  the  14th 
olause,  by  which  the  compensation  to 
beneficed  persons  and  clergymen  other 
than  cuTat«B  is  not  tied  down  to  the  die- 
choree  of  their  present  duties,  and  in 
whicm  provision  is  made  for  the  case  of 
those  Bishops  and  clei^ymen  who  may 
be  sick  or  disabled.  But  I  do  assert  that 
the  Bill,  as  a  whole,  leaves  nothing  to  the 
Church  as  distinguished  from  individual 
members  of  it.  It  provides  only  for 
the  life  servicee  of  the  present  genera- 
tion of  incumbents.  It  has  been  made 
a  subject  of  much  congratulation  that 
the  churches  have  been  left  to  the  Pro- 
testants of  Ireland.  Now,  really,  my 
Iiords,  considering  that  it  can  be  dis- 
tinctly proved  that  since  the  aboHtion 
of  churca rates  £800,000  have  been  laid 
out  upon  these  churches  by  the  private 
and  voluntary  gifts  of  Irish  Churchmen 
themselves,  I  do  not  think  that  any 
great  generosity  can  be  ui^ed  in  this 
matter.  To-night  I  heard  a  sum  of 
about  £8,000  a  year  referred  to ;  but, 
with  that  exception,  I  think  it  may  be 
asserted  that  this  BUI  as  it  stands  does 
reduce  us  almost  to  the  volimtary  sys- 
tem, pure  and  simple.  I  vrill  ask  your 
Lordships'  attention  while  I  endeavour 
to  show  that  voluntaryism  is  absolutely 
unfitted  to  the  soil  of  Ireland.  The  ar- 
guments drawn  from  voluntary  Churches 
in  other  parts  of  the  world  are  In  the 
highest  degree  precarious.  We  shall 
all  of  us,  I  dare  eay,  remember  some 
words  which  were  spoken  by  the  noble 
Lord  (Lord  Monck)  at  the  beginning  of 
the  Session  in  moving  an  Address  to 
the  Crown.  The  noble  Lord  spoke  about 
his  experience  of  voluntaryism  in  Ca- 
nada. I  need  not  dwell  on  facts  which 
have  been  so  often  brought  forward  to 
show  that  the  |)araUel  fails:  it  fails 
constitutionally,  it  fails  materially,  and, 
as  one  who  has  taken  considerable  pains 
in  the  working  of  the  Propagation  of  the 
Gospel  Society,  I  say,  with  all  respect  for 
the  noble  Lord's  talents  and  equally  un- 
doubted sincerity,  it  also  fails  practically. 
At  the  beginning  of  a  memorable  debate 
with  regard  to  Establishments  we  were 
rerouided  that  there  were  two  aspects 
under  which  they  might  be  viewed.  I 
believe  we  shall  find,  in  like  manner, 
that  the  voluntary  system  in  Canada  is 
one  thing  as  seen  in  the  bird's-eye  view 
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of  a  Governor  Oen^al  residing  greeilj 
among  the  French  peculation  of  the 
provinces,  and,  perhaps,  seeing  the  vo- 
luntary system  under  the  soft  and  rosy 
light  thrown  over  it  by  the  richly-en- 
dowed Boman  Catholic  Canadian  Church; 
but  I  can  assure  your  Lordships  many  of 
the  pastors  and  clergy  of  the  Canadian 
Church  speak  in  very  different  terms,  and 
write  home  in  something  like  anguish. 
They  tell  us  that  they  are  quite  unable 
to  fill  up  any  vacancies  in  their  stations, 
while  the  French  Bomau  Catholic  popu- 
lation, with  their  richly-endowed  priest- 
hood, increase  by  hundreds  every  year, 
and  boast  that  in  ten  years  they  wiU  tram- 
ple out  the  English  and  Protestants  and 
drive  them  from  the  country.  That  is  not 
a  very  encour^^ng  analogy  to  propose  to 
us.  A  great  i^al  has  been  said  about  a 
pure  voluntary  Church.  I  will  not  dwell 
on  the  analogy  of  the  Free  Chnrch  takett 
up  by  the  most  rev.  Prelate  (the  Arch- 
bishop of  Canterbury)  with  such  power ; 
but  tike  analogy  of  the  Scottish  Epis- 
copal Communion  is  still  less  esooa- 
raging.  The  Primus  of  Scotland  re- 
minded his  clergy  last  year  that  within 
a  century  aft«r  the  disendowment  and 
disestablishment  of  the  Scottish  Epis- 
copal Communion  her  clergy  were  re- 
duced &om  1,000  to  forty-two.  She 
has  at  present,  I  believe,  only  S0,000 
members  and  about  170  congregations. 
Kecentiy  a  strenuous  attempt  has  been 
made  to  raise  the  income  of  ita  Bishops 
to  £500  a  year,  and  of  the  clergy 
->laced  in  permanent  benefices  to  £150; 
lut  with  what  result  P  At  the  last 
meeting  of  the  Scotch  Church  Society 
it  was  announced  that  they  were  only 
able  to  bring  up  the  percentage  to 
some  lOf.  8i^.  m  the  pound.  I  ask  you 
whether  you  wish  this  analogy  of  the 
Scotch  Episcopal  Communion  to  be  ap- 
plied to  Ireland?  Do  you  wish  the 
Protestants  of  Ireland  to  be  absorbed  in 
the  religion  of  the  majority  ?  Do  you 
wish  to  cover  the  land,  North,  East,  South, 
and  West,  with  the  thick  darkness  of 
Ultramontane  superstition — to  "  make  a 
sohtude  and  call  it  peace?"  Let  us 
look  at  the  working  of  voluntaryism  on 
the  soil  of  Ireland  itself — let  me  speak 
"the  Presbyterians  of  Ireland,  as  Cor 
they  are  a  voluntAry  body.  Ur. 
M'Allister,  of  Belfast,  a  very  competent 
authority,  oommled  some  statistics  in  the 
interests  of  the  Presbyterians  themselves, 
showing  that  there  are  600  Preebyteriaa 
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miniBtera  under  iJie  General  AflBembly 
in  Irelfuid  for  whom  th.e  State  grants  a 
proviBion  of  some  £40,000 ;  and  that  of 
theBe  there  are  fiJly  100  miniaters  with 
incomes  of  £95  per  flnTnim,  and  tiiat  of 
the  aasiBtantG  there  were  many  with 
salarieB  ranging  &om  £50  to  £70  a  year. 
"ImagiDe,  saidMr. M'Allifiter,  "what 
a  life  of  poverty,  diatresB,  and  martyr- 
dom these  men  must  lead,  especially  if 
they  have  wives  and  &nulie8."  With 
Bucn  pain&l  facts  under  their  own  eyes, 
if  one  did  not  know  iJie  exquisite  plea- 
sure of  humiliating  a  successful  rival — 
the  refined  enjoyment  that  all  truly 
liberal  minds  of  modem  stamp  feel  in 
reducing  to  primitive  poverty  those  whose 
office  they  do  not  the  least  in  the  world 
believe  to  be  primitive  in  its  origin — 
it  would  be  dimcult  to  credit  that  any 
sane  man,  knowing  of  the  existence  of 
such  distress,  couU  wish  to  put  miniB- 
ters  of  his  own  communion  upon  the 
voluntary  system.  By  this  handful  of 
voluntaries  among  the  Irish  Preebyte- 
rians,  it  is  asserted  that  the  Church 
will  get  on  much  better  without  en- 
dowments. They  themselves,  however, 
like  the  ohl  lady  who  shrank  from 
a  dose  of  antimony,  but  thought  it 
quite  natural  to  take  the  same  thing  as 
tartar  emetic,  have  no  objection  to  per- 
petual endowments  for  their  own  life- 
time under  the  delightful  name  of  an- 
nuity. Then  we  are  desired  to  look  at 
the  voluntary  system  as  it  exiete  in  the 
Church  of  £ome.  I  wish  to  speak  with 
all  oonsideration  and  tenderness  for  the 
views  of  noble  Lords  who  may  differ 
&om  me ;  but  I  think  there  can  be 
no  offence  ia  saying  that  in  those  mo- 
ments of  reflection  which  will  come  to 
every  man's  mind,  when  he  looks  for- 
ward to  a  dim  and  distant  future,  the 
Soman  Cathohc  sees  before  him  a  long 
period  of  suffering,  which  may  be 
abridged  hy  definite  acts ;  and  when  he 
also  sees  something  far  higher  and 
nobler  than  that  —  when  he  looks  in 
imagination  to  the  spirits  of  the  loved 
and  lost,  when  he  looks  hack  on  all  the 
uakindnesB  which  may  have  taken  place 
in  life,  whet  man  with  a  man's  heart 
would  not  coin  that  heart  into  gold  if  he 
could  only  help  them  ?  As  long  as  the 
coarser  motives  of  fear,  and  the  finer 
motives  of  love  remain,  the  Roman  Ca- 
tholic priesthood  will  always  have  a  tre- 
mendous leverage.  But  truth  compete 
me  to  add  that  Uie  peasantry  of  Ireland 


are  surrounded  by  a  marvellous  organ- 
ization. Only  fancy — in  that  happy  and 
favoured  district,  where  Father  Lavelle 
and  his  parishioners  understand  each 
other  so  thoroughly,  that  any  difference 
of  opinion  upon  subjects  celestial  or  ter- 
restnal  may  be  accompanied  with  such 
disagreeable  consequences — only  think 
of  a  peasant  wanting  to  resist  the  so- 
callea  "  voluntary  system."  I  will  now 
read  to  your  Lordships  a  passage  from  a 
>ch  of  a  person  of  the  highest  genius 
authonty.  In  this  speech  the  elo- 
quent speaker  declaree  that  the  volun- 
tary system  does  not  appeal  to  the  law 
for  support,  and  then  describes  the 
characteristics  of  that  system  "  whether 
depending  upon  due  or  undue  influence." 
[A  noble  LosD  on  the  Treasury  Bench  : 
whose  speech  is  that  ?  ]  It  is  Mr. 
Gladstone's  definition  of  voluntaryism ! 
The  Irish  peasant  is  either  not  a  volun- 
tary at  all,  or  if  he  be  a  voluntary,  it  is 
in  the  same  sen^e  aa  the  soldier  whom 
Sheridan  saw  carried  off  by  a  picket 
with  drawn  bayonets  to  do  do  his  duty. 
I  have  here  Hetums,  which  I  beheve  to 
be  authentic,  of  the  fees  ordinarily  paid 
in  one  diocese  of  the  "Eoman  Catholic 
Commimion.  They  are  under  various 
heads  —  masses,  stations,  mortmain, 
Christmas  offerings,  ^Easter  offerings, 
&c. ;  and,  my  informants  tell  me  that, 
according  to  the  means  of  the  people, 
those  various  dues  amount  to  £150, 
£200,  or  £300 ;  and,  in  pariehee,  where 
there  is  a  large  population,  to  £600  or 
£700  a  year.  Speaking  in  May,  1867, 
in  answer  to  the  Member  for  London- 
derry (Sir  Frederick  W.  Heygate). 
Mr.  Gladstone  said  that  the  wealthy 
Protestant  landowners  ought  not  to  be 
afraid  of  the  voluntary  system,  which 
was  applied  in  town  and  country  to  the 
Eoman  Catholic  population  living  by 
the  sweat  of  their  brow.  ["  Hear, 
hear!  "J  I  will  answer  that  argument, 
which  I  see  is  received  with  favour  by 
noble  Lords  behind  me.  We  have 
heard,  not  only  of  this  Church  Bill,  but 
of  a  Land  Bill,  which  is  in  the  pocket  of 
some  Member  of  the  Government  —  a 
Bill  which  is  to  substitute  a  native  Bo- 
man  Catholic  and  Celtic  proprietary  for 
the  present  Protestant  and  so-called 
foreign  proprietary.  If  you  are  going 
to  get  rid  of  the  Protestants,  how  on 
earth  are  you  to  work  this  voluntary 
system  ?  Not  content  irith  cutting  off 
the  supply  of  water,  you  choke  up  the 
3  K  2  [Steoni  Reading— Firtt  Night. 
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■well  with  stones  and  sand,  and  then  you 
tell  US — "do,  in  Heaven's  name,  and 
drink  abundantly."  The  success  of  the 
Toluntaiy  eystem  does  not  depend  at  all 
on  the  nch  few  —  it  mainly  depends  on 
the  middle  and  poorer  classes — on 
many  who  have  just  enough  to  be 
to  a^ord  something.  .  I  say,  this  Bill 
leaves  lis  voluntaryism  pxtre  and  simple; 
and  that  voluntaryism,  pure  and  simple 
is  utterly  unsuited  to  Ireland.  I  am  nc 
now  arguing  with  those  who  are  the 
enemies  of  religion  in  general,  or  of  our 
Beformed  Church  in  particular.  I  am 
sure  that  none  of  those  will  be  found  in 
this  House,  with  whom  the  cry  of  jus- 
tice to  Ireland  is  accompanied  by  some 
whistle,  perhaps,  to  the  Liberation  So- 
ciety over  a  hedge.  I  am  speaking  in 
this  House,  I  am  sure,  to  many  who  are 
earnest  and  conscientious  supporters  of 
this  measure,  and  who  think  that  in 
some  way,  which  they  cannot  explain,  it 
is  sure  to  do  good  to  Ireland  in  Uie  long 
run  :  and  I  desire  to  say  to  them,  fixraly 
but  respectfully,  that  they  cannot  justify 
their  course  of  action  on  a  question  like 
this  by  arguments  of  that  kind.  I  en- 
treat your  Lordships,  as  you  value  the 
Word  of  God  —  as  you  would  not  ex- 
tinguish the  one  beacon-light  on  a  dark 
shore  —  as  you  would  not  take  from  a 
handiu]  of  peasants  that  religion  which 
is  to  them  a  source  of  instruction  in  life, 
and  of  consolation  in  death — draw  back 
your  hands  from  this  measure  of  spolia- 
tion. I  am  sure  we  have  no  cause  of 
complaint  in  the  kindly  and  genial  spirit 
in  wnich  the  noble  Earl  (Earl  Gbanville) 
behind  me  performed  his  task  tiiis  even- 
ing. It  was  very  refreshing,  after  the 
Teiy  different  treatment  we  have  met 
with  from  other  quarters,  to  be  treated 
by  him  in  bo  courteous  and  so  considerate 
a  manner.  Many  harsh  and  unscrupu- 
lous epithets  have  been  applied  to  the 
Irish  Church  ;  and  I  feel  it  right  to 
say  something  in  answer  to  the  chaise 
BO  repeatedly  made  that  that  Church 
has  always  been  a  most  intolerant 
Church.  I  deny  the  charge.  A  vein  of 
tolerant  principle  ran  in  the  worst  times 
through  the  Irish  Church,  I  might 
cito  many  instances  of  this,  but  I 
will  mention  only  one  which  I  have 
not  seen  noticed  elsewhere.  In  1762 
—  the  days  of  Primate  Stone  —  Bills 
were  brought  in  under  the  influence 
of  temporary  panic,  to  r©  -  enact  the 
f  enal  Laws  in  Ireland  against  the  ad- 
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herents  of  the  Church  of  Bome ;  but 
those  BiUe  were  thrown  out  by  the  in- 
fluence of  Primate  Stone  and  four  other 
Prelates  who  publicly  denounced  the 
treatm.ent  to  which  the  Boman  Catholics 
were  subjectedin  his  time,  and  demanded 
a  relaxation  of  those  laws.  Hy  Lords,  I 
must  protest  against  the  use  of  the  epi- 
thet "  intolerant,"  as  if  the  Irish  Church 
had  a  peculiar  claim  to  it.  That  is  simply 
throwing  dust  in  the  eyes  of  the  people. 
You  are  condemning  the  Irish  Church 
of  the  last  century  oecause  it  did  not 
act  upon  principles  not  then  recognized, 
and  which  had  not  then  become  a  part 
of  the  heritage  of  public  thought.  If 
you  jud^red  other  bodies  and  o^er  men 
as  you  judge  that  Church,  who  would 
escape  scatheless  ?  Calvin  justified  the 
execution  of  Servetus,  and  held  that  here- 
tics should  be  punished  by  the  sword, 
and  be  refers  to  that  great  light  of 
the  Western  Church  St.  Angustme  in 
support;  and  Locke,  in  his  £»iay  on 
Toleration,  specially  excepted  the  Ro- 
man Catholics  from  toleration.  I  do  not 
wish  to  say  anything  disrespectfiil  of 
the  Scotch  Kirk,  but  in  1712  it  ex- 
pressed itself  astonished  and  afBicted  at 
a  monstrous  Act  for  preventing  the  dis- 
turbance of  religious  worship  conducted 
according  to  the  Episcopal  communion. 
We  are  often  told  that  Oie  Lidi  Church 
has  alw^v  been  intolerant  and  the 
English  dnurch  always  tolerant.  A  very 
beautifril  antithesis.  But  what  are  the 
!  ?  We  have  all  heard  the  very 
cordial  declaration,  as  I  take  it,  of  the 
present  Qovemment  that  it  is  strongly 
m  favour  of  the  principle  of  Church  Es- 
tablishment for  England.  In  the  month 
of  February,  1851,  a  distinguished  Mem- 
ber of  the  present  Cabinet  (Mr.  Bright) 
showed  his  partiality  for  tixe  principle 
of  Church  Establishments  in  a  speech 
which  I  wiU  take  the  liberty  to  quote— 
"1  do  not  blame  tbii  Church  (tbe  Rerormcd 
Church  of  Engbnd)  as  being  wano  tban  *nj  other 
Church,  I  ont;  axj  thftt  anj  olhsr  Choreb  under 
Bimilu'  oirenmatanoei  would  have  brought  about 
9  umo  result.  In  the  reign  of  Jnmes  I.  it  «at 
Church  of  tyranny  and  perseoulion.  In  the 
:gn  of  CharlH  I.  it  did  much  Co  oiertum  the 
marchj;  for  Fralao;  united  with  tho  Crown  wat 
heavj  it  sank  the  Crown.    In  Charlo  II. '■ 


were,  I  beliBTB,  in  priion."— [3  Saruard,  exir. 

2ao.] 

I  say  that  if  you  look  at  tho  matter 
fairly,  and  compare  the  Ixitik  Church 
with  her  compeers,  she  has  not  been 
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BO  much  more  intolerant  tlian  other 
Churches  and  other  people  were.  And 
when  we  consider  how  man;  Irish  Pro- 
testanta,  some  of  whom  are  Btill  alive, 
supported  the  measure  of  Catholic  Eman- 
cipation, which  they  were  so  often  told 
would  give  complete  peace  to  Ireland — 
when  we  remember  that  Govemment 
patronage  has  been  accorded  by  succes- 
sive  GoTemments  in  at  least  as  great  a 
proportioii  to  members  of  the  Church  of 
Some,  and  when  we  know  that  for  about 
half-a-century  it  has  been  absolutely  out 
of  the  power  of  the  Protestants  of  Ire- 
land to  persecute  the  Bomaji  Catholics, 
it  is  idle  at  this  time  of  day  to  talk  of 
oar  intolerance.  We  have  also  been  fre- 
c^uently  told  that  our  Church  is  not  a  na- 
tional Church.  I  confess  I  was  surprised 
to  hear  that  phrase  applied  to  our  Church 
in  the  presence  of  another  Church,  which 
speaks  another  language  and  owes  alle- 
giance to  an  alien  head.  It  appears  to 
me  a  bad  sign  of  the  times.  Disguise 
the  fact  as  you  will,  there  are,  after  all, 
more  nations  than  one  on  the  soil  of 
Ireland.  Surely,  it  is  the  part  of  a  wise 
Government  to  reconcile  them  and,  as 
&r  as  possible,  to  fuse  them  into  one. 
Out  fauters,  in  legislating  for  Ireland, 
thought  there  was  only  one  nation  to 
be  considered — namely,  the  Protestants. 
Now  you  are  going  to  repeat  their  error, 
but  in  a  more  fetal  form ;  for  you  are 
about  to  forget  that  there  are  Protes- 
tants in  Ireland  as  well  as  Boman  Ca- 
tholics. We  are  often  told  that  the  Irish 
Church  has  failed  in  her  mission — I  ask, 
in  what  sense  has  she  failed  in  it  ?  Has 
she  failed  in  moralizing  and  Christian- 
izing her  own  people  1  No  one  asserts 
that ;  her  worst  enemies  admit  the  con- 
trary. Has  she  failed  in  contributing  to 
theological,  ethical,  and  general  litera- 
ture? Has  she  failed  in  influencing  even 
those  Irishmen  who  are  without  her  pale  ? 
Why  do  you  not  find  in  Ireluid  the  in- 
tolerance of  Spain  or  the  ethics  of  Es- 
cobar ?  I  believe  it  is  greatly  owing  to 
the  fact  of  the  presence  of  the  Protes- 
tant Church  which  you  choose  to  forget. 
Surely  all  will  admit  that  that  Church 
has  brought  to  bear  the  humanizing  in- 
fluences of  science  and  literature  upon  the 
nation's  life?  I  know  that  these  are  not 
a  Church's  highest  work  ;  they  are  not 
the  fruit  of  the  tree  of  life ;  but  even 
when  men  will  not  partake  of  the  fruit 
which  it  offers  them,  still,  it  is  at  least 
something  that  they  are  benefited  by  the 


leaves  of  the  tree  that  are  for  the  heal- 
ing of  the  nations.  That  being  so,  I 
think  I  have  a  fair  right  to  complain  of 
the  language  which  la  indiscriminately 
used  to  excite  prejudice  against  the 
Irish  Church,  whether  it  is  deserved  or 
is  not.  If  you  proceed  —  it  has  been 
said  —  to  take  away  the  abuses  of  the 
Irish  Church,  why,  there  would  be 
nothing  left.  I  quote  another  passage 
with  great  pain — 

"Mamories.  traditioDB,  ftBioei&tioni,  priTilegei; 
irell  may  the^  be  wid  to  be  like  the  angela  of 
erit,  polluting  bf  tbsir  preaence  tbe  templa  of  tbe 
Moat  High." 

I  appeal  to  the  high  and  chivalrous  na- 
ture of  him  who  uttered  those  words.  I 
ask — not  was  it  true,  but  was  it  chival- 
rous, kind,  or  generous  to  use  such  words 
as  those  in  reference  to  the  Irish  Church, 
which  must  convey  pain  to  thousands 
of  Irish  men  and  women  ?  The  days 
have  been  when  Ministers  of  England 
have  not  tttought  it  beneath  their  high 
dig^^  and  character  to  speak  with 
hushed  reverence  of  the  presence  of  the 
Almighty  in  that  very  temple.  I  men- 
tion this  with  pain  and  regret.  But  tbe 
most  striking  instance  of  this  argumm- 
tum  ad  invidiam  I  ever  heard,  was  supplied 
by  an  argument  on  the  27th  clause  of 
the  Bill.  The  Prime  Minister  said  in 
Lancashire  some  time  ago,  that  his  opi- 
nion was  that  the  feeling  of  the  country, 
rrt  from  logic,  would  never  tolerate 
t  if  the  clet^  and  laity  were  disposed 
to  continue  the  use  of  the  parsonages 
and  churches  they  should  be  taken  from 
them.  What  did  the  Law  Adviser  of  the 
Crown  say  upon  that  subject?  He  spoke 
of  the  maintaining  of  the  glebe  houses 
of  the  Irish  clergy  as  a  national  and 
sentimental  grievance,  because  it  would 
lead  to  a  contrast  being  drawn  between 
the  miserable  cottage  of  the  priest  and 
what  he  called  the  very  magnificent 
parsonage  of  the  Established  Church- 
man. My  Lords,  has  it  come  to  this, 
that  we  are  to  be  taunted  and  hooted 
because  our  ministers  are  educated  gen- 
tlemen ?  Ton  may  remember  that  Lord 
Bacon  in  his  femous  discourse  on  the 
plantation  of  Ulster  speaks  of  two  harps 
— the  harp  of  David,  that  drove  out  the 
spirit  of  auperstitiou,  and  the  harp  of 
Orpheus,  Uiat  expressed  the  spirit  of 
civilization.  \_Cieeri.']  Now,  I  suppose 
by  that  cheer  we  are  to  throw  the  one 
into  the  river  because  its  notes  ofiend 
the  majority,  and  to  fling  the  other 
ISeeoad  Seading — Fmt  Night. 
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after  it  becanBe  of  its  echo.  I  con- 
fess I  did  not  expect  in  an  aasemblj 
of  English  gentlemen  to  hear  a  pane- 
gyric on  nastinese,  or  an  apotEeoeis 
of  filth.  I  will  now,  my  Lorda,  say 
a  few  worda  on  some  of  the  pleas 
which  have  been  presented  to  ue  for 
Toting  in  favour  of  the  second  reading 
of  this  Bill.  First  of  all,  it  is  said  that 
there  is  no  counter  policy.  There  are 
only  three  courses  it  is  said — to  level 
up,  to  take  the  plan  of  the  Church  Com' 
mission,  or  the  Bill  before  yoiir  Lord- 
ships. It  would  he  sufficient  to  answer 
that  ours  is  a  policy  of  preservation, 
while  yours  is  a  policy  of  confiscation. 
But  I  am  by  no  means  sure  that  another 
policy  might  not  be  provided.  The  minds 
of  English  statesmen  are  not  so  poverty- 
stricken  that  they  cannot  find  their  way 
out  of  this  difficulty.  We  have  been 
told  ^ain  and  again  that  the  office  of 
this  august  Chamber  is  not  to  act  against 
the  clearly  -  expressed  and  ascertained 
will  of  the  nation.  But  I  venture  re- 
spectfiillj  to  ask  in  return,  is  it  so  cer- 
tain that  this  particular  measure  is  the 
will  of  the  nation  ?  We  were  reminded 
by  the  noble  and  learned  Lord  {Lord 
RomiUy)  that  this  House  had  lost  some 
of  its  prestige  and  influence  by  its  rejec- 
tion of  the  Beform  Bill.  But,  I  ask,  ie 
there  any  parallel  between  the  two  cases  ? 
Where  are  the  lai^e  and  excited  mobs 
making  wild  and  fanatical  declarations? 
On  the  other  hand,  look,  my  Lords,  at 
those  gigantic  and  unparalleled  meet- 
ings which  have  been  held  against  the 
Bill  both  in  Ireland  and  England.  Con- 
sider again  the  number  of  Petitions 
which  have  been  presented  against  the 
measure.  I  believe  that  some  amongst 
us  who,  with  the  best  and  kindUest  in- 
tentions, are  disposed  to  support  the 
second  reading  of  this  Bill,  because,  like 
the  right  rev.  Prelate  behind  me,  they 
think  that  they  will  be  able  to  mani- 
pulate it  to  their  liking,  and  take  all 
the  evil  ont  of  it.  They  wish,  as  it  were, 
to  minimize  the  amount  of  evil  it  con- 
tains. For  myself,  I  can  only  see  one 
possible  conclusion.  I  can  only  say  that 
I  think  the  only  proper  course  for  eveiy 
brave  and  honest  and  Christian  man 
who  entertains  conscientious  convictions 
on  the  subject  is  to  minimize  the  evil  by 
resisting  'tiie  measure,  not  to  maximize 
the  evil  by  taking  pwt  in  its  support. 
The  Protestants  of  Ireland  with  one 
Tcdce  call  upon  us  to  reject  the  Bill. 
The  BUlmp  of  Derry 


They  call  upon  us  to  do  ao,  because, 
they  say,  its  title  is  disrespectfol  to 
Protestantism — its  Preamble  somewhat 
disrespectfeil  to  Christianity.  They  pro- 
test against  it  because  it  goes  &r  to- 
wards dissolving  essential  and  fimda- 
mental  conditions  of  the  Act  of  Union 
— because  it  is  unjnst  to  a  portion  of 
the  clergT',  and  still  more  unjust  to  the 
laity  of  Ireland.  They  say  it  violates 
distinct  pledges  given  to  the  English 
nation  at  the  time  this  great  issue  was 
taken.  They  tell  us — and  our  own  com- 
mon sense  tells  us  —  that  it  is  fast  di- 
viding our  unhappy  country  into  two 
hostile  camps.  We  decline  to  take  any 
act  or  part  whatever  in  a  measure  which 
we  know  to  be  pregnant  with  evil  con- 
sequences, as  surely  as  we  know  any- 
thing that  has  not  actually  come.  Wo 
shall  vote  t^inst  it  because  we  be- 
lieve that  it  will  practically  produce  a 
nominally  atheistic  nation  under  the  real 
dominion  of  a  papal  Legate.  We  desire 
to  oppose  it  to  tiie  last,  because,  whatever 
may  be  the  intentions  of  thoee  etateo- 
men  who  have  brought  it  forward — 
however  high  and  pure  they  may  be— 
influences  have  been  atworkwhii^  even 
they  can  hardly  estimate  at  present ;  be- 
cause to  us  it  seems  to  be  stamped  in  evety 
line  with  a  spirit  of  undying  hostility 
to  the  Protestant  religion ;  because  we 
beheve  that  the  fissure  which  it  will 
create  cannot  endtill  it  has  overthrown 
every  Established  Church  in  these  is- 
lands ;  and  because  we  are  convinced 
that  snch  being  the  case  it  is  &aught 
with  danger  and  confusion  to  the  fkopiie. 

On  the  Motion  of  Lord  Lttton,  the 
farther  debate  adjonmed  till  To-morrow. 
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TR4DE  OF  EKETER— QUESTION. 
Sm  STAPFOBD  NOETHCOTE  aaid, 
he  wished  to  aak  the  Secretai?  of  the 
Board  of  Trade,  Whether  his  attention 
has  been  directed  to  the  inconvenience 
occasioned  to  the  trade  of  the  Fort  of 
Exeter  by  the  proceedings  of  the  Dock 
authbrities  at  Exmouth;  whether  the 
Oovemment  will  introduce  a  Measure 
for  the  purpose  of  remedTing  the  same ; 
and,  whether  he  will  lay  upon  the  Table 
any  Oorrespondenco  which   has  taken 


tention  of  the  Board  of  Trade  has  been 
called  to  the  charges  levied  by  the  Ex- 
mouth  Dock  Company  upon  veeeelB  pass- 
ing up  to  Exeter  under  a  Private  Act  of 
last  Session,  the  effect  of  which  was  not, 
perhaps,  clearly  understood  when  it 
passed.  On  the  other  hand,  the  Ex- 
mouth  people  complain  of  a  similar 
charge  levied  by  the  Exeter  Corporation 
under  an  ancient  charter  upon  aU  goods 
landed  at  Exmouth.  Under  these  cir- 
cumstances, the  Board  of  Trade  is  of 
opinion  that  the  subject  is  a  very  proper 
one  for  an  arrangement  between  the 
two  parties,  and  wSl  he  glad  to  aid  in 
any  arrangement  which  will  have  the 
effect  of  freeing  the  trade  of  both  places 
from  charges  of  this  nattire.  It  will  not, 
however,  be  possible,  consistently  with 
the  Standing  Orders,  to  introduce  any 
Bill  this  year.  When  the  correspon- 
dence is  closed  I  shall  have  no  objection 
to  the  right  hon.  Uember  moving  for  it. 


SPAM— BRITISH  SAILOR  IMPRISONED 
AT  BARCELONA— (JDESTION. 
Sm  HAECOUET  JOHNSTONE  said, 
he  wished  to  ask  the  Under  Secretary  of 
State  for  Foreign  Affairs,  Whether  the 
case  of  a  British  Sailor,  of  the  name  of 
Jones  who  has  been  imprisoned  for 
twenty-three  months  at  Barcelona,  pend- 
ing the  confirmatioD  of  his  sentence  to 


five  years  in  a  chain-gang  by  the  Su- 
preme Court  at  Madrid,  has  Deen  brought 
under  the  notice  of  the  Foreign  Office ; 
and,  if  eo,  whether  the  Foreign  Office 
will  undertake  to  represent  the  case  to 
the  Spanish  Gkivemment? 

Mb.  OTWAT  said,  in  reply,  that  tte 
case  had  been  brought  nnder  the  notice 
of  the  Foreign  Office,  and  it  appeared 
this  seaman  had  been  sentenced  to  the 
punishment  stated  for  stealing  a  piece  of 
sailcloth.  It  seemed  to  be  a  sentence  of 
singular,  severity,  and  representations 
had  been  made  upon  the  matter  to  the 
Spanish  Gkivemment  through  our  Min- 
ister. The  Foreign  Office  was  informed, 
by  telegram  received  on  Saturday,  that 
the  matter  had  been  referred  to  the 
Supreme  Tribunal  of  the  Marine,  and 
the  decision,  it  was  expected,  would  be 
received  in  a  few  days. 


METROPOLIS  —  STATUES  IN  PALAOE 
YARD.— QUESTION. 

Mb.  NEVILLE  -GEENVILLE  said, 
he  wished  to  ask  the  First  Oonmussioner 
of  Works,  What  has  become  of  the  Statue 
of  Sir  Bobert  Feel,  lately  removed  from 
Palace  Yard;  whether  it  is  to  be  re- 
erected  ;  if  so,  where ;  and,  whether 
there  are  other  Statues  or  Works  of  Art 
warehoused  in  Government  Stores ;  if  eo, 
what  are  his  intentions  respecting  themf 

Lord  ELOHO  said,  he  also  wished  to 
ask  the  First  Commissioner  of  Works, 
Whether  there  is  any  truth  in  the  report 
that  the  statue  of  the  late  Sir  Bobert 
Peel,  which  was  condemned  as  an  eye- 
sore and  discredit  to  his  memory  by  the 
late  Parliament,  is  about  tA  be  erected 
within  a  few  feet  of  the  spot  whereon  it 
stood  before  it  was  removed  by  the  Tote 
of  the  House  of  Commons? 

Mb.  LAYABD  said,  in  reply,  that  the 
statue  of  the  late  Sir  Eobert  Peel  was 
now  in  a  Government  store.  As  r^arded 
the  re-erection  of  the  statue,  he  was 
waiting  for  a  communication  from  the 
Committee,  under  whose  ausmces  it  was 
made,  upon  the  subject.  There  were 
two  other  statues  also  warehoused  in 
Government  stores  —  namely,  those  of 
Brunei  and  Stephenson.  He  found  that 
it  was  proposed  to  place  these  statues 
side  by  side  with  that  of  Canning ;  but 
it  appeared  to  him  that  the  particular 
spot  where  the  latter  statue  stood  was 
peculiarly  adapted  for   the  stataea  of 
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statesmen,  and  that  it  would  be  an  in- 
congruity to  place  the  statues  of  Brunei 
and  Stephenson  there.  Besides,  the 
Canning  statue  was  eleven  feet  high, 
while  that  of  Brunei  was  eight  and 
Stephenson  nine  feet  high.  He  had  the 
statues  put  into  the  warehouse  very 
carefully,  and  it  was  proposed  to  place 
them  on  the  Thames  EmbaiLkment, 
which  would  be  an  appropriate  site  for 
them.  With  regard  to  the  question  of 
the  noble  Lord  (Lord  Elcho)  there  was 
no  truth  in  the  rumour  that  the  statue 
of  Sir  Robert  Peel  was   about  to  be 

?'aced  near  the  entrance  to  Palace 
ard.  It  had  been  arranged  that  Lord 
Fahnerston  and  Sir  Bobert  Peel  should 
stand  back  to  back,  one  outside  and  the 
other  inside  the  railings — but  the  latter 
was  removed,  and  then  it  was  determined 
that  Lord  Pahnerston's  statue  should  be 
erected  on  the  outside  of  the  railings. 
He  thought  it  however,  advisable  that 
the  sculptor  —  Mr.  Woolner  —  should 
place  the  statue  and  pedestal  in  model 
u  their  places,  so  that  the  House  might 
judge  as  to  the  position. 


METROPOLIS  —  CREMOENE  GARDENS. 

QUESTION. 

Mr.  J.  a.  TALBOT  said,  he  would 
beg  to  ask  the  Secretary  of  State  fi)r  the 
Home  Department,  Whether  his  atten- 
tion has  been  called  to  the  fact  that 
Cremome  Gardens  are  frequently  open 
until  3  a.m.  by  special  license  to  the 
great  annoyance  of  the  inhabitants  of 
that  neighbourhood,  and  whether  he  in- 
tends to  take  any  steps  to  prevent  a  re- 
currence of  the  nuisance  ? 

Me.  BRUCE  said,  that  under  the 
authority  of  the  Act  of  Parliament  the 
Secretary  of  State  had  given  permission 
for  the  gardens  being  kept  open  beyond 
the  usual  hour  for  five  days  during  the 
present  year.  Upon  inquiry  he  imder- 
etood  the  proceedings  at  tie  gardens 
were  conducted  with  the  greatest  pos- 
sible order,  and  he  had  received  no  com- 
{laints  whatever  with  respect  to  them, 
f  such  a  complaint  were  made  he  should 
feel  it  his  du^  to  inquire  into  it. 


ENDOWED    SCHOOLS   (recommitted)   BILL. 

{Mr.   William   Edward   Foriter,  Mr.  Stertlary 

Brvct.) 

[bill  115.]    CDnmrrTEE. 

Bill  eon»id«red  in  Committee. 
(In  the  Committee.) 

Clauses  I  to  3  agreed  to. 

Clause  4  (Definition  of  endowment). 

Mk.  J.  LOWTHEE  gave  notice  that 
he  would  in  Clause  29  move  an  Amend- 
ment to  except  from  the  BUI  all  chari- 
ties not  devoted  to  purposes  of  educa- 
tion. 

Clause  agreed  to. 

Clauses  5  to  8  agreed  to. 

Clause  9  (Schemes  for  application  o£ 
educational  endowments). 

Mb.  T.  chambers  moved,  in  line  3, 
after  "  shall,"  to  insert,  "with  the  con- 
sent of  the  Governing  Body." 

Mk.  W.  E.  FORSTEEsaid,  the  Amend- 
ment, if  adopted,  would  entirely  defeat 
the  Bill. 

Mb.  LOCKE  supported  the  Amend- 
ment. Not  only  were  a  vast  number  of 
schools  in  ftivour  of  reform,  but  many 
of  them  had  schemes  drawn  up,  which 
they  were  most  desirous  of  carrying  out 
were  it  not  that  difficulties  were  thrown 
in  their  way,  inasmuch  as  it  was  neces- 
saiy  for  them  to  go  before  the  Court  of 
Chancery  for  the  purpose.  He  did  not 
know  whether  the  words  proposed  by 
his  hon.  and  learned  Friend  (Mr.  T. 
Chambers)  wore  the  precise  words  that 
should  be  introduced ;  but  he  was  quite 
satisfied,  especially  ae  we  did  not  know 
who  these  Commissioners  might  be,  or 
what  course  they  might  take,  that  the 
governors  of  the  schools,  many  of  whom 
had  continued  to  be  of  the  same  class  of 
persons  from  the  time  of  Edward  VI., 
ought  to  have  an  opportunity  of  carry- 
ing out  the  objects  of^  the  founder. 

Mh.  BERESFORD  hope  said,  his 
hon.  and  learned  Friend  who  had  just 
spoken  could  not  have  read  the  Bill  veiy 
closely  as  it  came  fr^m  the  Select  Com- 
mittee, or  he  would  have  seen  that  it 
contained  a  power  of  initiating  schemes 
on  the  part  of  the  Governing  Body,  in 
the  first  instance,  in  the  case  of  the  larger 
schools,  and  a  concurrent  power  in  the 
case  of  the  smaller.  It  might  be  a  mat~ 
terfor  consideration  by  the  Committee  of 
the  Whole  House  whether  those  powers 
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Tcere  large  enough,  but  the  place  to  raise 
the  question  was  when  they  came  to  the 
clauaes  which  dealt  with  the  working 
machinery  of  the  Bill.  Now,  he  would 
make  an  appeal  to  his  right  hon.  Friend 
the  Chairman  of  the  Sdect  Committee 
{Mr.  W.  E.  Forster),  who  had,  with  an 
industry  and  ability  above  all  praise, 
conducted  its  labours,  and  had  kept  with 
great  good  humour  men  of  verydmerent 
views  who  composed  it  up  to  the  collar, 
whether  it  would  not  avoid  a  great  deal 
of  suspicion  if  the  names  of  the  Com- 
missioners were  published  in  the  Bill, 
or,  at  all  events,  if  they  were  given  at 
an  early  date  ? 

Me.  T.  CHAMBEES  said,  that  other 
Commissioners  had  to  submit  their 
schemes  annually  to  Farliament.  He 
would  not,  however,  press  his  Amend- 


charities  might  be  swept  away  by  the 
Commissioners  without  any  appeal  to 
Parliament.  If  they  wanted  to  form 
any  great  scheme,  they  might  take  any 
number  of  small  charities  wherewith  to 
set  up  middle-class  schools,  and  in  that 
way  the  poor  might  be  wronged  with- 
out any  interference  on  the  part  of  Par- 
liament. Such  a  power  could  hardly  be 
fiven  with  safety  t«  any  gentlemen, 
owever  able  they  might  be.  If  these 
small  charities  were  doing  no  good,  Far- 
liament should  make  them  useful.  The 
only  persons  protected  in  the  Bill  seemed 
to  be  the  Quakers  ;  all  the  rest  were  at 
the  mercy  of  the  Commissioners. 

Me.  "VV alter  said,  there  could  be 
no  doubt  that  the  whole  Bill  hinged  on 
this  clause,  and  that,  if  the  words  of 
the  Amendment  were  adopted,  the  mea- 
sure would  be  practically  upset.  It  was 
a  mistake  to  assume  that  by  this  clause 
a  despotic  power  was  given  to  the  Com- 
missioners. Ample  powers  were  given 
by  the  Bill,  by  which  the  action  of  the 
Commissioners  would  be  watched  and 
guarded  at  every  stage.  The  Governing 
Body  of  any  endowed  school  could  not 
only  make  objections  to  the  scheme  pro- 
posed by  the  Commissioners,  but  might 
mime  an  altomative  scheme  which  must 
be  considered  by  the  Commissioners.  An 
appeal  then  lay,  by  the  38th  clause,  to 
the  Queen  In  0>uncil,  and  after  all  this 
the  scheme  must  lie  for  forty  days  on 
the  table  of  the  House  before  it  became 
law,  [Mr.  Henley  :  Not  unless  the  in- 
come of  the  charity  ia  £100  a  year.] 


With  regard  to  Quakers  and  Moravians, 
it  was  found  that  there  were  certain 
schools  in  which  their  religious  tenets 
were  so  inextricably  mixed  up  with  the 
origin  and  constitution  of  the  schools 
that  it  was  necessary  to  except  them, 
and  the  same  measure  of  justice  was  dealt 
to  certain  Church  of  England  schools 
which  were  hound  up  with  cathedral 
institutions. 

Me.  W.  E.  popster  said,  it  was 
not  by  this  clause  but  by  the  next  that 
any  exception  was  made  regarding  Qua- 
kers and  Moravians,  and  that  when  they 
came  to  Clause  41  he  would  state  the 
reasons  which  had  led  the  Government 
to  limit  the  appeal  to  Parhameut  to  the 
case  of  endowed  schools  having  an  in- 
come of  £100.  He  hoped  that  his  hon. 
and  learned  Friend  (Mr.  T.  Chambers) 
would  not  persevere  with  his  Amend- 
ment, which  would  defeat  the  object  of 
the  Bill.  If  the  Commissioners  were 
named  in  the  Bill,  the  House  would  be 
dealing,  not  with  the  Oovemment,  hut 
with  Uiese  three  gentlemen.  The  re- 
Bponabilify  ought  to  rest  upon  the  Go- 
vernment of  the  day,  and  fliey  ought 
not  to  be  relieved  of  it  by  naming  the 
Commissioners  in  the  Bill. 

Me.  COLLINS  said,  the  Inclosure 
Commissioners  made  their  Reports  to 
Parhament,  which  had  an  opportimity, 


must  be  some  power  to  alter  the  pre- 
sent Governing  Bodies  of  these  schools  ; 
but  the  best  plan  would  be  for  the  Go- 
vernment to  initiate  a  scheme,  and  en- 
graft it  into  an  Educational  Bill  for  the 
year.  He  hoped  that  some  means  would 
be  adopted  for  bringing  the  educational 
schemes  of  the  Commissioners  before 
Parliament  practically  upon  the  respon- 
sibility of  the  Government. 

Mb.  MOWBEAT  said,  he  resetted 
that  tho  right  hon.  Gentleman  (Mr.  W. 
E.  Forster)  had  not  more  distinctly  re- 
sponded to  the  appeal  of  his  hon.  Friend 
(Mr.  Beresford  Hope)  as  to  the  Commis- 
sioners. In  the  Bills  of  1854  and  1856, 
for  a  reform  of  the  Universities  of  Ox- 
ford and  Cambridge,  the  Commissioners 
were  named.  The  names  of  the  Com- 
missioners  were  also  inserted  in  the 
Boundaiy  Bill  of  1868,  in  the  Bill  of 
last  year  for  the  reform  of  the  great 
pubhc  schools,  and  in  the  Irish  Church 
Bill  of  the  present  Session.  It  was  not 
that  his  hon.  Friend  and  himself  die- 
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tmstod  the  Govenmient.  The  ultimate 
Teaptmeibility,  no  doubt,  reBted  with  the 
Ministry  ;  but  tbe  CosunissiouerB  had 
first  to  deal  with  tlie  matter,  and  he 
hoped  that  Parliament  would  recetre 
early  information  as  to  the  namea  of 
the  CommisBiouers. 

OoLoNm,  8TKE8  said,  he  thought  that 
the  discretion  in  this  matter  might  well 
be  left  in  the  hands  of  the  Government. 

Me.  GOLDNEY  said,  that  Clauses 
9  and  10  were  only  the  enabling  clauses 
of  the  Bill,  and  that  the  discussion  should 
be  postponed  until  a  later  period. 

Mb.  GLADSTONE  said,  that  the 
only  desire  of  the  Government  was  to 
act  in  the  spirit  of  former  precedente. 
It  was  material  to  remember  that  the 
subject  had  been  folly  considered  by  the 
Select  Committee,  who,  after  a  discussion 
and  division,  voted  in  favour  of  the  pre- 
sent plan,  according  to  which  the  names 
of  the  Commissioners  were  not  inserted 
in  the  Bill.  The  insertion  of  the  names 
of  CommisuonerB  in  a  Bill  turned,  not 
upon  their  being  paid  or  not,  but  upon 
the  fact  whether  they  were  mainly  held 
to  be  responsible  to  Parliament  or  to  the 
Government.  Whenever  the  Govern- 
ment were  made  responsible  for  the  acts 
of  the  Commissioners  the  practice  of 
Parliament  was  not  to  desire  them  to  be 
named  in  the  Bill.  On  the  other  hand, 
if  they  vrere  named  in  the  Bill  the  effect 
was  to  throw  a  great  deal  of  the  respon- 
sibihty  upon  the  House  of  Commons. 
Now,  all  the  acta  of  the  CommissionerB 
would  be  null  and  void,  unless  approved 
by  the  Privy  Council,  and  the  responsi- 
bility for  flieir  recommendations  was 
that  of  the  Gtovemment.  The  course 
taken  by  the  Government  was  in  accord- 
ance both  with  precedent  and  reason. 
The  ease  most  relevant  to  the  present 
was  that  of  the  Poor  Law  Act.  The 
Commisraoners  who  were  to  be  appointed 
in  that  Act  were  much  more  independent 
of  the  Government  than  tbe  present 
Commissioners,  but  they  were  not  named 
in  the  Act.  There  was,  however,  nothing 
unreasonable  on  the  part  of  the  House 
in  wishing  to  know  the  names  of  the 
Commissioners,  and  he  trusted  that  tbe 
Government  would  be  enabled  to  gratify 
this  desire  during  the  prc^^ress  of  the 
Bill — ^probably  next  week. 

Me.  BEEESFOBD  HOPE  said,  he 
heard  with  much  gratification  the  pro- 
mise just  made  by  the  right  hon.  Gen* 
tleman.  With  regard  to  Ute  division  in 
Mr.  Xhwbray 


tbe  Committee,  there  was  onlyamajoiity 
of  6  against  4  against  inserting  the 
names  of  the  Commissioners  in  the  Bill. 
He  trusted  that  the  House  would  learn 
the  names  at  an  early  day. 

Mk.  HENLEY  said,  it  was  important 
to  ascertain  at  once  whether  the  right 
hon.  Gentlemen  the -Vice  President  of 
the  Committee  of  Council  on  Education 
intended  to  Insist  on  the  41st  clause, 
as  it  had  a  great  bearing  upon  the  clause 
now  under  consideration.  He  (Mr. 
Henley)  had  no  doubt  that  proper  per- 
sons would  be  appointed  OominisaionerB, 
but  he  saw  no  reason  why  the  Bill 
should  not  provide  for  the  protection  of 
tbe  smaller  endowmente,  as  well  as  those 
over  £100. 

Me.  W.  E.  FOESTER  said,  he  thought 
that  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  was  anti- 
cipating the  discussion  which  would  arise 
on  a  subsequent  clause-  It  would  be 
open  to  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  when 
the  clatise  was  proposed,  either  to  dift< 
pute  it  altogether  or  to  move  to  alter  it. 

Me.  NEWDEGATE  said,  the  BUI 
took  away  the  legal  titles  of  thoee  en- 
dowments, and  gare  them  instead  a  title 
dependent  only  on  the  Government  of 
the  day.  In  the  case  of  small  and  scat^ 
tered  charities  it  would  be  almost  im- 
possible for  an  hon.  Member  to  get  the 
attention  of  the  House. 

Amendment,  by  leare,  withdrawn. 

Clause  agreed  to. 

Clause  10  (Schemes  as  to  governing 
bodies). 

Me.  T.  CHAMBEES  moved  to  add 
at  the  end  the  clause — 

"ProTided  alwaji.  That  tba  Commlnlonen 
■h&ll  not  ei«rdM  mob  powsr  In  ttw  cms  oT 
>Q7  QolerDlDg  Bodf  of  an  eduoitloiul  endow- 
ment of  anr  guild  or  oorporale  bod/  of  ths  City 
of  Loudon  UDleas  Ibe  Chnritj  ConnnlaiioDers  for 
Kngland  and  Wales  ahall,  after  an  inreatigMioD 
made  b/  them,  report  to  the  Oommiuionen  in 
writing  tbnt  inch  educfttional  endowmeQt  bM 
been  miamanaged." 

It  could  not  be  said  this  clause  would 
render  the  Bill  nugatory.  The  schools 
in  the  City  were  admirably  well  managed ; 
the  corporate  bodies  were,  as  a  rule, 
proud  of  them,  and  it  was  only  fair  they 
should  have  the  protection  claimed. 

Mr.  W.  E.  FOKSTEB  said,  tbe 
Amendment  wotild  make  the  Bill  ni^a- 
tory  for  the  City  of  London.  No  Bill 
would  have  been  necessary  at  all  if  tbe 
Charily  Commissioners,  as  at  preeent 
constituted,    were   capable  of  dealingr 


1749 


Snthwtd 


{Jons  14,  1869) 


Sehoui*  Bill 


1750 


vitfa  the  schools.  If  an  exemption  were 
granted  in  the  case  of  schools  in  the  City 
of  London,  it  would  be  scarcely  possible 
to  refose  exemption  to  schools  outside 
the  City.  The  logical  resnlt  would  be  to 
accept  the  present  powers  of  the  Charity 
Commisdonere  as  sufficient.  The  Charity 
CommiBsioners  were  hardly  worked,  and 
they  had  no  special  educational  know- 
ledge ;  and  it  would  be  quite  impoasible 
to  achieTO  the  eontempwted  reform  if 
the  clause  was  altered  as  the  Amendment 
proposed  to  leave  it.  He  should'not  be 
acting  quite  candidly  if  he  were  to  say 
that  all  the  City  Bchoole  were  so  excep- 
tionally well  managed  that  they  ought 
to  be  left  out  of  any  general  scheme  for 
reforming  the  organization  of  grammar 
schools.  Undoubtedly  some  were  well 
managed;  one,  in  particular,  managed 
by  the  Corporation,  was  a  model  school, 
and  had  nothing  to  fear  from  this  Bill. 
Probably  one  so  well  managed  would  be 
held  up  as  an  example  rather  than  inter- 
fered with.  There  were  eight  municipal 
schools,  with  1,518  scholars  and  forty- 
five  undergraduates ;  but  the  twelve 
schools  belonging  to  Companies  taught 
only  1,090  ecEolars,  and  sent  thirty-fiTe 
nndei^raduates  to  the  Universities. 

"  Tba  cost  from  ijuati  public  souroei — that  ii, 
both  l^cnD  endowmant  and  contribution!  of  the 
goTamori — 11,10  tba  can  of  tba  muniEipal  •ohcoli, 
£2,000  ;  in  the  Companiaa'  nhoola,  £»AW  In 
other  worda,  the  Companie*'  nhoola  eost  qitati 

tublie  fiinda  nearly  firs  timea  ai  much,  sducate 
ttle  more  than  two-thirdi  as  mnn;  icholara,  and 
produoa  only  lhre»-faurtb)  ai  ttanj  Unlrsralt; 
atndenta.  The  public  coat  of  the  Companie^ 
•ohocla  U  £8  6«.  par  bor ;  of  tba  mnnioip&l 
■choola,  £1  It." 

Thkt  was  the  account  given  in  the  B^ 
port  of  the  Schools  Commission.  He 
appealed  to  the  hon.  and  learned  Mem- 
ber to  trust  to  the  good  management  of 
the  school  in  which  he  was  interested. 
The  CommisdonerB  and  the  Govenunent 
would  have  enough  tA  do  in  meddling 
with  bad  schools,  and  would  let  good 
schools  alone.  The  last  institutions  he 
would  interfere  with,  without  good  rea- 
son, were  the  schools  governed  by  the 
Companies  of  the  City  of  London. 

Mb.  T.  CHAMBEatS  said,  as  he  h: 
received  no  encouragement  firom  any 
the  Gty  Members  he  would  not  press 
his  Amendment. 

Amendment,  by  leave,  withdrawn. 

Mb.  BOUTEEIE  asked  if  there  was 

to  be  no  power  of  appeal    frum    the 

Commissioners  ?     He  thought,  although 


power  of  appeal  to  the  Privy  Council 
might  not  be  expedient  in  eveiy  case,  it 
was  certainly  necessary  in  some,  because 
of  the  largeness  of  the  powers  given  to 
the  Commissioners:  it  came  to  mis,  that 
corporations  might  be  snuffed  out,  with- 
out being  heard. 
Mb.  W.  E.  FOESTEE  said,  he  would 
iggest  that  it  would  be  better  to  con- 
ler  this  question  in  the  clause  devoted 
to  it.  Clause  38  gave  a  power  of  appeal 
in  certain  cases,  and  the  hon.  Member 
for  Marylebone  had  given  notice  of  an 
Amendment  to  extend  the  power  to  all 
cases.  He  (Mr,  Forater)  thought  such 
a  power  would  only  lead  to  litigation. 
Lai^e  powers  had  undoubtedly  been 
given  to  the  Commissioners  for  the  dif- 
ficult work  of  preparing  schemes  for 
re-organizing  aU  these  schools ;  but 
those  powers  would  be  fenced  round  at 
every  point.  The  Commissioners  might 
[ffepare  a  scheme,  but  must  consult  the 
Head  Master  and  the  Trustees,  and  must 
consider  an  alternative  scheme  sent  in 
by  them.  Inquiry  must  then  be  made 
before  any  action  could  be  taken. 
Clause,  as  amended,  agrefi  to. 

Clause  11.  (Educational  interests  of 
persons  entitled  to  privileges). 

Mb.  WHITBEEAD  said,  he  wished 
for  an  explanation  of  the  clause.  He 
hoped  to  get  an  assurance  that  the  pro- 
perty of  such  educational  charities  as 
the  Bedford  Charily  would  not  be  di- 
verted &om  the  local  objects  for  which 
they  had  been  granted.  The  schools  at 
Bedford  were  very  large  day  schools, 
open  to  all  the  world.  They  conse- 
quently drew  to  Bedford  a  large  number 
of  persons  having  limited  incomes,  and 
anxious  for  the  education  of  their  child- 
ren, and  a  number  of  houses  had  been 
built  likely  to  suit  such  families.  The 
question  was,  therefore,  one  of  property, 
as  well  as  education,  as  far  as  Bedford 
was  concerned  ;  for  if  the  school  were 
stripped  of  its  endowment,  those  who 
lived  at  Bedford,  for  the  educational 
means  it  afforded,  would  leave  the  town, 
and  those  who  had  invested  in  buildinga 
for  them  would  be  great  losers.  If  the 
view  of  the  Oovemment  was  that  the 
endowment  should  be  left  to  the  town, 
and  that  the  operations  of  the  Commis- 
sioners should  be  confined  to  Uie  intro- 
duction of  such  reforms  in  the  man^;e- 
ment  as  might  be  suggested,  a  statement 
to  that  effect  would  remove  great  appro- 
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hensions  at  preBent  existing  in  the  town. 
He  could  assure  his  right  hon.  Friend 
that  the  Commisaioners  would  meet  with 
no  difficulty  in  dealing  with  the  conduc- 
ors  of  Bedford  School. 

Me.  W.  E.  FOESTEE  said,  it  was 
not  easy  to  state  the  interpretation  which 
would  be  put  on  the  phrases  "particu- 
lar class  of  persons,"  and  "due  regard 
to  the  educational  interests  of  such  class 
of  persons."  Indeed,  an  interpretation 
might  possibly  have  to  be  placed  upon 
the  clause  by  a  Court  of  Law  under 
Clause  38.  Believing  a  great  deal  of 
mispprehension  existed  as  to  the  views 
of  the  Government,  with  regard  to  en- 
dowmentfl  such  as  Bedford,  he  stated 
that  it  was  not  intended  to  divert  &om 
a  locality  any  endowment  which  was  not 
plainly  more  than  sufficient  for  the  pur- 
poses of  that  locality.  Undoubtedly,  the 
locality,  originally  endowed,  had  the  first 
claim ;  and  indisputable  proof  of  the  su- 

Eerabundance  of  the  enaowment  would 
ave  to  be  given  to  the  Commissioners, 
Government,  and  Farhament,  before  it 
could  be  taken  away.  He  believed  it 
was  suggested  in  the  Beport  of  the 
Commission  that  the  Bedford  endow- 
ment might  be  applied  to  the  county; 
but  he  would  certainly  not  approve  that 
suggestion  now,  and  he  beUeved  the 
coun^  would  be  provided  for  elsewhere. 
That  endowment  in  Bedford  was  per- 
forming a  great  wort,  not  only  for  Bed- 
ford, but  also,  he  might  say,  for  the 
whole  Empire.  It  was  quite  possible 
that  the  Governing  Body  might  be  as 
ready  to  accept  the  suggestions  of  the 
Commissioners  as  the  Commissioners 
would  be  to  make  them.  At  all  events, 
it  was  a  great  advantage  that  there 
should  be  in  Bedford  one  very  lai^e  en- 
dowed establishment,  at  which  the  sons 
of  persons  who,  from  no  fault  of  their 
own,  had  been  reduced  in  circumstances, 
might  obtain  a  good  e^cation. 

Mb.  J.  HOWAED  was  glad  that  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  who  had  acted  as 
Chairman  of  the  Select  Committee  had 
given  so  satisfactory  an  explanation  of 
5ie  clause,  which,  coupled  with  other 
alterations  adopted  by  the  Select  Com- 
mittee, would  go  far  to  remove  the  ob- 
jections that  were  felt  against  the  pro- 
visions of  the  original  Bill,  both  in  this 
House  and  throu^out  the  country.  The 
Trustees  of  the  Bedford  Endowment 
woiJd,  he  felt  assured,  be  willing  to 
carry  out  every  improvement  which 
Mr.  IVJiilhfad 


might  be  su^ested  for  rendering  the 
schools  more  useful  and  efficient.  As 
the  Bill  was  originally  drawn,  such  un- 
limited and  arbitrary  powers  were  con- 
ferred upon  the  three  CommiseionerB, 
that  he  was  not  surprised  at  the  great 
alarm  which  was  ielt  by  Trustees  of 
schools  as  well  as  the  public.  The  Se- 
lect Committee  had  curbed  and  con- 
trolled the  power  of  these  Commission- 
ers ;  and  it  occurred  to  him  that  the  re* 
marks  of  several  hon.  Gentlemen  who 
had  spoken  in  the  course  of  the  discus- 
sion appeared  to  be  directed  more 
against  Uie  Bill,  in  its  original,  than  in 
its  amended  form.  He  ^:preBsed  a  hope 
that  the  three  Commissioners  would  be 
named  at  an  early  day,  believing  this 
would  allay  much  irritation. 
Clause  agretd  to. 

Clause  A.  12  (Schemes  to  extend  be- 
nefit to  girls). 

Mfi.  WINTEEBOTHAM :  *  Sir,  I  pro- 
pose in  this  clause  to  insert  after  the 
word  "  girls  "  the  words  "  equally  with 
boys."     The  clause  woiild  then  read — 

"  Id  framing  Bohcmei  under  thia  Aot  proviBion 
Bball  be  made,  lo  iar  »  eonTeaieDtljr  maj  be,  for 
aiMnding  to  giria  eqaallj  wicb  boja  the  beoefiti 
of  eDdoirmenta." 

The  words  I  now  propose  to  introduce 
were  in  the  clause  as  I  originally  moved 
it  in  the  Select  Committee,  and  I  am 
fully  persuaded  that  if  these  words  are 
left  out  the  clause  will  be  practically 
useless.  The  present  state  of  the  case 
is  this — ^the  whole  of  the  educational 
endowments  of  the  country,  with  the 
exception  ofthoseofthe  primary  schools, 
are  now  monopolized  by  boys..  The 
whole  of  the  vast  endowments  of  the 
Universities  and  of  other  collegiate  in- 
stitiitions  in  England,  Scotland,  and  Ire- 
land are  of  course  absolutely  restricted 
to  boys.  The  whole  of  the  endowments 
of  the  pubhc  schools  dealt  with  by  the 
Act  of  last  Session  are  restricted  to 
boys ;  and,  substantially,  the  whole  of 
the  endowments  covered  by  this  Bill 
— the  whole  of  the  endowments,  that  is 
to  say,  which  provide  secondary  educa- 
tion, education  between  that  given  by 
the  primary  schools  and  that  given  by 
the  nniversities — are  also  monopolized 
by  boys.  I  say  that  this  is  substan- 
tially tiie  case,  because  if  I  were  to  state 
to  the  Committee  the  infinitesimal  pro- 
portion of  the  endowments  which  the 
girls  do  enjoy  the  contrast  would  bfl 
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still  more  striking.  PrftctdcallT  there 
is  no  proTiaion  whatever  above  the  rank 
of  the  primary  schools  for  the  education 
of  women.  The  endowments  which  are 
covered  b;  this  BUI  amount  in  round 
numbers  to  between  £300,000  and 
£400,000  a  year,  which  wasted  and 
abused  as  they  have  been,  yet  provide 
education  for  some  40,000  scholars. 
Now  what  proportion  of  this  sum  of 
money  is  devoted  to  the  education  of 
girls?  What  proportion  of  these  scho- 
hrs  are  girls  f  Out  of  this  amount  of 
from  £800,000  to  £400,000  only  £3,000 
are  devoted  to  the  education  of  girls, 
andofthe40,000scholars,  39,000  are  boys. 
This  is  in  many  cases  directly  in  the  teeth 
of  the  intention  of  the  founders  of  the 
charities.  Xotably  is  this  the  case  with 
the  magnificent  endowments  of  Clirist's 
Hospit^,  the  net  income  of  which  in- 
stitution now  annually  applied  to  educa- 
tion is  upwards  of  £60,000.  Now, 
although  it  was  originally  founded  for 
the  education  of  children  without  dis- 
tinction of  sei,  at  the  close  of  1867 — I 
have  no  later  figures — this  endownent 
was  educating  sixteen  girls  and  1,400 
boys.  I  do  not  pretend  that  this  is  the 
general  case.  I  admit  that  the  great 
majority  of  these  endowments  were 
originally  intended  for  boys,  but  then 
it  must  be  remembered  what  is  the  ba- 
ais  upon  which  this  Bill  goes.  We  are 
using  a  great,  though  X  think  a  wise 
and  justifiable,  freedom  in  setting  aside 
or  modifying  the  original  intentions  of 
the  founders.  I  agree  upon  this  point 
with  everything  that  fell  from  my  right 
hon.  Friend  the  author  of  the  Bill  when 
,  he  moved  the  second  reading.  He  told 
us  that  the  founders  were  the  reformers 
of  their  day,  and  that,  were  they  here, 
they  would  be  before  us  and  not  behind 
us  m  seeking  to  cany  out  such  changes 
as  would  ma^e  their  endowments  more 
useful  and  better  adapted  to  attain  the 
great  end  they  aimed  at — namely,  the 
education  and  advancement  of  the  peo- 
ple. I  may  here  glance,  in  passing,  at 
some  of  the  objections  whiA  will  na- 
turally arise  to  my  proposal.  It  may 
be  said  that  if  we  take  half  of  these 
endowments  for  girls  we  shall  mate- 
rially diminish  and,  perhaps,  cripple  the 
endowments  for  boys.  Now,  in  the 
first  place,  if  this  were  the  fact,  my 
claim  would  be  no  less  just.  In  the 
second  place,  the  existing  interests  of 
all  peisons  ore  ecrupuIoiiAly  guarded 


by  the  Bill.  In  the  third  place,  I  ask 
the  Committee  to  remember  that  these 
endowments  are  not  now  used  economi- 
cally ;  they  are  used  wastefiilly ;  and  it 
is  to  be  hoped  that,  when  they  are  con- 
solidated and  re-distributed  and  gene- 
rally re- constructed  imder  the  provisions 
of  this  Act,  the  benefits  they  are  capable 
of  conferring  wiU  be  considerably  ex- 
tended. Moreover,  there  is  a  clause, 
Clause  29  of  this  Bill,  under  which  we 
hope  ta  get  for  educational  purposes  a 
lai^  number  of  endowments  which  it 
is  admitted  on  all  hands  are  at  present 
absolutely  hurtful  in  their  pauperizing 
effect,  and  remember  that  in  many  of 
those  endowments  women  have  shared 
equally  with  men.  I  refer  especially  to 
dole  funds  and  other  endowments  of 
a  similar  kind.  Then  the  question  ia 
asked — How  is  this  scheme  to  be  carried 
out  ?  I  need  not  enter  into  particulars 
upon  the  matter,  but  the  report  of  the 
Commissioners  and  the  eviaence  they 
have  taken  suggests  how  it  may  be 
done.  In  the  first  place,  if  there  were 
day  schools  of  a  higher  character  than 
the  primary  schools  established  in  the 
great  towns,  I  believe  they  would  be 
lately  frequented  by  girls  of  the  middle 
class;  I  speak  especially  of  the  shop- 
keeping  class,  a  class  which  is  now, 
perhaps,  relatively  behind  others  in  edu- 
cation. And,  in  the  second  place,  I  am 
not  afraid  to  avow  the  opinion  that  we 
might  go  much  further  than  we  do  in 
the  direction  of  having  mixed  education 
of  boys  and  girls.  We  have  it  in  the 
primary  schools,  where  boys  and  girls 
are  educated  side  by  side,  and  I  do  not 
think  anyone  will  pretend  to  show  any 
inaptitude  on  the  part  of  girls  for  being 
taught,  or  any  failure  in  the  result.  It  is 
obvious  that  the  same  building  and  the 
same  teaching  power  in  a  town  might 
very  easily  be  made  applicable  to  the 
education  of  girls  as  well  as  to  the  educa- 
tion of  boys.  This,  then,  I  say,  is  a  mode 
in  which  girls  might  take  advantage  of 
these  endowments  equally  with  boys, 
and  I  claim  it  on  their  behalf.  My 
right  hon,  representative  the  Chancellor 
of  the  Exchequer,  we  know  objects  to 
all  endowments  for  education,  on  the 
ground  that  free  trade  would  provide 
education  sufficient  both  in  quantity 
and  quality ;  and  to  a  certain  extent  I 

re  with  him  as  far  as  regards  the 
ation  of  boys,  because  a  boy's  edu- 
cation has  a  great  and  obvious  money's 
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worth.  We  inow  very  well  that  pa- 
rents are  prepared  to  make,  and  do  make 
considerable  sacrifices  to  give  ttkeir  sons 
education.  In  fact,  five-sixths  of  the 
Bono  of  the  middle  class  are  not  educated 
in  endowed  schools  at  all  but  in  private 
Bcbools.  But  tttis  does  not  apply  to 
girls.  It  pays  to  educate  boys,  but 
most  parents  think  the  Consols  a  better 
investment  than  the  education  of  their 
daughters.  In  fact,  whatever  is  spent 
on  ^eir  eduoatioii — I  speak  of  the  mid- 
dle class — is  spent  ^rudjiingly,  more 
from  deference  to  fashion  man  from  any 

Srception  of  its  substantial  useAilness. 
I  am  over-stating  the  case,  I  know  I 
am  stating  that  which  is  true  of  a  veiv 
lai^  proportion  of  the  middle  gIb^s.  I 
am.  certain  the  parents  will  not  make 
the  sacrifices  for  the  education  of  their 
daughters  that  they  do  make  for  the 
education  of  their  sons.  What  is  the 
result  of  this  ?  It  would  be  unbecoming 
for  me,  if  I  could  do  it,  to  give  the  Com- 
mittee a  picture  of  the  present  state  of 
the  education  of  women  ;  but  I  may  refer 
them  to  the  Report  of  the  Commission 
of  which  I  have  already  spoken,  and  I 
would  call  their  attention  not  only  to 
the  Eeport  of  the  Commissioners  them- 
selves, but  also  to  the  evidence  of  the 
witnesses,  many  of  them  high  authori- 
ties upon  bU  educational  questions,  who 
came  before  them,  and  to  the  Beports 
of  the  sub  Commissionera  who  were 
sent  through  the  country  to  investigate 
the  state  of  education  in  their  vanous 
districts.  All  these  are  unanimous  in 
what  they  say  as  to  the  state  of  educa- 
tion of  women  in  the  middle  class.  They 
say  that  it  is  scanty  in  quantity ;  they 
say  that  it  is  poor  ana  frivolous  in 
quality  ;  and  they  say  it  is  exorbitant  in 

5 rice.  In  a  word  it  is  very  bad,  very 
ear,  and — it  is  almost  a  consolation  to 
add — there  is  very  littie  of  it.  If  this 
be,  as  it  is,  the  case — for  I  shall  be  very 
much  surprised  if  any  hon.  Member  gets 
up  and  contradicts  the  statement  from 
his  own  observation — then  I  think  it  calls 
for  very  grave  consideration.  Of  course 
there  are  educated  women,  and  there 
are  good  schools  and  good  teachers,  but 
these  are  the  exceptions;  and  especially 
I  ask  the  Committee  to  remember  they 
are  the  exceptions  in  the  class  for  whom 
the  benefits  of  this  Bill  were  intended. 
Now  I  suppose  nobody  will  say  that 
girls  do  not  need  education  as  much  as 
boys:  they  start  as  ignorant,  and  they 
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have  no  special  means  of  acquiring 
knowledge.  I  cannot  bear  to  value  edu- 
cation in  money,  and  consider  how  soon 
and  how  effectually  it  can  be  coined  into 
it.  I  value  education — as  I  suppose 
every  educated  man  vtduea  it — for  its 
own  sake ;  for  the  mental  wealth,  for  the 
dignity  of  character,  for  the  intense  yet 
pure  enjoyments  it  confers.  The  truth 
IS,  the  great  curse  of  the  life  of  most 
men,  and  still  more  of  most  women,  is 
its  supreme  littleness.  It  matters  not 
whether  it  be  littie  frivolous  amusements 
or  littie  carking  cares.  From  one  end  of 
society  to  the  other  a  littie  life  must  be 
a  miserable  one.  If  then  you  will  take 
the  opportunity  which  now  offers  of 
giving  the  blessing  of  education  to  those 
wqom  oar  legal  and  social  restrictionB 
exclude  almost  entirely  fi^>m  active  life, 
and  who,  by  their  enforced  leisure,  have 
rare  opportunities  for  mental  cultivation, 
you  will  enlarge  and  ennoble  theii-  lives 
and  add  materially  to  the  sum  of  human 
happiness.  I  said  that  women  were 
almost  entirely  shut  out  frvm  active  life, 
but  the  Committee  knows  that  there  is 
another  side,  and  a  very  sad  side,  to  that 
statement.  There  are  thousands  and 
thousands  of  women  who  are  not  thus 
shut  out,  but  are  rather  thrust  into  the 
thick  of  it.  Thousands  of  women  are 
sent  adrift  every  year  to  struggle  for 
themselves  and  earn  their  bread  as  best 
they  may.  Take  these  figures  from  the 
Census  of  1861.  There  was  then  a  popu- 
lation in  England  and  Wales  of,  in 
round  numbers,  20,000,000 ;  10,000,000 
of  men  and  10,000,000  of  women,  be- 
cause 0od  seems  to  make  as  many  wo- 
men as  He  does  men,  although  we  do 
not  provide  education  for  them  in  the 
same  proportion.  Of  these  10,000,000  of 
women  of  all  ages,  more  than  2,000,000 
were  engaged  in  industrial  pursuits  of 
various  kinds  other  thali  domestic ;  that 
is,  they  were  not  domestic  servants,  or 
engaged  in  household  pursuits.  Of  these 
2,000,000  of  women,  nearly  100,000 
were  engaged  in  professions,  chiefly,  of 
course,  as  teachers.  We  all  know  that 
this  state  of  things  is  going  on  increas- 
ingly, and  that  me  condition  of  society 
is  such  that  the  number  of  women  who 
have  to  support  themselves  increases 
every  year.  The  emigration  of  men  in 
greater  numbers  than  women,  the  vicis- 
situdes of  fortune  in  this  ^eculotive 
age,  the  death  or  loss  of  health  of  those 
who  supported  them — these  and  other 
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oansea  I  cannot  now  dwell  upon,  are 
constantly  driving  women  in  larger  and 
la»;er  numbere  to  support  themselTee 
and  thoee  dependent  on  them.  You 
cannot  prevent  that,  you  cannot  insure 
women  againet  it,  but  there  is  one  thing 
you  can  do— you  need  not  add  to  this 
the  cruelty,  for  it  is  a  truelty,  of  sending 
them  out  in  this  way  to  fight,  aa  they 
have  to  do,  the  batUe  of  Ufe  tmarmed 
and  unprepared,  because  unediicated. 
It  goes  hard  with  poverty  and  weakness 
in  that  battle ;  they  do  not  need  to  be 
weighted  with  the  curse  of  ignorance. 
This  is  the  truth,  and  it  lies  at  our  door 
unless  we  will  remedy  it.  What  are  the 
consequences  7  The  results  to  the  suf- 
ferers themselves  are  sad  enough.  The 
suffering,  the  vice,  the  sorrow  which 
flow  from  all  this — ^how  cmi  I  speak  of 
these  things  ?  But  it  does  not  Btop 
there ;  the  evil  reacts  with  righteous  re- 
tribution upon  the  next  generation.  The 
ignorance  of  a  class  must  reproduce  itself. 
Where  do  you  expect  to  find  the  teach- 
ers for  the  next  generation  of  women, 
but  among  the  women  of  this?  t>ven 
of  these  you  do  not  get  the  meet  edu- 
cated, as  a  rule.  EW  women  adopt 
teaching  as  a  profession,  'except  from 
necessity.  Want,  not  capaciiy,  is  too 
often  the  chief  qualification.  From  im- 
perfectly educated  women  you  can  choose 
only  imperfectly  educated  teachers,  and 
from  these  what  can  you  expect  but  im- 
perfectly educated  scholars  ?  And  in 
Que  vicious  circle  you  must  continue  to 
move  until  you  bring  yourselves  to  break 
the  circle  by  a  wider  and  sounder  educa- 
tion for  women  generally.  But  I  admit, 
and  it  is  the  steongest  part  of  my  case, 
that  the  most  natural  plaoe  io  look  for 
women  is  at  home.  At  the  time  I  have 
spoken  of,  when  the  Census  of  1861  was 
taken,  while  2,000,000  of  women  were 
earning  their  bread  by  industrial  pur- 
suits, 3,500,000  were  married,  and,  for 
the  most  part,  heads  of  families.  Well, 
what  of  this  ?  Only  this,  that  they  are 
the  mothers  and  teachers  of  the  whole  of 
thenextgeneration.  Boys  and  girls  alike 
are  committed  to  their  care,  "^^liy,  here 
is  folly !  We  are  spending  infinite 
trouble  and  thought  and  time  and  mil- 
lions of  money  upon  the  education  of 
the  people,  and  in  training  their  teach- 
ers, yet  we  neglect  the  best  and  most 
natural  teachers  of  all.  We  never  can 
compete  with  them.  We  cannot  pre- 
vent their  teaching.    They  wait  for  no 


State  certificate.  They  ask  for  no  State 
pay.  Thev  are  teaching  constautiy  and 
unweariedly,  with  a  power  that  nothing 
can  match ;  and  what  you  make  them, 
that,  and  tikat  only,  can  they  make  their 
children.  It  is  impossible  that  it  can  be 
otherwise.  I  should  Uke  to  mention  one 
thing  with  regard  to  this.  Everyone 
who  has  observed  the  social  changes 
which  are  taking  place  among  us  must 
have  noticed  that  the  home  in  England 
at  the  present  day  is  a  matter  of  far 
greater  importance  than  it  was.  We 
are  reverting,  as  Mr.  Darwin  would  say, 
to  our  original  type.  The  fact  is  that  in 
the  last  100  or  150  years  the  household 
has  became  more  and  more  the  unit  and 
centre  of  English  society.  Every  social 
virtue  we  have  has  taken  its  rise  there, 
and  no  one  can  took  upon  this  change 
without  satisfaction.  But  then,  whether 
the  influence  of  tiie  home  shall  be  an 
evil  or  the  contrary,  whether  it  shall 
retard  or  advance  the  progress  of  society, 
will  depend  chiefly  upon  the  woman  who 
is  at  the  head  of  it-  There  is  only  one 
more  point  which  I  wish  to  advert  to. 
I  am  sorry  to  detain  the  Committee  so 
long,  but  the  matter  is  not  a  trifle.  It 
is  the  education  of  half  the  people. 
There  is  one  subject  which  I  cannot 
dwell  upon  fully  here,  but  which  I  can- 
not pass  over,  and  that  ia  the  influence 
of  the  ever-widening  gulf  between  the 
education  of  women  and  men  upou  the 
religious  faith  and  habits  of  the  people. 
It  has  already  oome  to  this.  Let  us 
state  it  houeetly.  We  do  not  believe, 
and  are  not  expected  to  believe,  what 
women  do  or  as  they  do.  And  what  is 
the  result  ?  That  there  is  in  our  homes 
a  thin  veil  of  hypocrisy — I  cannot  use  a 
milder  word — a  certain  insincerity  and 
want  of  perfect  freedom,  harmony,  and 
confidence.  I  know  that  there  are  some 
who  regard  this  as  a  good  thing,  and 
think,  at  any  rate,  faith  may  flourish 
among  the  women  if  it  does  not  among 
the  men.  But  is  it  wise  to  keep  the 
shutters  closed  that  the  idle  dicers 
within  may  not  know  the  day  has 
dawned  ?  Yet  this  is  what  we  are 
doing.  If  this  goes  on  it  cannot  last 
long.  How  long  do  you  suppose  the 
present  dislocation  of  thought  upon 
these  subjects  will  continue?  It  can- 
not, I  beheve,  continue  another  genera- 
tion. We  shall  see  here  what  we  see 
already  in  some  foreign  countries,  the 
women  sunk  in  abject  and  frivolous  su- 
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peretitioii,  and  the 
shore  of  &  barren  scepticiem.  If  you 
dread  this,  if  you  would  see  a  rational, 
manly  pie^  flourish  in  this  country,  you 
must  without  delay  educate  the  women. 
I  know  I  have  dealt  with  the  subject 
very  inadequat«ly,  and  I  wish  it  had 
fallen  into  better  hands.  There  are 
ntany  aspects  of  it  which  can  be  treated 
becomingly  only  by  older  men.  It  is 
pre-eminently  a  subject  which  requires 
an  anthoritatiTe  spe^er,  for  there  are  no 
examples  or  precedente  to  which  I  can 
point.  The  hon.  Member  for  Bedford 
(Mr.  J.  Howard)  told  us  the  other  night, 
in  the  debate  on  the  Patent  Laws,  that 
men  had  been  going  on  grinding  com 
for  3,000  years  without  anymaterial  im- 
provement in  the  method  imtil  a  very  re- 
cent discovery.  For  3,000  years  we  have 
had  civilization  of  every  sort,  creeds,  phi- 
losophies, and  social  and  political  systems 
of  every  kind,  and  at  this  moment  it  is  a 
matter  of  the  purest  speculation  what 
Bort  of  socieiy  that  would  be  in  which 
women  should  be  only  as  well  educated 
as  men.  I  say  it  requires  a  statesman, 
and  something  more  than  a  mere  private 
Member  to  take  up  and  deal  wioi  such 
a  subject  as  this.  I  could  wish  that  my 
right  hon.  Friend  who  has  shown  such  a 
far-reaching  insight  mto  the  wants  which 
have  called  for  this  measure,  and  into 
the  social  results  he  intends  it  to  accom- 
plish, had  recognized  the  equal  import- 
ance of  the  ^ucation  of  women  and 
men  as  one  of  the  ^eat  bases  of  his 
legislation.  I  may  mistiest,  and  I  ought 
to  mistrust,  my  own  judgment ;  but  let 
me  say  this — There  are  men  on  both 
aides  of  the  House  whom  to  know  is  to 
reverence,  and  before  whose  genius  I 
cannot  choose  but  bow ;  but  when  I  see 
and  cannot  understand  the  relative  im- 
portance which  subjects  of  this  kind  seem 
to  assume  in  their  eyes,  I  cannot  help 
asking  myself  of  this  statesman  and  that 
what  conception  he  has  formed  of  the 
future  of  tlus  country ;  what  ideal  does 
he  cherish  of  its  greatness  yet  to  be  ? 
We  have  ceased  to  look  for  it  in  military 
power ;  we  cannot  trust  to  our  commer- 
cial pre-eminence.  Younger  and  more 
favoured  coimtriea  must  sooner  or  later 
pass  us  in  that  race ;  there  is  only  one 
way  in  which  we  can  place  the  greatness 
of  our  country  on  a  sure  and  lasting 
foundation,  and  that  is  by  the  intellectu^ 
culture  and  the  moral  elevation  of  the 
people.  We  are  all  b^inning  to  see 
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this.  No  one  sees  it  more  clearly  than 
my  right  hon.  Friend,  and  this  measure 
is  a  step  in  that  direction.  But  it  is  only 
half  a  measure.  Hudibras  wore  but  one 
spur,  because  he  thought  if  he  could 
make  one  side  of  his  horse  go,  the  other 
would  not  be  for  behind.  That  is  what 
you  are  doing  here.  Tou  think  if  you 
educate  the  men  the  women  will  not  be 
far  behind.  But  history  belies  your 
expectation,  and  shows  that,  although 
the  men  oaunot  take  the  women  forward, 
the  women  may  drag  the  men  back,  and 
indefinitely  retard  the  progress  of  society, 
I  feel  that  this  is  too  great  a  subject  to 
he  dealt  with  incidentally  in  Committee 
ou  this  Bill,  yet  it  must  be  dealt  with 
now  or  never ;  for  the  arrangements  of 
the  educational  endowments  to  be  made 
under  this  Bill  are  'such  as  we  hope  will 
last.  I  leave  the  subject  and  all  respon- 
sibility for  it  with  the  Committee.  I 
have  but  one  arrow  more  in  my  quiver, 
and  that  I  am  inclined  to  shoot  at  a  ven- 
ture, for  I  am  very  much  in  earnest 
upon  this  subject,  and  it  may  hit  the 
mark.  If  there  is  any  man  who  hears 
me  who  has  known.  I  will  not  say  a 
mother's  love,  for  that  a  she-wolf  will 
give,  but  the  wise  counsel,  the  thought- 
ful sympathy,  the  stimulus  to  every  noble 
purpose  in  Ufe  which  comes  from  that 
affection,  when  and  only  when  it  is 
united  with  the  vigour  of  a  manly  sense 
and  the  exquisite  refinement  of  a  culti- 
vated mind,  the  mau  I  say  that  treasures 
such  a  memory  should  have  no  doubt 
what  vote  to  give  on  my  poor  clause.  I 
beg  to  move,  after  "girls,"  to  insert 
"equally  with  boys," 

Mr.  W.  E.  FOESTEE  said,  he  was 
glad  the  question  had  been  so  eloquently 
introduced.  Neither  himself  nor  any 
member  of  the  Select  Committee  would 
yield  to  his  hon.  Friend  (Mr.  Winter- 
botham)  in  the  conviction — firstly,  that 
girls'  education  had  been  greatly  neg- 
lected ;  secondly,  that  they  had  not  sudi 
a  share  as  they  ought  to  have  of  the  en- 
dowments ;  and,  thirdly,  in  the  hope  that 
the  results  of  this  measure  would  give 
them  a  better  education  and  a  larger 
share  of  the  endowments.  But,  as  a  prac- 
tical man,  he  was  bound  to  consider  how 
they  could  get  this  measure  efficiently 
carried  out.  It  would  be  impossible  that 
the  endowments  could  he  given  equally 
to  boys  and  girls,  for  this  reason — that  a 
good  deal  of  the  enormous  endowments 
we  possessed  were  already  appropriated. 
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If  they  had  to  set  to  -wort  to  deal  with  a 
fresh  Aind,  he  quit«  a^^^ed  with  his  hon. 
Friend  that  they  ought  to  divide  it  be- 
tween girls  and  boys ;  but,  at  the  pre- 
sent, the  endowmente  were,  for  the  moBt 
part,  possessed  by  boys.  He  was  very 
Qjizious  that  the  Commissioners  should 
consider,  in  the  wordn  of  the  clause, 
how  fiir  they  could  extend  to  girls  the 
benefit  of  these  endowments  ;  but  it 
would  be  quite  impossible  that  they 
could  do  so  equally,  because  that  would 
be  to  deprive  the  boys  of  the  education 
which  they  were  already  in  possession 
of.  He  hoped  the  hon.  Gentleman  was 
not  too  sanguine  as  to  a  large  amount 
of  endowments  being  acquired  under 
Clause  29.  That  clause  had  been  consi- 
derably weakened,  and  was  now  not  com- 
pulsory, but  simply  a  clause  under  which 
endowments  for  certain  purposes  not  edu- 
cational might  be  applied  to  educational 
purposes.  He  was  exceedingly  sorry  to 
oppose  the  insertion  of  the  words  pro- 
posed hy  his  hon.  Friend,  because  be 
aid  not  wish  the  impression  to  get  abroad 
that  the  Government  did  not  feel  strongly 
the  necessity  of  giving  education  to 
girls.  At  the  same  time,  he  should  be 
misleading  everybody  if  he  were  to  say 
that  the  Government  were  in  favour  of 
an  equal  division  of  the  present  endow- 
ments between  boys  and  girls. 

Mb.  G.  GEEQOIIY  said,  he  thought 
that  it  had  been  too  readily  assumed 
that  one  of  the  principal  things  for 
which  women  were  qualified  was  teach- 
ing. He  would  remind  the  House  that 
the  great  business  of  their  lives  lay  in 
the  domestic  circle,  and  in  things  which 
could  not  be  taught  in  scho^s.  He 
hoped  that  the  Amendment  would  not 
be  pressed. 

Mk.  FAWCETT  said,  he  looked  upon 
the  intellectual  culture  of  girls  as  of  at 
least  equal  importance  with  that  of  boys, 
and  would  support  the  Amendment  as  a 
declaration  that,  so  far  as  all  future  edu- 
cational endowments  were  concerned, 
the  benefits  should  be  shared  equally  by 
bovs  and  girls. 

Me.  BEEE8F0ED  HOPE  said,  he 
trusted  the  hon.  Member  for  Btroud  (Mr. 
Winteibotham)  would  be  satisfied  with 
having  raised  this  important  discussion. 
If  the  Amendment  were  pressed,  the 
House  would  be  divided  on  an  ambiguous 
issue.  If  arithmetical  equality  were  in- 
tended, the  Bill,  instead  of  beii 
moderate  and  tentative  measure  c 
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form,  would  be  as  revolutionaiy  a  scheme 
as  had  ever  been  brought  before  the 
House.  Common  sense  showed  that, 
while  the  necessity  for  female  education 
was  as  great  as  the  necessity  for  male 
education,  the  education  required  for 
girls  was  less  extended  than  that  which 
ought  to  be  imparted  to  boys. 

Me.  HENLEY  said,  he  thought  that 
if  anyone  wanted  to  "knoct  up"  the 
Bill,  and  render  it  unworkable,  there 
was  no  step  more  effectual  than  to  insert 
the  words  proposed.  If  perfect  equality 
were  to  be  insisted  on,  he  supposed  that 
girls,  as  well  as  boys,  mast  be  eUgihle 
for  exhibitions  to  the  Universities. 
Again,  how  was  equality  to  be  ascer- 
tained? Were  they  to  take  an  equal 
number  of  girls  and  of  bo3r8  in  a  given 
district  ?  It  happened  that  there  were 
more  boys  bom  into  the  world  than  there 
were  girls,  though  somehow  when  they 
came  towards  middle  age  there  were 
more  women  in  the  world  than  there 
were  men.  Then  it  should  be  borne  in 
mind  that  many  girls  were  educated  at 
home,  whereas  nearly  all  boys  received 
their  education  in  schools. 

Mr.  J.  HOWAED  supported  the 
Amendment,  on  the  ground  that  it  as- 
serted a  principle— one  he  should  be  glad 
to  see  established — the  principle  that 
girls  had  as  great  a  right  to  share  the 
endowmente  as  boys.  At  Bedford,  there 
was  a  large  girls'  school,  which  gave  a 
capital  education  to  over  500  girls,  at  a 
cost  of  something  like  £500  a  year. 

8iE  STAFFORD  NOETHCOTE  said, 
that,  while  concurring  cordially  with  the 
hon.  Member  for  Stroud  (Mr.  Winter- 
botham),  and  more  particularly  since 
hearing  his  speech,  he  would  appeal  to 
htm,  in  the  interest  of  the  cause  he  had 
at  heart,  not  to  weaken  the  effect  of  his 
speech  by  going  to  a  division  upon  an 
ambiguous  issue.  This  was  a  matter 
upon  which  it  was  difficult  to  legislate 
with  anything  like  decision,  and  he  was 
afraid  that,  if  they  went  to  a  division 
upon  the  question  as  now  submitted, 
the  division  would  convey  the  impres- 
sion that  the  Committee  was  unfavour- 
able to  the  view  of  his  hon.  Friend.  It 
BO  much  a  question  of  equal  ad- 
vantages as  of  substantial  advantages ; 
and  wnat  they  wished  to  impress  upon 
the  Commissioners,  rather  by  way  of  di- 
rection and  instruction  than  legislation, 
was  that  they  should  not  be  satiefied 
re- 1  with  throwing  a  few  crumbs  to  the  girle, 
I  SI, 
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but  that  they  should  really  give  them  j  enable  them  to  keep  their  proper  place 


Buch  a  substantial  proportion  as  would 
tell  npon  their  education.  In  the  Select 
Committee  he  proposed  to  introduce  the 
'words,  "  BO  aa  to  give  them  as  nearly  an 

nible  equal  advantages  with  boys." 
'as  impossible  to  keep  out  of  sight 
the  fact  that  a  larger  proportion  of  boys 
than  of  girls  would  avail  themselves  of 
schools  and  educational  endowments, 
and  therefore  it  was  not  a  case  of  giving 
exact  numerical  equality ;  but  what  they 
wished  to  do  was  to  adjust  endowment, 
so  that  girls  might  derive  advantages 
proportioned  to  their  needs,  and  as 
nearly  as  possible  equal  to  the  advan- 
tages poaseased  by  boys.  Boys  already 
h^  poBseesion  of  much  it  would  be  dif- 
ficult to  deprive  them  of,  and,  to  a  cer- 
tain extent,  boys  required  more  than 
girls.  It  might  be  that  one  reason  why 
girls  were  educated  at  home  was  that 
fliey  bad  not  had  their  fair  share  of  edu- 
cational advantages.  Until  they  had 
something  in  the  shape  of  school  educa- 
tion whi<^  was  really  worth  having  we 
must  not  insist  upon  the  argument  that 
girls  did  not  go  to  school  in  the  same 
proportion  as  boys.  The  inference  that 
a  great  proportion  of  women  would  be- 
come teachers,  and  that  this  was  a  ques- 
tion of  legislating  for  female  teachers, 
must  also  be  set  aside.  Of  course,  a 
large  proportion  of  women  were  teachers 
in  a  different  sense  from  that  in  which 
the  term  was  need ;  they  were  the  mo- 
thers of  children,  and  necessarily  teachers 
of  them  in  their  early  years.  He  at- 
tached great  weight  to  the  argument 
based  on  the  disadvantage  that  might 
arise  from  a  great  separation  of  feelmg 
between  men  and  women  in  matters  of 
the  highest  character,  to  which  the  hon. 
Member  for  Stroud  adverted,  not  be- 
cause he  would  wish  in  any  way  by  the 
education  of  women  to  deteriorate  and 
depreciate  the  exceeding  value  of  the 
tenderness  and  Caithfiilness  of  woman, 
but,  on  the  contrary,  because  looking  as 
he  did  upon  woman  as  the  sheet-anchor 
to  a  great  extent,  of  the  religious  feeling 
of  the  country,  he  was  anxious  that  she 
should  have  her  proper  influence  over 
children,  and  he  did  not  believe  she 
would  unless  she  had  a  fair  share  of  in- 
tellectual power  and  education.  Look- 
ing at  the  matter  &om  this  point  ofibothain)  would  withdraw  the  Amend- 
view,  he  thought  it  was  of  very  great '  ment,  and  not  place  many  hon.  Mem- 
importance  we  should  give  our  women  j  bers  who  sympathized  with  his  object  in 
such  a  fair  share  of  education  as  would  ,  a  false  position.  The  Committee  was 
Sir  Stafford  Norfheott  I 


the  domestic  circle  and  in  the  general 
Dusiness  in  life,  so  far  as  women  ara 
called  upon  to  take  part  in  it.  Nobody 
wished  that  women  should  be  educated 
in  precisely  the  same  way  as  men  ;  but 
it  was  as  important  that  women  should  be 
well  educated  in  their  sphere  and  for 
their  circumstances,  as  it  was  important 
that  men  should  be  educated.  The  in- 
terests of  society  required  that  women 
should  have  their  fair  share  in  these  en- 
dowments, which  no  doubt  were  given 
for  the  general  benefit  of  the  country. 
This  clause  was  inserted  in  the  Belect 
Committee  in  order  to  direct  the  atten- 
tion of  the  Commissioners  to  the  point ; 
but  the  Amendment  which  he  proposed 
was  defeated  by  4  to  1,  and  mat  hav- 
ing been  the  case  he  would  ask  thft 
hon.  and  learned  Member,  in  the  name 
of  their  common  cause,  not  to  run  the 
risk  of  an  adverse  division  here. 

Mr.  JACOB  BRIGHT  said,  he  would 
support  the  Amendment  if  there  were  a 
division,  because  he  would  like  ia  estab- 
lish the  principle  of  equahty  with  regard 
to  the  education  of  boys  and  girls.  He 
maintained  that  girls  were  entitled  to  as 
good  an  education  as  boys  were;  that 
file  measure  of  capacity  should  be  the 
measure  of  instruction,  and  that  girls 
had  a  capacity  for  learning  equal  to  that 
of  boys ;  and,  in  proof  of  that  position, 
he  cited  the  distinctions  obtained  by 
women  at  the  Eoyal  CoUege  of  Science, 
Dublin,  where  Utey  had  taken  several 
first  prizes  in  competition  with  Univer- 
sity graduates  and  others. 

Mb.  WHITBEEAD  said,  he  would 
support  a  Eesolution  to  the  effect  that 
the  share  of  endowments  which  had 
fallen  to  women  was  insufiicient,  and 
ought  to  be  larger ;  but  he  feared  that 
the  words  proposed  to  be  inserted  in  the 
clause  would  lead  to  endless  litigation 
and  disappointment ;  and  it  was  of  no 
use  putting  words  in  an  Act  of  Farlia- 
ment  unless  public  opinion  would  sup- 
port them. 

Mr.  DILLWTN  said,  he  beheved  the 
education  of  women  would  be  better 
served  by  the  clause  as  it  stood  than  by 
the  addition  of  the  Amendment. 

The  solicitor  GENERAL  said, 
he  hoped  his  hon.  Friend  (Mr.  Winter- 
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eiigas;ed,  not  in  oaserting  a  prind'^e, 
but  m  directinB;  certain  persons.  The 
terms  of  tliese  directiona  should  be  defi- 
nite, and  he  feai*ed  the  Amendment  pro- 
posed iTOuld  make  them  confusing.  Ab 
a  matter  of  fact,  the  cause  of  the  edu- 
cation of  women  iraa  greatly  adrauced 
by  the  Bill  as  it  stood ;  but  if  the  Amend- 
ment were  agreed  to  people  would  be- 
liere  that  Parliament  had  decreed  that 
all  endowments  for  educational  purposes 
roust  benceforth  be  devoted  in  equal 
proportions  to  the  education  of  either 
sex.  He  could  not,  upon  any  account, 
^ve  his  eanotioii  to  the  mixed  education 
of  boys  and  girls,  which  might  be  at- 
tended with  very  serious  consequences. 

Ma.  WINTEEBOTHAH  said,  that 
mixed  education  was  by  no  means  an 
essential  feature  of  l^e  scheme,  the  use 
of  the  same  buildings  and  teaching 
power  being  merely  an  economical  ar- 
rangement. He  should  not  press  his 
Amendment  to  a  division. 

Amendment,  by  leave,  withdrawn. 

Clause  agreed  to. 

Clause  13  (Saving  of  interest  of  foun- 
dationer, mast«F,  governing  bo^,  &c.). 

On  the  Motion  of  Mr.  W.  E.  Forsteb, 
the  words  "or  girl"  were  inserted  in 
line  26. 

Me.  T.  CHAMBEE8  moved  in  sub- 
section 5,  line  5,  after  "patronage,"  to 
leave  out  "which  has  a  marketable 
value,  and  is  capable  of  being  sold  by 

Ma.  W.  E.  FOESTEB  said  the  object 
of  the  clause  was  to  make  due  provision 
for  vested  interests.  If  an  interest  had 
a  marketable  value,  it  ought  to  be  c 
pensated  for,  otherwise  not. 

Amendment,  by  leave,  wilfidramn. 

Clause,  as  amended,  agreed  to. 

Clause  14  agreed  to. 

Clause  15  (Beligious  education  in  day 
schools). 

Me.  BEEESFORD  HOPE  said,  he 
rose  to  move  the  omission  of  the  second 
part  of  the  clause.  To  the  first  part, 
which  enabled  a  parent  who  had  a  con- 
scientious objection  to  the  religious  teach- 
ing of  the  school  to  make  that  objection 
in  writing,  and  thus  secure  exemption, 
he  had  no  opposition  to  offer.  But  the 
second  part  of  the  clause  was  aimed  at  a 
teacher  introducing  religious  doctrine  in 
the  conrse  of  lessons  other  than  reli> 
gicnu,  and  his  objection  to  it  was  that 


the  Governing  Body  would  be  forced  to 
listen  to  tittle-tattle  on  the  part  of  the 
child,  or  somebody  else,  who  wanted  to 
make  mischief,  and  nothing  but  confu- 
sion would  be  created.  It  was  no  real 
protection,  for  the  corpvt  of  the  clause 
contained  all  that  was  necessary.  He 
begged  to  move  that  the  second  portion 
of  the  clause  be  omitted. 

Me.  W.  E.  FOESTEB  said,  that  the 
first  part  of  the  clause  related  to  actual 
lessons  on  religious  subjects ;  it  was 
only  from  these  lessons  that  the  master 
was  ordered  to  dismiss  the  child,  whose 
parent  might  have  objected ;  but  it  was 
to  meet  the  case  in  which  a  master  who 
wished  to  proselytize  might  introduce 
religious  teaching  during  the  course  of 
the  secular  lessons  that  tne  other  part  of 
the  clause  was  introduced.  He  did  not 
believe  that  practically  it  would  lead  to 
the  evil  effects  which  his  hon.  Friend 
feared.  The  object  was  really  the  pro- 
tection of  the  schoolmaster  from  inju- 
dicious interference  by  parents.  In  line 
1 1  it  was  stated  that  the  complaint  must 
be  proved,  and  any  Governing  Body  at 
all  able  to  do  its  duty  would  not  counte- 
nance frivolous  complaints. 

Me.  MOWBRAY  said,  he  feared  the 
clause  would  work  in  a  most  objection- 
able way.  Some  meddling  parents  might 
direct  a  forward  child  to  watch  the  les- 
sons, and  then  get  up  a  complaint  to 
which  the  Governing  Body  would  be 
obliged  to  listen. 

The  solicitor  GENERAL  said, 
the  Committee  could  give  relief  in  the 
case  of  unscrupulous  teachers  or  of  cap- 
tions and  disagreeable  parents  only  by 
an  appeal  to,  or  by  leaving  the  matter  to 
the  discretion  of  the  Governing  Body, 
as  was  proposed  by  the  clause.  The 
Governing  Body  would  be  on  the  spot, 
would  know  all  about  the  matter,  and 
might  be  trusted  in  nine  cases  out  of 
ten  to  come  to  a  practical  conclusion. 

Me.  ADDERLEY  said,  he  thought  it 
would  be  better  to  omit  the  second  para- 
graph. It  was  a  subject  of  congratula- 
tion to  secure  the  Conscience  Clause  for 
endowed  schools,  and  it  would  be  a  pity 
to  mix  it  up,  as  was  done  by  this  para- 
graph, with  a  new  principle,  of  a  differ- 
ent, inconsistent,  and  moat  objectionable 
kind. 

Mb.  ACIAND  said,  he  must  support 

the  clause  as  it  stood.  It  was  unfair  that 

parents  should  have  no  remedy  but  the 

withdrawal  of  their  children  &om  tha 
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Bohool,  if  a  master  persisted  in  conveyiog 
dogmatic  teaching  ia  his  secular  lessons. 
The  true  object  of  a  Conscience  Clause 
was  to  give  freedom  on  both  sides,  and 
all  that  was  intended  by  this  clause  was 
to  give  the  G-oveming  Body  the  power, 
upon  an  appeal,  to  prevent  any  abuse  on 
the  part  of  the  t«adier. 

Mr.  WALTER  said,  lie  did  not  think 
this  clause  was  altogether  so  free  from 
difficulty  as  his  hon.  Friend  the  Member 
for  North  Devon  (Mr.  Acland)  seemed  to 
im^;ine.  The  object  of  the  clause  was 
Bimply  as  straightforward  aa  possible.  An 
energetic,  strongly -opinionated  school- 
master might  take  advantsge  of  his  po- 
sition to  inculcate  in  secular  lessons 
particular  religious  tenets,  although  by 
tiie  first  part  of  the  clause  he  would  be 
debarred  from  doing  so  in  religious  les- 
sons. The  parents  of  the  children  cer- 
tainly bad  a  right  to  be  protected  (gainst 
this,  and  the  cooclnsion  he  had  arrived 
at  wan  that  the  question  should  be  left 
to  the  decision  of  the  Governing  Body. 
Take  the  case  of  a  Protestant  si^ool,  in 
which  English  History  would  be  a  branch 
of  the  secular  instruction.  Nobody  could 
maintain  that  the  history  of  the  Refor- 
mation could  be  taught  without  any  re- 
ference being  made  between  Protestant- 
ism and  Roman  Catholicism.  It  would 
be  obviously  impossible  to  lay  down  a 
rule  that  in  teaching  the  history  of  the 
Reformation  a  schoolmaster  should  ab~ 
stain  from  all  religious  comment.  The 
subject  was  one  wmch  oiight  to  be  left  to 
the  judgment  of  the  Governing  Body, 
which  must  be  supposed  to  possess  com- 
mon sense.  Fur  these  reasons  he  was 
in  favonr  of  the  clause  as  it  stood. 

Ma.  BAINES  said,  he  considered  it 
but  right  that  there  should  be  some  pro- 
tection against  over-zealous  school-mas- 
ters, and  therefore  he  should  vote  for 
maintaining  the  latter  part  of  the  clause. 
Mr.  AiDEEMAN  LTJ8K  said,  he  hoped 
the  second  part  of  the  clause  would  be 
maintained. 

Mr.  HENLEY  said,  he  wished  to 
point  out  that,  under  the  clause,  a  school- 
master might  render  himself  liable  to 
censure  if,  in  the  course  of  teaching,  he 
told  a  child  that  thieving  was  contrary  to 
the  commandment  of  God,  as  it  might 
happen  that  the  child's  parents  held 
atheistical  opinions.  Much  of  the  diffi- 
culty by  which  the  subject  was  sur- 
rounded might,  he  believed,  be  obviated 
if,  for  "  if  the  complaint  be  proved,"  the 


words  "  if  the  complaint  be  reasonable" 
were  substituted. 

Mr.  W.  E.  FORSTER  said,  he  would 
act  on  the  suggestion  of  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman.  Hitherto  Conscience  Clauses 
had  been  regarded  as  somewhat  vague 
and  indefinite,  because  they  laid  down 
no  rule  as  to  religious  teaching  being 
conveyed  in  lessons  on  secular  subjects  ; 
the  result  was  that  a  conscientious  school- 
master might  be  placed  in  an  embarras- 
sing position,  and  it  was  with  a  view  to 
prevent  this  in  the  future  that  die  pre- 
sent clause  had  been  framed. 

Mr.  BERE8F0RD  HOPE  said,  he 
was  satisfied  with  his  right  hon.  Friend's 
(Mr.  W.  E.  Forster's)  statement,  and 
would  withdraw  his  Amendment. 

Ma.  BAINES  said,  he  would  suggest 
that  the  words  to  be  substituted  should 
be  "if  the  complaint  is  judged  to  bo 
reasonable." 

Mr.     HENLEY    mortd     to     insert 

judged  to  be  reasonable,"  instead  of 

proved." 

Amendment  agreei  to. 

Clause,  as  amended,  agrtei  ia. 

Clauses  16  to  18,  inclusive,  agrud  to. 

Clause  19  (Schools  excepted  from  pro- 
vision as  to  religion), 

Mr.  CANDLISH  moved  an  Amend- 
ment, to  substitute  twenty-five  for  fifty 
years  as  the  time  during  which  a  testa- 
tor's directions  with  reference  to  de- 
nominational instruction  should  not  be 
contravened. 

Ma.  MIALL  supported  the  Amend- 
ment. They  ought  to  fall  in  with  the 
spirit  of  the  times,  which  was  to  limit 
the  area  of  dcnominationalism  in  our 
educational  institutions  as  much  as  pos- 

Mr.  "W.  E.  FORSTER  said,  that  part 
of  the  clause  dealt  with  by  the  Amend- 
ment had  been  inserted  to  meet  the 
case  of  a  founder  having  given  an  en- 
dowment without  having  completed  the 
statutes  during  his  lifetime ;  and  the 
provision  was  inserted  at  the  unanimous 
wish  of  the  Committee. 

Amendment  negatived. 

Mr.  GOLDNEY  said,  he  rose  to  move 
the  insertion  of  words  requiring  that 
any  school  the  students  in  whi^  had 
heen  instructed  in  the  tenets  of  any  par- 
ticular creed  for  two  hundred  years 
should  continue  to  be  oondnoted  aa  a 
school  of  that  creed.    The  Amendment 
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had  special  reference  to  Christ's  Hospi- 
tal. The  funds  of  Christ's  Hospital 
consisted  entirely  of  the  donattona  of 
private  benefactors,  who  had  made  their 
bequesta  on  the  distinct  understanding 
that  the  school  would  continue  to  be  a 
Church  of  England  boarding  school.  He 
begged  to  move  after  "instructed"  to 
add  "  or  any  educational  endowment  by 
or  under  wluch  the  scholars  have  for  an 
unbroken  period  6f  two  hundred  years 
been  taught  or  instructed." 

Mk.  W.  E.  POESTER  said,  he  was 
sorry  he  could  not  accept  the  Amend- 
ment; it  would  run  counter  to  a  very 
great  deal  of  the  evidence  produced  be- 
fore the  Committee,  and  establish  that 
all  King  Edward's  schools  must  be 
considered  as  denominational  Church 
schools.  Several  of  the  Gkiveming  Body 
of  Chriet's  Hospital  were  Dissenters ;  to 
this  no  objection  had  been  raised,  nor 
did  he  anticipate  any  would  be  raised  in 
the  future. 

Mr.  GOLDNEY  said,  that  Christ's 
Hospital  enjoyed  none  of  King  Edward's 
gifts ;  its  funds  consisted  entirely  of  en- 
dowments by  private  persons,  though  it 
was  willing  to  receive  within  its  walls 

J  arsons  of  all  religious  denominations. 
a  the  Act  sent  forth  by  Lord  Chancellor 
Cranworth  there  was  a  special  clause 
excepting  Christ's  Hospital  on  the  veiy 
ground  that  he  had  just  mentioned.  Dis- 
senting (md  Boman  Cathohc  schools  had 
been  placed  in  possession  of  their  re- 
venues in  consideration  of  their  special 
character,  and  certainly  Christ's  Hospital 
ought  not  to  stand  in  any  less  advan- 
tageous position.  If  the  Qavemment 
resisted  his  Amendment  he  would  divide 
the  House. 
Me.  KINNAntD  said,  that  although 


the  Church  of  England,  the  denomina- 
tional character  ot  the  school  would  be 
preserved, 

Mr.  ACLAND  said,  he  hoped  the 
hon.  Member  would  not  press  the 
Amendment.  He  most  fuUy  appreciated 
the  absence  of  party  spirit  with  which 
this  matter  had  been  met  by  hon.  Gen- 
tlemen opposite;  but  for  that  it  would 
have  been  quite  impossible  for  his  right 
hon.  Friend  to  have  advanced  to  the 
point  which  he  had  reached.  But  were 
the  Committee  prepared  to  narrow  the 
operation  of  the  l^ng  Edward  schools 
by  declaring  them  to  be  denominational 
schools  ? 

Mb.  M'LAHEN  said,  that  if  tbe  clause 
passed  as  it  stood  it  would  not  alter 
Christ's  Hospital,  but  if  altered,  it  might 
cause  a  governor  of  the  hospital  to  be  a 
party  to  coercing  a  relation  to  attend  a 
form  of  worship  of  which  he  himself 
disapproved. 

Mk.  J.  HOWAED  opposed  the 
Amendment  on  the  ground  that  it  went 
beyond  the  scope  of  the  Bill.  The  effect 
of  it  would  he  that  many  schools  not 
now  recognized  as  Church  or  denomi- 
national schools,  would  become  so  by 
Act  of  Parliament.  He  thought  it 
undesirable  to  increase  the  numbers  of 
denominational  schools.  Christianity 
tended  to  deepen  and  intensify  human 
sympathies  —  denomination  aliem  tended 
to  narrow  and  cramp  the  eympatbies  of 
our  nature.  On  these  grounds  he  strongly 
objected  to  the  Amendment. 

Me.  HINDE  PALMEE  said,  he  be- 
lieved the  clause  was  one  that  would 
work  most  advantageously. 

Me,  HENLEY  said,  he  thought  tiiat 
the  clause  carried  out  the  existing  law 
the  endowments  were  single. 


not  desirous  of  making  Christ's  Hospital  J  But  he  wished  to  ask  what  would  be  the 


a  purely  Church  of  England  school,  he 
believed,  as  one  of  the  Governing  Body, 
that  people  had  given  the  endowments 
on  the  understanding  that  it  was  to  be 
a  Church  of  England  School,  and  he 
thought  it  would  be  unjust  by  Act  of 
Farhament  to  undo  the  intentions  of 
those  benefactors. 

Ma.  BRUCE  said,  his  hon.  Friend 
(Mr.  Kinnaird)  who  generally  took  a 
Uberal  view  of  these  matters,  was  mis- 
taken in  supposing  that  this  school 
would  lose  its  Church  of  England  cha- 
racter, for  though  security  would  be 
given  to  parents  who  entertained  con- 
scientious objection  to  the  teaching  of 


action  of  the  Bill  when  half-a-dozen  en- 
dowments were  put  together,  some  of 
them  with  express  words  as  to  the  re- 
ligion to  be  taught  in  the  schools,  some 
without  such  words. 

Me.  W.  E.  FOESTEE  said,  what  he 
understood  the  question  of  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  to  be  was,  whether,  when 
one  of  two  or  more  small  endowments, 
which  might  he  consolidated  under  Clause 
9,  was  defined  to  be  denominational, 
such  endowment  would,  notwithstand- 
ing such  consolidation,  still  come  un- 
der this  clause.  He  understood  that  it 
would,  and  that  there  could  be  no  doubt 
about  it. 


1771  S^wei  (COMMONS)  SelmU  StU.  1772 

Clansee  20  to  28,  inclumve,  agreed  to. 
Clause  29  (Application  to  education  of 


Ms.  HENLEY  said,  he  was  glad  to 
hear  it.  He  hoped,  however,  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  would  take  the  opimon 
of  the  Law  Officers  upon  it,  and,  if  uecea- 
eary,  make  it  clear  on  the  Beport. 

Ma.  W.  E.  FOESTER  said,  he  would 
take  care  to  do  so. 

Amendment,  hj  leave,  toUhdraam. 

Me.  LOCKE  said,  that  Tunbridge 
Bchool  was  not  in  the  position  of  Christ's 
Hospital,  because  it  was  distinctly  a  [ 
Church  of  England  school.  But  it  was 
proposed  to  place  the  day  scholars  in  a 
different  position  &om  the  boarders.  If, 
therefore,  a  number  of  persona  objected 
that  their  children  should  go  to  prayers 
or  submit  to  religious  instruction,  iha,t 
would  break  in  on  the  rules  and  regu- 
lations of  the  school.  It  would  prac- 
tically exclude  such  subjects  of  teaching 
as  the  Oreek  New  Testament.  If  deno- 
minational Bchools  were  to  be  retained 
the  House  must  allow  them  to  be  ear- 
ned on  according  to  the  rulea  laid  down 
by  the  founder.  The  greatest  incon- 
venience and  conAision  would  arise  un- 
less the  words  were  omitted — 


"  Olher  thkn  thi 
ofdBj  nohoUn  froi 
wonhip,  or    leaioi 


a  religioui  subject,  when 


The  hon.  and  learned  Member  moved 
that  in  line  16  these  words  be  omitted 
accordingly. 

Mb.  ACLAIM)  said,  he  hoped  his 
hon.  and  learned  Friend  would  not  press 
his  Amendment.  The  Tunbridge  Gram- 
mar School  would  one  day  be  an  enor- 
mously wealthy  institution,  and  it  was 
surely  not  to  be  contended  that  the  chil- 
dren of  Dissenters  sfaoidd  be  excluded 
from  it  as  day  scholars. 

Mb.  LOCKE  said,  that  no  incon- 
venience had  ever  arisen  at  this  school 
with  regard  to  boys  of  different  religions. 

Mb.  W.  E.  FORSTEE  said,  that  the 
clause  was  necessary  in  order  to  estab- 
lish a  Conscience  Clause  for  the  protection 
of  day  scholars  attending  denominational 
schools.  The  matter  had  been  well  con- 
sidered by  the  Committee. 

Mb.  GILI'IN  said,  that  the  principle 
laid  down  in  the  clause  was  carried  out 
in  the  City  of  London  School,  one  of  the 
beat  schools  in  the  country,  and  no  ill- 
feeling  or  inconvenience  had  arisen.  He 
trusted  the  Government  would  stand  by 
Uke  clause. 

Amendment  negatived. 

Clause  agreed  to. 
Mr.  W.  E.  Fweter 


non-educational  charities). 

Me.  J.  LOWTHER  said,  he  must  take 
exemption  to  non-educational  charities 
being  introduced  into  a  Bill  in  which 
they  nad  no  proper  place,  and  to  their 
being  diverted  &om  their  original  pur- 
poses at  the  discretion  of  the  Governing 
Body.  He  would  therefore  move  the 
omission  of  the  greater  part  of  the  clainse, 
excepting  only  the  last  paragraph  which 
prohibited  the  inclosure  of  open  spaces. 

Mb.  SCOURFIELD  said  that  some  of 
_ese  doles  were  gifts  of  food,  and  people 
must  be  fed  before  they  could  be  eau- 

ted. 

Mr.  W.  E.  FOESTER  said,  that  the 
clause  as  it  stood  originally  was  much 
stronger;  it  permitted  the  Commis- 
sioners, on  the  authority  of  a  certificate 
from  the  Charity  Commissioners,  to 
apply  non-educational  endowments  to  be 
used  for  educational  purposes,  but  the 
clause  as  amended  required  the  consent 
of  the  managers  of  su<^  non- educational 
endowments  before  theycould  be  taken 
by  the  Commissioners.  The  Amendment 
had  met  with  much  approval  and  dis- 
approval Not  only  did  those  interested 
in  education  disapprove  the  change,  but 
those  also  who  had  looked  forward  to 
this  opportunity  of  getting  rid  of  charitiea 
which  worked  with  bad  effect.  It  was, 
however,  feared,  that  without  further 
inquiiy,  public  opinion  would  not  sup- 
port the  original  proposition ;  while  on 
the  other  hand,  the  Government  felt  much 
good  would  be  done  if  all  those  cases 
were  dealt  with  under  the  Bill  in  which 
the  managers  of  a  charity  were  con- 
vinced that  evil  consequences  resulted 
from  the  administration  of  the  funds 
they  controlled ;  he  especially  referred 
to  the  granting  of  dotes.  He  was  willing 
to  introduce  a  limitation  ensuring  that 
regard  should  be  had  to  the  application 
of  the  funds  to  the  class  for  whom  it  was 
originally  intended. 

Mh.  GOLDNEY  said,  he  interpreted 
the  clause  as  giving  power  to  the  trustees 
of  charities  to  carry  out  a  deed  of  ar- 
rangement without  going  to  the  Court  of 
Chancery. 

Mr.  COLLINS  said,  that  there  was 
not  much  likelihood  that  trustees  would 
wish  to  divert  the  endowments,  so  that 
practically  it  would  not  much  matter. 
As  a  case  in  point,  he  might  mention  that 
a  tradesman  of  Knaresborough  had  left 
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Mm  £4,000.  ILaughter.']  He  said  left 
him,  because,  as  the  property  was  in  land 
it  had  to  be  left  absolutely  to  his  cousin 
and  himself  to  avoid  the  statutes  of 
mortmain,  but  it  was  intended  for  the 
aged  poor.  He  bad  not  yet  thought  it 
Torth  while  to  &ame  a  scheme,  because 
the  fund  was  chargeable  with  an  annuity 
to  the  old  gentleman's  housekeeper  1  but 
he  was  sure  if  the  testator  had  thought 
there  was  any  danger  of  the  interest  of 
the  funds  not  being  shared  by  those 
whom  ho  intended,  he  would  have  pre- 
ferred that  his  almoner  put  them  in  his 
poohet. 

Mn.  CAWLET  said,  he  objeoted  to  the 
clause,  on  the  groimd  that  it  still  went 
too  ioT.  It  would  be  better  to  reserre 
these  matters  for  special  legislation. 

Mb.  MOWBBAY  said,  he  hoped  the 
hon.  l£ember  for  York  (Mr.  J.  Lowther) 
would  not  press  his  Amendment.  Most 
Members  on  his  side  were  inclined  to 
support  the  clause  as  it  stood. 

Mb.  HENLEY  said,  the  clause  was 
hardly  fair  in  such  a  Bill  as  this,  for  it 
did  not  deal  with  endowed  schools,  but 
was  neither  more  nor  leas  than  an  attempt 
to  gjab  at  every  small  charity  in  the 
country,  and  apply  it  by  a  very  summary 
process  to  educational  purposes.  He 
agreed  with  the  hon.  Member  for  Salford 
(Mr.  Cawley)  that  they  ought  to  raserre 
this  subject  for  special  legislation.  He 
hoped  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  (Mr.  W. 
E,  Forster)  would  consent  to  strike  out 
the  dauBOi 

Mb.  Aldzbmah  W.  LAWRENCE  said, 
he  did  not  (^ree  with  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  (Mr.  Henley)  that  uus  was  a 
clause  to  enable  the  CommissionerB  to 
grasp  at  endowments  to  which  th^  had 
no  right ;  it  vas  a  clause  to  enable  the 
GoTemiug  Body  of  a  charity,  the  funds 
of  which  they  were  not  able  to  distribute 
ben^cially,  to  use  those  fimds,  if  they 
thought  ht,  for  educational  purposes. 
Not  very  long  since  a  large  sum  of 
money  which  had  been  originally  left  for 
the  hberation  of  slaves  from  Barbaryhad 
accumulated  in  the  hands  of  one  of  the 
liTer^  companies.  They  apphed  to  the 
Charity  Commissiouers,  ana  at  length  an 
Act  of  Parhament  was  obtained  to  enable 
them  to  distribute  the  money  among 
various  schools.  It  would  not  be  in  the 
power  of  the  Commissioners  to  take  any 
portion  of  the  ftmds  unless  with  the 
consent  of  the  Governing  Body.  The 
clause  hod  been  Mly  approved  by  the 
Committee  upstairs. 


Mr.  W.  E.  FOESTEE  said,  he  believed 
that  great  diBappointment  would  be  felt 
throughout  the  country  if  the  clause  did 
not  pass.  He  regretted  that  it  had  not 
been  found  possible  to  make  it  compul- 
sory. As  it  stood  it  was  a  compromise, 
and  it  was  felt  by  a  majority  of  the  Select 
Coninutt«e  to  be  the  only  arrangement 
that  could  be  come  to  in  the  present 
position  of  afbire.  The  powers  of  the 
Charity  Conuniasioners  with  regard  to 
these  new  educational  endowments  would 
not  be  altered  by  the  Bill. 

Mb.  ACLAND  said,  that  in  some 
towns  there  were  enormous  funds  applied 
to  purposes  of  the  grossest  corruption, 
and  the  question  was  how  to  get  legisla- 
tive power  to  deal  with  these  cases.  The 
only  way  was  to  import  the  Governing 
Body  into  the  matter.  Not  seeing  bis 
way  to  a  higher  body,  he  should  feel 
hound  to  support  the  conclusion  of  the 
Select  Committee. 

Mr.  MUNDELLA  said,  he  had  in- 
tended to  move  the  substitution  of  the 
Charity  Commissioners  for  the  Governing 
Bodies  of  these  charities,  but  after  die 
explanation  of  the  Vice  President  of  the 
Council  he  should  accept  the  clause.  He 
regretted,  however,  that  more  had  not 
been  done  in  regtud  to  these  wretched 
and  demoralizing  doles.  He  had  re- 
ceived a  letter  &om  the  vicar  of  a  parish 
in  Lincolnshire,  stating  that  in  his  own 
and  a  neighbouring  parish  these  charities 
amounted  to  £800  a  year,  only  £30  of 
which  was  applied  to  purposes  of  educa- 
tion. When  the  distribution  was  made 
it  was  followed  by  a  week  of  intemper- 
ance and  debauch.  There  were  not  less 
than  200  of  these  doles,  and  where  they 
prevented  one  pauper  they  mnde  three. 
He  rather  regretted  that  Uie  Governing 
Bodies  had  been  imported  into  the  clause, 
and  thought  that  some  steps  should  bs 
taken  to  inquire  into  these  smaller  cha- 

Mb.  HIBBEST  said,  he  could  not 
agree  in  casting  imputations  on  the  Go- 
veniing  Bodies  of  these  charities,  be- 
cause he  believed  they  endeavoured  to 
the  best  of  their  ability  to  carry  out  the 
intentions  of  their  founders.  He  thought 
that  where  the  funds  of  these  charities 
had  largely  increased  they  might  be  ap- 
plied to  educational  purposes.  He  was 
the  tiustee  of  a  charity  for  giving  mar- 
riage portions  and  fees  on  apprentice- 
ship. The  income  had  greatly  increased, 
and  the  trustees  had  applied  to  the 
Court  of  Chancery  and  obtained  perr 
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mission  to  apply  a  portion  of  the  funds  i  several  hundreda  of  pounds  a  year,  and 
to  educational  purposes.     The  result  had  I  suppose  that  there  already  existed  i 


beenmostbetteficial  to  the  parish.     This  I  ample  proTision  for  its  educational  i 


clause  would  only  carry  out  what  the 
Governing  Body  now  had  the  power  to 
do  by  applying  to  the  Court  of  Chancery. 

Mb.  FIELDEN  said,  he  doubted  whe- 
ther they  were  not  encouraging  the 
trustees  of  these  charities  to  give  up 
and  violate  their  trusts.  The  doles 
might  be  badly  manned,  and  ho  thought 
there  ought  to  be  an  Inquiry  by  a  Select 
Committee,  when  the  House  could  deal 
with  these  charities  as  it  thought  fit. 
It  did  not,  however,  follow  that,  because 
they  were  badly  managed,  the  funds 
ought  to  be  given  for  educational  pur- 
poses. He  trusted  that  the  Amendment 
would  be  pressed  to  a  division. 

Me.  ADDERLEY  said,  there 


quirements.  Would  it  not  be  worth 
while  to  consider  whether  in  such  a  case 
the  doles  might  not  be  more  appro- 
priately given  to  the  county  hospital  or 
to  some  institution  likely  to  benefit  di- 
rectly the  parish  from  which  the  doles 
were  taken,  instead  of  being  lavished 
upon  schools  and  other  educational  es- 
tablishments in  which  the  inhabitants 
of  the  parish  had  no  interest  whatever? 
He  had  raised  this  question  before  the 
Select  Committee,  but  they  thought 
themselves  incompetent  to  deal  with  it. 
It  was,  however,  in  his  judgment  well 
worth  while  for  hon.  Members  to  con- 
sider whether  these  doles  might  not  be 
more  fitly  applied  to  the  wants  of  the 
great  number  of  cases  in  which  these  I  particular  parishes  &om  which  they  were 


doles  tended  to  demoralize  those  who 
ceived  them,  and  where  the  diversion  of 
the  funds  to  educational  purposes  would 
raise  the  neighbourhood  in  morals  and 
inteUigence.  The  Commissioners  under 
this  Bill  would  be  Charity  Commis- 
sioners for  educational  purposes. 

Mb.  WALTER  said,  that  the  only 
fault  he  was  disposed  to  find  with  the 
clause  was  that  it  limited  the  discre- 
tionary power  of  the  Commissioners  in 
regard  to  the  Governing  Bodies.  It  did 
not  however  follow,  because  great  mis- 
chief was  done  by  these  doles,  that  edu- 
cation was  the  only  object  to  which  the 
funds  could  be  beneficially  applied. 
These  doles  for  the  most  part  originated 
in  the  kindly  feeling  or  interest  enter- 
tained by  benevolent  persons  towards 
the  poor  inhabitants  oi  the  pariahi 
which  they  lived ;  but  in  the  progress  of 
time  it  was  discovered,  by  persons  who 
had  inquired  into  the  subject,  that  doles, 
instead  of  promoting  the  welfare  and 
happiness  of  a  community,  usually  pro- 
duced a  contrary  efiect,  and  tended  more 
than  anything  else  towards  the  pauper- 
ism and  demoralization  of  the  parishes 
in  which  they  were  established.  In 
carrying  out  the  doctrine  referred  to  by 
his  hon.  Friend  it  appeared  to  him  that 
it  would  be  more  convenient  if,  in  pa- 
rishes where  eufiicient  educational  pro- 
vision already  existed,  the  doles,  instead 
of  being  diverted  to  the  general  educa- 
tional purposes  of  the  countir  at  large, 
were  appropriated  to  other  benevolent 
purposes  within  those  parishes.  Take, 
for  example,  the  case  of  a  parish  in 
which  thore  were  doles  to  the  amount  of ' 


withdrawn  than  to  increasing  the  gene- 
ral educational  resources  of  me  country. 

Mr.  W.  E.  FORSTER  said,  the  ail- 
ment of  his  hon.  Friend  the  Member  for 
Berkshire  (Mr.  Walter)  formed  another 
reason  which  rather  induced  him  to  ac- 
cede to  the  proposed  change,  for  he  was 
inclined  to  believe  that  there  were  ob- 
jects, other  than  educational  ones,  to 
which  these  charities  might  be  applied. 
At  the  same  time  he  must  point  out  that 
this  was  a  matter  beyond  the  scope  of 
the  present  Bill. 

Ma.  BEEE8F0ED  HOPE  said,  he 
trusted  hia  hon.  Friend  the  Member  for 
York  would  not  think  it  necessary  to 
divide  the  Committee.  He  was  of  opinion 
that  means  might  be  devised  tocany  out 
the  wise  proposal  of  his  hon.  Friend  the 
Member  for  Berkshire.  1£  there  were  a 
division  on  the  present  Amendment  it 
would  not  be  a  true  test  of  the  feelings 
of  hon.  Members.  For  his  own  part,  h© 
should  deem  himself  in  honoui-  bound  to 
support  the  decision  of  the  Select  Commit- 
tee, and  to  vote  for  the  original  clause. 

Mr.  STEPHEN  CAVE  also  appealed 
to  the  hon.  Member  for  York  to  with- 
draw his  Amendment.  He  agreed  in 
what  had  been  stated  of  the  mischievous 
character  of  many  of  these  doles.  They 
had  been  called  aids  to  the  poor  rate,  but 
in  reality  they  increased  it,  by  fostering 
pauperism.  He  knew  a  parish  in  the 
South  of  England,  rich  in  these  charities, 
the  poor  rates  of  which  were  double 
those  in  the  surrounding  parishes.  At 
the  same  time  it  was  a  question  of  de- 
Tee,  and  he  agreed  with  the  hon.  Mem- 
>er  for  North  Devon  that  care  ought  to 


1777 


Endoteed 


SehooU  Sm. 


1778 


be  taken  lest  the  application  of  these 
bequeste  to  educations  purpoaee  merely 
saved  the  pockets  of  those  who  ought  to 
support  the  means  of  education.  He 
behered  that  the  useful  objects  adverted 
to  by  the  hon.  Member  for  Berkshire 
might  be  attained  by  agreement  between 
the  Charity  Commisaionera  aad  the  Go- 
verning Bodies  under  the  law  as  it  now 
stood. 

Mr.  BEUCE  said,  he  had  originally 
felt  sorry  that  the  words  "  with  the  con- 
sent of  the  tioveming  Body,"  had  been 
introduced  iuto  the  dause ;  but  he  was 
convinced  that  it  was  necessary  to  do  so, 
as  the  clause  would  otherwise  have 
been  so  vague  that  general  charities, 
such  OS  the  Literary  Fund,  might  have 
been  brought  within  its  operation. 

Mr.  J.  LOWTHER  intimated  his  in- 
tention of  withdrawing  the  Amendment. 

Mk.  HENLEY  said,  he  wished,  before 
the  Amendment  was  withdrawn,  to  ask 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Tice  Pre- 
sident of  the  Council,  whether  he  did 
not  think  it  right  that  some  provision 
should  be  introduced  that  the  parties 
interested  should  have  an  opportunity  of 
beiug  heard? 

Me.  W.  E.  FORSTEE  said,  he  would 
promise  to  take  the  right  hon.  Clentle- 
man's  suggestion  into  consideration.  He 
might  remark,  however,  that  under 
Clause  32,  the  Commissioners  would  be 
obliged  to  publish  and  circulate  their 
scheme  in  a  manner  which  would  give 
information  to  all  parties  interested. 

Mk.  J.  LOWTHEE  said,  he  would 
withdraw  his  Amendment. 

Mr.FAHKEB  said,  he  proposed  to  add 
to  the  objects  of  non -educational  charities 
enumerated  in  the  clause  to  be  applied 
to  educational  purposes,  loans,  appren- 
ticeship fees,  and  advancement  in  life. 
He  moved  in  page  9,  hue  36,  after 
"debt,"  to  insert  "loans,  apprentice- 
ship fees,  and  advancement  in  life." 
The  words  were  in  the  Bill  as  it  originally 
stood,  and  he  thought  there  could  be  no 
objection  to  them  now  that  the  consent 
of  the  Governing  Body  was  required. 

Mb.  a.  peel  said,  in  support  of  the 
Amendment  he  might  state  that  in  the 
borough  of  Warwick  there  was  a  fund 
called  Sir  Thomas  White's  charity,  which 
was  eaf  abliahed  for  the  purpose  of  assist- 
ing young  tradesmen  starting  in  busi- ' 
ness.  £7,000  was  now  out  on  loan  from  j 
file  charity,  but  there  was  a  surplus  ofi 
£20,000  which  no  one  knew  how  to  deal 
vith,  and  it  was  at  present  absolutely 


useless.  The  Charity  Commissioners  bad 
approved  of  a  scheme  for  applying  the 
ftind  for  the  purposes  of  education  ;  but 
it  had  not  been  carried  out,  nor  would 
it  be  unless  those  words  were  inserted 
in  the  Bill. 

Mr.  GREATES  said,  he  vrished  to 
add  to  what  had  been  stated  by  his  hon. 
Colleague  (Mr.  Peel),  that  there  were 
also  large  accumulations  upon  Amds 
established  to  provide  apprenticeship 
fees,  for  which  uiere  was  sot  the  same 
demand  as  formerly.  As  Sir  Thomas 
White  was  the  founder  of  Merchant 
Taylors'  School  and  other  educational 
institutions,  it  could  hardly  be  a  contra- 
vention of  his  wishes  to  devote  these 
surplus  funds  to  education. 

Me.W.  E.  FORSTEE  said,  he  saw 
no  objection  to  the  re-insertion  of  the 
words,  now  that  the  assent  of  the  Govern- 
ing Body  was  to  be  required  for  any 
appropriation. 

Amendment  agreed  to. 

Clause,  as  amended,  agreed  to. 

Clause  30  agreed  to. 

Clause    31     (Preparation    of    draft 


Sir  HENUT  8ELWIN-IBBETS0N 
said,  that  in  cases  where  the  endow- 
ments amounted  to  less  than  £2,000  a 
year,  a  scheme  for  altering  the  adminis- 
tration of  the  charity  was  to  be  prepared 
by  the  Charity  Commissioners,  really 
without  the  parties  concerned  having 
any  voice  in  the  matter.  He  moved  in 
line  36,  to  omit  the  word  "two,"  and 
insert  the  word  "  one." 

Me.  W.  E.  FORSTEE  said,  the 
Amendment  would  bring  in  a  great 
many  schools  whose  managers  would  be 
greatly  perplexed  if  they  were  asked  to 
suggest  new  schemes.  Clause  33  gave 
power  to  the  Governing  Body  to  suggest 
an  alternative  scheme  after  they  had 
received  the  proposal  of  the  Commis- 
sioners, and  he  assured  the  hon.  Baronet 
(Sir  Henry  Selwin-Ibbetson)  that  the 
whole  of  the  3,000  schools  not  empowered 
to  take  the  initiative  would  have  as 
much  deference  paid  to  their  recom- 
mendations as  if  they  were  entitled  to 
frame  schemes  in  the  first  instance.  The 
hon.  Baronet  might  have  in  his  mind  a 
particular  school,  no  doubt  of  much  im- 
portance, at  Brentwood,  which  would  be 
excluded  by  this  clause;  hut  the  hue 
must  be  drawn  somewhere,  and  the 
Select  Committee  had  chosen  this  as  the 
proper  point 
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said,  that  the  33rd  claiue  did  not  gire 
power  of  appeal,  but  the  explanation  of 
the  right  hon.  Member  induced  him  to 
withdraw  hie  Amendmeat. 

Amendment,  by  leave,  withdrawn. 

Mr.  DIXON  moved  an  addition  to  the 
clause,  to  the  effect  that  in  casos  where 
the  endowment  exceeded  £10,000  ayear 
the  Town  Council  of  the  borough  in 
which  such  endowment  existed  ^ould 
have  the  like  power  of  Bubmitting  a 
scheme  as  the  Ooveming  Body.  There 
waa  a  report  that  the  Governing  Body  of 
the  Birmingham  Endowed  School  had 
no  intention  to  present  a  scheme  at  all, 
and  the  object  of  the  Amendment  was  to 
guard  against  such  a  contingency. 

Ma.  W.  E.  FOESTEE  said,  the  Bir- 
mingham School  was  the  only  one  to 
whiui  the  proviso  would  apply.  He 
thought  bis  hon.  Friend  (Mr.  Dixon) 
would  see  that  the  33rd  clause  would 
adequately  meet  this  object.  The  Town 
Council  of  Birmingham  was  an  im- 
portant body,  and  hi^  hon.  Friend  need 
not  be  under  any  apprehension  that  the 
Commissioners  woi^d  refuse  to  listen  to 
suggestions  offered  by  it. 

3^endment,  by  leave,  withdrawn. 

Clause,  as  amended,  ordered  to  stand 
part  of  the  BUI. 

Clauses  32  to  34,  inclusive,  agre^  to. 

Clause  35  (Framing  of  scheme). 

8i»  HENRY  8ELWIN-IBBETS0N 
proposed  an  Amendment,  the  object  of 
which  was  to  enable  an  altematiTe 
scheme  to  go  before  the  Committee  of 
Council  tt^tbet  with  the  scheme  of  the 
Conuuiesionere. 

Ma.  W.  E.  FOESTER  said,  that  the 
question  had  been  much  considered  in 
Committee,  and  he  oould  only  repeat 
that  any  school  which  really  wished  it 
would  be  able  to  bring  their  represes' 
tatione  before  the  Government. 

Me.  BEEE8F0ED  HOPE  said,  he 
hoped  that  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
would  consider  before  the  Report  whe- 
ther there  might  not  be  formed  another 
exceptional  cLass  of  important  schools 
like  Uppingham,  but  having  only  small 
endowments. 

Me.  W.  E.  FOESTER  said,  that  if 
the  hon.  Member  would  waive  the 
Amendment,  he  would  talk  the  matter 
over  with  him,  and  see  whether  the  sug- 
gestion could  be  adopted. 

Amendment,  by  leave,  withdrawn. 
Clause  agreed  ii>. 
Mr.  W.E.  FoTiter 
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ProTided,  That  vbere  tba  CommittM  «f 
Counoil  an  Education  bnre  not  approTCd  anj 
noheme  relaling  ID  an  endowmenl,  Iho  GoTeming 
Bodj  of  wMch  01*7  nnder  thig  Act  prepars  and 
sobmiC  a  draft  of  a  Mhenra  bofora  tbe  Cammii- 
■ionera  prepare  a  draft  of  a  Kheme,  Buoh  Goiom- 
Ing  Bodj  maj,  within  three  mon the  after  notioe  of 
such  non-approval  (if  nithia  one  month  tbereatter 
the)'  give  written  notice  of  their  intention  to  tbe 
Commiuionen),  lubmit  to  tbe  Commiaaionen  an 
ded  echeme  ;  and  tbe  Commiiaioner*  shaU 
ler  the  tnme  before  Ibpf  fmnie  and  lubmit 
another  lobBPie  relating  to  tbe  aame  endowment, 
and  luch  amended  sobemeof  the  Governing  Bodj, 
if  approved  b;  tbe  Commiailoaert,  ih&ll  be  adopt- 
Hi  and  prooeedad  with  by  them  a  "  ' 
tobeme  originally  Inuned  ij  tl 

Mb.  W.  E.  FOESTEE  said,  that  if 
the  proviso  would  make  the  large  en- 
dowments work  better  with  the  Commle- 
Dners  he  should  be  glad  to  adopt  it. 

Proviso  agreed  to. 

Clause,  as  amended,  ordered  to  stand 
part  of  the  Bill. 

Clause  37  agreed  to. 

Clause  38  (Appeal  to  Queen  in 
Coimcil). 

Mk.  G.    GEEGOEY  moved  to  omit 

the  fourth  section  the  words  "  if  tiie 

Dveming  Body  are  the  petitioners." 

Mb.  W:  E.  FOESTEE  said,  that  the 
matter  waa  well  discussed  by  the  Select 
Committee,  and  decided  by  a  m^ori^ 
of  H  to  2. 

Mb.  HENLEY  said,  he  feared  that 
the  clause  as  it  stood  would  not  let  in 
those  persons  &om  whom  a  charity  had 
been  entirely  removed. 

Amendment,  by  leave,  withdrtuen. 

Clause  agreed  lo. 

Clauses  39  and  40  agreed  to. 

Clause  41  (Exception  as  to  schemea 
for  endowment  under  £100). 

Mr.  HENLEY  said,  he  wished  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  would  consent  to 
Ktriko  out  this  clause  &om  the  BUI,  bo 
that  the  schemes  in  regard  to  the  smaller 
charities  might  be  laid  before  Parliament 
like  the  rest.  The  CommisaionerB  would 
then  be  armed  with  stronger  powers — 
the  Act  would  work  a  great  deal  better. 

Mk.  COLLINS  said,  he  ^reed  with 
the  right  hon.  Member  for  Oxfordshire 
(Mr.  Henley). 

Mr.  ACLAND  said,  he  thought  the 
effect  of  the  clause  would  merely  be  to  give 
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iacilities  for  the  conduct  of  buaineas,  by 
removiOK  the  neceeei  ty  for  going  through 
tedious  formatities  in  the  cose  of  endow- 
ments  under  £100.  Particular  caees 
might,  of  course,  be  brought  under  the 
notice  of  Parliament  by  hon.  Mem- 
bers who  took  especial  interest  under 
them.  

Ma.  WALTER  said,  he  was  of  opinion 
that,  under  any  circumstances,  it  would 
be  desirable  to  have  accurate  informa- 
tion as  to  how  all  these  charities  were 
dealt  with.  Whether  the  schemes  should 
be  laid  before  Parliament  or  made 
known  in  some  other  manner  might, 
perhapB,  be  a  subject  for  diecuBsion  ; 
but  there  could  be  no  doubt  that  the 
public  was  entitled  to  aek  for  full  and 
trustworthy  information  as  to  each  scheme 
that  was  proposed. 

Mk.  W.  E.  FOESTEBsaid,  the  clause 
was  inserted  after  great  consideration, 
and  with  the  belief  that  it  would  be  an 
act  of  kindness  to  the  small  endowments 
to  simplify  the  proeeedings.  Still  the 
suggestion  of  the  hon.  Member  for  Berk- 
shire (Mr,  Walter)  deserved  considera- 
tion, and  he  should  be  glad  before  the 
bringing  up  of  the  Beport  to  frame  some 
provision  which  might  he  satisfactory  to 
his  hon.  Friend. 

Me.  BEEE8F0ED  HOPE  said,  that 
this  clause  had  not  been  so  carefully  con- 
sidered by  the  Select  Committee  as  most 
of  the  other  provisions  of  the  Bill.  The 
exception  ought,  in  his  opinion,  to  apply 
only  to  endowments  of  £40  or  £50,  the 
proposed  figure  being  far  too  high, 

Mk.  COLLINS  said,  his  object  was  to 
have  the  scheme  laid  before  Parliament 
and  not  before  the  Queen  in  Council. 

Sib  STAITOED  NOETHCOTE  said, 
he  could  see  no  good  reason  why  these 
schemes  should  not  be  laid  before  Par- 
liament. There  wotdd  be  no  waste 
either  of  time  or  money  in  doing  eo,  and 
some  power  ought  to  be  given  to  persons 
interested  in  the  charities  to  challenge 
the  mode  in  which  the  endowments  were 
to  be  applied. 

Mk.  W.  E.  FOESTEE  said,  he  should 
be  glad  of  an  opportunity  of  conferring 
wil£  some  of  nia  Colleagues  and  the 
draftsman  of  the  Bill  respecting  the 
point  raised  by  his  hon.  Friend  the 
Member  for  Berkshire  (Mr.  Walter)  as 
to  giving  publicity  to  the  conduct  and 
nianagement  of  tiie  endowments.  He 
thought  the  subject  might  be  put  off  till 
tiie  Beport. 


Sib  HENET  SELWIN-rBBETBON 
said,  he  was  strongly  in  favour  of  the 
schemes  for  these  stmools  being  laid  be- 
fore Parliament ;  but  he  thought  the 
object  might  be  attained  by  omitting  the 
two  lines  requiring  them  to  be  laia  be- 
fore Her  Majesty  in  CoimcU, 

Ms.  HUNT  said,  he  hoped  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  the  Yice  President  of 
the  Council  would  agree  to  die  Amend- 
ment. It  involved  a  matter  not  of  de- 
tail but  of  principle.  Why  should  not 
these  schemes  be  laid  before  Parlia- 
ment as  well  as  inclosure  and  draini^ 


Mk.  CANDLI3H  said,  he  was  strongly 
of  opinion  that  the  schemes  relating  to 
smaU  endowments  ought  to  be  laid  be- 
fore Parliament.  This  would  give  con- 
fidence  and    satisfaction    to    mose    in- 


Mk.  NEWDEGATE  said,  justice  could 
not  be  done  unless  the  Government  and 
the  House  adopted  some  definite  scheme, 
by  which  the  cases  of  these  charities  in 
groups  should  be  submitted  to  the  House 
m  sufficient  numbers  and  involving  pro- 
perty of  sufficient  amount  to  render  it 
worfii  the  while  of  the  House  to  attend 
to  the  question.  It  was  a  vicious  thing 
to  create  indefinite  patronage,  by  de- 
stroying a  legal  right  and  substituting  a 
claim  to  be  satisfied  or  refused  at  the 
discretion  of  the  Government  of  the  day. 
He  hoped  that,  after  dealing  with  these 
charities  as  they  might  think  fit,  the 
Government  would  eventually  provide 
for  the  restitution  of  legal  action  m  place 
of  patronage. 

Me.  W.  E.  FOBSTER  stud,  if  the 
cases  were  gone  into  it  would  be  found 
that  this  proposition  was  no  kindness  to 
the  smaller  schools  and  towns.  He 
hoped  an  impression  would  not  go  abroad 
that  there  was  any  desire  to  ride  rough- 
shod over  any  of  these  endowments. 
The  Government  would  accept  the  sug- 
gestion which  had  been  made,  and  con- 
sent to  omit  from  the  clause  the  words 
"  such  scheme  may  be  approved  by  Her 
Mwesty  in  Counol  without  being  laid 
before  Parliament."  He  did  not  wish, 
however,  to  preclude  himself  Irom  pro- 
posing a  lower  limit  than  £100  on  the 
Beport. 

Mr.  HENLET  said,  he  thought  that 
the  suggestion  of  his  hon.  Friend  near 
him  (Mr.  Newdegate)  that  they  should 
foUow  the  precedent  adopted  in  Inclosure 
Acts,  and  include  the  charitiee  in  ques- 
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tion  as  Schedules  in  Acta  of  Parliament 
waa  worthy  of  consideration.  Oases 
would  occur  now  and  then  which  re- 
quired to  be  looked  into. 

Words  tlruck  out. 

Clause  agreed  to. 

Bemaining  clauses  agreti  to. 

Bill  reported ;  as  amended,  to  be  con- 
sidered uijon  Thursday,  iLRdtohe printed. 
[Bill  163.] 

GAME   LAWS-(SCOTLAND.) 
NOMINATION  OF  COUMITTEE. 

Order  read  for  resuming  Adjourned 
Debate  on  Question  [11th  May],  "That 
the  Select  Committee  on  Game  Laws 
(Scotland)  do  consist  of  Eighteen  Mem- 
bers : — (Jfr.  Zoeh)  : — Amendment  pro- 
posed, to  leave  out  from  the  words  ' '  That 
the,"  to  the  end  of  the  Question,  in  order 
to  add  the  words  "Order  for  the  ap- 
pointment of  the  said  Committee  be  dis- 
charged,"—  {Sir  Jamei  E^himtone), — 
instead  thereof: — Question  proposed, 
"  That  the  words  proposed  to  be  left  out 
stand  part  of  the  Question." 

Mr.  CBAUFUED  said,  he  wished  to 
know  when  the  adjourned  debate  was 
to  come  on?  Her  Majesty's  Government 
had  allowed  the  matter  to  be  shelved 
on  account  of  an  Amendment  moved 
from  the  other  side.  He  wanted  to 
know  whether  Her  Majesty's  Govern- 
ment were  prepared  to  take  the  matter 
in  hand? 

Mr.  BRUCE  said,  the  question  vas 
too  keenly  contested  to  be  satisfactorily 
dealt  with  this  Session.  On  the  part  of 
the  Government  he  would  undertake  to 
consider  the  question  with  a  view,  if 
possible,  to  bring  forward  a  Bill  on  the 
subject  next  Session. 

Sir  JAMES  EliPHINSTONE  said, 
he  wished  to  knotv  whether  the  question 
was  finished  ?  He  begged  to  movo  that 
the  Order  be  discharged. 

Mb.  CRAUFUBD  said,  he  hoped 
that  the  Order  would  be  allowed  to  con- 
tinue on  the  Paper  until  Her  Majesty's 
Government  should  be  able  to  give  some 
definite  pledge  respecting  it. 

Mk.  loch  said,  the  promise  of  the 
Government  was  so  vague  that  there 
could  be  no  confidence  in  it.  His  own 
feeling  was  to  press  for  the  nomination 
of  the  Committee. 
Mr.  Smlfj 


Mr.  COLLINS  said,  he  would  appeal 
to  the  hon.  Gentleman  (Mr  Loch)  to 
allow  the  Order  to  be  discharged. 

Mr.  BOUVERIE  said,  he  thought  the 
hon.  Member  might  rely  on  the  promise 
of  his  right  hon,  Friend  the  Secretary 
of  State  for  the  Home  Department. 

Mr.  loch  said,  he  would  oonsentto 
the  Order  being  diischarged. 

Order  dieeharged. 

PARLIAMENT— DUBLIN  CITI   WRIT. 
UonON  FOB  NEW  WHTT. 

Mb.  NOEL  said,  he  rose  to  move  for 
a  new  Writ  for  a  burg;ess  to  serve  in 
Parliament  in  the  room  of  Sir  Arthur 
Guinness,  unseated  on  petition. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 

"ThHt  Mr.  Speaker  do  itrue  hU  Warmnt  to 
the  Clerk  of  the  Crovn  in  Irelnnil,  lo  nrnks  out  a 

thii  preaent  PnrJisinent  for  the  Cilv  of  Dublin, 
in  the  room  of  Sir  Arthur  Guinnrn,  bnronet, 
whote  Eleciian  Itu  been  determined  lo  be  void." 
-(ifr.  Noel.) 

Sm  GEOEGE  GREY  aaid,  he  rose  to 
move,  as  an  Amendment,  to  leave  out 
the  words  after  the  word  "that,"  in 
order  to  add  "leave  be  given  to  bring 
in  a  Bill  for  disfranchising  the  freemen 
of  the  City  of  Dublin."  He  proposed 
to  take  that  course  in  accordance  with 
the  opinion  which  he  had  ventured  to 
express  in  the  discussion  on  the  Motion 
for  an  Address  to  the  Crown  for  the 
issue  of  a  Commission  under  the  Act 
of  1852,  to  inquire  into  the  extensive 
bribery  which  was  alleged  to  exist.  On 
that  occasion  he  stated  that  he  felt  con- 
siderable doubt  whether  the  peculiar 
terms  in  which  the  learned  Judge  had 
reported  in  the  Dubhn  inquiry  brought 
the  case  within  the  provisions  of  the  Act 
of  1652,  and  he  only  voted  for  the  Motion 
in  consequence  of  the  strong  opinion 
oxpressea  by  the  hon.  and  learned  At- 
torney General  for  England  that  it  was 
right  for  the  House  to  address  the  Crown, 
although  there  were  some  doubts  as  to 
the  terms  of  the  Beport.  He  then  said 
that,  having  received  the  Report  of  the 
learned  Judge  who  tried  the  Petition, 
the  House  ought  not  to  issue  a  Writ  for 
the  City  of  Dublin  until  it,  in  some  v;&y 
or  other,  had  vindicated  its  own  autho- 
rity and  taken  some  means  for  purify- 
ing the  constituency  of  Dublin  of  that 
portion  of  it  among  which  the  learned 
Judge  had  reported  that  exteneire  bri- 
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hwy  prevailed.  The  House  of  Lords, 
aa  they  knew,  had  declined  to  concur 
in  the  AddresB,  and,  consequently,  no 
Commission  under  the  Act  of  185? 
could  now  issue.  After  tlie  opinion 
which  he  had  expressed  be  had  no 
right,  nor  did  ho  think  anyone  else  had, 
to  complain  of  the  course  taken  by  the 
House  of  Lords.  Noble  and  learned 
Lords  of  very  great  authority  stated 
that,  in  their  opinion,  there  was  much 
doubt  as  to  the  case  fEdling  withiu  the 
terms  of  the  Act,  and  that  if  the  Com- 
mission did  issue  its  authority  might 
hare  been  disputed.  Under  these  cir- 
cumstances the  case  came  agun  before 
the  House  of  Commons ;  they  had  the  Re- 
port of  the  learned  Judge  on  the  table, 
and  it  was  for  them  to  say  what  course 
they  were  to  take.  The  hou.  Member 
who  moved  the  Writ  (Mr.  Noel)  seemed 
to  thiuk  that  the  House  should  leave  the 
Beport  unheeded,  and  allow  the  freemen 
of  Dublin  an  opportunity  of  again  com- 
mitting these  corrupt  practices,  in  which 
case  they  might  go  on  for  ever,  so  Jong  as 
the  general  constituency  was  not  tainted. 
That  House  and  ParUament,  however, 
had,  in  passing  the  Act  of  1852,  not 
divested  itself  of  the  power  of  deal- 
ing with  a  case  of  this  kind,  and  they 
would  exhibit  themselves  in  a  discredit- 
able light  to  Uie  country  if  they  were  to 
declare  that  because  the  case  did  not  fall 
within  the  Act  of  1852  they  were  ^wer- 
less  in  the  matter.  Mr.  Justice  Eeogh 
reported  that  eleven  freemen,  who  were 
named,  had  received  bribes,  and  that 
there  was  evidence  that  between  twenty 
and  thirty,  whose  names  he  could  not 
give,  had  also  received  bribes  ;  that  over 
200  freemen  had  signed  a  colourable 
agreement  to  serve  Sir  Arthur  Quinness 
gratuitously,  and  that  a  considerable 
number  of  them  had  afterwards  ap- 
plied for  payment.  He  also  added  that 
corrupt  practices  had  not  generally  pre- 
vailed amongst  the  constituency  apart 
from  the  ireemen.  It  was  creditable  to 
the  general  constituency  of  Dublin  that 
they  were  free  firom  the  taint  attaching 
to  Uie  freemen,  among  whom  there  was 
no  doubt  that  extensive  bribery  pre- 
vailed. The  late  Oovemment  in  passing 
the  Act  which  transferred  the  jurisdic- 
tion in  election  cases  &om  Committees 
of  that  House  to  Judges  of  the  Superior 
Courts,  took  credit  for  an  earnest  desire 
to  provide  an  effectual  check  to  bribery, 
and  to   facilitate  its  punishment,   and 
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therefore,  he  observed  with  some  sur- 
prise, that  the  hon.  Member  for  Butland- 

shire  (Mr.  Noel),  who  was  connected 
with  the  party  opposite,  had  moved  the 
Writ  in  this  Cass,  forhis  doing  so  seemed 
to  imply  an  opinion  that  this  corruption 
should  go  on  unpunished.  The  Amend- 
ment he  now  moved  had  nothing  to  do 
with  the  question  whether  freemen  gene- 
rally should  retain  their  franchise,  but 
only  applied  to  the  freemen  of  Dublin, 
among  whom  the  Judge  reported  that 
extensive  bribery  prevaQed.  The  House 
had  a  precedent  exactly  in  point,  for,  in 
1 848,  an  Election  Committee  reported 
that  gross  and  systematic  bribery  pre- 
vailed among  the  freemen  at  Great 
Yarmouth,  and  the  House,  in  conse- 
quence, passed  a  Bill  for  disfranchising 
those  freemen,  only  the  faintest  opposi- 
tion being  made  to  the  measure  in  either 
House  of  Parliament.  In  the  present  case, 
though  the  same  words  were  not  used,  it 
was  not  to  be  supposed  that  gross  and  sys- 
tematic bribery  had  not  prevailed  among 
the  freemen  of  Dublin.  The  freemen 
voters  in  Dublin  were  about  2,700,  in  a 
constituency  of  about  13,000.  Many  of 
them — he  had  been  told  at  least  two- 
thirds — had  other  qualifications  for  the 
franchise,  and  he  proposed  merely  to 
disfranchise  the  freemen  as  such,  leaving 
those  who  were  registered  in  respect  of 
other  qualifications — and  many  of  whom 
he  believed  to  be  highly  respectable— 
to  exercise  the  franchise.  He  proposed 
also  to  introduce  provisions  into  the  Bill 
to  enable  those  who  had  other  qualifica- 
tions, but  for  which  they  were  not  regis- 
tered, to  have  their  names  placed  on  the 
registry  with  as  little  delay  as  possible. 
He  therefore  moved  as  an  Amendment 
to  the  Motion  for  the  issue  of  the  Writ 
that  leave  be  given  to  bring  in  a  Bill  to 
disfranchise  the  ireemen  of  the  City  of 
Dublin. 
Mn.  O'BEILLY  seconded  tbe  Motion. 

Amendment  proposed, 

To  leBTO  nut  from  iha  wonl  "That"  lo  Iho 
end  of  tlie  i^ueslian,  in  order  to  nriil  Ihe  woida 
"Icnva  be  given  lo  liiing  in  it  Dili  IbrdiirmD- 
chiainiT  tlie  Krecmen  of  the  City  of  Uublin," — 
(Sir  George  Grey.) 
— ^instead  thereof. 

Mr.  hunt  said,  he  hoped  that  the 
House  would  approach  this  subject  with 
something  of  a  judicial  spirit,  and  that 
no  party  spirit  would  enter  into  the  de- 
bate. Frimd/aeif  the  right  hon.  Baronet 
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(Sir  G«orge  Grey)  had  made  out  a  plau- 
sible case  for  the  Amendment ;  but  he 
thought,  on  closer  examinatien,  the 
House  would  come  to  the  conclusion 
that  it  was  not  right  to  refuse  to  issue 
the  Writ — not  right  either  to  Dublin  at 
laige  or  to  the  freemen  in  particular.  It 
was  a  serious  matter  to  leave  the  capital 
of  Ireland,  with  its  250,000  inhabitants, 
halting,  as  it  were,  on  one  foot,  with 
only  half  of  its  representation.  Such  a 
step  could  not  be  taken  at  any  time  ex- 
cept on  strong  grounds.  But  an  issue 
most  momentous  to  Ireland  had  just  been 
submitted  to  the  other  House  of  Parlia- 
ment. The  Bill  might  be  sent  back  to 
this  House,  and  then  most  important 
conditions  might  arise,  and  it  was  espe- 
oiaUj  important  that  on  an  occasion  like 
this  Dublin  should,  if  necessary,  be  al- 
lowed to  express  its  opinions  in  the  fW- 
est  manner.  From  Judge  Keogh's  Re- 
port it  was  dear  that  by  adopting  the 
Amendment  the  House  would  be  punish- 
ing the  multitude  who  were  innocent  for 
the  very  few  who  were  guilty.  But 
would  the  House  not  also  be  stultifying 
itself  ?  This  House  had  lately  agreed  to 
address  the  Crown,  asking  for  inquiry 
into  the  corruption  which  was  alleged 
to  exist  among  the  freemen,  but  the  pur- 

ert  of  the  Amendment  was  that  the 
rase  should  proceed  to  disfranchise 
the  freemen  without  any  inquiry  at  all. 
Surely  the  House  would  see  that,  because 
tiie  other  House  of  Parliament  had  de- 
clined to  address  the  Crown,  it  was  not 
right  to  jump  to  a  conclusion  as  though 
there  had  been  inquiry  and  corruption 
had  been  proved.  The  right  hon.  Baro- 
net had  quoted  a  precedent,  and  he 
also  would  refer  to  several  precedents. 
In  the  case  of  Sudbury  a  Committee  re- 
ported that  corruption  was  proved  to 
nave  existed,  but  the  House  was  not 
satisfied — a  Commission  was  issued,  and 
it  was  only  upon  the  B«port  of  the  Com- 
miaion,  declaring  that  bribery  exten- 
sively prevailed,  that  Sudbury  was  dis- 
franchised. So  in  the  case  of  St.  Albans, 
a  Commission  reported  that  bribery 
had  long  prevailed  there,  and  on 
that  Report  the  borough  was  disfran- 
chised. Then  there  was  the  case  of 
Galway,  where  a  Commission  i 
sued,  and  reported  that  comipti<._  _ 
vailed  amongst  the  freemen.  A  Bill 
was  introduced  for  disfranohising  the 
borough,  but  it  was  ai^ed  there  that 
you  were  punishing  the  innocent  along 
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with  the  guilty,  and  the  Bill  was  with- 
drawn. At  first  sight  the  precedent  of 
Great  Yarmouth  seemed  to  be  on  all 
fours  with  this  case,  but  really  a  con- 
siderable distinction  existed  between  Uie 
There  the  Committee  re- 
ported not  that  "  they  had  reason  to  be- 
lieve "  that  bribery  prevailed,  but  pori- 
tively  that  gross,  systematic,  and  exten- 
sive bribery  prevailed  among  the  free- 
men, and  that  no  Writ  should  issue  un- 
til an  Act  had  passed  for  disfranchimng 
the  freemen.  Here  the  Judgo  did  not 
report  in  any  such  positive  way.  The 
Act  of  Parliament  presented  him  witJi 
an  altemative  mode  of  reporting.  The 
Judge  was  required  to  report  whe- 
ther corrupt  practices  had,  or  whether 
there  was  reason  to  believe  that  they 
had,  exteusively  prevailed  at  the  elec- 
tion. Of  course,  the  one  phrase  was 
much  stronger  than  the  other,  and  Par- 
liament must  have  had  some  reason  for 
drawing  this  distinction.  Judge  Eeogh 
chose  we  weaker  phrase,  and  said  be 
had  reason  to  believe  that  corrupt  prac- 
tices had  prevailed  among  the  freemen. 
This  showed  a  feeling  that  the  evidence 
was  not  such  that  he  could  report  in  a 
positive  way,  and  it  pointed  to  the  ne- 
cessity of  mrther  inquiry  before  any  step 
was  taken  to  disfranchise  these  voters. 
Now  the  whole  number  of  freemen  waa 
2,700,  and  on  examining  the  Judge's 
Report  it  appeared  (hat  there  were  but 
eleven  persons  reported  by  name  as 
having  been  brib^,  and  from  ten  to 
fourteen  others  judicated  as  having  been 
bribed  by  promises  of  employment.  In 
aU,  only  nity-five  persons  were  proved 
to  have  been  bribed.  The  freemen  of 
Dublin  were  not,  as  in  other  places, 
poor  persons  who  were  likely  to  be 
bribed.  Nearly  1,700  of  them  were  de- 
scribed as  persons  quite  above  the  pos- 
sibility of  their  being  bribed,  including 
twenty-six  admirals,  generals,  colonels, 
majorn,  privy  councillors,  and  members 
of  noble  fEunilies;  tw en ty-three  fellows 
and  students  of  Trinity  College;  forty- 
five  clergymen,  sixty-five  medical  men, 
together  with  barristers,  stock  bro- 
kers, gentlemen,  esquires,  booksellers, 
and  engravers.  It  would,  perhaps, 
be  said  that  some  of  these  persons  hod 
other  qualifications,  but  they  had  not 
put  themselves  on  the  register  for  those 
other  qualifications,  becaose  it  was  much 
less  trouble  to  register  as  freemen.  He 
had,  he  thought,  said  ettoagb  to  m*ke 
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the  House  pause  before  they  assented 
to  the  Ameuduient  of  the  right  hon. 
Baronet.  The  late  Govenmient  had 
evinced  every  disposition  to  put  down 
corruption,  and  had  proved  it  by  their 
acta.  The  House,  in  seeking  to  punieh 
oormption,  should  not  allow  itself  to  be 
led  into  an  act  of  injustice  by  dis&an- 
chising  a  laree  body  of  electors,  in  con- 
seqaence  of  tne  conduct  of  a  few  indivi- 
duals, and  by  deferring  the  election  of 
a  representative  for  so  important  a  con- 
stituency as  Dublin  at  this  momentons 
period.  He  hoped,  therefore,  that  the 
House  vould  assent  to  the  Motiou  of 
his  hon.  Friend  (Mr.  Noel)  for  the  is- 
suing of  the  Writ. 

Mb.  H.  JAUES  concurred  with  the 
right  hon.  Oentlemau  the  Member  for 
Northamptonshire  (Mr.  Hunt)  when  he 
appealed  to  the  House  to  view  this  ques- 
tion in  a  judicial  light,  and  free  aom 
any  party  considerations.  There  were 
three  interests  involved  in  this  question 
— the  first  was  the  interest  of  the  public, 
the  next  that  of  the  constituency  of 
Dublin,  and  the  third  was  the  interest 
of  the  freemen  themselves.  It  appeared 
to  bim  that  in  common  justice  to  all  three 
the  Writ  should  not  issue.  Hitherto  the 
laws  they  had  passed  against  corruption 
had  become  a  dead  letter ;  and  although 
at  the  last  election  they  were  able  to 
threaten  the  new  constituencies  with 
Pains  and  Penalties  if  they  broke  the 
law,  their  threats  would  be  treated  with 
ridicule  if  they  neglected  to  punish  the 
offenders  in  the  present  instance.  He 
was  willing  to  give  the  late  Otivemment 
fiill  credit  for  their  exertions  to  put 
down  corrupt  practices ;  but  if  they  did 
not  go  farther  to  effect  this  object  it 
was  futile  to  say  that  the  decisions  of 
the  new  tribunals  had  done  anything 
towards  remedying  this  evil.  They  had 
been  told  in  "another  place"  that  it 
would  be  wrong  to  issue  a  Commission. 
He  said  that  they  would  be  doing  a 
great  hurt  and  injury  to  the  country  bv 
allowing  this  Writ  to  issue.  Although 
it  might  be  a  matter  of  importance  that 
the  metropolis  of  Ireland  should  not  be 
deprived,  even  for  a  few  months,  of  re- 
presentation in  that  House,  it  was  of 
stUl  greater  importance  that  the  Mem- 
ber S)T  Ihibhn  should  be  the  represen- 
tative of  a  pure  and  not  of  a  corrupt 
constituency.  As  to  the  freemen,  it 
might  be  a  hard  case  for  those  who  had 
voted  purely,  but  hard  cases  made  good 
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laws.  It  was  better  that  those  few  should 
be  sacrificed  than  that  the  House  should 

Sroclaim  to  every  constituency  tliat  such 
olugs  should  not  be  punished.  The 
freemen  woul^,  he  hoped,  have  the  op- 
portunity before  the  Bill  passed  of  de- 
fending themselves,  and  proving,  if  they 
could,  that  extensive  bribery  had  not 
prevailed  among  them  at  the  last  elec- 
tion. It  was  because  he  most  earnestly 
desired  to  stay  the  course  of  those  cor- 
rupt practices,  which  caused  every  man 
to  look  with  terror  at  the  next  General 
Election,  that  he  had  ventured  to  ex- 
press himself  as  he  had  done. 

Me.  H.  MATTHEWS  said,  that  every 
one  on  that  side  was  as  desirous  as  hon. 
Qentlemen  opposite  of  having  a  pure 
constituency,  Dut  they  all  agreed  that  in 
providing  a  remedy  they  ought  not  to 
proceed  hastily  or  on  insufficient  grounds. 
The  right  hon.  Baronet  (Sir  George  Grey) 
had  foi^tten  the  course  of  legislation 
on  the  subject.  Since  the  Act  of  1852 
there  had  been  two  precedents  which 
the  right  hon.  Baronet  had  not  referred 
to  —  Galway  and  Canterbury.  In  the 
case  of  Canterbury,  it  was  urged  that 
to  disfranchise  those  whose  evidence  had 
proved  the  existence  of  bribery  and  their 
own  participation  in  corrupt  practices 
was  a  breach  of  faith,  and  the  argiunent 
was  felt  to  be  irresistible.  In  me  case 
of  Galway,  it  was  proposed,  as  the  right 
hon.  Baronet  the  Member  for  Morpeth 
now  proposed,  thatthewholebody  should 
be  disfranchised ;  but  this  plan  of  con- 
founding the  innocent  with  the  guilty 
was  felt  to  be  even  a  still  greater  breach 
of  faith.  The  provisions  which  formerly 
gave  an  immunity  from  all  consequences 
to  witnesses  giving  evidence  of  their  own 
corruption  had,  however,  been  repealed 
by  the  Act  of  1863,  as  fer  as  political 
indenmity  was  concerned,  and  there  was 
not  the  slightest  difficulty  now  in  dis- 
franchising the  particular  ofienders,  in- 
stead of  visiting  their  errors  and  short- 
comings upon  the  class  to  which  they 
belonged.  The  hon.  Member  had  pro- 
posed this  Amendment  because  the  pro- 
visions of  the  Act  of  1852  had  not  been 
comphed  with.  This  was  going  back  to 
an  old  and  unwise  principle.  The  idea 
of  there  being  any  community  between 
the  few  corrupt  voters  of  this  particular 
class  and  the  vast  majority  who  were 
politically  pure  was  absurd,  and  it  was 
at  once  impolitic  and  unjust  to  visit  on 
the  many  the  sins  of  the  few.  Although 
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he  felt  that  they  all  had  an  interest  in 
keeping  elections  pure,  they  ought  not 
to  deal  with  a  case  like  the  one  under 
debate  by  means  of  the  extreme  ma- 
chinery of  Fains  and  Penalties. 

Mb.  W.  H.  GEEQOEY  said,  that 
what  the  hon.  and  learned  Gent'eman 
(Ur.  Uatthews)  had  juet  said  was  quite 
opposed  t«  his  own  experience  of  Dublin, 
and  he  had  had  a  great  deal  of  experi- 
(incoofit.  In  the  year  1642  he  stood 
for  that  city  and  was  defeated.  At  the 
close  of  that  election  a  Bill  waa  put  into 
hia  hands,  and  he  was  charged  £4,600 
for  bribing  1,500  freemen  ;  and  this, 
too,  without  his  having  the  slightest 
knowledge  of  what  had  been  done.  The 
bill  was  presented  with  as  much  coolness 
and  cynicism  as  if  it  had  related  to  the 

Eurchase  of  so  many  herrings.  When 
e  again  stood  for  Dublin,  he  refused  to 
give  \d.  towards  the  bribing  of  these 
freemen,  and  the  consequence  was  that 
the  latter  all  voted  for  the  other  side. 
He  hoped  the  Reformed  Pailiament,  to 
show  that  they  were  in  earnest  in  putting 
down  corruption,  would  give  their  hearty 
aupport  to  the  hon.  Baronet  the  Member 
for  Morpeth  (Sir  George  G.'ey). 

Me.  VANCE  said,  that  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  Galway  {Mr.  W.  H.  Gregory) 
had  lost  liis  seat  for  DubHn  not  through 
the  corruption  of  the  firemen,  but  be- 
cause he  had  changed  his  pohtical  prin- 
ciples. He  himself  was  first  returned  for 
Dublin  in  1 852 ;  he  was  returned  for  it 
again  in  1857,  when  a  petition  was  pre- 
aented  against  him.  The  right  hoa. 
Gentleman  the  Member  for  Newcastle 
(Mr.  Headlam),  and  the  hon.  Member 
for  the  Tower  Hamlets  (Mr.  Ayrton), 
were  on  the  Committee  which  tried  that 
petition,  and  he  appealed  to  them  whe- 
ther there  was  any  bribery  proved 
against  the  freemen.  The  Committee, 
the  majority  of  the  members  serving  on 
it  being  Liberals,  found  that  he  had 
been  duly  elected.  He  was  returned  for 
Dublin  again  in  1S59,  and  he  did  not 
hesitate  to  say  that  in  those  three  elec- 
tions for  Dubun  £50  had  not  been  spent 
which  could  not  be  accounted  for  to  the 
satisfaction  of  the  most  rigid  auditor. 
He  believed  that  the  Judge,  whose  Re- 
port had  been  quoted,  would  not  have 
said  what  he  did  had  he  supposed,  when 
making  his  Report,  that  an  attempt 
would  be  made  to  disfranchise  the  free- 
men without  further  inquiry. 

Ufi.    O'REILLY  quoted   a  passage 
Mr.  M.  mathmM 
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&om  the  judgment  of  Mr.  Justice  Keogh, 
in  which  the  learned  Judge  made  some 
rather  severe  comments  on  "young  Mr. 
Vance,"  who  had  interested  himself  for 
Sir  Arthur  Guinness." 

Mb.  VANCE  explained  that  the  gen- 
tleman so  alluded  to  by  the  learned 
Judge  was  no  relative  of  his,  and  that 
he  had  not  even  the  honour  of  being  ac- 
quainted with  "  young  Mr.  Vance." 

Mr.  COLLINS  said,  that  the  course 
proposed  by  the  right  hon.  Baronet  the 
Member  for  Morpeth  (Sir  George  Grey) 
was  without  precedent.  If  it  was  the 
one  that  ought  to  be  followed  in  these 
casos,  why  had  Commissions  been  thought 
necessary  in  the  cases  of  Bridgwater, 
Cashel,  and  other  boroughs?  If  ever 
there  was  a  case  for  legislation  without 
further  inquiry  it  was  that  of  Youghal, 
where  £40  per  elector  had  been  spent ; 
but  no  proceedings  had  been  taken  in 
consequence  of  that  enormous  expendi- 
ture, and  even  the  publication  of  the 
evidence  had  been  reused. 

Question  put,  "That  the  words  pro- 
posed to  be  left  out  stand  part  of  the 
Question." 

The  House  divided: — Ayes  169;  Noes 
215:  Majority  46. 

Question  proposed,  "  That  those  words 
be  there  added." 

Colonel  STUART  ZNOX  asked 
whether  it  was  possible  that  the  House 
meant  to  disfranchise  the  metropolis  of 
Ireland  in  order  to  please  a  private 
Member.  The  Government  Benches 
were  full,  but  not  one  Member  of  the 
Government  had  risen,  he  supposed 
owing  to  weariness.  He  therefore 
moved  that  this  House  do  now  ad- 
journ. 

CATTAtN  DAMER  seconded  the  Mo- 

Mb.  GLADSTONE  said,  he  hoped 
that  hie  rising  would  remove  the  only 
reason  which  the  hon.  and  gallant  Mem- 
ber had  given  for  his  Motion.  The  Go- 
vernment had  been  silent  because  they 
were  entirely  satisfied  with  the  argu- 
ments of  his  right  hon.  Friend  (Sir 
G«orge  Grey). 

Sir  GEORGE  GREY  said,  he  had  no 
wish  to  disfranchise  tho  metropolis  of 
Ireland.  He  desired  that  the  Bill  might 
be  passed  as  quickly  as  possible,  in  order 
that  the  Writ  might  be  issued. 

Viscount  GALWAY  said,  that  the 
silence  of  the  Qovenunent  seemed  to  him 
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very  like  an  old  "Whig  Job ;  they  could 
not  make  the  Motion  themselves,  but 
they  got  an  old  Whig  to  do  it.  The 
right  non.  Gentleman  the  Member  for 
Morpeth  had  aaid  that  if  the  freemen  of 
that  borough  were  guilty  of  corrupt 
practices  he  should  equally  wish  to  see 
them  disfranchised.  But  the  right  bon. 
Oentleman  well  knew  that  be  was  quite 
safe  there  ;  the  freemen  of  Morpeth  dare 
not  give  him  any  such  opportunity. 

B&.  WHITBREAD  said,  the  character 
of  his  right  hon.  Friend  the  Member  for 
MoTpeth  stood  too  high  to  need  any  de- 
fence. But  the  Conservative  party  would 
do  well  to  show  a  bold  front  against 
corruption,    

Ma.  8CLATER-BO0TH  said,  he  bad 
no  wish  to  shield  men  guilty  of  corrupt 
practices;  those  who  were  guilty  he 
hoped  would  be  disfranchised ;  but  the 
Tight  hon.  Gentleman  well  knew  that  the 
Ihiblin  freemen,  all  of  whom  he  pro- 
posed to  disfranchise,  were,  as  a  claes, 
most  respectable  gentlemen,  and  his  op- 
ponents m  politics. 


Motionmade,  andQuestionput,  "That 
this  House  do  now  adjourn." — (Colonel 

The  House  divided : — Ayes  76 ;  Noea 
178:  Majority  102. 


Mr.  GREENE  moved  that  the  debate 
be  now  adjourned.  Anyone  one  who  had 
heard  the  debate  would  think  that  those 
who  sat  on  the  other  side  of  the  House 
had  the  patent  right  for  purity ;  but  he 
asked  whether  just  as  many  on  their 
aide  of  the  House  had  not  been  guilty  of 
bribeiy  as  had  been  guilty  on  his  side  of 
the  House  f  Was  Dublin  to  be  deprived 
of  its  representative  because  fifty-five 
men  out  of  2,000  had  been  guilty  of 
bribeiy  ?  He  was  glad  that  this  discus- 
sion had  arisen,  because  it  exposed  the 
hollowness  of  Liberal  purity. 

Ma.  GLADSTONE  said  that  the  time 
had  now  arrived  when  the  majority  must 
yield  to  the  minority.  He  hoped  that 
on  another  evening  milder  councils  would 
prevail. 

Motion  agreed  to. 

Debate  adjourned  till  TTtwiday. 
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HOUSE    OF    LORDS, 
Tuetiay,  IbthJune,  1869. 

MINDTES.]— Pdblio  Bilu— Fir*(  Seadinf-- 

Eiohequor    Bon<ls   (£?,300,0D0)* ;    Titlaa    of 

Religions  Congregn lions  Act  Eitemion  •  ( 130); 

Public  Parks  (Ireland)*  (13i)i  Sea  Fuhsriei 

Act  (186S)  Supplemenul*  (132). 
Second  Reading— \i\th  Church  (109),  dtbaU  oA- 

joarned. 
third  Jifadinj— Recorders   Deputies*  (10()  j 

Cuitoms  and  Intnnd  Revenue  Unlin*    (111); 

Eleclion    CoDnaiagioaera    (Elpeatei)*  (121), 

MiA  palled. 

MR.  BRIGHT'S  LETTER. 
LoSD  CAIRNS  :  I  beg  to  give  notice 
that  on  Thursday  next,  before  the  Orders 
of  the  Day,  I  ^all  ask  Her  Majesty's 
Government  whether  a  letter,  which  haa 
appeared  in  the  pubhc  joumala  of  to- 
day, bearing  tiie  signature  of  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  the  President  of  the 
Board  of  Trade,  is  a  genuine  letter,  and 
whether  Her  Majest^s  Government  are 
prepared  to  endorse  the  sentimenta 
contained  in  it  ? 


IRISH  CHURCH  BILl^(No.  109.) 

{The  Earl  OranvHU.) 

B£COKD  KEASIXa. 

DEBATE  REStlMES.      [SECOND  NIOHT.] 

The  Order  of  the  Day  for  resuming 
the  Debate  on  the  Amendment  to  the 
Motion  for  the  Second  Reading — which 
Amendment  was  to  leave  out  ("now") 
and  insert  ("  this  day  three  months") — 
(7X«  £arl  of  Sarrowhy)~-tesA. 

Debate  returned  accordingly. 

Earl  grey  :  My  Lords,  before  ad- 
dressing myself  to  the  remarks  which  I 
have  to  make  on  the  question  before  the 
House,  I  may,  perhaps,  be  permitted  to 
apologize  to  the  noble  Lord  behind  me 
(Lord  Lytton)  for  standing,  as  I  am 
about  to  do  for  a  short  time,  between 
bim  and  the  House.  I  am  quite  aware 
how  much  more  worth  his  observations 
will  be  than  mine;  but  byway  of  ex- 
planation I  beg  to  say  that  I  rose  to 
move  the  adjournment  last  night,  not 
knowing  that  be  was  about  to  do  the 
same,  and  that  being,  as  I  beheve,  in 
possession  of  the  House,  I  gave  way  be- 
cause I  understood  that  he  was  going  to 
speak  on  that  occasion.  As  this  was  not 
Ms  intention,  I  hope  there  is  no  want  of 
courtesy  in  my  now  availing  myself  of 
3  M    {^Second  Reading — SecmANtght. 
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my  claim  to  priority  &om  having  risen 
first  to  move  the  adjournment  last  night. 
X  truBt  the  noble  lord  ■will  accept  this 
explanation. 

My  Lords,  I  was  much  surprised  last 
night  that  my  noble  Friend  (the  Earl  of 


this  Bill,  did  not  inform  your  Lordships 
what  he  anticipated  would  be  the  praoti- 
cal  conaequences  of  such  a  step.  The 
noble  Earl  ia  a  person  of  very  great  politi- 
cal experience,  and  of  very  great  judg- 
ment and  ability.  He  must  be  awarC; 
that  considering  the  circumstanceB  in 
which  this  Bill  was  brought  into  the  other 
House  of  Parliament  and  passed  by  it, 
is,  by  asking  us  at  once  to  reject  this  m 
sure,  inviting  us  to  embark  in  an  ardnous 
and  perilous  contest  with  that  House.  My 
Lords,  I  think  that,  in  asking  you  to  take 
the  first  step  in  such  a  cont«st  it  was  not 
unreasonable  to  expect  that  my  noble 
Friend  would  have  informed  us  what  are 
the  grounds  upon  which  he  believes  that 
we  can  come  out  of  that  contest,  with 
success,  or  at  all  events,  without  damage 
to  OUT  position  and  to  the  interests  of  the 
nation.  But  I  heard  very  little  indeed 
upon  that  point.  I  heard  &om  my  noble 
Friend  a  good  deal  about  the  Coronation 
Oath,  and  the  arguments  against  taking 
away  corporate  property ;  but,  strange  to 
say,  after  dwelling  at  length  upon  these 
two  points,  he  himself  admitted  that  he 
considered  the  arguments  in  support  of 
both  these  objections  to  the  Bill  to  be 
unsound.  But  unsound  as  he  considered 
them  to  be,  he  seemed  to  think,  on 
grounds  which  I  am  unable  to  compre- 
hend, that  we  ought  to  attach  at  least 
some  weight  to  them.  I  also  heard  my 
noble  Friend  quote  some  very  remark- 
able passages  from  certain  speeches  of 
eminent  men,  whose  names  carry  great 
weight  with  them,  giving  their  opinions 
with  respect  to  the  Ldsh  Establiahment. 
But  my  noble  Friend  forgot  that  these 
opinions  were  expressed  in  very  different 
times  from  those  in  which  we  live,  and 
that  they  were  expressed  in  respect  to  a 
different  state  of  society  to  that  which 
now  prevails,  and  do  not,  therefore,  bear 
on  the  question  now  before  ub.  I  also 
heard  various  other  things  from  my  noble 
Friend  to  which  it  is  not  now  neeeasary 
to  advert — hut  I  repeat  that  I  in  vain 
listened  for  that  which  was  above  all 
things  necessary  for  my  noble  Friend's 
condusions — namely,  some  ai^ument  to 
show  that  the  rejection  of  this  Bill  would 
£arl  Grty 
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be  of  real  advantage  to  the  Church  of 
which  he  has  made  himself  the  advocate, 
to  the  nation,  or  to  this  House.  Now, 
I  shall  endeavour  to  address  myself  to 
this  question  which  my  noble  Friend  has 
passed  by,  and  to  state,  as  shortly  as  I 
can,  what,  in  my  opinion,  would  be  the 
practical  consequences  of  the  course 
which  he  has  asked  us  to  take.  But 
before  doing  so  I  must  advert  to  one  par- 
ticular pass^e  in  the  speech  of  my  noble 
Friend,  which  seemed  to  imply  that  to 
vote  for  this  Bill  is  not  consistent  with 
having  voted  against  the  Suspensory  Bill 
of  last  year.  Now,  as  I  myself  had  the 
honour  of  moving  the  rejection  of  that 
Bill,  I  hope  your  Lordships  will  permit 
me  to  pause  for  a  few  moments  in  order 
to  ex[dain  why,  in  my  opinion,  there  is 
no  inconsistency  between  the  course 
which  I  took  last  year,  and  the  course 
which  I  propose  to  take  this  year.  It 
must,  I  fear,  have  appeared  somewhat 
presumptuous  in  me  to  take  upon  myself 
to  propose  the  rejection  of  flie  Bill  of 
last  year,  and  to  refuse  to  surrender  this 
task  even  to  the  noble  and  learned  Lord 
who  then  sat  on  the  Woolsack ;  but  I  did 
so,  as  I  ventured  to  inform  your  Lordships 
at  the  time,  for  the  express  purpose  of 
depriving  that  vote  as  far  as  possible  of 
having  even  the  appearance  of  being  a 
vote  in  favour  of  maintaining  the  Chim^ 
of  Ireland  upon  its  present  footing.  I 
objected  to  the  Bill  of  last  year  upon 
various  grounds,  the  chief  of  which 
were — that  it  was  unjust  to  the  Cfaui«h 
to  pass  such  a  measure  and  destroy  its 
existing  organization  before  any  new 
organization  was  created  t<a  it ;  that  it 
would  have  placed  this  House  in  an  un- 
favourable position  for  the  future  djs- 
cusfdoQ  of  a  permanent  arrangement; 
and  that  it  was  fit  that  we  should  by  our 
vote  upon  that  Bill,  express  our  dis- 
approval of  the  manner  in  which  the 
question  had  been  brought  before  Parlia- 
ment. I  think  the  result  has  proved 
that  upon  these  grounds  it  was  right 
for  the  House  to  r^ect  the  Bill  of  last 
year.  We  have  now  a  Bill  before  na 
for  making  a  permanent  settlement,  and 
I  believe  that  a  very  large  number  of 
your  Lordships  will  agree  with  me  in  the 
opinion  that  it  is  a  BiB  which,  if  it  is  to 
pass,  will  require  very  material  amend- 
ment. Now,  I  aek  your  Lordships 
whether,  if  we  had  passed  the  Su^ensory 
Bill  of  last  year,  we  should  to-night 
stand  in  the  same  favourable  position  we 
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now  do  for  discossing  theee  Amendments 
with  the  other  House  of  Parliament,  if 
it  should  differ  from  us  as  to  the  pro- 
priety of  adopting  thom?  Do  we  not 
stand  in  a  much  better  position  for  dis- 
cussing the  provisions  of  this  meaeure 
than  we  should  do  if  a  law  were  in 
force  by  which,  in  the  event  of  the 
&ilure  of  the  Bill  from  a  disagree- 
ment with  respect  to  its  provisions  be- 
tween the  two  Hotises,  the  Irish  Church 
would  be  allowed  to  die  by  degrees  from 
the  absence  of  any  legal  power  of  fill- 
ing up  vacancies  as  they  occur.  I  aek 
your  Lordships,  too,  whether  the  events 
of  the  last  twelve  months  do  not  amply 
jneti^  the  vote  of  last  year  as  one  im- 
plying condemnation  of  the  maimer  in 
which  this  question  was  brought  before 
Farliament?  Let  me  ask  you  to  compare 
the  state  of  Ireland  before  the  famous 
Besolutions  of  last  Session  against  the 
Irish  Church  were  moved  in  the  House 
of  Commons  and  its  present  state.  You 
all,  I  am  sure,  remember  aveir remark- 
able debate  in  the  early  part  of  last  Ses- 
sion in  the  other  House  on  a  Motion  of 
Mr.  Maguire  as  to  the  state  of  Ireland. 
In  the  course  of  that  debate  Lord  Mayo, 
then  Chief  Secretary  for  Ireland,  gave 
an  account  of  the  existing  condition  of 
Ireland.  His  description  certainly  was 
in  many  respects  highly  satisfactory. 
He  told  the  House  that  every  violent 
outbreak  of  Fenianism  had  been  put 
dovm ;  that  the  authority  of  the  law  had 
been  effectually  enforced  ;  that  agrarian 
outrages  had,  for  a  considerable  period, 
been  becoming  more  and  more  rare ;  that 
both  trade  and  agriculture  were  pros- 
pering; that  the  farmers  were  doing 
well,  paying  their  rents  easily  and  wil- 
lingly, while  the  wages  of  laboiir  had 
risen,  and  the  constancy  of  employment 
was  &r  beyond  what  it  had  been  in  for- 
mer years.  That  description  was  sup- 
ported by  many  striking  papers  which 
he  quoted,  and  it  was  not  in  the  main 
contested  by  the  other  side.  What  was 
still  more  remarkable  was  that  there 
were  strong  symptoms,  during  the  whole 
couirse  of  that  debate,  that  the  spirit 
of  religious  animosity  that  has  so  long 
been  the  bane  of  Ireland  was  at  that 
time  comparatively  quiescent.  There 
were  decided  symptoms  that  even  upon 
this  burning  question  of  the  Irish 
Church  there  was  something  like  a 
disposition  in  men's  minds  to  listen 
to   proposals   for   some   arrangement; 


that,  on  the  one  side,  a  sense  of  the 
impossibility  of  maintaining  things  as 
they  were  was  beginning  to  dawn ;  and 
that,  on  the  other  side,  expectations  of 
extreme  and  violent  changes  had  not  yet 
been  created.  Such  was  the  state  of 
affairs  in  March,  1868.  Compareit  with 
that  which  now  exists.  We  all  know 
that  agrarian  outrages  have  broken  out 
with  a  violence  which  has  been  long 
unknown ;  that  the  spirit  of  insubordi- 
nation, of  disrespect  for  lawful  autho- 
rity, was  never  so  rampant  as  now  ;  and 
above  all,  and  worst  of  all,  it  is  but  too 
dear  that  the  spirit  of  religious  animosity 
which  divides  Boman  Catholics  and 
Protestants  has  been  inflamed  and  ex- 
asperated to  the  highest  degree.  Every 
account  which  we  receive  &om  Ireland 
shows  the  exceeding  bitterness  which 
prevails  on  both  sides  ;  and  shows  also 
— what  to  my  mind  is  a  matter  of  deep 
import  and  one  affording  great  cause  for 
sorrow — that  the  great  biSy  of  Protest- 
ants in  Ireland,  Presbyterians,  as  well 
as  Episcopalians,  who  have  always  been 
foremost  in  intelligence,  in  industry,  in 
activity,  and  in  attachment  to  the  Crown 
and  t«  the  Constitution — that  those  men, 
who  are  our  great  hope  for  the  future 
progress  and  improvement  of  Ireland, 
are  now  stung  by  a  deep  sense  of  the 
wrong  which,  as  they  believe,  is  about 
to  be  inflicted  on  them  by  the  British 
Government  and  the  British  Parliament. 
Their  passions  have  been  excited  to  the 
utmost,  and  every  Irish  newspaper 
brings  an  accoimt  of  some  great  meet- 
ing at  which  those  feelings  are  expressed 
with  the  most  intense  vehemence.  This 
is  a  state  of  things  deeply  to  be  deplored, 
hut  at  which  I  own  I  cannot  be  surprised 
after  the  course  which  has  been  taken. 
It  seems  to  me  the  natural  consequence 
which  might  have  been  expect«d  before- 
hand of  flie  manner  in  which  this  sub- 
ject was  last  year  brought  forwEurd.  No 
impartial  man,  as  it  seems  to  me,  looking 
calmly  at  the  matter,  can  faQ  to  come  to 
the  conclusion  that,  however  great  may 
have  been  the  success  of  the  move  that 
was  made  last  year  by  those  who  brought 
forward  the  Suspensory  Bill,  however 
great  may  have  been  its  success  in  ad- 
vancing party  interests,  It  has  been  most 
calamitous  for  the  higher  interests  of  the 
nation.  But  the  evil  has  been  done,  and 
we  cannot  undo  it.  It  only  remains  for 
us  now  to  consider  whether,  in  the  actual 
state  of  things,  it  is  likely  to  be  better 
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for  the  great  interests  involved  that  we 
Bhould  reject  this  Bill  or  accept  it.  Now, 
in  considering  that  question,  let  me  re- 
mind your  Lordships  that  by  assenting 
to  the  second  reading  we  do  not  pledge 
ourselves  to  take  it  as  it  stands.  I  hope 
and  trust  that  you  will  ^ree  to  the  se- 
cond reading ;  but  I  equally  hope  and 
trust  that,  before  it  leBves  this  House, 
-  it  will  receive  many  essential  Amend- 
ments. All  we  are  now  called  upon  to 
decide  by  agreeing  to  the  second  reading 
ia  this — that  we  are  not  prepared  to  in- 
sist that  the  Irish  Church  shall  be  main- 
tained in  its  present  position  as  a  State 
Church,  superior  to  the  other  Churches 
which  exist  in  that  country ;  that  we  will 
not  insist  upon  maintaining  a  state 
things  which,  rightly  or  wrongly,  a  vety 
lai^  proportion  of  the  people  of  Ireland 
regard  as  degrading  to  them  and  as  a 
badge  of  ii5eriority.  That,  and  that 
only  is  the  question  to  be  decided.  I 
will  not  follow  my  noble  Friend  who 
moved  the  rejection  of  the  Bill  into  a 
discussion  whether  it  is  right  or  wrong 
to  make  a  great  change  in  the  Estab- 
lished Church  in  Ireland.  It  seems  to 
me  that  that  question  has  been  debated 
to  satiety.  I  have  myself  during  the  last 
thirty-five  years  so  often  espreseed  an 
opinion  upon  it  in  both  Houses  of  Par- 
liament that  I  have  nothing  farther  to 
say,  except  this — that  I  am  now,  ae  I 
vas  then,  firmly  convinced  that  to  main- 
tain the  Church  of  a  small  minority  in 
exclusive  possession  of  a  rich  endowment 
aa  a  State  Church,  is  contrary  alike  to 
good  policy  and  to  justice.  I  forbear,  1 
say,  DTOm  debating  that  question,  be- 
cause I  renture  to  submit  that  even 
whether  my  o[)inion  be  right  or  wrong, 
the  future  maintenanco  of  the  Churdi 
as  it  stands  is  no  longer  possible.  Every- 
body knows  that  no  nation  can  be  go- 
verned in  opposition  to  its  own  delibe- 
rate opinion,  and  I  hold  that  the  delibe- 
rate opinion  of  this  country  on  the  ques- 
tion of  the  Irish  Church  was  so  decidedly 
given  by  the  late  General  Election,  that 
it  is  impossible  to  reverse  it.  My  noble 
Friend  (the  Earl  of  Harrowby),  I  be- 
believe,  does  not  himself  deny  that  it  is 
impossible  for  either  House  of  Parlia- 1 
ment  to  resist  public  opinion ;  but  he  i 
says  it  must  be  the  permanent  opiuion 
of  the  nation,  and  he  is  not  satisfied  as 
yet  that  the  permanent  opinion  of  the 
British  nation  has  been  declared  in 
favour  of  such  a  change  aa  is  proposed. 
£arl  Orty 


Now  this  is  only  the  old  Bt«ry  which 
we  have  heard  so  often,  and  on  so  many 
questions — that  there  is,  or  is  juet  going 
to  be,  a  great  reaction.  I  cannot  but 
doubt  whether  those  who  insist  most 
upon  this  alleged  reaction  seriously  be- 
lieveinit;  but,ifthey  do,  will  your  Lord- 
ships allow  me  very  shortly  to  recall  to 
your  minds  what  has  been  the  history 
of  this  great  question  ?  It  is  now  just 
thirty-five  years  since  it  was  first  mooted 
in  the  House  of  Commons.  It  was  then 
brought  forward  merely  by  seeking  to 
obtain  information  as  to  the  relative 
numbers  of  Protestants  and  Boman  Ca- 
tholics in  Ireland ;  but  even  that  attempt 
so  opened  the  question  that  it  led  to  the 
breaking  up  of  the  then  Administration. 
In  the  next  year  (1S35)  for  the  first 
time  it  was  distinctly  proposed  to  make 
a  very  small  part  of  the  property  of  the 
Irish  Church  available  for  the  general 
benefit  of  the  people  by  what  was  called 
the  Appropriation  Clause  in  the  Tithe 
BUI.  During  the  three  or  four  follow- 
ing years  the  Irish  Church  was  the  prin- 
cipal topic  of  debate  in  the  other  House. 
My  noble  Friend  behind  me  (the  Earl 
of  Derby)  and  myself,  on  opposite  aides, 
took  an  active  part  in  those  debates- 
Now,  at  that  time,  the  opinion  in  favour 
of  making  even  so  small  a  deduction  as 
was  then  asked  for  &om  the  property 
of  the  Established  Church  was  exceed- 
ingly feeble,  and  was  held  by  very  few 
persons.  It  was  so  feeble,  indeed,  and 
was  held  by  so  few  persons,  that  those 
who  wished  for  lai^er  measures,  like 
my  noble  Friend  at  the  table  (Earl 
Euseell)  and  myself  were  obliged  to  con- 
tent oiu-selvea  with  proposing  a  very 
small  measure  indeed — a  measure  com- 
monly known,  as  I  have  mentioned,  by 
the  name  of  the  Apyropriation  Clause — 
namely,  a  clause  introduced  into  the 
Irish  Tithe  Bill  for  gj^^g  ^ny  surplus 
property  of  the  Irish  Churdi  to  purposes 
not  ecclesiastical.  Even  for  that  mea- 
sure, which  woiild  have  been  perfectly 
paltry  and  insignificant — except  that  it 
was  meant  and  was  taken  as  a  mark  of 
a  conciliatory  disposition  to  the  great 
body  of  the  Irish  people,  and  in  that 
sense  was  a  measure  of  great  importance 
— even  for  that  measure,  reduced  so  low 
as  this  to  secure  support,  we  had  in  the 
House  of  Commons  only  a  small  and,  I 
have  no  hesitation  in  eaying,  a  reluctant 
majority ;  and  the  great  dimculty  which 
we  had  in  defending  the  proposal — ^I 
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speak,  of  course,  onlj  for  myself,  and  of 
the  dij£culty  vhich  weighed  on  my  own 
miud — waa,  that  the  atgumeEts  by  which 
we  had  to  support  it  necessarily  led  to  a 
much  larger  couclusion  lliaii  that  which 
we  asked  for.  Thie  was  a  fiict  which  I  did 
not  for  a  moment  seek  to  hide — which, 
indeed,  I  proclaimed  as  openly  as  it  was 
then  possible  for  me  to  do,  and  which 
was  quite  obvioua  to  all.  Small,  how- 
ever, as  that  measure  was,  and  feebly 
aait  was  supported,  it  was  sent  up,  if  f 
remember  rightly,  tliree  or  four  times 
to  your  LordBhips'  House,  and  on  each 
occasion  rejected;  and  the  Qovemment 
of  that  day,  finding  that  the  support  it 
received  even  in  the  House  of  Commons 
and  out-of-doors  was  so  weak  and  feeble 
that  it  was  impossible  for  them  to 
persevere,  abandoned  the  intention  of 
making  this  small  concession  to  the 
neat  Dody  of  the  people  of  Ireland. 
The  victory  remained  with  my  noble 
Friend  {the  Earl  of  Derby)  and  those 
who  acted  with  bim ;  but  it  was  a  vic- 
tory which  I  ventured  to  foretell  at  the 
time  would  prove  disastrous  to  the  cause 
which  they  supported.  That  small  and 
timely  concession  might,  in  all  human 
probability,  have  averted  the  crisis  to 
which  we  have  now  come;  and  I  call 
upon  your  Lordships  to  remember  this, 
because  it  is  pregnant  with  instruction 
for  the  occasion  now  before  us.  After 
that,  the  subject  of  the  Irish  Church  for 
many  years  was  not  seriou^  brought 
forward  in  either  House  of  Parliament 
with  the  view  to  a  change  by  any  con- 
siderable parfy.  It  was  mooted  from 
time  to  time  by  various  persons,  and 
among  others  I  myself  raised  it  in  the 
House  of  Commons  in  1 S42,  in  this  House 
in  1846,  and  ^fain  in  1866,  without  ob- 
taining any  result  whatever.  It  remain- 
ed practically  in  abeyance  for  a  long  time. 
The  experience  of  what  had  happened 
between  1834  and  1838  had  created  a 
notion  that  the  people  of  England  and 
Scotland  were  deeply  averse  from  any 
^eat  change  with  reference  to  the  Irish 
Church,  and  this  belief  was  so  prevalent 
among  the  leaders  of  all  parties  that 
they  shrank  from  proposing  any  sub- 
stantial measure  on  the  subject.  But  in 
the  meantime  a  great  change  of  opinion 
was  silently  making  its  way.  Discus- 
sions went  on  in.  the  Press,  and  occa- 
sionally Petitions  were  presented  to  Par- 
Uament,  while  of  the  young  men  who 
came  forward  into  active  life  a  larger 


and  lai^r  portion  was  found  to  be  im- 
pressed with  the  belief  that  things  could 
not  remain  as  they  were  with  respect  to 
the  Church  of- Ireland ;  and  every  foreign 
writer  of  eminence,  whether  European 
or  American — whether  belonging  to  Ca- 
tholic France  or  Protestant  Prussia  — 
with  one  voice  declared  that  the  main- 
tenance of  the  Church  of  a  small  mi- 
nority  as  an  exclusive  and  wealthy  State 
Church  was  contrary  to  all  principles  of 
justice.  This  opinion,  put  forth  at  first 
only  by  a  small  minority,  but  a  minority 
including  some  of  the  most  distinguished 
thinkers  of  the  day — such  men  as  Sydney 
Smith,  Dr.  Arnold,  and  many  others  who 
might  be  named  —  this  opinion  of  the 
necessity  of  a  change  of  policy,  with  re- 
gard to  the  Irish  Church,  gradually  made 
its  way  through  the  whole  body  of  the 
nation  ;  and  when  at  last  the  opinion  of 
the  nation  was  tested  it  was  found  that 
the  notion  that  England  and  Scotland 
were  hostile  to  the  change  was  an  utter 
delusion,  and  those  who  wished  to  main- 
tain the  Church  as  it  stands  were  left 
in  a  miserable  minority.  Now,  I  submit 
that  when  an  opinion  has  been  thus 
slowly  and  gradually  formed,  and  when 
at  length  it  sets  in  a  given  direction 
with  such  strength  and  steadiness  of 
current  as  that  which  is  now  running  in 
favour  of  a  change  with  regard  to  the 
Irish  Church,  such  a  tide  of  opinion  will 
no  more  run  backward  than  a  river  will 
run  back  from  the  sea.  The  opinions  of 
mankind  are  progressive,  and  an  opinion 
thus  formed  I  say,  wiU  not  be  altered. 
What,  then,  becomes  of  this  pretended 
re-action?  Such  a  notion  must  be  utterly 
dispelled  from  the  minds  of  all  rational 
men  who  will  calmly  consider  what  haa 
been  the  course  of  events ;  and  if  so — if 
the  verdict  pronounced  by  the  nation  at 
the  last  General  Election  is  really  final, 
if  it  is  the  dehberate  sense  of  the  nation 
— surely  yonr  Lordships  must  agree  that 
it  is  not  a  prudent  course  for  us  to  take 
to  set  ourselves  in  opposition  to  the 
nation  by  rejecting  this  Bill.  What  will 
be  the  consequence  of  such  a  course? 
My  noble  Friend  (the  Earl  of  Harrowby), 
I  suppose,  does  not  for  one  moment 
believe  that  by  throwing  out  this  Bill 
he  will  get  rid  of  it.  It  will  undoubt- 
edly come  back  again  before  ua  in  a 
short  time  —  possibly  in  a  very  short 
time.  When  it  so  comes  back  to  us  we 
shall  have  a^ain  to  consider  whether  we 
shall  accept  it  or  reject  it.    Possibly  my 
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noble  Friend  and  die  House  will  be 
fovour  of  again  rejecting  it ;  but  irhat 
will  happen  then  ?  Will  the  House  of 
Conunona— jwill  the  British  nation — eub- 
mit  to  Bee  its  deliberate  opinion  thus 
withstood  ?  Is  it  not  clear  that  a  ^ 
manent  difference  of  opinion  between 
the  two  Houses  wiU  bring  the  whole  ma- 
chine of  OoTomment  to  a  atandstill,  and 
that  it  cannot  go  on  till,  in  some  mode  i 
other — it  is  not  for  me  to  anticipate  how- 
your  fruitless  resistance  to  this  measure 
will  be  oreroome?  In  that  case  what 
Bhall  we  have  gained?  My  noble  Friend 
oays  we  shall  have  gained  delay — a  httlo 
time — so  that  the  nation  may  consider 
better  whether  it  had  made  up  its  mind 
on  the  subject  or  not.  Well,  if  there  was 
any  doubt  upon  that  question,  that 
might  appear  plausible ;  but  there  is 
none.  I  am,  of  course,  not  talking  of 
the  particular  prorisions  of  the  Bill,  for 
on  those,  I  believe,  the  opinion  of  the 
nation  hae  not  been  expressed ;  but  as 
to  the  necessity  of  some  considerable 
change,  the  deliberate  opinion  of  the 
country  hae,  I  am  persuaded,  been  finally 
made  up  and  declared.  Thus,  for  the 
sake  of  a  few  short  weeks'  delay  in  the 
passing  of  this  Bill — for  the  sake  of  a  veir 
chimerical  hope  of  reaction — you  wiU 
have  incurred  aU  the  certain  evila  which 
must  attend  its  rejection  by  thie  House, 
and  I  ask  your  Lordships  to  consider 
what  those  evila  may  be.      In  the  first 

S'ace,  you  will  have  a  continuance  of 
e  exasperation  and  excitement  which 
now  exist  both  in  England  and  in  Ire- 
land. You  will  have  a  continuance  of 
those  meetings  and  demonstrations  which 
tend  to  excite  the  people  of  Ireland 
almost  to  madness,  and  which  will  make 
it  more  than  ever  difficult  for  them,  after 
the  measure  has  been  passed,  to  subside 
into  that  state  of  calmnons  and  mutual 
forbearance  without  which  no  true  peace 
can  be  enjoyed  in  Ireland.  That  is  the 
first  consequence.  Then,  what  will  be 
the  consequence  with  respect  to  this 
House?  If  we  defer  to  the  obvious 
feelings  of  the  nation  at  this  moment, 
■we  may  do  so  without  dishonour.  We 
shall  be  only  doing  what  the  majority  of 
the  House  of  Commons  did  in  1838. 
Just  as  they  then  deferred  to  public  opi- 
nion— which  was  against  an  inroad  upon 
the  property  of  the  Irish  Church — so 
your  Lordships  would  now  defer  to  a  far 
more  strongly  marked,  and  a  far  more 
decided  opinion  of  the  nation  in  favour 
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of  a  change.  You  will  incur  no  dia< 
honour  if  you  accept  it  now  ;  but  if  you 
reject  it,  and  if  it  cornea  back  to  us  en- 
forced by  some  strong  measure — it  is  not 
fi>r  me  to  say  of  what  kind,  but  we  are 
certain  that  in  some  manner  or  other 
some  strong  measures  would  be  adopted 
in  order  to  enforce  our  compliance  with 
the  will  of  the  nation — if  we  then  yield  to 
compulsion,  not  to  our  better  judgment, 
it  is  quite  clear  that  the  respect  fait  for 
this  House  by  the  nation  will  be  seriously 
impaired,  and  its  moral  power  wiU  be, 
if  not  destroyed,  greatly  diminished. 
Mark,  too,  the  importance  of  that  con- 
sequence with  reference  to  the  possi- 
bility of  amending  this  Bill.  I  listened 
last  night  with  the  greatest  admiration 
to  the  speech  of  the  most  rev.  Primate 
(the  Archbishop  of  Canterbury)  —  a 
speech  which  was  equally  remarkable 
for  the  force  of  its  reasoning,  the  clear- 
ness of  its  logic,  and  its  temperate  and 
truly  Christian  tone,  which  was  so  worthy 
of  lie  high  station  which  he  fills.  He 
pointed  out,  in  a  manner  which  must 
have  made  a  deep  impression  on  your 
Lordships,  the  veiy  great  obj  ections  there 
are  to  many  of  the  provisions  of  the 
Bill,  and  he  also  showed  that  it  was 
capable  of  amendment.     For  my  own 

rirt,  I  have  no  doubt  it  is  so  capable, 
have  no  doubt  there  are  Amendments, 
which  it  is  in  your  Lordships'  power  to 
introduce,  which  would  render  it,  upon 
the  whole,  a  not  unfair  settlement  of  this 
great  question  —  Amendments  which 
would  have  the  effect  of  putting  an  end 
to  the  invidious  position  of  the  Irish 
Church  as  a  8tate  Church  having  su- 
periority over  other  Churches  with  more 
numerous  adherents,  and  which,  while 
relieving  it  of  the  odium  arising  faom 
that  position,  would,  at  the  same  time, 
secure  it  such  a  decent  and  moderate 
provision  as  would  enable  it  in  its  altered 
circumstances,  aided  by  those  exertions 
which  we  are  entitled  to  expect  from  its 
members,  to  continue  to  afford  instruc- 
tion in  the  Protestant  religion  to  those 
who  now  receive  it  at  its  hands.  And 
let  me  point  out  to  your  Lordships  how 
vitally  important  it  is  that  we  should 
succeed  in  making  Amendments  of  this 
description.  It  is  too  true  —  as  was 
stated  by  several  noble  Lords  last  night, 
and  I  do  not  hesitate  to  adopt  the  argn* 
ment — that  to  deprive  the  Protestant 
Establishment  of  some  decent  proviai<m 
would  go  very  far  towards  extinguishing 
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FroteBtaut  religion  in  msJiy  parte  of  the 
country.  I  am  told  that  it  is  a  libel 
upon  uie  Church  to  hold  that  opinioa ; 
but  after  what  we  heard  last  night  from 
the  most  rev.  Primate  of  the  unfortunate 
circumstances  in  which  it  would  be 
placed,  I  can  hardly  regard  it  in  that 
ught.  Whatwouldbetheeffectoftbrow- 
ing  these  Churches  entirely  on  their  own 
resources  ?  In  the  opinion  of  those  best 
acquainted  with  Ireland,  the  undoubted 
effect  of  a  measure  of  this  kind  would 
be  to  render  it  impossible  for  the  Pres- 
byterian and  Episoopalian  Churches  to 
Erovide  the  public  ministrationB  of  re- 
gion for  the  scattered  Protestants  in  a 
^reat  part  of  Ireland.  In  what  situa- 
tion, then,  would  those  FrotestantB  find 
themselves  ?  They  would  either  have  to 
allow  their  children  to  grow  up  without 
public  instruction  in  any  religion,  or  else 
aUow  them  to  receive  that  instruction 
from  the  Boman  Catholic  priests — thus 
forfeiting  that  Protestant  faitb  which, 
in  common  with  most  of  your  Lordships, 
they  hold  so  dear  and  value  so  much — 
or  thirdly,  they  would  be  compelled  to 
emigrate.  Can  your  Lordships  doubt 
that,  practically,  the  effect  would  be  to 
drive  a  very  large  proportion  of  the 
most  valuable  part  of  the  Irish  popu- 
lation from  the  shores  of  Ireland?  In 
all  human  probabili^  that  would  be 
the  consequence,  and  I  can  conceive 
few  greater  misfortunes  for  Ireland  or 
for  the  Empire.  To  carry  Amendments, 
therefore,  which  will  avert  this  result 
will  be  an  advantage  of  a  most  im- 
portant kind.  And  is  there  anything 
m  the  present  state  of  affairs  to  lead  to 
the  presumption  that  to  carry  such 
Amendments  is  imnossihle  ?  My  noble 
Friend  (Earl  Granville),  in  answer  to  a 
question  which  was  not  formally  put  by 
a  noble  Lord  on  this  side  of  the  House 
(Lord  Bateman),  used  language  upon 
this  subject  which  I  really  think  was  all 
that  we  could  iairly  expect  from  him. 
Be  professed  a  readmess  to  receive  with 
all  courtesy  and  fairness  every  Amend- 
ment that  might  be  suggested  in  this 
House.  I  have  no  doubt  he  would  do 
so ;  but,  at  the  same  time,  I  tell  him 
frankly  that  I  do  not  expect  him  to  con- 
sent to  Amendments  as  large  as  I  should 
deem  desirable.  I  am  aware  of  the 
difficulty  in  which  be  stands,  and  I  think, 
in  all  probability,  he  will  not  think  it 
his  duty  to  agree  to  Amendments  such 
as  I  should  desire ;  but  is  there  not  at 


least  a  fair  probability  that,  though  Her 
Majesty's  Govemment  may  object  to 
such  Amendments,  a  majority  of  your 
Lorpsbips  may  support  them?  K  the 
most  rev.  Primate  uiould  bring  forward 
Amendments  conceived  In  the  spirit  of 
those  which  he  shadowed  out  last  night 
— Amendments  which  would  be  mode- 
rate in  temper  and  would  not  infringe 
what  I  take  to  be  the  main  principle  of 
the  Bill — that  of  putting  an  end  to  the 
system  of  giving  extensive  advant^es 
to  the  Church  of  a  small  minority — is 
there  any  reason  why  your  Lordships 
should  reject  them ;  and  if  you  accept 
them  ia  there  any  reason  why  they 
should  not  eventuaUy  become  law  1  We 
may  be  told,  I  know,  that  the  otiier 
House  of  Parliament  will  not  assent  to 
any  Amendments  of  that  kind.  I  think, 
however,  we  have  no  right  to  act  upon 
such  an  assumption.  I  think  it  is  hignly 
probable  that  Amendments  might  be 
carried  in  this  House  which  the  Govern- 
ment may  disapprove,  and  which  they 
may  think  it  would  have  been  for  better 
not  to  adopt,  but  that  they  may  yet 
deem  it  their  duty  to  advise  the  House 
of  Commons  to  accept  them.  They 
will  surely  feel  it  to  be  their  duty,  ae  , 
much  as  it  is  ours,  by  all  fair  means  to 
avert  the  great  misfortune  of  a  perma- 
nent difference  of  opinion  between  the 
two  Houses,  and  of  a  crisis  to  which 
such  a  difference  would  lead.  I  believe, 
in  spite  of  some  unfortunate  symptoms 
whi^  have  appeared  to-day,  tiiat  they 
will  feel  it  to  be  their  duty  to  endeavour 
to  avert  evils  of  that  kind,  and  will  not 
be  disposed  arrogantly  to  insist  on  the 
absolute  submission  of  those  who  differ 
from  them  to  every  particular  of  the 
BilL  I  cannot  believe  that  they  can 
wish  to  force  on  a  quarrel  between  the 
two  Houses,  with  all  the  consequences 
to  which  it  would  lead.  Now,  my  Lords, 
if  we  really  do  succeed  in  arranging  this 
matter,  if  we  can  carry  Amendments 
which  will  make  the  Bill,  not  perhaps 
such  a  settlement  as  we  should  all  desfre, 
but  etui  a  settlement  which  may  fairly 
be  ac4juieeced  in,  and  in  which  all  par- 
ties will  find  that  they  have  gained  much 
if  they  have  given  up  something — if  we 
finally  become  the  means  of  so  settling 
this  great  question,  shall  we  not,  I  ask 
your  Lordwiips,  have  improved  the  posi- 
tion of  this  House  with  the  counti^  as 
much  as  we  should  otherwise  have 
lowered  and  degraded  it  7     As  the  most 
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rer.  Primate  most  justly  remarked  last 
night,  we  alial]  indeed  have  givea  the 
people  of  England  new  cause  to  say — - 
"  Thank  God  we  have  a  House  of 
Lords."  Our  chance  of  amending  this 
Bill,  bear  in  mind,  entirely  resta  upon 
our  now  accepting  it.  Now  ie  the  time. 
If  we  go  into  Oommittee  now  and  con- 
sider the  details  with  the  authority  of 
this  House  unimpured,  with  its  charac- 
ter still  high  in  the  country,  I  believe 
Her  Majesty's  Government  —  I  believe 
the  House  of  Commons  —  will  not  be 
hasty  in  raising  a.  difference  between  us; 
whereas  if  we  now  reject  the  Bill,  and 
if  it  comes  before  us  again,  after  we  have 
been  compelled,  in  the  eyes  of  all  men, 
to  recede  from  a  position  unwisely 
taken,  the  case  will  he  entirely  differ- 
ent. We  shall  then  have  meu  s  minds 
excited  against  us.  The  House  of  Com- 
mons and  the  nation  wiU  both  be  irri- 
tated by  what  they  will  regard  as  our  ill- 
considered  and  perverse  resistance  to  the 
plainly  expressed  wishes  of  the  nation  ; 
and  Amendments  which  at  this  moment 
there  would  be  a  fair  chanco  of  getting 
ultimately  accepted  by  both  Houses  will 
not  then  be  entertained  for  a  moment. 
.  Even  should  it  be  the  wish  of  the  Go- 
vernment in  another  year,  or  another 
Session,  to  consent  to  Amendments 
which  will  be  then  proposed  even  on  a 
smaller  scale  dian  might  now  be  carried, 
the  Government  itself  will  be  powerless 
to  accede  to  them.  That  is  precisely 
what  happened  in  1831,  as  my  noble 
and  learned  Friend  (Lord  Bomilly)  re- 
minded you  last  night,  when  the  Reform 
Bill  was  thrown  out  by  this  House.  In 
October,  1831,  the  Government  of  that 
day  —  as  I  can  testify  from  personal 
knowledge — were  strongly  disposed  to 
accept  any  reasonable  compromise  for  the 
sake  of  peace  and  of  averting  all  those 
evils  which  they  foresaw  from  a  struggle 
between  the  two  Houses  j  but,  unfortu- 
nately, this  House  was  ill-advised  enough 
to  reject  the  Bill ;  and  when  a  new  Bill 
came  before  you  in  the  next  year — my 
noble  Friend  (Earl  Eussell)  will  bear  me 
out  in  saying  so — the  Government  no 
longer  had  the  power,  even  if  they  had  the 
wish,  to  agree  to  any  important  Amend- 
ments. [Earl  Bitssell:  Hear,  hear!] 
That  is  a  lesson  which  surely  ought  not 
to  be  lost  on  men  of  sense.  I  ct^  upon 
you  not  to  repeat  that  mistake.  This  is 
B^  opportunity,  and  the  only  opportunily 
you  mil  have,  of  endeavouring  to  bring 
£arl  Grey 


out  of  a  measure — which  I  agree  with 
most  of  your  Lordships  in  regarding  as 
an  extreme  and  ill-considered  one  as  it 
stands — a  rational  and  fair  settlement  of 
the  question.  It  is  possible,  indeed, 
that  I  may  be  too  sanguine,  and  that 
there  may  not  be  so  good  a  prospect  as 
I  anticipate  of  our  succeeding  in  carry- 
ing a  good  settlement  of  the  question 
through  both  Houses  ;  it  is  possible  that 
the  Amendments  which  we  may  thinic  it 
necessary  to  carry  and  to  adhere  to  may 
not  be  accepted  by  the  other  House,  and 
that  the  BiU  may  consequently  ftul.  We 
must  be  prepared  for  such  a  course.  I 
submit  to  your  Lordships  that  in  that 
event  the  worst  that  can  happen  is  the 
loss  of  the  Bill,  and  the  loss  of  the  Bill 
under  circumstances  infinitely  more  ad- 
vantageous to  your  Lordships  than  if 
you  rejected  it  on  the  second  reading. 
In  the  latter  case  it  would  seem  that  this 
House  had  refused  to  listen  to  the  will 
of  the  nation — had  refused  to  listen  to 
any  compromise  on  the  subj  ect — and  was 
determined  to  maintain  the  Irish  Churdi 
in  all  the  enormi^  of  its  present  posi- 
tion, to  refuse  all  concession,  and  to 
maintain  it  as  it  stands.  On  the  other 
hand,  if  we  accept  the  Bill  at  its  present 
stage  and  the  House  of  Commons  will 
not  consent  U>  the  Amendments  which 
we  think  it  necessary  to  make,  the  ques- 
tion will  assume  a  very  different  aspect. 
The  Bill  will  then  have  been  lost  not 
because  your  Lordships  are  tmreaeon- 
able,  but  because  the  House  of  Com- 
mons insists  that  we  shall  not  only  cor- 
rect a  grievance  which  really  exists,  but 
that  we  shall  go  further,  and  inflict  upoa 
1,500,000  of  the  population  of  Ireland 
that  which  they  regard  as  a  mortal  in- 
jury; that  we  shall  insult  and  injure 
them,  and  refuse  to  consent  to  anything 
short  of  utterly  depriving  the  Protestantfl 
of  Ireland  of  the  means  of  continuing 
their  religion.  If  that  is  the  issue  on 
which  we  go  to  the  country,  I,  for  one, 
do  not  despair  of  the  result.  Of  one 
thing  I  am  perfectiv  certain — that  if 
that  is  the  mode  in  which  the  question  is 
raised  we  shall  have  a  far  better  chance 
of  obtaining  in  our  favour  the  verdict  of 
that  public  opinion  which  must  ultimately 
be  the  arbiter  upon  this  (juestion  than 
we  shall  have  if  we  take  it  upon  our- 
selves to  reject  the  Bill  upon  the  second 
reading.  It  is  now  very  nearly  twenty- 
four  years  since  I  first  had  the  honour 
of  a  seat  in  your  Lordships'  House,  and 
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in  itiot  long  time  it  lias  been  called  upon 
to  pronounce  no  decision  which,  in  my 
opinion,  was  to  be  compared  in  import- 
ance to  that  which  you  are  now  asked 
to  give  by  your  vote  on  this  Bill.  The 
question  you  are  now  about  to  decide 
involves  not  merely  the  present  peace  of 
the  country,  but  the  authority  which 
your  Lordships'  House  shall  exercise  in 
the  future.  I  firmly  believe  that  the  re- 
jection of  this  Bill  at  this  stage  would  be 
nothing  short  of  a  public  c^amity,  and 
I  therefore  most  earnestly  implore  every 
one  of  your  Lordships  not  to  be  induced 
to  concur  in  its  rejection,  either  by  any 
pressure  of  party  or  personal  considera- 
tions ;  that  you  will  in  this  case  consider 
the  higher  duty  you  owe  to  the  nation  ; 
and,  I  would  venture  to  add,  weigh  the 
heavy  responsibility  which  will  rest  upon 
all  those  who  are  parties  to  the  rejection 
of  this  Bill — a  reaponsibility  which  will 
rest  not  only  upon  those  who  actively 
concur  by  their  votes  in  throwing  it  out, 
but  in  a  minor  but  still  no  inconsider- 
able degree  upon  those  who  contribute 
to  the  same  result  by  altogether  ab- 
etainii^  &om  using  their  legitimate 
power  by  voting  in  favour  of  the  princi- 
ple of  tikis  Bill. 

The  Aechbibhof  of  DUBLIN:  My 
Lords,  having  only  at  a  somewhat  late 
period  assisted  at  your  debates,  and  hav- 
ing myself  taken  no  share,  or  the  very 
slightest  share,  in  them,  I  would,  had  I 
consulted  my  own  inclination  on  this 
occasion,  have  left  the  discussion  of  this 
question  to  abler  and  more  practised 
hands.  But  there  are  times  when  we 
may  not  keep  silence — when  it  is  not  per- 
mitted us  to  consult  our  inclinations — 
when  it  becomes  us  to  throw  aside  any 
reluctance  we  may  feel ;  and  I  address 
myself  to  your  Lordahipa  the  less  unwill- 
ingly, being  sure  that  I  shall  find  from 
your  Lordships  any  indulgence  I  may 
need.  My  Lords,  in  the  conciliating  and 
courteous  speech  with  which  the  noble 
Earl  (Earl  Granville)  opened  the  debate 
last  night  he  had  a  courteous  speech  for 
everybody  within  the  House,  and  some 
for  those  who,  I  believe,  were  not  pro- 
perly within  it ;  but,  my  Lords,  if  there 
was  a  bard,  a  strong,  a  rebuking  word 
in  the  speech  of  the  noble  Earl,  other- 
wise so  gracious  and  so  conciliatory,  it 
was  reserved  for  the  Prelates  of  the 
Irish  Church.  The  rebuke,  indeed,  was 
one  to  which  we  had  been  already  sub- 
jected.    It  will  probably  be  witlun  the 


memory  of  some  noble  Lords  here  pre- 
sent that  it  was  brought,  in  the  opening 
speech  of  the  First  Minister  of  the 
(>own,  as  a  sort  of  charge  against  us 
that  we  had  held  ourselves  aloof,  with 
one  exception,  and  had  not  come  for- 
ward to  put  ourselves  in  communication 
with  the  framers  of  this  Bill.  I  must 
confess  that  since  I  have  known  the  cha- 
racter of  the  Bill — since  I  have  learnt 
that  the  principle  of  it  is  that  everything 
shall  be  taken  away  from  us  that  can  be 
taken  away,  few  tilings  have  filled  me 
with  more  surprise  than  that  we  should 
ever  have  been  invited,  have  received 
any  encouragement  or  solicitation  to  do 
that  for  which  we  are  thus  reprimanded 
for  not  having  done.  I  can  imagine  the 
garrison  of  a  hard-pressed  city  invited 
to  consider  the  terms  of  surrender,  and 
to  strive  what  of  their  lives  and  their 
possessions  might  be  saved  by  timely 
capitulation ;  but  an  invitation  to  assist 
at  a  conference  by  which  they  were  to 
be  put  to  the  sword  appears  to  me  a 
superfluous  mockery.  When  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  thus  reprimanded  us  be 
did  not  in  the  slightest  degree  insinuate 
or  imply  that  if  we  had  entered  into  any 
such  communications  we  should  have,  in 
the  slightest  degree,  modified  the  course 
the  measure  would  have  taken.  It  is 
now  as  plain  as  day — the  principle  of 
the  Bill  being  what  over  and  over  again 
it  has  been  affirmed  to  be — that  we 
should  and  could  have  gained  nothing, 
while  we  must  have  lost  much  by  any 
such  step  as  that  for  the  declining  to 
take  which  we  have  thus  been  found 
fault  with.  We  should  have  lost  much ; 
discredited  ourselves  with  those  on  whose 
affection  and  confidence  we  shall  have 
most  need  to  rely,  whose  entire  confi- 
dence we  must  have  if  ever  the  Irish 
Church  is  to  be  safely  steered  through 
the  shoals  and  quicksands  and  rocks 
which  are  before  it.  Allowing  ourselves 
to  be  paraded  as  being  richer,  we  should 
have  transferred  to  our  own  heads  some 
of  those  resentful  memories  which  wiU 
now  cling  around  other  brows.  We 
might,  indeed,  have  saved  a  certain 
amount  of  odium  to  others — we  might 
have  made  the  operation  of  our  extinction 
easier — we  might  have  saved  the  heads- 
man some  trouole,  if  we  would  have  thus 
adjusted  the  block  and  sharpened  the 
axe,  and  pointed  out  the  exact  vertebra 
of  the  neck  on  which  we  would  have 
liked  the  decapitation  to  be  effected,  but 
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I  do  not  see  that  the  utmost  stretcli  of 
charity  demanded  this  at  oiir  hands.  I 
ask  jour  Lordships'  pardon  for  occupy- 
ing so  much  of  your  time  with  matter 
personal  only  to  a  few ;  but  as  we  ate 
making  history  now,  aa  every  act  of 
eveiy  actor,  even  the  moat  insignificant, 
in  the  great  events  which  are  now  ac- 
complishing themselves  will  often  here- 
after be  brought  under  review,  will  be 
weighed  in  strictest  balance,  I  would 
fain  justify  the  course  which  we  have 
pursued  us  the  only  one  consistent  with 
our  own  dignity,  as  that  in  which  we 
did  not  consult  otherwise  than  for  the 
best  interests  of  the  Church ;  and,  not- 
withstanding the  rebuke  which  we  have 
received,  I,  for  one,  thank  God  that,  with 
a  true  appreciation  of  that  which  waa 
before  us,  we  held  ourselves  aloof  from 
entering  upon  terms  of  settlement  and 
accommodation,  that  is,  as  we  are  now 
taught,  terms  of  unconditional  surren- 
der; and,  whatever  may  befall  us,  it 
will,  in  time  to  come,  be  some  satisfac- 
tion to  remember  that  in  this,  the  crisis, 
it  may  be,  of  our  Church's  fate,  we  did 
not  condescend  to  humiliation,  which 
would  have  profited  us  nothing  ;  that  if 
overthrown  and  destroyed,  yet  that  we 
were  not  active  agents  in  our  own  de- 
struction, nor  willing  accomplices  in  our 
own  overthrow.  You  will  fe^,  my  Lords, 
that  it  best  becomes  me  if  I  refrain  from 
entering  into  the  political  aspects  of  t^e 
question  before  yoiir  Lordships,  or  of  its 
bearing  on  the  future  of  your  House. 
I  feel  me  weight  of  all  which  the  noble 
!Earl  haa  spoken,  though  is  has  not  con- 
vinced me.  But  this  aspect  of  the  ques- 
tion will  be  much  more  fitly  left  in  other 
hands.  What  I  say  will  move  in  an- 
other sphere.  I  will  only  hope  the 
sanguine  expectations  cherished  by  the 
noble  £arl  (Earl  Grey)  will  not  be 
disappointed,  though  Uie  ominous  si- 
lence which  reigned  on  the  Government 
Bench  whenever  he  indicated  that  those 
Amendments  to  satisfy  him  must  be 
serious  and  large,  yields  little  encourage- 
ment to  espect  that  Her  Majesty's  Min- 
ist«Ts  are  prepared  to  depart  from  the 
principle  of  the  Bill,  which  is  to  take 
everything  from  us  which  can  be  taken. 
But  this  much  may  be  said  on  the  mat- 
ter— It  seems  dif&cult  to  pass  on  to  the 
consideration  of  the  Bill  now  before 
your  Lordships  without  a  few  words  on 
the  higher  principles  which  this  mea- 
sure involves ;  for,  surely  in  the  dissocia- 
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tion  of  the  State  from  aU  connectioa 
with  the  Church,  in  the  renunciation  by 
the  State  of  all  that  authority  which  a 
wielding  of  the  sword  and  sceptre  in  the 
name  of  God  has  hitherto  lent  it,  in  the 
unconsecrating  of  all  those  mysterious 
agencies  which  bind  a  human  society, 
an  experiment  of  tremendous  magnitude 
is  about,  for  the  first  time,  to  be  tried.  I 
say  for  the  first  time.  Other  States  may 
have  never  appealed  to  or  invoked  these 
influences ;  but  we  shall  have  been  the 
first  to  repudiate  and  renounce.  There 
is  a  life  of  a  nation  as  well  as  of  indivi- 
duals —  there  are  judgments  of  nations 
as  well  as  of  individufOs ;  but  God  hae 
generations  in  case  of  nations  to  work 
in ;  but  if  indeed  we  have  arrived  at 
the  last  act  of  the  Irish  Church — if 
we  have  assembled  here  only  to  pro- 
nounce a  funeral  oration  over  the  Dish 
Church — I  would  not  willingly  leave 
unspoken  the  labour  of  love  in  which 
that  Church  has  been  engaged  for  so 
many  years.  I  have  been  so  recently 
connected  with  the  Lish  branch  of  the 
State  United  Church  of  Englajid  and 
Lreland  that,  in  the  very  necessity  of 
the  case,  any  influence  I  can  exert  upon 
it  is  comparatively  alight,  but  of  this  I 
can  speak — namely,  ii^t  ^e  has  done, 
and  what  she  is  doing.  The  matters 
must  be  spoken  of;  but,  my  Lords,  I  be- 
lieve the  closer  we  can  confine  the  debate 
of  these  evenings  to  the  Bill  actually 
before  the  House,  the  more  that — with- 
out leaving  to  expatiate  on  more  gene- 
ral topics,  however  attractive — we  ad- 
dress ourselves  to  the  examination  of  its 
leading  features,  we  seek  to  appreciate 
the  spirit  which  animates  it,  the  more 
probable  it  is  that  this  discussion  will  be 
useful,  whether  as  beneficially  influenc- 
ing public  opinion  without,  or  leading 
us  ourselves  to  imderstand  what  it  is  to 
which  oui  "Content"  or  our  "  Not  Con- 
tent" will  presently  be  required.  Ad- 
mitting then,  provisionally,  that  some, 
Bill  is  required,  it  seems  to  me  that  cer- 
tain equities  of  transition  needed  to  be 
most  religiously  observed  which,  on  the 
contrary,  have  been  disregarded  altoge- 
ther. They  needed  to  be  observed ;  for, 
granting  that  we  were  in  a  false  posi- 
tion, that  it  was  an  error  to  have  main- 
tained a  Protestant  Establishment  in 
Ireland  so  long,  or  to  maintain  it  at  all, 
and  that  some  measure  or  other — ^this  or 
some  other — is  needed,  yet  this  was  your 
error,  not  ours.     If  any  are  to  be  pun- 
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iahed  for  it,  it  is  not  ve,  vho  are  rather 
the  victims  of  the  error  tian  the  au- 
thors. It  -w&a  you — you,  the  State — 
vho,  by  profeBsing  to  have  made  a  pro- 
vision for  us — I  use  your  own  language, 
it  is  not  mine,  for  I  as  little  allow  that 
you  gave  as  that  you  can  take  away- 
was  you,  who,  professing  to  have  made 
a  permanent  provision  for  her,  who  thus 
turned  away  from  her  the  gifts  and 
offerings  of  her  children,  the  gradual 
accumulation  of  centuriea,  which  would 
elae  have  flowed  into  her  coffers,  but 
which  were  not  given,  because  they  did 
not  seem  needed — it  was  you  who  thus 
unlearned  her  children  those  habits  of 
self-sacrifice  and  lai^e  liberality  to  the 
Church  of  God  which  doubtless  they 
will  leam  again ;  but,  in  the  very  nature 
of  things,  only  tittle  by  little  —  it  was 
you,  the  State,  who.  by  withdrawing 
&om  her  her  own  assemblies,  who,  b^ 
prohibiting  her  from  holding  them,  lef 
ner  no  opportunity  of  forming  those 
habits  of  self-government,  of  mutual 
concert  among  her  members,  which  are 
of  such  vital  necessity  to  her  in  that  new 
condition  into  which  you  purpose  vio- 
lently to  thrust  her.  And  now,  having 
done  aU  this,  you  are  all  of  a  enid' 
seized  with  a  fit  of  repentance — a 
pentance  it  is  true,  which  leads  you  to 
punish  others  and  not  yourselves ;  you 
are  seized  with  a  righteous  resolution  to 
do  justice  at  all  costs — all  the  costs,  in- 
deed, being  the  costs  of  others,  and  not 
your  own ;  but  we — you  profess  your- 
selves that,  not  for  any  fault  of  ours, 
but  only  because  the  good  of  the  whole 
nation  demands  it — we  must  be  brought 
down  froni  our  privilege  and  place. 
But  if  it  he  convenient  to  remove  us,  it 
should  not  also  be  deemed  necessary 
to  abuse  us.  If  this  ancient  structure 
did  stand  in  the  way  and  there  was 
need  to  take  it  down,  we  had  a  right  to 
expect  tiiat  it  should  be  taken  down  as 
a  temple  is  taken  down,  which  it  may 
he  absolutely  necessary  to  demolish, 
but  whose  stones  move  pity  and  remorse 
oven  in  the  minds  of  the  unbuilders, 
while  they  call  to  mind  all  who  have  wor- 
shipped there,  all  who  must  be  wounded 
to  ue  quick  and  in  the  very  sanctuary 
of  their  souls  by  what  seems  a  profana- 
tion to  them.  We  had  a  right  to  ex- 
pect that  the  words  applied  only  to  the 
barreu  tree — "Cut  it  down,  why  cum- 
bereth  It  the  ground" — should  not  have 
been  applied  to  us  by  one  of  the  chief 


Ministers  of  the  State ;  and,  seeing  that 
if  it  perishes  it  will  perish  by  violence 
from  without,  and  not  by  decay  from 
within,  we  might  have  been  spared  the 
assurance  that  the  Segium  Donum  and 
grant  to  Mavnootb  were  buttresses  to 
shore  up  the  decrepid  fabric.  But,  again, 
we  had  a  right  to  expect  that,  as  one  of 
the  equities  of  transition,  whatever  ex- 
pectation of  liberal  dealing  had  been 
held  out,  they  should  be  fulfilled  to  the 
uttermost  letter.  Grant,  that  on  nearer 
view  they  may  have  involved  some  in- 
convenience, a  litUe  affected  the  sym- 
metry of  the  measure,  disappointed  the 
hopes  of  some  supporters  who  wanted 
nothing  taken  away  if  anything  were 
left,  ^aH,  if  ever  there  was  an  oocaaion 
for  recognizing  the  truth  of  that  Itahan 
proverb— "Tou  are  master  of  your  un- 
spoken word,  your  spoken  word  is  mas- 
ter of  you ;"  fiiis  was  such  an  occasion, 
if  ever  occasion,  to  claim  the  beatitude 
of  which  the  Psalmist  speaks — "  Give  to 
him  who  promiseth  to  his  neighbour 
anddisappoint  not,"  though  itweretohis 
own  hindrance,  this  was  such.  Let  me 
reniind  your  Lordships  of  expectations 
last  year  held  out.  On  the  30th  of 
March,  last  year,  Mr,  Gladstone  said — 

"  In  an  opvration  so  aitondsd  therv  vill  neoai- 
Nritr  HIM  mxtMn  whiah  xrs  ii  much  or  mora 
niktlerB  of  reeling  thma  of  itrict  rule  11111  prin- 
ciple ;  and  n  there  will  he  likewiie  poinli  vhich 
tub;  be  subject  la  fair  and  legitimate  doubt,  mj 
opinion  a  that  CTcrj  disposition  should  exist  to 
indulge  end  to  eonoiliate  feeling  when  it  can  b« 
done,  and  io  OTerf  doubtful  case  to  adopt  that 
mode  of  proceeding  vhich  ma;  be  moa' 
irith  prinoiplei  of  the  largest  equitf." 


"  I  am  boaad  to  tajr.  is  ipeakiof  of  voitod  in* 
teresta,  that  it  appears  to  ms  at  least  a  matter 
for  argument  and  conaideration  whether  ire  can 
Itriotlj  limit  the  phrase  to  those  who  are  in  pos- 
session of  bensBcea,  or  irhether  some  regard 
ought  not  possiblf  to  be  had — though  it  would  be 
premature  to  giro  an  opinioa  upon  the  point  —  to 
the  cases  of  those  who  haia  devoted  themselre* 
to  an  iadelible  profeuion.  whioh  separates  thom 
from  the  great  bulk  of  profitable  lecular  emplof- 
ments.  in  expeetation  of  the  benefices  which  we 
have  kept  in  exiiience  bf  law  under  oar  aotho- 
ritf,  eren  though  they  mar  not  aetually  hava  en- 
tered upon  tbem." — [3  Hantard,  cioi.,  ITS.] 

A  litUe  year  has  passed.  Members  have 
been  elected,  sent  to  Parliament  in  the 
full  faith  that  in  the  spirit  of  these  ut- 
terances tiie  Church  wUl  be  dealt  with, 
and  now  —  I  will  not  say  the  mask  is 
thrown  off,  for  I  do  not  suppose  for  an 
'  tnt  it  was  meant  to  deceive,  but  the 
[^Seeond  Btadi}ig — Second  Jfight, 
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are  we  to  do  with  this  Burplns  ?"  Well, 
Buppose  you  had  proposed  to  do  justice 
with  it  1  Tour  vaunted  works  of  mercy 
— of  mercy,  at  the  expense  of  justici 


policy  is  changed.  The  Chancellor  of 
the  Exchequer  says — "  There  is  no  pre- 
tence for  saying  that  we  have  been  ge- 
nerous in  framing  this  measure,"  Cer- 
tainly not.  But,  then,  why  did  you  an- 
nounce that  you  meant  to  be  so  ?  A 
little  further,  he  speaks  of  the  harshuesa 
and  severity  of  the  Bill.  If  he  had 
added  the  extreme  injustice,  it  would 
not  have  been  beyond  the  mark.  Again, 
he  boasts — "  We  will  make  a  great  and 
important  organic  change,  by  which,  not 
a  single  man  shall  suffer  injustice."  Let 
us  see  what  he  intends  by  not  suffering 
injustice.  There  are  nearly  500  curates 
in  the  Irish  Church  content  to  serve  for 
the  present  on  very  small  remunerations 
in  the  faith  that  is  due  time  they  will 
succeed  to  incomes  somewhat  better  than 
those  on  which  they  now  exist.  These 
have  all  entered  on  a  profession  which 
they  cannot  quit,  and  have  received  a 
character  which  is  indelible.  Now  there 
is  no  recognition  whatever  of  these  rea- 
sonable, but  now  for  ever  blighted, 
hopes.  These  500  men,  espensively 
educated,  many  of  them  highly  accom- 
plished men,  are  storeotyped — save  here 
and  there  by  some  happy  accident,  over 
which  they  have  no  control — in  their 
present  poverty ;  and  in  your  petty 
anxiety,  lest  one  or  another  might  es- 
cape tJiis  life-long  indigence,  you  have 
made  the  operation  of  the  Sill  to  com- 
mence, not  as  every  reason  demanded, 
with  January  1,  1871,  but  with  the  pass- 
ing of  the  Bill  —  so  intolerable  has  it 
seemed  to  you  that  the  Church  should 
have  even  a  year's  notice  that  it  was 
about  to  be  turned,  stripped  and  naked, 
on  the  world.  But  worse  than  this, 
even  this  pittance  is  made  a  charge  on 
the  income  of  the  incumbenta  employing 
them — with  about  equal  injustice  to 
both  —  incumbents  and  curates  being 
tied  together  ;  for  the  natural  relations 
subsisting  between  them  others  substi- 
tuted, and,  as  I  bebeve,  seeds  which 
shall  spring  up  in  miserable  confusion, 
for  some  twenty  years  to  come,  sown 
broadcast  over  the  whole  Church.  Now 
there  might  have  been  some  poor  excuse 
for  dealing  like  this  if  there  was  any 
fear  of  the  fund  failing  from  which  they 
claim  to  be  satisfied.  But  what  is  the 
fact  ?  It  is,  in  the  language  of  one  sup- 
porter of  the  Bill,  a  surplus  so  large 
that  nobody  knows  what  to  do  with  it ; 
and  Mr.  Bright,  on  the  same  night, 
asked — "  What,  I  should  like  to  know, 
Tkt  Archbuhop  oflhbUn 


have  a  fbtol  flaw  about  them — at  least, 
in  the  eyes  of  Him,  who  has  said — "  I 
hate  robbery  for  burnt  offering."  The 
caae  of  the  incumbents  of  sma^  livings 
is  quite  as  hard— 300,  under  £100 ;  259 
more,  under  £150  ;  and  121  with  less 
than  £200.  Tour  Lordfihips  heard  what 
was  promised  about  our  churches — con- 
ceded to  us,  but  not  as  a  right — flung  to 
us  on  the  contemptuous  ground  that 
they  were  not  marketable  proper^,  not 
convertible  —  that  buyers  would  not 
easily  be  found ;  but  this  ia  not  all, 
made  over  to  us  under  conditions  which 
may  very  probably  involve  the  loss  of 
them  ail,  suppose  we  are  unable  to 
constitute  a  Church  Body  by  January 
1,  1871 — ^unable  to  apply  for  them — for 
we  are  to  be  submitted  to  the  indig- 
nity of  this  application — no  humiliation 
is  to  be  spared  us,  the  Royal  Commis- 
sion are  empowered  to  do  with  these 
churches  of  ours  what  they  shall  think 
flt.  I  am,  indeed,  ashamed,  amid  the 
wreck  of  mightier  interests,  while  a 
measure  is  belore  us  which  will  consign 
to  poverty,  to  obscurity,  to  a  life  de- 
featod  of  its  just  rewards,  so  many  who 
have  deserved  far  better  than  myself — I 
am  almost  ashamed  even  to  allude,  in 
passing,  to  such  as  are  private  and  pecu- 
liar to  myself  and  a  very  few  otters. 
And  yet,  my  Lords,  I  ask  you  whether 
foith  has  been  kept.  No  departure  from 
the  engagement  that  vested  rights  and 
interests  should  be  respected,  and  that, 
not  only  in  matters  of  property  but  of 
privilege,  when  we,  the  Bishops  of  the 
Irish  Church,  are  violently  thrust  forth 
from  their  seats,  in  this,  the  most  august 
assembly  in  the  world,  and  this  for  no 
wrong  of  ours,  but  only  to  gratify  those 
who  take  a  pleasure  in  any  humiliatioii 
of  our  Church  in  the  persons  of  its  chief 
office-bearers,  and  who  cannot  wait  for 
this  gratification  till,  in  the  ordinary 
way,  leaving  no  successors,  we  shall 
vacate  these  seats  of  ours.  Because  we 
resist,  because  we  resent  not  merely  the 
thing  itself,  but  the  manner  in  which 
it  is  proposed,  the  thing  shall  be  done ; 
we  are  taunted  with  unworthy  appre- 
hensions of  the  impaired  power  of  the 
truth  to  stand  by  itself.  But  I  do  not 
that  elsewhere  the  truth — or  what 
calls,  I  believe,  itself  the  truth — doea 
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Uierefore  forego  or  renounce  Buch  se- 
condary helps  as  are  within  its  reach, 
OF  desires  to  go  naked  and  unarmed  into 
conflict  with  the  armed  faleehoodfi  and 
&auda  with  which  in  a  world  like  this 
we  needs  must  do  battle.  It  is  a 
mockery  ;  and,  did  we  not  know  that  it 
was  not  BO  intended,  it  would  be  an 
insult  to  us  to  assure  us  that  we  are 
about  to  enter  into  a  land  of  Tnillr  and 
honey,  when  we  know  that  so  far  as^ou 
con  make  it  it  is  a  wildemesB,  stripped 
and  denuded  of  everything  which  could 
afford  flU8t«nance  and  support.  Your 
cad«  in  pactm  we  put  back  with  some- 
thing  of  indignation,  and  not  without  a 
reooUection  of  other  occaeions  when  the 
same  words  of  dismissal  were  used. 
Again,  I  cannot  but  think  there  is  little 
generodty  in  the  assumption  which  is 
often  made  that  all  our  misgivings  about 
the  future  spring  from  doubts  how  far 
the  liberality  of  Ghurchinen  in  the  matter 
of  money  will  meet  our  needs.  My  most 
rev.  Friend  said  be  did  not  for  a  mo- 
ment under-estimate  the  financial  and 
administratiTe  difficulties  that  would  at- 
tend the  working  of  the  Bill.  But  there 
are  other  difficulties  incident  to  it  of  a 
far  graver  and  more  important  cha- 
racter. Let  us  suppose  tliat  arrange- 
ments can  be,  and  are  made,  for  sup- 
gying  all  the  scattered  Protestants  of 
eland  with  religious  teaching,  it  will 
still  have  to  be  considered  that  the  qua- 
lity of  that  instruction  is  as  important 
as  its  quantity.  Are  the  Protestant 
dBtgy  of  Ireland  for  the  future  to  be 
drawn  whoUy,  instead  of  only  in  part, 
from  the  lower  ranks  of  society?  Will 
it  be  desirable  to  exchange  such  a  minis- 
try as  we  now  possess  for  a  ministry 
such  as  may  be  seen  in  many  countries, 
dependent  wholly  on  the  favour  of  the 
people,  and  incapable  for  that  reason  of 
maintaining  that  position  of  independ- 
ence which  is  essential  to  its  usefulness  ? 
That  is  one  difficulty  to  be  apprehended, 
but  it  is  not  the  only  one.  We  Irish 
Churchmen  are  men  of  like  passions  with 
yaurselvee.  We — as  many  of  us  as  take 
interest  in  such  matters — belong  some 
to  one  school  and  some  to  another  school 
of  theolc^cal  thought.  We  have,  if 
you  like  so  to  call  them,  the  same  pas- 
mons,  prejudices,  exaggerations  on  one 
side  and  the  other  as  you  have  here. 
And  with  all  this  your  Bill  would  compel 
UB  to  settle — and  to  settle  within  a  year, 
for  we  cannot  go  till  they  are  settled — 


questions  out  of  number,  the  most  diffi- 
cult and  the  most  deUcate — such,  for 
instance,  as  the  restraints  which  the 
Church  shall  impose  on  itself  to  bar  any 
capriciouB  changes  afTecting  its  doctrine 
or  its  discipline  —  the  relation  of  the 
cleigy  to  the  laity  in  the  future  govern- 
ment of  the  Church,  the  election  of 
Bishops,  the  rights  which  the  congrega- 
tion should  have  in  the  choice  of  its 
ministers,  with  many  more.  Why,  there 
are  here  questions,  upon  each  one  of 
which,  in  former  times,  society  has  been 
torn  asunder,  and  Churches  rent  in  twain, 
and  all  these  we  shall  have  to  settle  in 
that  temper  which  defeat  leaves  good 
men,  untrained,  unused  to  action  in  com- 
mon. Imagine  the  English  Church, 
many  times  stronger  than  ours,  exposed 
to  a  similar  trial  —  that  all  the  outer 
bands  and  bonds  which  help  to  keep  it 
together  were  suddenly  withdrawn — that 
it  was  submitted  to  an  experiment  like 
that  which  bofel  the  aged  king  in  the 
Greek  story,  whom  his  credulous  daugh- 
ters cut  to  pieces  and  threw  Into  the 
cauldron,  with  only  the  promise  of  the 
Colchian  sorceress  that  he  should  come 
out  renewed  in  perfect  youth.  Despite 
these  promises,  are  you  quite  sure  that 
it  would  come  out  at  all?  I  beheve  it 
would,  but  the  crisis  would  be  a  tre- 
mendous one,  even  as  that  before  us  is  ; 
and  we  surely  have  a  right  to  resent  all 
that  language  which  speaks  of  it  as 
otherwise  than  full  of  difficulties  and 
danger  and  distress.  Let  me  at  the 
same  time  say  and  repeat  that,  despite 
all  the  statements  of  ftiture  mischief  for 
us  which  have  been  wrought  up  into  the 
texture  of  your  BUI,  I,  for  one,  do  not 
despair.  It  is  in  the  spirit  of  resolute 
endeavour,  that  we  who  possess  a  painful 
pre-eminence  in  the  Church  of  Ireland 
shall  all  address  ourselves  to  whatever 
tasks  may  lie  before  us.  And  if  at  any 
time  we  have  been,  or  shall  be  tempted 
to  be,  prophets  of  ill,  we  shall  be  pleased 
with  nothing  so  much  as  the  defeat  of 
OUT  prophecies  and  the  putting  to  shame 
of  our  fears.  For,  indeed,  it  would  be 
a  miserable  triumph  to  be  able  to  turn 
to  the  authors  of  this  Bill,  and  to  say — 
"  We  warned  you  that  you  were  plant- 
ing the  seeds  of  dissolution  in  the  heart 
of  the  Irish  Church,  that  it  was  impos- 
sible it  could  survive  such  a  shock  as 
you  have  prepared  for  it ;  and  even  so  it 
has  proved.  That  were  a  miserable 
triumph ;  but  there  is  a  triumph  that 
[^Second  Beading — Second  Sight. 
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tronld  be  well  worth  the  winning,  if  it 
were  permitted  ua  to  say — "Your  legis- 
latioB  might  only  too  easily  have  de- 
stroyed us — not,  indeed,  that  euch  was 
your  intentioQ,  though  it  was  the  inten- 
tion of  others  behind  you  and  urging 
you  on — but  by  Ood's  good  hand  u^on 
us  we  have  left  the  worst  peril  behind 
us,  we  shall  live  to  hold  fortii  the  Word, 
and  to  witness  in  Ireland  for  those  truths 
that  have  made  England  great,  pros- 
perous, and  firee."  That  were,  indeed, 
a  triumph,  and  to  have  the  smallest 
share  in  winnii^  it  I  would  welcome 
joyfully  all  the  painfulnesB,  anxiety,  and 
toil  which  for  many  a  year  to  come — for 
the  whole  life  possibly  of  those  who  are 
elders  in  the  Church — must  be  the  con- 
stant portion  of  those  who  occupy  the 
foremost  places  in  the  Church  of  Ire- 
land. You  may  sucoeed  in  canying 
your  measure ;  and  you  may  succeed  in 
carrying  it  with  all  its  injustice  unre- 
mored.  You  are  strong ;  hut  as  mo- 
rally it  deserves  no  auccess,  so  inevitably 
it  will  meet  with  none.  Conceived  in 
fear,  a  testimony  of  the  craven  e^tirit  of 
English  statesmanship — it  is  not  respect, 
eratitude,  or  affection  that  it  will  win 
for  you.  Those  who  hated  you  before 
will  hate  you  still,  with  only  this  differ- 
ence— that  their  hatred  henceforth  will 
be  mingled  with  contempt;  they  will 
know  there  is  nothing  which  may  not  be 
extorted  &om  your  fears.  Your  mea- 
sure boasts  itself  to  be  one  for  the  pacifi- 
cation of  Ireland.  Certainly  there  is  a 
^m  and  ghastly  irony  which  your 
Mibemia  Pacata  presente  already.  The 
olive  branch  which  you  hold  out  to  her 
is  disdainfully  returned  upon  your  hands, 
but  returned  dripping  with  blood.  In 
what  language  is  this  measure  spoken 
of  by  those  whom  it  is  most  meant  to 
to  please.  A  very  dreaiy  farce,  three 
days  ago,  the  Irishman  called  it.  I 
could  only  wish  that  it  were  not  likely  to 
be  a  very  dismal  tragedy  as  well.  There 
are  conflicts  which  can  yield  no  triumphs 
—  nvitot  habitvra  triumphot — and  such 
the  Boman  poet  prayed  that  his  people 
might  never  wage.  Such  a  conflict  you 
are  waging.  You  succeed,  and  what 
will  you  have  done?  You  will  have 
alienated  friends,  you  will  not  have  con- 
ciliated enemies ;  you  will  have  thrown 
down  much,  you  inll  have  built  up  no- 
thing ;  you  will  have  withdrawn  no  one 
ingredient  &om  the  ever-seethinir  caul- 
dron of  Irish  discontent ;  but  wiU  have 
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'  added  fresh  ones  to  it,  and  kindled  into 
fierce  activity  the  flames  which  are  now 
smouldering  and  now  blazing  beneath 
it ;  you  will  have  staunched  none  of  the 
old  fountains  of  bitterness,  while  at  the 
same  time  you  will  have  opened  now 
ones  in  a  land  already  too  full  of  them. 

The  Bishop  of  St.  DAYID'S  :  I  wish 
to  say  a  few  words  on  this  great  ques- 
tion, as  it  is  one  on  which  it  would  be 
impossible  for  me  to  give  a  silent  vote, 
because  the  vote  which  I  shall  feel  it  mj 
duty  to  give  would  inevitably  be  exposed 
to  very  grave  misconstruction  if  it  were 
not  preceded  by  some  explanation  of  its 
meaning ;  and  I  am  the  more  anxious  to 
avail  myself  of  this  opportunity  of  ad- 
dressing your  Lordships,  because  I  was 
not  present  at  the  debate  of  last  year  on 
the  Suspensory  Bill.  My  Lords,  I  was 
very  much  afraid  that  the  view  which  I 
takeof  this  subject  is  one  that  was  not 
likely  to  find  much  favour  on  either  side 
of  this  House.  But  the  noble  Earl  who 
moved  the  rejection  of  this  Bill  assured 
your  Lordships  that  there  really  was  a 
very  general  unanimity  among  your 
Lordships  upon  this  subject,  which  I  be- 
here  no  one  bad  before  suspected  to 
exist  to  such  a  degree.  And  therefore  I 
cherish  the  hope  uiat  I  may  be  destined 
to  the  agreeable  surprise  of  finding  my- 
self in  not  quite  so  small  a  minority  as 
I  had  at  first  expected  I  should  be.  My 
Lords,  before  I  state,  as  I  intend  to  do, 
very  briefly  indeed,  my  position  with 
regard  to  this  Bill,  I  feel  myself  bound 
to  advert  for  a  few  moments  to  one  or 
two  points  which  lie  at  the  threshold 
of  the  whole  subiect,  and  to  which  I 
believe  persons  who  are  entitled  to  the 
highest  respect,  both  inside  and  outside 
of  your  Lordships'  House,  attach  very 
great  importance  ;  and  I  feel,  occupying 
the  place  which  I  do  in  your  Lordships' 
House,  that  I  can  hardly,  consistently 
with  the  respect  which  I  owe  to  those 

Swsons  and  to  many  of  my  right  rev. 
rethren  who  share  their  view,  pass  them 
over  in  silence.  To  those  persons  the 
measure  now  proposed  for  our  approval 
seems  so  plfunly  stamped  with  the  cha- 
racter of  a  sacnlegioue  spoliation  as  to 
supersede  the  necessity,  end  even  to  pre- 
clude the  right,  of  entering  upon  the 
discussion  of  the  subject  on  any  other 
^^unds.  The  noble  Duke  who  took  part 
m  the  debate  last  night  said  —  "The 
property  of  the  Irish  Church  is  not  the 
property  of  the  Boman  Catholic  Church ; 
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it  is  not  the  property  of  the  I^teetant 
Churoli ;  it  is  the  property  of  God."  I 
do  not  att«mpt  to  brin^  over  anyone 
to  my  own  way  of  thinking  on  this 
point;  but  I  must  own  that  I  am  in- 
clined to  envy  those  who  are  able  to 
satisfy  themaelves  with  this  summary 
way  of  settling  the  question.  Of  coarse 
there  is  a  sense  in  which  the  proposi- 
tion of  the  noble  Duke  is  imquestion- 
able.  We  know  that  "  the  earui  is  the 
Lord's  and  the  illness  thereof."  But  it 
was  not  in  that  sense  he  meant  the 
phrase,  "the  property  of  God,"  to  be 
understood.  He  used  it  as  inTolving  an 
argument  which  he  conceived  to  bear 
with  great  weight  on  the  present  ques- 
tion. And  I  must  own  that  in  this 
sense  the  phrase,  "  robbery  of  God," 
grates  upon  my  ear.  It  seems  to  me  to 
correspond  to  a  view  of  the  Deity  which 
is  neither  Christian  nor  even  Judoical, 
but  heathenish.  When  I  open  the  Old 
Testament  I  find  several  pass^ee,  fami- 
liar, I  have  no  doubt,  to  your  Lordships, 
in  which  the  Jewish  people  are  severely 
reproved  for  cherishing  the  vain  and 
superstitious  notion,  commos  to  the  hea- 
then nations  around  them,  that  material 
offerings  might  be  accepted  by  the  Moat 
High  as  supplying  some  want  of  the 
Divine  nature,  l^  Lords,  when  I  read 
those  passages,  when  I  read  others  in 
the  New  Testament  in  which  the  sacri- 
fices with  which  God  is  well  pleased  are 
described,  together  with  the  nature  of  a 
pure  religion  or  worship,  I  am  led  to  the 
conclusion  that  no  material  offerings  are 
BO  acceptable  to  the  Almighty  as  those 
which  are  most  beneficial  to  man.  Let 
me  suppose  a  case  not  wholly  imaginary 
to  illustrate  my  meaning.  A  wealthy 
and  munificent  gentleman  builds  a  mag- 
nificent cathedral  in  Dublin.  A  wealthy 
and  munificent  lady  builds  a  public  mar- 
ket in  London.  My  Lords,  I  believe 
that  each  of  those'acts  was  in  the  inten- 
tion of  the  donor  an  offering  to  God, 
and  I  believe  each  of  them  to  have  been 
an  equally  acceptable  offering  to  Him. 
But  let  me  suppose  that  a  fund  had  been 
bequeathed  to  be  appropriated  at  the 
discretion  of  a  trustee  to  one  or  the 
other  of  those  purposes,  I  diould  like  to 
know  on  what  principle  the  decision  of 
that  trustee — if  he  were  worthy  to  exer- 
cise 80  important  a  trust — ought  to  de- 
{»end.  I  think  I  shall  have  the  assent  of 
your  Lordships  when  I  say  that  his 
decision  ought  to  depend  not  on  the  supe- 


rior sanctity  of  the  destination,  but  on 
the  local  need  or  the  general  usefulness. 
It  is  not  a  question  between  God  and 
man,  but  between  one  kind  of  gift  bene- 
filial  to  society  and  another.  My  Lords, 
the  word  "sacrilege"  has  been  heard 
very  often  of  late  in  this  House ;  and  I 
must  say,  its'  use  reminds  me  of  some 
instructive  pages  in  the  history  of  the 
early  Christian  Church.  The  cry  of 
"  sacrilege  "  was  raised  against  St. 
Ambrose ;  and  it  was  raised  by  a  party 
with  which  I  am  sure  neither  any  of  my 
right  rev.  Brethren  nor  the  noble  Lord 
the  Chairman  of  Committees  (Lord 
Bedesdale)  feel  the  slightest  sympathy 
— the  Arians.  And  on  what  ground  was 
this  cry  raised?  Why,  because  St. 
Ambrose  had  sold  the  sacred  vessels  of 
the  Church  of  Milan  in  order  to  apply 
the  proceeds  to  the  profane  puipose  of 
ransoming  prisoners  who  had  fallen  into 
the  hands  of  the  Gtoths.  My  Lords,  in 
my  opinion  that  was  not  the  least  meri- 
torious or  the  least  holy  act  of  that  holy 
man's  life.  And  observe,  what  does  it 
imply  ?  It  imphee  that,  in  the  opinion 
of  one  who  was  undoubedly  a  very  sin- 
cere Christian  and  not  at  all  a  Low 
Churchman — circumstances  might  arise 
in  which  Church  property,  even  while 
it  continued  to  be  capable  of  serving 
its  original  purpose,  might  be  rightly 
and  fitly  diverted  to  another  and  a  wholly 
different  use.  I  am  not  saying  that 
in  this  case  such  circumstances  have 
arisen ;  but  what  I  say  is  that  the  pos- 
sibility of  such  circumstances  arising,  if 
that  be  admitted,  at  once  transfers  the 
question  to  the  broad  ground  of  general 
expediency  and  common  utility.  It 
shows  that  such  expressions  as  "sacri- 
lege" and  "robbery  of  God"  applied 
to  this  subject  are  as  irrelevant  and  mis- 
apphed  as  they  are  irritating  and  offen- 
sive. There  may  be  an  error  of  judg- 
ment in  the  estimate  of  the  circum- 
stances, in  the  calculation  of  results,  in 
the  comparison  of  advantages,  but  there 
is  no  fair  room  for  the  imputation  of  sin 
or  of  crime.  My  Lords,  next  to  the  re- 
luctance I  should  feel  to  consent  to  any- 
thing that  in  my  opinion  deserved  the 
name  of  sacrilege  would  be  that  with 
which  I  should  shrink  &om  consenting 
to  any  measitre  which  in  my  opinion 
t«nded  to  strengthen  the  power  of  the 
Pope  or  the  influence  of  the  Boman 
Catholic  clergy,  more  especially  in  Ire- 
land. My  Lords,  I  venture  to  say  that 
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none  of  your  Lordships  feel  more 
strongly  than  I  do  on  this  subject.  It  is 
true,  r  do  not  syuipathize  'with  all  the 
demonstratioDS  of  Protestant  zeal  which 
aro  now  so  rife.  I  do  not  like — I 
utterly  dislike  and  condemn  —  those 
itinerant  lecturers  who  kindle  eril  pas- 
sions, provoke  breaches  of  the  peace, 
aad  turn  the  streets  of  our  great  towns 
into  scenes  of  tumult  and  even  bloodshed. 
And  why  do  I  dislike  them  ?  Not  be- 
cause they  are  adverse  to  Home,  but 
because  I  think  that  they  bring  dis- 
grace and  damage  on  the  cause  which 
Siey  profess  to  serve.  I  also  very  much 
question  the  judgment  of  continually 
holding  up  the  Pope  as  a  scarecrow.  A 
scarecrow,  my  Lords,  is  most  effective 
at  first,  but  in  course  of  time,  I  believe, 
it  is  often  found,  if  it  holda  its  place  too 
long,  the  birds  it  was  meant  to  trighten 
learn  to  perch  on  its  shoulder  and  even 
to  build  their  nests  in  its  hat.  But  still 
I  must  venture  to  say  that  not  one  of 
these  Protestant  agitators  is  more  strenu- 
ously opposed  to  Sie  power  of  the  Pope 
— none  more  deeply  convinced  that  that 
power  is  in  direct  antagonism  to  the  best 
interests  of  mankind — none  more  ready 
to  contend  against  it  by  all  we^mns  of 
Intimate  warfare  than  I  am.  But,  my 
Lords,  I  must  say  with  regard  to  myself 
it  is  not  enough  to  say  that  I  am  a 
&iend  of  Protestant  ascendancy — I  am 
a  great  deal  more  than  that  —  I  am 
what  some  of  its  Mends,  I  fear,  are  not 
in  an  equal  degree  with  myself— I  am  a 
believer  in  it.  But  the  ascendancy  I  mean 
is  an  intellectual,  moral  and  religious 
ascendancy,  the  ascendancy  of  reason 
and  truth  over  superstition  and  error. 
That  ascendancy  is  so  different  from 
the  physical  ascendancy  which  is  main- 
tained by  the  cannon  and  the  bayonet, 
that  they  are  almost  incompatible  with 
one  another.  Of  that  true  ascendancy, 
I  hope  and  trust  the  Ldah  Church  never 
will  be  deprived,  as  no  act  of  the  Legisla- 
ture can  Utke  it  away.  It  seems  to  me 
that  there  are  persons  and  Protestants 
who  believe  in  the  Pope  while  they  hate 
andfearhim.  I  neither  hate  nor  fear  him, 
but  I  utterly  disbelieve  in  him.  And 
their  error  is  that  they  measure  the  ex- 
tent of  his  power  by  the  arrogance  and 
extravagance  of  his  pretensions,  as  if 
hectoring  and  swaggering  were  sure 
proofs  of  strength  and  valour.  I  think 
the  very  extravagance  of  his  pretensions 
is  not  only  a  sign  but  a  cause  of  his 
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weakness.  Of  ttiis  I  feel  sure,  that  the 
Papal  power  is  everywhere  on  the  wane. 
When  I  look  at  Austria,  Italy,  Spain — 
countries  once  the  moat  devoted  to  the 
authority  of  the  See  of  Eorae — I  find  in 
all  these  countries  the  power  of  the  Pope 
is  in  a  condition  of  rapid  decline.  But 
if  I  needed  to  be  re-assured  against  the 
visionary  terrors  of  Papal  supremacy,  it 
would  be  enough  for  me  to  turn  to  the 
annals  of  our  own  history.  The  Parlia- 
ment of  this  country  was  more  than  a 
match  for  the  Pope  even  when  this 
island  was  subject  to  his  spiritual  domi- 
nion ;  and  can  it  be  supposed  that  as  the 
Parliament  of  a  Protestant  nation  it  will 
not  be  too  strong  for  him  now  ?  But  as 
one  exception  to  the  univer^  decline  of 
the  power  of  the  Pope,  I  admit  that  in 
Ireland  he  has  a  very  formidable  strong- 
hold, &om  which  I  should  most  earnestly 
wish  to  see  him  dislodged.  In  that  coun- 
try the  Boman  Catholic  priesthood  pos- 
sess a  power  which  I  think  is  enormous 
and  excessive  independently  of  the  man- 
ner in  Mrhicb  it  is  employed.  It  is  greater 
than  in  any  other  country  in  Europe  ;  it 
is  so  great  that  it  hardly  admits  of  an 
increase  ;  it  is  such  as  ought  not  to  be- 
long to  any  priesthood  in  any  well  regu- 
lated State.  I  think  that  no  priest  ought 
to  possess  the  power  of  condemning  a 
person  to  death  at  his  pleasiuv  by  de- 
nouncing him  at  the  altar,  and  I  quite 
agree  with  the  right  rev.  Prelate  (the 
Bishop  of  Derry)  who  addressed  us  with 
so  much  energy  last  night  —  that  the 
system  on  which  the  Boman  Catholic 
priesthood  live  in  Ireland  is  not  really  a 
voluntary  system  but  entirely  the  re- 
verse. They  levy  the  means  of  their 
subsistence  by  b  process  of  spiritual  dis- 
traint, which  is  quite  as  effectual  as  any 
legal  process  would  be  ;  but  is  attended, 
I  behove,  with  most  mischievous  and 
calamitous  consequences.  But  that  is  a 
peculiarity  of  Ireland,  which  is  in  so 
many  respects  an  exceptional  country, 
and  it  has  been  found  side  by  side  with 
another  exceptional  phenomenon,  which 
is  the  Established  Church  of  Ireland  ; 
and  I  must  say  when  I  see  these  two 
singular  phenomena  in  such  close  juxta- 
position, I  cannot  think  it  an  uni'air  or 
unreasonable  conclusion  to  draw  that 
they  stand  to  one  another  in  the  rela- 
tion of  cause  and  effect.  I  really  think 
it  hardly  admits  of  a  doubt  that  this 
pernicious  system  has  been  the  result 
of  that  false  Protestant  ascendancy  which 
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it  U  tihe  object  of  the  Bill  tunr  before 
your  LordshipB  to  abolish  ;  and  I  think 
there  is  room  for  hope  that  the  effect 
may  not  very  long  Burvive  the  extinction 
of  the  cause,  and  that  before  long  the 
time  may  come  when  the  Irish  peasant 
will  recover  or  gain  his  rights  of  free- 
dom of  thought  and  action — that  he  will 
become  accessible  to  the  pure  light  of 
the  Gospel  —  that  he  wiU  be  able,  with- 
out danger  of  insult  or  outrage,  to  avow 
and  act  upon  his  convictions  ;  and  that 
then  it  may  turn  out  that  the  Irish  Pro- 
testant Church  may  find  iteelf,  for  the 
first  time,  standing  on  a  really  broad 
end  firm  basis  of  popular  sympathy  and 


Having  thus  cleared  the  way  for  that 
which  was  my  main  object  in  rising,  I 
will  now  state  very  briefly  the  position 
I  hold  in  regard  to  the  BiU ;  and  I  think 
it  will  be  most  convenient  if  I  state  first 
how  far  I  am  able  to  agree  with  the 
authors  of  the  measure,  and  then  where 
and  why  I  feel  myself  obliged  to  part 
company  with  them.  I  have  long  been 
of  opinion  that  the  Irish  Established 
Churah  was  not  an  inetitution  well  suited 
to  the  circumstances  of  Ireland ;  and  I 
have  always  believed  that  from  the  mo- 
ment the  British  Gtovemment  changed 
its  policy  towards  Ireland,  and  entered 
on  a  course  of  concession  and  concilia- 
tion, the  settlement  of  the  Irish  Church 
question  on  an  entirely  new  basis  be- 
came, logically  and  practicallj  inevitable, 
and  that  it  was  only  a  question  of  time 
when  that  settlement  would  be  effected. 
I  conceive  that  the  course  of  events  since 
the  close  of  the  American  civil  war  has 
decided  that  question.  It  has  brought 
the  subject  of  the  settlement  of  the  Irish 
Church  to  a  prominence  which  it  never 
before  occupied,  and  has  caused  it  to 
become,  to  use  a  common  expression, 
the  question  of  the  day.  I  mast  say 
that  I  cannot  admire  the  equanimity  of 
any  statesman  who,  contemplating  the 
state  of  things  since  the  American  civil 
war,  can  look  on  it  with  composure,  and 
can  be  content  to  trace  it  to  the  infiu- 
ences  of  the  stars  or  of  the  ocean,  and 
to  leave  it  to  the  chapter  of  -accidente. 
My  Lords,  the  policy  of  laitiei  aiUr  and 
the  italu  qw>,  does  not  seem  to  me  to 
belong  to  a  very  high  order  of  statos- 
manship  at  any  time.  But  in  such  a 
stoto  of  things  as  that  through  which  we 
have  been  passing,  it  amounts,  in  my 
opinion,  to  a  positive  abdication  of  the 
VOL.  CXCVI.    [THmo  skeies.] 


duties  of  government.  But  it  is  said 
that  we  have  allowed  ourselves  to  be 
needlessly  frightened  by  a  wretched  and 
contemptible  conspiracy.  My  Lords,  I 
am  surprised  it  should  not  have  been 
observed  that  just  because  the  Fenian 
conspiracy  was  in  itself  so  contemptible, 
did  the  sympathy  it  found  among  the 
masses  of  the  Irish  people  constitute  a 
just  ground  of  anxiety  and  even  of 
alarm.  It  is  also  said  that  it  is  vain 
to  hope  that  this  measure  will  effect  the 
pacification  of  Ireland.  I  quite  t^ree 
that  this  is  not  likely  to  be  the  imme- 
diate or  very  ^eedy  result  of  the  mea- 
sure ;  but  I  would  ask  what  right  have 
we  to  expect  that  any  measure  we  may 
adopt  wiU  either  immediately  or  speedily 
produce  the  result  of  effacing  the  me- 
moiy  of  centuries  of  misrule,  and  of 
causing  brotherly  friendship  at  once  to 
spring  up  in  the  room  of  animosity,  ran- 
cour, and  revenge  ?  I  agree,  then,  with 
the  authors  of  the  present  measure  in 
thinking  that  the  ^ject  they  had  in 
view  was  a  right  one,  and  that  it  was 
one  of  urgent  necessity ;  but  there  my 
entire  agreement  with  them  ceases.  The 
solution  of  the  great  ^blem  which  I 
find  embodied  in  tiie  Bill  before  your 
Lordships  is  not  the  solutioa  which  I 
have  been  used  to  consider  as  the  best 
or  the  right  one.  I  have  been  in  the 
habit  of  thinking  that  it  is  necessary  that 
the  Irish  Church  should  cease  to  be  the 
Established  Church,  but  not  that  it 
should  cease  to  be  an  Established  Church. 
I  think  that  it  ought  not  to  engross  the 
whole  provision  made  for  the  rehgious 
instruction  of  the  people  of  Ireland,  but 
that  it  ought  not  to  be  totally  disen- 
dowed. The  eloquent  argument  we 
heard  last  night  from  the  right  rev.  Pre- 
late was  not  needed  to  satisiy  my  mind 
on  that  point.  I  shotild  be  veiy  sorry 
to  see  the  Irish  Church,  or  any  Church, 
thrown  on  the  voluntary  systom,  and 
launched  in  a  boat  on  a  troubled  sea 
without  any  provision  for  the  voyage. 
From  this  simple  statement  your  Lowl- 
ships  win  be  able  to  see  in  what  respect 
and  how  far  I  differ  irom.  that  which  in 
one  sense  may  be  called  the  general 
principle  of  the  Bill.  But  there  is  an 
unportant  practical  consideration  which 
ought  not  to  be  kept  out  of  view.  I  ap- 
prehend that  the  first  and  most  indis- 
pensable condition  of  a  good  Bill  on  any 
subject  of  legislation,  is,  that  it  can  be 
carried.  A  measure  which  does  not  ftil- 
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fil  that  condition,  however  admirabl;  it 
may  be  framed  in  all  other  respects,  cau 
never  be  wortli  more  than  vraite  paper. 
I  cannot  be  a  judge  of  the  political  ne- 
ceeaily  which  may  have  induced  the 
authors  of  this  measure  ta  believe  tliat 
it  not  only  justified,  but  required  them 
to  take  the  course  they  have,  and,  there- 
fore, though  it  is  one  which  difiere 
widely  from  that  which  I  ehould  have 
thought  desirable,  I  do  not  reproach  or 
condemn  them  on  tliat  account.  Had 
they  taken  a  different  course,  they  would, 
no  doubt,  have  bad  to  contend  with 
many  obstacles. 

I  find  that  at  a  conference  of  Arch- 
bisbops.  Bishops,  and  representatives  of 
the  cleigy  and  laity  of  the  Irish  branch 
of  the  Established  Church,  hehl  at  Dublin 
last  April,  it  was  declared  that  they  pro- 
tested against  this  measure  of  disestab- 
lishment and  disendowment ;  and  titen 
diey  proceeded  to  say  that  Uiey  dis- 
tinctly repudiated  what  is  commonly 
known  as  the  "  levelling-up "  system. 
If  that  language  is  to  be  considered  as 
a  legitimate  exponent  of  the  general 
feeling,  what  hope  could  remain,  1  should 
like  to  know,  of  ^laeeing  a  measure 
totally  different  kind  from  the  present  P 
I  therefore  think  that  no  course  is  left 
open  but  that  recommended  by  the  most 
rev.  Prelate  in  the  powerful  speech  he 
delivered  yesterday — namely,  to  make 
the  most  of  what  we  have,  and  to  get 
as  much  aa  we  can.  I  believe  that  in 
tiie  details  of  this  Bill,  there  are  many 
things  open  to  most  serious  objection, 
and  capable  of  great  improvement,  but 
all  this  is  an  argument,  not  for  reject- 
ing but  for  accepting  the  measure,  and 
making  the  best  of  it.  I  am  thankiiil 
to  the  noble  Earl  who  addressed  the 
House  last  but  one  yesterday  for  reliev- 
ing me  from  the  necessi^  of  touching 
on  another  topic,  which  I  should  other- 
wise have  been  bound  to  advert  to— 1 
mean  the  ai^ument  founded  on  the 
fancied  analogy  of  the  case  of  Wales  to 
that  of  Ireluid,  but  far  from  tliere 
being  an  analogy,  there  is  the  stron^ 
contrast  between  the  two,  not  only  in 
the  fact  that  there  is  no  broad  channel 
flowing  between  England  and  Wales, 
but  also  in  the  circumstance  that  the 
whole  population  of  Wales  are  of 
way  of  thinking  on  religion,  and  do  not 
differ  from  the  Established  Church  in 
any  essential  point,  in  a  greater  degree 
tlian  the  members  of  the  Establi^ed 
Th  £i$/u^  of  Bt.  Daviti 


Church  diffar  from  one  aaotiier.  Enter- 
taining these  mixed  views  I  have  anxi- 
ously ooDsidered  whether  it  might  be 
consistent  with  my  duty  to  abstain  from 
voting  on  tliis  question.  Th^^  weve 
several  motives  which  would  have  in- 
clined me  to  adopt  this  couree,  but  I  re- 
membered the  place  and  the  doom  aa- 
signed  by  the  great  It^ian  poet  to  that 
8eUa  dei  eattivi,  who,  on  momuitoiis  oo- 
casions,  wiien  great  qaestions  were  da- 
bated  and  high  interests  were  at  ataks, 
sided  with  neither  party,  but  kept  tioot 
and  by  themselves  in  a  selfish  neutrality. 
I  did  not  like  to  join  myself  to  that  oom- 
pany.  I  felt  that  it  was  my  duty  to  con- 
sider my  vote  as  if  it  were  the  casting 
vote  on  which  the  issue  of  the  debate 
would  depend.  Tiewing  it  in  tliat  light, 
I  could  not  hesitate  aa  to  the  side  on 
which  it  must  be  given.  ]£y  Lords,  Sot 
my  own  part,  I  cannot  accept  the  re- 
sposibility  of  the  ctmsequencee  which  in 
my  opinion,  would  inevitably  ensue, 
even  on  the  least  unhappy  contingen<7, 
if  your  Lardships  were  to  fling  this  Bill 
at  the  fEice  of  tiie  country.  This  Bill 
will  be  as  sure  to  come  back  to  your 
Lordships'  House  as  a  stone  thrown  up 
into  the  air  is  sure  to  come  down  to  tlie 
ground.  It  will  return,  itself  unaltered, 
but  it  will  not  find  your  Lordships  as  it 
left  you.  You  will  reoeive  it  again,  bat 
not  without  a  serious  diminntiDn  of  your 
dignity,  your  reputation,  and  your  In- 
mate inflnenoe  m  the  oonntcy.  These 
are  precious  things.  They  are  parU  of  a 
national  treasure  of  which  your  Lord- 
,  ships  are  the  trustees,  and  it  behovaa 
'  you  to  watch  ovw  them  with  a  most 
jealous  cafe.  It  ia  because  I  could  not 
consent  by  any  act  of  mine  to  impair  or 
to  imperil  them  that  I  shall  feel  myself 
compelled — not,  indeed,  without  reluc- 
tanoe,  but  without  the  slightest  mis- 
giving as  to  the  propriety  of  the  course 
I  am  taking — to  record  my  vote  for  the 
second  reading  of  the  Bill. 

LosD  CHELMeFOED :  My  Lorda, 
BO  many  other  noble  Lords  are  eag^ 
and  anxious  to  address  Uie  House  tbat 
I  am  reluctant  to  int^poee.  But  I  feel 
bound  not  to  tre^iose  unnecessarily  on 
your  Lordships'  tune,  and  therefore  I 
shall  proceed  at  onoe,  without  preface, 
to  state  my  objections  to  this  Bill.  From 
the  moment  that  the  scheme  of  disestab- 
lishment and  disendowment  of  the  Church 
in  Ireland  was  brought  before  the  pub- 
lic, aa  my  noble  E^end  on  the  cross- 
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Benches  (Earl  Qrey)  said,  for  the  ad- 
Tanoement  of  political  intereete,  I  felt  a 
strong  conviction,  which  reflection  hae 
tended  to  confirm,  that  Parliament  has 
no  rig^t  to  deal  with  this  question  of  the 
Ghui^h  in  Ireland  in  the  manner  in 
which  it  is  proposed  to  deal  with  it  in 
this  Bill — that  is,  in  tjie  words  of  the 
title  of  the  Bill,  "  to  put  an  end  to  it  as 
en  Establishment."  Of  course,  1  am 
not  here  to  deny  the  power  of  Parlia- 
ment to  l^islate  upon  any  subject  in 
any  manner,  according  to  its  arbitrary 
and  absc^ute  will  and  pleasnxe.  Parlia- 
ment is  omnipotent  in  l^dattou,  £>r 
evil  as  well  as  for  good.     It  may,  if  it 

S' eases,  repeal  Magna  Charta,  or  the 
abeas  Corpus  Act,  or  the  Bill  of 
lUghtB,  or  the  Act  of  Settlement,  at  it 
may  change  the  whole  form  of  the  Con- 
stitution. But  no  one  can  say  that  it 
has  a  right,  in  the  sense  of  moral  com- 
petency, to  do  any  one  of  those  things. 
In  the  same  way  I  maintain  that  Par- 
liament has  no  right  to  lay  a  destroying 
hand  upon  the  Church  in  Ireland,  unless 
it  is  prepared  to  violate  every  solemn  en- 
gagement and  disregard  the  pledged 
foith  and  honour  of  the  nation.  I  know 
that  a  very  short  Bi^:x[ment  is  used  for 
the  purpose  of  justifying  the  right  of 
Parliament  to  sweep  away  this  branch 
of  the  Establishment.  It  is  said  that 
the  United  Church  of  England  and 
Ireland  is  the  creature  of  an  Act  of 
Parliament;  and  that  what  one  Par- 
liament createe  another  may  destroy  ; 
iitBi  it  is  contrary  to  all  sound  prin- 
ciple, that  one  Parliament  should  fet- 
ter die  action  of  a  subsequent  Par- 
liament. I  admit  the  principle  to  the 
fiilleet  extent;  bat  I  deny  its  applica- 
tion to  the  present  circumstances.  I 
say  that  the  Eetabliriiment  whidi  you 
are  now  considering  was  not  created  by 
Act  of  Parliament.  I  say  that  it  was 
the  result  of  a  solemn  I^aty,  entered 
into  between  two  independent  contract- 
ing parties,  and  that  the  legislation  with 
respect  to  it  was  merely  the  seal  and  the 
ratification  of  the  Treafy.  This  was  the 
opinion  of  Kr.  Pitt,  who,  upon  the  dis- 
cussion as  to  the  Besolutions  of  the 
Irish  Parliament  embodying  the  Articles 
which  were  the  result  of  the  Treaty, 
used  these  words — 

"Jn  Cbe  third  Artiotc  ii  the  beginniDg  of  the 
detail  vhioh  m 01 1  neceu*rilr  take  pUoein  treaties 
of  thii  lort  betvean  indrpeadaDt  naCioDE.  It  di- 
videi  ieialf  into  flie  laadisg  bruwhea — naiiMl7, 


the  regqUtiou  with  retpeot  to  the  Imperlnl  Lef[li> 
Inture,  the  prariiioDS  for  the  Hcnrilr  of  the  Eatab- 

lithed  Chgroh,  the  reguJation  or  the  commercial 
interoourae  between  the  two  eonnlriea,  the  ar- 
rangement  of  their  reipectiTe  proportioiii  with 
respeet  to  reienue,  and,  final!]',  tbe  proTiaiona  re- 
laiJTfl  to  coutta  of  juatioa.— [tfatuard  .■  Pari. 
Hilton/,  iixT.  10.] 

Now  your  Lordships  will  bear  in  mind 
that  at  the  time  of  the  Union  the  Par- 
liaments of  both  countries  were  purely 
Protestant.  It  may  be  said — and  it  has 
been  said — that  the  Irish  Parliament 
did  not  represent  the  Irish  people.  But 
nobody  will  deny  that  the  Irish  Parlia- 
ment was  the  lawful  Legislature  of  the 
country,  and  that  its  Acts  and  laws  were 
as  binding  upon  the  people  as  the  laws 
of  the  United  Parliament  before  the 
lassing  of  the  Roman  Catholic  Eelief 
till  or  the  Reform  Bill.  If  any  autho- 
rity la  wanted  for  that,  I  again  refer  to 
Mr.  Pitt,  who  upon  the  same  occasion 
said — 

irthePariiainentof  Ireland  had  no  just  power 
!gitimala  aathorilf  wiihout  the  imniediata  in- 

ibe  people  of  Ireland  in  the  maaa,  as  little  hai  ihe 
Parlianieiit  ol'  England  lush  HUiborit;,  ai  little 
had  the  PaflUmoiit  of  Scotl-ind  tliat  aulhorily, 
ag  little  had  the  Parliament  ol  EngUnd  and  Bcot- 
Innd  that  authoritj  when  the;  agreed  upon  the 
Dnion  between  the  two  kingdoma.— [^atuoni  •■ 
Pari  Biitory,  Ibid.] 

Now,  as  long  as  the  Irish  Parliament 
existed  it  was  the  national  guardian  of 
the  Irish  Church.  But  as  one  of  the 
conditionB  of  the  Treaty  was  that  the 
Irish  Parliament  should  he  absorbed 
in  the  Imperial  Parliament,  it  was  na- 
turally anxious  to  provide,  now  that 
its  guardianship  was  coming  to  an  end, 
a  more  powerful  guardian  for  that  Church 
of  which  it  had  eo  long  been  the  protector. 
Knowing  at  the  time  that  it  was  the 
Church  of  the  minority,  and  fearing 
that  danger  might  arise  to  it  on  that  ac- 
count, when  what  I  may  call  the  home 
Erotection  was  to  be  withdrawn,  the 
rishParliamentdetermined  to  strengthen 
andseenrethepermanenceofthatChurch, 
of  which  it  had  been  so  long  the  guar- 
dian, by  binding  it  up  indissoiuhly 
with  the  Established  Church  of  Eng- 
land. Accordingly,  in  the  terras  of  the 
Treaty  proposed  by  the  Irish  Ministry, 
it  proposed  in  the  most  emphatic  hai- 
guage— 

"That  tbe  Cborohef  of  England  and  Ireland 
aa  now  bj  lav  ealablisbcd  be  ueited  into  one  Pro- 
leatant  Epiuopal  Church,  to  be  called  the  United 
Church  of  Englaed  and  Ireland,  and  that  the  eon- 
tinnanee  and   praterTation   of   tbe  aaid  United 
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Your  LordshipB  are  aware  that  tlie  ne- 
gotiatione  between  the  two  kmgdoms 
were  carried  on  by  the  interchange  of 
Resolutions  embodying  the  different 
Articles  of  the  Treaty,  and  that  these 
being  agreed  to  by  both  Legislatures, 
the  Treaty,  as  1  say,  was  completely 
concluded  between  the  parties,  and  it 
only  remained  to  put  the  seal  to  it. 
Accordingly,  Acts  of  both  Legisla- 
tures were  passed  lodidem  terbii ;  and 
the  peculiar  form  of  these  Acts  is,  in 
my  mind,  most  important  in  order  to 
show  that  it  was  not  the  Act  but  the 
previous  Treaty,  upon  which  the  Estab- 
lishment of  the  Ldsh  Church  was  based. 
The  Act,  after  reciting  that,  in  Airther- 
ance  of  the  Besolutions  of  the  Parha- 
mentsofthe  two  kingdoms,  both  Houses 
of  the  said  two  Parhaments  respectively 
have  agreed  to  certain  articles  for  effec- 
tuating the  union  of  the  two  kingdoms, 
sets  forth  those  articles  sfriatm;  and 
then  it  enacts  that — 

"  The  uid  foregoing  recited  Artielea,  eoeh  xtxA 
BTerj  one  of  them,  uncording  to  the  trne  import 
KOd  tenaur  tbereoF,  be  rdiApd,  oonfirmsd,  and 
■pproTed,  and  are  hereby  declared  to  be  the 
Aniclea  of  the  Union  betveen  Gnat  BrilaiQ  and 
Irelnnd,  and  tbeMme  iball  be  Id  (on»  and  eSect 
for  exer." 

Now,  if  I  have  shown,  as  I  think  I  have, 
that  tlie  Established  Church  in  Ireland 
is  not  to  be  regarded  as  founded  upon 
the  Act  of  ParBament,  but  on  a  previous 
Treaty  between  two  independent  nations, 
it  is  clear  that  we  have  to  deal  with  a 
contract  of  the  most  solemn  kind,  which 
cannot  be  annulled  or  altered,  except  by 
the  mutual  consent  of  both  the  contract- 
ing parties — for  it  is  contrary  to  com- 
mon honesty  and  fair  dealing  that  one  of 
the  parties  to  a  contract  ^ould  insist 
upon  its  observance,  and  yet  refuse  to 

Perform  the  conditions  imposed  for  the 
enefit  of  the  other  party.  But  if  a 
contract  can  be  annulled  only  by  the 
mutual  consent  of  the  parties  to  it, 
where  is  that  consent  to  be  found  in  the 
case  of  one  of  the  parties  to  this  im- 
portant contract?  why,  it  was  in  ac- 
cordance with  the  very  terms  of   the 


ment  should  be  absorbed  in  that  of  the 
United  Parliament  of  Great  Britain  and 
Ireland  ;  and  no  one  will,  I  think,  ven- 
ture to  contend  that  the  comparativelf 
Lord  Chttm/ord 


few  Lords  and  Commoners  who  were,  in 
consequence  of  the  passing  of  the  Act  of 
Union,  introduced  into  the  Parliament  of 
the  United  Kingdom  represent  the  inde- 
pendent Irish  Parliament  which  agreed 
to  this  contract.  Here  we  have,  then, 
an  Act  of  Parliament  confirming  a  con- 
tract which  contains  different  Articles, 
and  one  with  regard  to  which  the  Irish 
Parliament  manifested  particular  anxiety, 
acting  entirely  on  the  faith  of  the  nation 
with  which  it  was  contracting.  The 
Irish  Legislature  has  on  its  statute  book 
this  whi^  I  may  call  its  last  will,  and 
we  are  now  called  upon  to  act  the  part 
of  a  fraudulent  legatee  who,  having  a 
legacy  bequeathed  to  tu'm  on  certain 
conditions,  refuses  to  att«nd  to  the  dying 
declarations  of  the  testator,  and,  clutch- 
ing the  bequest,  declines  to  perform  the 
conditions  on  which  it  was  given.  I 
contend  that  the  Treaty  to  which  I  have 
referred,  followed  by  those  acts  of  the  two 
Legislatures,  bound  up  the  Establiahed 
Church  of  Ireland  with  tiie  Constitution, 
and  that  until  the  Constitution  is  de- 
stroyed, its  maintenance  must  remain  a 
perpetual  obligation  on  the  State.  If  it 
be  asked — "  Do  you  deny  the  power  of 
Parliament  to  deal  with  the  Irish  Church 
as  is  proposed  f "  I  answer  distinctly  and 
unequivocally — "Yes;  except  in  the  same 
way  as  by  its  own  arbitrary  and  tyran- 
nical will  Parliament  may  commit  any 
other  act  of  violence,  injustice,  and  spo- 
hation."  But  suppose  this  disregard  of 
the  pledged  faith  of  the  nation  to  occur, 
how,  I  should  like  to  know,  ie  it  pos- 
sible, except  by  having  reoourse  to  the 
same  argument  of  force,  to  maintain  the 
union  between  the  two  Kingdoms? 
Unless  the  word  "  essential"  is  by  soma 
non-natural  interpretation  ia  be  read  as 
"  non-essential,"  m  construing  the  Act 
of  Union  between  the  two  countries, 
how,  I  ask,  after  this  violation  of  one 
of  the  most  important  provisions  of  that 
Act,  is  the  Union  itself  to  be  upheld  ? 
This  is  no  new  idea.  It  long  since  found 
expression  in  the  words  of  that  most 
eloquent  man.  Lord  Plunket,  who  said, 

giving  his  opinion  of  the  Union  in 
connection  with  the  Church — 

I  feel  that  the  ProtFitant  EitabliahmeDt 
of  Ireland  <■  the  Terr  oemenC  of  the  Dnion,  I 
Bnd  it  inlervoieD  vith  all  tbe  eueiKial  relations 
and  inMiintioni  of  th«  two  Kin^emi.  and  I  hara 
noheiltfltion  in  admitting Ihat  iril«erade«iro;*d 
the  Terr  foundallona  of  public  MCDiHtj  would  be 
■baken,  tbe  conneolicn  between  England  and  Ire- 
laod  disMind,  and  Uw  aDoihibtUob  of  pritBta 
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property  mait  follow  tb*  min  of  tho  propertr  of ;  would   very   much   refrret    to    see  the 


the  Churob. 
Again,  he  said — 

"  Ha  bod  po  beiitallon  in  Etating  th&t  bs 
■idersd  tbe  EaUbtiibed  Churah  tbe  great  bai 
Dniun  betwoen  lbs  two  oountrim,  and  If  ever 
uiirorlunate  CTent  ahoutd  alriTS  when  tbej  ihould 
nahl^  laj  tbeir  hindi  on   ths   ^roptrlj  of  ths 
Chorob  to  rob  it  of  iti  righta,  that  would  ual  the 
doom  and  «ep«nUe  tha  oooneotloa  between  the 


I  may  also  be  alloired  to  take  a  weapon 
from  that  armoui;  which  has  been  so 
ofWn  employed  against  its  able  and 
powerful  author.  Mr.  Oladetone,  in 
speaking  of  the  Church  in  Ireland  in 
connection  with  the  Union,  wrote  thus — 


"A  CO 

nmon  form  of  faith  bind 

(be 

Iriib  Pro- 

o  onrieii 

b;  while  Ibef 

upon 

the  other 

hand, .re 

fait  link 

ed  to   Ireland 

thu>  tW 

Mipplj  th 

lural  bond  of 

,onn 

twecn  tb 

mriei.     But 

gland,  br 

OTertl.ro wing  Ibair 

Church,  tbould  weaken  that 

moral  po 

lion,  .be 

wuuld  be  no 

long 

er  able— 

perbap.  a 

0  longer  willing — to  Ooo 

at  tbe  ds- 

■ir«aora 

majoritr  tending,  under  tbe  d 

reelion  of 

tbeir  l«aden  (how 

rer,  b,  a  w.ae 

polMjj,  «mo»- 

able  from 

that  faiB 

ooune),  to  what 

la  termed 

It  may  be  said  that  there  is  nothing 
whatever  in  this  aigument,  and  that  it 
is  absurd  to  suppose  that,  by  interfering 
as  the  Bill  proposes  with  the  Irish 
Church,  the  Union  between  the  two 
countries  can  be  in  any  way  endangered. 
Why  is  it,  then,  that  the  71st  section  of 
the  Bill  contains  a  provision  to  tbe  effect 
that  nothing  which  it  contains  shall 
affect  the  Act  of  Union,  or  anything 
done  thereby,  "except  so  far  as  relates 
to  the  Union  of  the  Churches  of  England 
and  Ireland?"  Is  it  not  clear  that  on 
the  very  &ce  of  the  Bill  its  authors  are 
forced  to  admit  that  there  is  danger  to 
the  Union  between  the  two  countries  if 
the  Established  Church  in  Ireland  be 
taken  away.  They  say — "We  admit  it 
was  part  of  the  Treaty  that  the  Church 
Establishment  should  be  maintained; 
but  we  will  not  comply  with  that  con- 
dition, bnt  we  will  keep  the  rest." 

I  would  now,  my  Lords,  very  briefly  ad- 
vert to  the  consequences  which  are  likely 
to  follow  the  course  which  your  Lordships 
may  take  with  respect  to  this  measure. 
We  have  been  tnreatoned  with  seri- 
ous consequences  if  we  should  be  bold 
enough  to  reject  it ;  but  let  us  consider 
for  a  moment  what  may  be  the  possible 
consequences  of  our  accepting  it.  There 
are  persona  who  are  indifferent  to  the 
destruction  of  the  Irish  Church,  but  who 


violent  hands  laid  on  the  EngUsh 
Church.  These  persons,  however,  are 
of  opinion  that  by  exterminating  what 
they  look  upon  as  a  rotton  branch  of  the 
Church,  what  remains  will  be  likely  to 
flourish  with  greater  vigour.  My  Lords, 
when  disestoblishment  once  commences 
"the  work  of  devastation  is  begun, 
and  half  the  business  of  destruction 
done "  —  the  disestablishment  of  one 
part  of  the  United  Establishment  must 
inevitably  affect  the  whole.  We  have 
no  Established  Church  in  the  countiy 
except  the  United  Church  of  Rogland 
and  Ireland — and  these  are  not  T^tod 
Churches,  but  one  Church — one  indi- 
visible  body ;  and  if  one  member  suf- 
fer, all  the  members  must  suffer  with 
it.  You  cannot  break  down  any  portion 
of  an  entire  building  without  leaving 
the  remainder  in  a  ruinous  condition, 
or,  at  all  events,  without  leaving  in  the 
walls  breaches  sufficiently  large  to  make 
the  entrance  easy  to  what  remains.  But 
there  are  other  co'nsciijueaces  which  must 
follow,  and  which  to  my  mind  are  ex- 
tremely alarming.  You  are  familiarizing 
the  people  with  the  idea  of  destroying 
the  institutions  with  which  the  whole 
history  and  traditions  of  this  country  are 
interwoven.  When  this  subject  was  first 
brought  forward  I  could  not  help  feeling 
tbe  utmost  astonishment — I  could  not 
help  asking  myself  the  question —  "  What 
would  have  been  thought  of  such  pro- 
posals not  many  years  ago  ?  "  I  did  not 
beheve  the  idea  of  the  destruction  of  the 
Irish  Church  could  be  seriously  enter- 
tained, or  that  it  would  meet  with  such 
encouragement.  My  Lords,  looking  back 
to  the  year  1825 — some  years  earlier 
than  the  date  alluded  to  by  the  noble 
Earl  who  opened  the  debate  this  evening 
— I  find  that  Mr.  Hume  moved  the  fol- 
lowing Besolution  in  the  House  of 
Commons:— 

"That  the  propertj  now  in  the  poneiiion  of 
the  Eitabliihed  Church  in  Ireland  is  publio  pro- 
pcrt7,  undi^r  the  control  of  tbe  Legialaturr,  and 
applicabls  lo  auch  purpoaea  na  in  tta  wiadom  it 
inn;  deem  brncHcial  to  the  beat  inlofeati  of  reli- 
gion and  of  tbe  community  at  large,  due  regard 
being  had  to  the  righta  of  CTer;  peraon  in  the 
actual  enjojnieni  of  iinf  part  of  that  prtiftrly."— 
i2  IloHtard,  xiii.  1187.] 

Mr.  Canning,  after  desiring  the  fifth 
Article  of  the  Act  of  Union  to  be  read, 
observed  that  if  the  House  should  agree 
to  the  Besolution  there  was  nothing  to 
prevent  them  seizing  upon  the  property 
[  S*eon4  Seading — Siemi  JIfight, 
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of  corporations.  Heeaid — "Then, again, 
why  WBS  the  House  to  stop  with  the 
tithea  of  the  Church?  "Why  not  also 
possess  themselTes  of  the  lay  tithes?" 
And  he  concluded  by  characterizing  the 
Motion  as  one  of  the  most  barefaced 
propositions  of  injustice  that  had  ever 
been  snbmitted  to  Parliament,  and  that 
his  firm  belief  was  that  to  such  a  Beso- 
lution  the  hon.  Member  would  find  few 
supporters  in  that  House,  and  still  fewer 
in  the  country.  It  is  now,  however, 
asserted  that  there  is  a  majority  in  the 
country  in  favour  of  this  measure  for  the 
destruction  of  the  Irish  Church.  My 
Lords,  I  may  be  permitted  to  doubt  that 
statement.  But  this  I  think,  at  all 
events,  is  certain — that  there  ia  no  ma- 
jority in  the  country  in  favour  of  thia 
particular  measure.  Whether  that  ia 
the  case  or  not  is  to  my  mind  imma- 
terial, because  no  majority,  however 
large,  can  justify,  or  turn  what  ia 
wrong  to  right.  Let  ua  see  on  what 
grounds  it  is  sought,  to  justify  thia 
measure,  which  I  again  characterize  ae 
one  of  violence,  injustice,  and  spolia- 
tion. In  the  Eesolution  which  ushered 
this  great  question  into  the  House  of 
Commons  it  was  stated  that  it  was  necea- 
saij  that  the  Establishment  of  the  Church 
ia  Ireland  should  come  to  an  end,  but  in 
the  Bill  this  tyrant  plea  of  necessity  is 
softened  into  expediency.  It  is  said 
that  it  is  offensive  to  tjie  Roman  Ca- 
tholics that  the  Church  of  the  mino- 
rity should  be  connected  with  the  State, 
and  be  endowed.  And  ao  it  appears 
that,  owing  to  this  sentimental  griev- 
ance, this  attack  is  to  be  made  upon 
the  Church.  I  am  far  from  denying 
tihat  a  grievance  of  this  description 
may  be  as  deeply  felt  as  one  that  is 
substantial  in  its  character;  but  I  can- 
not help  feeling  a  little  doubtful  abont 
its  reality  when  I  find  it  kept  in  reserve 
for  a  great  length  of  time,  and  when  I 
find  that  utterance  is  given  to  it  only 
when  a  convenient  season  arrives,  and 
instruments  are  found  to  carry  out  the 
objects  which  the  complaining  parties 
have  in  view.  These  parties  are  now 
fighting  their  battle  under  the  banners  of 
religious  equality.  Such  a  battle-cry  is 
perfectly  aBen  to  the  spirit  of  their  reli- 
pon.  By  the  decree  of  the  Council  of 
l^nt,  Home  is  declared  to  be  the  Mother 
and  Mistress  of  all  Churches,  and  by  that 
title  she  claims  jurisdiction  over  all 
apostates,  schiamatios,  and  hea«tic8,  evea 
Lord  Chtlmtfori  I 


where  they  do  not  belong  to  her  Church. 
According  to  the  doctrines  now  taught 
in  the  theological  lectures  at  Maynooth, 
Protestants  are  denounced  as  a  society 
of  schismatics,  in  which  denunciation  oior 
Sovereign  is,  of  course,  included.  My 
Lords,  they  must  be  utterly  blind  who  do 
not  observe  how,  atep  by  step,  the  Koman 
Catholics  of  late  years  have  been  ad- 
vancing towards  their  object  of  establish- 
ing the  supremacy  of  their  Church. 
They  feel  that  the  Church  in  Ireland  is 
a  barrier  to  the  expansion  and  develop- 
ment, aa  it  is  called,  of  their  religion ; 
and,  therefore,  it  is  that  under  the  Iklee 
ciy  of  religious  equality  they  endeavour 
to  level  that  Church  in  the  dust,  in  order 
that  they  may  exalt  their  own  Church 
upon  its  ruins.  But  is  it  im^ined  that 
the  destruction  of  the  Established  Church 
in  Ireland  will  satisfy  the  aspirationa 
of  the  Roman  Catholics  ?  We  know  by 
experience  that  with  them  "claim  leads 
to  claim  and  power  advances  power." 
Does  anyone  believe  that  by  aboliab- 
ing  the  Irish  Church  you  will  dimi- 
nish the  weight  of  imaginary  wronge  ? 
It  is  our  duty  to  take  warning  by  ex- 
perience, and  those  who  do  so  cannot 
cannot  fail  to  see  that  thia  is  only  a  step 
in  furtherance  of  the  object  which  they 
ultimately  hope  to  attain — the  complete 
ascendancy  of  their  Church.  Then  it  is 
said  that  the  object  in  view  ia  the  paci- 
fication of  Ireland.  But  does  anybody 
believe  that  the  policy  now  recommend- 
ed will  lead  to  that  result  ?  We  know 
perfectly  well  that  the  land  question, 
which  IB  behind,  is  hardly  hid  from 
view  by  Uie  Irish  Church  being  put  pro- 
minently forward,  and  we  biow  that 
the  Irish  Church  is  made  the  stalldng- 
horae  by  many,  under  cover  of  which 
they  may  aim  at  their  objects  with  re- 
gard to  the  land.  The  noble  Duke  who 
apoke  last  night  (the  Duke  of  Butlaod) 
put  this  very  proniinently  forward.  He 
read  an  extract  from  the  TahUt  to  show 
that  this  party  would  not  be  satisfied  by 
the  destruction  of  the  Irish  Church.  In 
the  latter  part  of  this  extract  it  is  said — 

"  We  >ra  prrfeotlf  canriDafd,  kiid  on  STidenoe 
tluin  which  demonstration  could  jcurcelj  bs  mora 
oonaluaire.  Ihnt  if  the  Leglaliture  vera  to  con- 
Bstiile  lo-mnrrow  ererf  iLcni  of  Und  and  ererj 
•hilling  of  titbe  rrnl-chnrge  now  belonging  (o  the 
Protpalftot  Church  Kitubliihcnent  in  Irelind,  knd 
wen  10  deprtigthe  ProtMtant  Biihopinndolergr 
of  every  legal  priTilege  wliich  ihey  no*  ponew  bj 
Tinue  of  their  belonging  la  the  Slato  Cbareh,  thef 
Koold  not  ban  kbated  the  Irbb  grlatueo,  or 
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«ured   tka  Irith  diwus;  they  would  tnHj  hwn 
em\uei  *  shAoge  in  tba  form  of  wordi  bf  ■ ' ' 
the  complaiDtiof  (boss  who  feel  aggiiorod 
And  «iprc*>ioii." 

Do  nuuiT  of  yma  Lordships  tlimk  that 
1^  the  deetruflion  of  the  Irish  Church 
you  oan  produce  tr&nqniliity  in  Ireland  ? 
No ;  by  following  that  couioe  you  will 
exasperate  tiie  minda  aud  alienate  the 
atfections  of  the  large  body  of  the  Pro- 
testants in  that  coontiT,  aud  will  en- 
courage a  highly  excitable  people  to  agi- 
tate for  whatever,  in  their  wild  iuiagina- 
tioDS,  th^  may  be  instructed  to  moke 
the  olrjeot  of  their  deBiree.  I  believe 
tius  measure  is  one  which  is  a  viotation 
of  the  most  solemn  eDgagements  and 
of  our  national  £uth  andlioiiour;  that  it 
is  likely  to  be  attended  by  the  most  se- 
rious consequences ;  that  it  will  lead  to 
the  depression  of  the  Protestants  in  Ire- 
land, and  promote  the  ascendancy  of  the 
Boman  Catholics ;  and  instead  of  creating 
peace,  trauquilli^,  and  harmony  in  that 
aistract«d  part  of  the  kingdom,  it  will 
excite  a  bitter  feeling  of  religious  aiii- 
mosi^  of  which  it  is  unpoaeibre  to  fore- 
see uie  end.  My  Lords,  feeling  so 
deeply  and  so  strongly  on  this  subject  I 
oannot  hesitate  to  rote  against  the  se- 
cond reading  of  this  Bill. 

Lord  PENZANCE :  My  Lords,  in  re- 
ferring to  the  obeerrations  of  my  noble 
aitd  learned  Friend  who  has  just  ad- 
dressed the  House  (Lord  Gheli^tbrd)  I 
am  satisfied  that  the  root  of  this  Qu^*- 
tion  is  the  proposition  that  the  State 
Church  of  Irelssd  is  an  injustice  to  the 
Boman  Catholic  population  of  that  coun- 
try. My  noble  and  learned  Friend  laid 
great  stress  on  the  injustice  likely  to  be 
oanaed  by  the  passing  of  this  Bill.  Now, 
I  think  the  injustice  lies  on  the  other 
side ;  bat  I  am  quite  prepared  to  admit 
that  unless  it  can  be  established  that 
there  is  a  manifest  and  gross  injustice  in 
ttko  Irish  State  Church  as  it  now  exists 
there  is  no  foundation  for  this  Bill,  and 
the  arguments  put  forward  in  favour  of 
tiie  measure  all  fall  to  the  ground.  I 
ask  yonr  Lordships,  then,  what  test  we 
ought  to  apply  in  order  to  find  whether 
tliere  is  such  an  injustice  in  the  Irish 
State  Church  f  The  noble  Earl  who 
moved  the  second  reading  (Earl  Gran- 
ville) applied  a  test  which  must  have 
come  home  to  the  understanding  and  the 
conscience  of  every  one  who  heard  him. 
That  noble  Earl  said — "  I  ventnre  to  ask 
you  this  question — How  would  you  like 


it  yourself?"  Ifc  my  Lords,  there  were 
forced  upon  you  a  Church  in  which  you 
did  not  believe — a  Church  whose  teach- 
ings are  opposed  to  all  your  religious 
convictions,  I  ask  whether  any  one  of 
you  would  get  up  and  say,  upon  yonr 
honour,  that  you  did  not  feel  ^ou  were 
suffering  under  the  grossest  mjustice? 
But,  my  Lords,  I  will  apply  another  test. 
Let  me  suppose  for  a  moment  that  the 
State  ChuH^  of  Ireland  did  not  exist, 
and  then  let  me  venture  to  ask  you 
whether  anybody — ^looking  to  the  popu- 
lation of  Ireland  and  the  relative  num- 
bers of  Catholics  and  Protestants  into 
which  that  population  is  divided — would 
propose  that  a  State  Church  should  be 
established  in  that  country  which  would 
teach  the  Protestant  faitb  ?  If  such  a 
thing  were  to  be  done  by  Parliament,  let 
us  ask  ourselves  how  we  should  frame 
the  Preamble.  Should  the  Preamble  run 
thus: — "Whereas  the  people  of  Ireland 
are  for  the  most  part  Soman  Catholics, 
and  whereas  the  people  of  England  are 
for  the  moat  part  Protestants,  and  it  is 
desirable  that  the  faith  of  the  people  of 
England  should  be  adopted  by  the  people 
of  Iretand."  My  Lords,  would  such  a 
Preamble  bear  reading  in  thia  House  or 
in  any  lenalative  assembly  ?  I  will  offer 
another  Preamble — "Whereas  the  peo- 
ple of  Ireland  are  for  the  moat  part 
Boman  Catholics,  and  whereas  the  peo- 
ple of  England  are  for  the  most  part 
Protestants,  it  is  fit,  just,  and  desirable 
that.there  should  be  established  in  Ire- 
land a  national  State  Church  devoted  to 
the  teaching  of  the  faiUi  of  the  people 
of  England.  I  ask,  my  Lords,  whether 
any  man  in  thia  House  would  be  bold 
enough  to  stand  up  and  justify  such  a 
Preamble  ?  But,  as  a  minority  of  the 
people  of  Ireland  are  not  of  the  Boman 
Catholic  religion,  there  might  be  another 
form  of  Preamble — "Whereas  the  great 
bulk  of  the  people  of  Ireland  profess 
the  Boman  Catholic  religion,  and  a  small 
lority  of  the  people  of  Ireland  profess 
the  Protestant  faith,  the  said  minori^ 
being  loyal  and  peaceable  subjects,  weD 
affected  to  the  Throne  and  the  institu- 
tions of  these  realms,  it  ia  therefore 
i^^«dlent  that  the  funds  devoted  to 
'eli^ous  purposee  in  Ireland  should  be 
applied  to  objects  in  connection  with  the 
religion  of  the  minority."  That  is 
another  way  of  putting  the  question ; 
but  I  say  again,  that  no  man  would  pro- 
pose a  Bill  with  a  Preamble  such  as  that. 
ISfconi  Heading — Stemd  Night, 
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My  LordB,  I  quite  recognize  tbe  dia- 
tmction  between  putting  a  Cliurch  upon 
a  people  and  uprooting  a  Church  vhich 
has  existed  for  many  years  and  haa 
etnick  its  roots  deeply.  But  what  was 
the  origin  of  the  Irish  Church  ?  At  a 
time  when  it  was  imposed  on  the  Irish 
people,  the  !Beformation  had  just  sprung 
up  m  England,  where  it  had  taken  root ; 
and  nobody  would  deny  that  it  was  a 
measure  of  poBcy  at  the  time,  and  one 
which  any  Oovemment  would  be  justi- 
fied in  adopting,  to  endeavour  to  assimi- 
late the  faith  of  the  Irish  people  to  that 
of  the  people  of  England.  The  attempt, 
therefore,  made  at  that  time  was  there- 
fore justifiable,  if  not  wise.  But  now, 
looking  back  through  a  vista  of  200  or 
300  years,  we  see  ^at  the  experiment 
signally  failed.  At  the  end  of  200  or 
300  years  we  find  that  the  Irish  people. 
Instead  of  being  drawn  into  the  Church 
which  was  forced  upon  them,  have  di- 
verged &om  it;  that,  so  far  from  being 
members  of  that  Church,  the  bulk  of  the 
Irish  people  are  of  an  antagonistic  faith. 
What  then,  ought  Parliament  to  do,  the 
experiment  having  so  failed?  Will  it 
be  said  that  we  shoiUd  be  justified  in 
doing  nothing  at  present — in  taking  no 
step  to  remMy  ihe  evil,  but  waiting 
until  the  Boman  Catholic  populations 
are  gathered  into  the  Protestant  fold  ? 
I  hold  that  an  injustice  of  this  kind 
must  be  dealt  with  at  some  time :  how, 
then,  are  we  to  proceed?  You  might 
establish  a  Boman  Catholic  national 
Church  in  Ireland.  When  I  say  you 
might  do  so,  I  mean  that  If  there  is  to  be 
a  State  Church  in  any  country  it  ought 
to  be  the  Church  of  the  great  majority 
of  the  people  of  that  country.  But,  as 
a  matter  of  practicability,  the  thing  is 
out  of  the  question  in  this  case.  In  two 
countries  Like  England  and  Ireland, 
united undertheoneCrown,  wecouldnot 
have  two  State  Churches  of  an  opposite 
character.  Therefore,  that  plan  must  be 
rejected.  But  if  you  cannot  have  as  the 
State  Church  a  Church  which  is  in  ac- 
cord with  the  religious  sentiments  of  the 
people,  and  if  it  is  unjust  to  have  as 
the  State  Church  a  Church  which  is 
against  the  feelings  of  the  people,  it 
follows  that  the  beet  thing  is  not  to  have 
a  State  Church  at  all.  What  then  can 
be  done?  Now,  my  Lords,  I  speak 
under  great  disadvantages  in  this  House 
in  conBequence  of  my  want  of  experi- 
ence; but  I  enjoy  one  inestimable  ad- 
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vantage — ^that  Hamard  and  I  are  ^terfect 
strangers.  Speaking,  then,  on  this  sub- 
ject lor  the  first  time,  I  say  boldly  that 
justice  will  never  be  done  to  Ireland  till 
you  surrender  to  the  Irish  Boman  Ca- 
tholics a  share  of  the  State  funds,  apph- 
cable  to  religious  objects,  proportionate 
to  their  numbers  and  importance.  But, 
in  making  that  statement,  I  know  that 
I  am  again  coming  int«  contact  with  the 
impracticable.  I  know  that,  whatever 
strict  justice  may  require  in  the  abstract, 
neither  House  of  Parliament  will  con- 
sent to  give  the  Boman  Catholics  such  a 
share  of  the  State  funds.  The  thing  is 
impossible.  Why?  Because,  my  Lords, 
we  live  in  a  time  of  religious  toleration. 
What  is  the  meaning  of  religious  tolera- 
tion as  it  is  understood  now  ?  That 
one's  neighbour  is  at  hberfj  to  form  his 
own  opinion  on  religious  subjects  without 
interference  &om  anybody ;  but  that  no 
one  is  ready  to  admit  that  his  neighbour 
can  possibly  be  right.  Full  hberty  to 
your  neighbourto  form  his  own  opinions, 
and  full  liberly  to  yourself  to  denounce 
those  opinions  as  heretical.  That  is  the 
character  of  modem  religious  toleration. 
If.  then,  anyone  were  to  propose — as  I 
believe  persons  have  proposed  it — that 
the  State  &nds  for  religious  purposes 
should  be  divided  among  the  different 
denominations  in  proportion  to  their 
numbers,  I  am  quite  sensible  that  the 
people  of  this  country  would  not  be  pre< 
pared  to  acquiesce  in  any  such  arrange- 
ment. True,  there  is  this  alternative 
put  forward  by  some  persons.  They 
say — "If  fnju  cannot  surrender  to  the 
Boman  Cathohcs  their  portion  of  the 
religious  funds,  at  least  let  the  Protest- 
ants keep  their  share."  But  is  this 
justice?  It  appears  to  me  that  veiy 
great  difficulty  will  be  felt  throughout 
the  passage  of  this  Bill  should  it  be  read 
a  second  time,  if  the  principle  spoken  of 
bythe  most  rev.  Primate,  in  hie  admirable 
speech  last  night,  were  adopted  by  your 
Lordships.  We  must  always  recolleot 
that  the  principle  of  this  Bill  is  that  of 
equal  justice  to  all,  and  I  know  of  no 
ground  upon  which  the  people  of  this 
country  would  be  justified  in  proposing 
to  hold  back  out  of  the  national  State 
funds  any  portion  for  the  furtherance  of 
the  Protestant  religion,  unless  they  are, 
at  the  same  time,  prepared  to  give  a 
portion  of  diose  funds  to  the  other  reli- 
giouB  denominations.  To  pass  to  a  dif- 
ferent part  of  the  subject,  let  me  ask 
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what  ia  the  precise  benefit  which  we  ex- 
pect to  follow  from  this  meaeure  m  the 
event  of  its  being  carried  ?  My  Lords, 
fae  must  be  a  sanguine  man  who  ima- 
gines that  the  passing  of  this  Bill  will 
at  once  seriously  afTect  the  condition  of 
Ireland.  Fenianiem,  which  has  been 
stated  to  be  the  cause  of  the  introduction 
of  this  Bill,  is  a  plant  of  foreign  growth, 
which  has  sprung  up  in  a  country  sepa- 
rated some  distance  &om.us — in  a  coun- 
try friendly  to  us,  and  one  which  is  very 
sensitive  of  national  obligations — and, 
notwithstanding  the  efforts  which  the 
Government  of  that  country  have  no  | 
doubt  made  in  accordance  with  their 
principles  to  put  down  the  growth  of  this 
noxious  plant,  it  has  there  flourished, 
and  has  sent  forth  the  poison  which  has 
since  contaminated  the  people  of  Ireland. 
"When  Fenianism  came  across  the  water 
and  reached  the  Irish  soil,  it  there  found 
a  people  discontented  with  their  govern- 
ment— a  people  long  habituated  to  con- 
spiracy, and  to  resistance  to  the  law — 
and  naturallyit  spread  among  such  a  peo- 

ee  with  amazing  celerity.  My  Lords,  I 
ilieve  that  the  cure  for  Fenianism  ia  but 
one — it  is  to  be  cured  alone  by  a  firm 
and  unswerving  administration  of  the 
law.  Fenianism  attacks  no  particular 
form  of  government  and  no  particular 
form  of  rehgion  —  it  addresses  itself 
against  no  particular  grievance — it  wars 
against  the  first  principles  of  society ; 
and,  therefore,  it  ought  to  be  put  down 
by  the  strong  arm  of  the  law.  But  if 
you  do  not  expect  to  put  down  Fenian- 
ism by  this  measure,  what  do  you  expect 
from  it  ?  My  Lords,  I  do  not  propose, 
inexperienced  as  I  am  in  Irish  affairs,  to 
go  at  length  into  the  various  evils  which 
beset  that  unhappy  land ;  but  there  can 
be  no  doubt  that  they  are  of  long  stand- 
ing and  are  deeply  seated.  There  are 
the  evils  of  the  Soman  Gathohc  priest, 
the  land,  the  potato,  the  national  charac- 
ter, and  "  the  melancholy  ocean."  The 
last,  I  am  afraid,  is  incurable,  because 
no  legislation  can  remove  it.  The  dis- 
content in  Ireland  has  not  been  removed 
by  the  legislation  of  the  last  twenty  or 
thirty  years ;  the  country  has  not  been 
pacified  by  either  the  Arms  Bill,  the 
Coercion  Acts,  or  the  Suspension  of  the 
Habeas  Corpus  Act.  And,  more  than 
that,  the  name  of  Ireland  has  become  a 
reproach  and  a  byword  to  England.  In 
the  mouth  of  foreigners  Ireland  is  coupled 
with  P<daod ;  and  the  general  impreeeioa 


throughout  Europe  is  that  Ireland  is  op- 
pressed by  England.  Now,  my  Lords, 
this  is  no  Ught  matter — no  educated  Eng- 
lishman can  hear  such  a  chaise  as  that 
brought  against  this  country  without  a 
feeling  of  wame  and  disgrace.  The  only 
answer  he  can  make  to  it  is — "  Why 
should  we  oppress  Ireland ;  what  do  we 
get  by  doing  so ;  we  take  no  taxes  from 
her,  and  we  obtain  no  resources  from 
her  ? ' '  ilj  Lords,  Englishmen  have  no 
other  desire  than  to  do  justice  to  Ireland. 
Whatever  good  has  come  to  that  country 
of  late  years  has  been  mainly  due  to 
the  exertions  and  to  the  expenditure  of 
those  Englishmen  who  are  fortunate 
enough  to  hold  estates  there.  There- 
fore, my  Lords,  there  is  no  reason,  as  far 
as  England  is  concerned,  why  Ireland 
shoula  not  be  pacified.  Well,  then, 
willing  as  we  are  to  do  all  we  can  to  ren- 
der her  happy  and  prosperous,  and  find- 
ing as  we  do  tiiat  she  still  remains  discon- 
tented, is  it  not  time  that  we  should  en- 
deavour to  see  if  the  course  of  action  we 
have  hitherto  pur  sued  is  the  right  one,  and 
to  review  the  principles  upon  which  our 
government  of  that  country  has  been  con- 
ducted ?  And  on  the  very  threshold  of 
that  review  would  stand  tiiis  moral  de- 
formity of  the  Irish  Church — and  I  use 
the  words  "moral  deformity,"  because, 
say  what  you  will  in  favour  of  the  Irish 
Protestant  Church,  it  cannot  be  denied 
that  it  is  the  English  Protestant  faith 
which  is  upheld  in  Ireland  in  the  form  of 
that  Church.  It  is  the  expression  of 
English  f^th  recorded  upon  Irish  soil. 
And  this,  my  Lords,  is  one  good  reason 
why  this  Bill  should  pass.  No  effort 
on  our  part  should  be  spared  to  re- 
move a  deformity  of  this  character, 
and  no  cost  is  too  great  that  will  set 
US  right  with  the  world  and  with  Ire- 
land by  placing  our  legislation  upon  a 
basis  of  justice.  But,  my  Lords,  a  great 
partyin  tliis  country,  acting  beyond  doubt 
upon  the  most  conscientious  motives, 
has  opposed  the  change  proposed  to  be 
effected  by  this  Bill.  Of  the  two  main 
grounds  upon  which  the  Bill  is  opposed, 
me  first  is  that  to  attack  the  Church  of 
Ireland  is  (^  put  the  Church  of  England 
in  danger.  The  noble  and  learned  Lord 
who  ls«t  addressed  your  Lordships  (Lord 
Chelmsford)  put  this  objection  in  the 
strongest  hght,  and  entreated  your  Lord- 
ships to  lo4^  upon  this  Bill  as  an  attack 
upon  the  Engush  Establishment.  My 
Lords,  I  for  one  should  be  veiy  sony  to 
IStcond  BtaUng — Stetmd  Nighi^ 
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see  the  English  Establishment  in  any 
Tay  injured.  It  is  the  Church  of  the 
great  mass  of  the  nation ;  and  I  believe 
Siat  an  Established  Church  is  a  great 
national  necessity,  and  is  a  national  ac- 
knowledgment of  religious  duty.  It  re- 
places v^at  is  fitful  and  spasmodic  in 
religion  by  what  is  sober  and  sted&st, 
and  is  calculated  to  preserve  a  temperate 
piety,  between  unbeHef  on  the  one  band, 
and  enthusiasm  on  the  other;  and,  above 
all,  it  prevents  religion  from  being  de- 
graded into  a  trade.  Therefore,  if,  in  my 
jndgment,  there  were  anything  in  this 
Bill  lihely  to  affect  the  Enghsh  Estab- 
lishment, I  should  be  opposed  to  it. 
But  what  ground  exists  for  a  reasonable 
apprehension  that  if  the  Irish  Establish- 
ment be  struck  down  by  the  hand  of 
the  law  the  English  Establishment  with 
which  it  is  allied  will  thereby  be  in- 
juriously affected?  It  seems  to  me,  my 
Lords,  that  the  ai^wnent  is  alt<^ether 
the  other  way.  The  English  Est^lish- 
ment  is  strong  in  the  affections  of  the 
people — it  is  strong  because  the  lai^ 
majori^  of  the  people  of  this  countiy 
think  highly  of  it.  Should  the  day  ever 
come  when  the  affections  of  the  people 
of  this  country  are  withdrawn  frimx  it, 
the  time  will  have  arrived  when  the 
English  Establishment  wiU  not  have 
much  hope  left.  But  can  anyone  suppose 
that  tbe  affections  of  the  people  of  Eng- 
land towards  the  Church  of  this  countiy 
are  stimulated  by  the  connection  it  now 
has  with  the  Church  of  Ireland  ?  Can  any 
man  suppose  that  by  joining  on  institu- 
tion strong  in  the  affections  of  the  people 
with  an  institution  which  has  been  con- 
demned for  years  in  the  opinions  of  most 
reasonable  men  any  strength  is  added  to 
the  former  ?  If  the  strong  and  the  weak 
stand  side  by  side,  the  wester  leans  upon 
the  strong,  it  does  not  support  it.  If  the 
healthy  and  the  morbid  are  brought  into 
contact,  the  healthy  suffer  without  the 
morbid  gaining  strength.  My  Lords,  in 
my  opinion  the  Irish  Church  is  the  weak 
point  of  the  English  Establishment. 
What  general  would  hesitate  to  sur- 
render an  indefensible  fortress,  or,  to 
adopt  the  illustration  of  the  noble  and 
learned  Lord,  what  architect  would  de- 
sire to  preserve  a  tottering  tower  to  the 
jeopardy  of  the  rest  of  the  building,  or 
what  surgeon  would  hesitate  to  sacrifice 
a  morbid  limb  to  preserve  the  rest  of  the 
body.  What  argument  can  be  brought 
against'  the  EngHsh  Establishment  £at 


cannot  be  bronght  with  ten  timM  the 
force  against  the  Irish  Establishment? 
The  enemies  of  the  English  Establish- 
ment find  their  strongest  arguments  in 
the  Irish  Establishment.  Therefore, 
those  who  wish  well  to  the  English  Es- 
tablishment would  do  well  tojiart  with 
that  of  Ireland.  The  Irish  Establish- 
ment is  attacked  on  the  ground  that  it  is 
unjnst ;  but  no  sach  attack  can  be  made 
upon  the  Church  of  England,  beoauee 
the  injustice  which  exists  with  regard  to 
the  Irish  Establishment  has  no  plaoe 
here.  Therefore,  to  say  that  because 
we  are  surrendering  that  which  is  inde- 
fensible we  are  endangering  that  which 
is  perfectly  defensible  appears  to  me 
to  be  a  mistake.  Now,  my  Lords,  bo- 
fore  I  sit  down  let  me  caU  your  Lord- 
ships' attention  to  the  position  in  which 
this  question  stands.  The  admirable 
speech  of  the  noble  Earl  (Earl  Grey) 
who  opened  the  debate  this  evening, 
with  his  great  and  varied  experienoe, 
leaves  Httle  to  he  added  on  this  part  of 
tbe  subject.  But,  my  Lords,  I  may  ask 
this  question — ^wbat  deference  are  your 
Lordships  prepared  to  pay  to  the  dis- 
tinctly expressed  will  of  the  English 
nation  ?  Menaces,  no  doubt,  have  been 
thrown  out  against  this  House  in  tbe 
worst  possible  taste,  which  are  likely  to 
have  but  tittle  effect  upon  the  result. 
No  man  who  enjoys  a  seat  in  your  Lord- 
ships'  House  would  value  that  seat  for  a 
moment  if  it  were  to  be  held  at  the  oost 
of  independence.  To  form  and  expreu 
your  opinions  with  independence  is  the 
sole  condition  on  which  this  House  onght 
to  exist.  And  to  say  that,  because  the 
other  House  of  Parliament  has  resolved 
upon  this  or  that  by  a  large  majority, 
therefore  this  Honse  is  bound  to  follow 
in  the  same  direction,  is  to  render  the 
House  little  more  than  a  French  Parlia- 
ment, to  record  the  decisions  of  the  King 
in  the  lit  dthutiee.  That  ia  a  position 
which  this  House  has  never  occupied, 
and,  whatever  may  happen  in  the  future, 
I  am  persuaded  it  never  will  consent  to 
occupy.  Your  Loidships  are  renKmsible 
to  no  oonstituendes  and  to  no  ini^vidnals 
for  your  consciences  and  the  votes  wbioh 
you  give ;  therefore  yon  are  the  more  re- 
sponsible in  the  judgments  which  you 
form  to  the  nation  at  large.  In  the 
nation  at  large  you  recognize  those  who 
have  a  right,  so  to  sp^k,  to  criddie, 
uid  to  call  you  to  account  for  your  pio- 
oeedings.     What  deference,  then,  will 
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you  pay  to  the  expressed  will  of  fhe  na- 
tion ?  Probably  that  will  depend  very 
mucb  on  this  otlier  question — how  has 
that  will  been  expressed  ?  In  common 
parlance  one  says  that  the  will  of  the 
nation  is  expressed  through  its  repre- 
Hentatives  in  the  House  of  Conunons ; 
but,  as  I  hare  pointed  out,  that  would 
bo  to  make  this  House  of  no  account  in 
the  Legislature.  I  apprehend,  how- 
ever, there  are  other  ways  of  ascertain- 
ing the  will  of  the  nation ;  and  if  it  has 
so  fallen  out  that  this  particular  ques- 
tion which  we  are  now  treating  has,  in 
a  distinct  and  definite  form,  been  laid 
before  the  nation,  and  they  have  given 
their  verdict  and  judgment  upon  it,  then 
I  ask  you  whether  it  is  not  an  occasion 
when  you  may  fitly  consider  what 
amount  of  deference  you  will  pay  to  the 
national  will.  No  body  of  men  in  the 
present  day  can  affect  to  take  part  in 
the  government  of  a  iiroe  nation  without 
being  prepared  to  shape  their  course  by 
the  will  ra  that  nation  when  it  is  once 
ascertained.  Faithfully  to  interpret  the 
will  of  a  nation  is  the  first  function  of  a 
l^slative  body ;  and  those  who  aspire 
to  govern  must  bring  to  the  task  the 
sagacity  to  ascertain  the  will  of  the  na- 
tion, and  the  determination  to  carry  it 
out.  Now,  what  has  occurred  with  re- 
ference to  the  present  question?  The 
speech  of  my  noole  and  learned  Friend 
who  leads  the  Opposition  (Lord  Cairns) 
was  quoted  last  night  by  ijie  noble  Earl 
who  introduced  the  Bill,  at  the  close  of 
which  speech  my  noble  and  learned 
Friend  invited  an  appeal  to  the  country. 
The  language  that  he  used,  candidly  and 
fairly  interpreted,  amwara  to  me  to 
mean  nothing  more  than  this — that,  as 
a  Minister  of  the  Crown,  he  was  pre- 
pared to  stake  the  existence  of  the  Min- 
istry on  the  verdict  of  the  nation.  And 
on  what  question  was  that  verdict  to  be 
passed  ?  Why,  on  this  very  question  of 
the  dieestablishment  and  disendowment 


position  of  the  Honse  of  Lords  in  the 
estimation  and  affections  of  the  people 
of  England  has  of  late  years  been  di- 
minished or  endangered.  The  House  of 
Lords  have  always  known  how  to  deal 
with  the  great  questions  which  have 
agitated  the  nation.  The  House  of 
Lords  have  always  known  how  to  recon- 
cile their  functions  with  the  national 
will,  and  I  am  not  one  of  thoee  who 
believe  that  their  influence  has  been 
seriously  impaired.  But  if  you  reject 
this  BOl,  you  will  set  abroad  an  agita- 
tion in  which  the  cry  will  be — "The 
House  of  Lords  against  the  people;" 
you  wiD  untie  the  tongue  of  every  agi- 
tator; yon  wiU  enable  those  who  wish 
harm  to  the  Constitntion  and  to  the 
Honse  to  use  language  of  this  character 
— ' '  You  have  taken  time  to  consider  this 
matter ;  last  year  you  stood  between  the 
determination  of  the  House  of  Commons 
and  its  fulfilment;  yon  threw  out  the 
Bill,  which  we  did  not  complain  of;  you 
then  appealed  to  the  country,  and  there 
was  no  election  address,  at  one  side  or 
at  the  other,  in  which  the  Irish  Church 
question  was  not  laid  before  the  con- 
stituency as  the  turning  point  of  the 
election.  Tou  invited  the  arbitrament 
of  the  nation,  as  expressed  through  the 
Parliament  just  reformed,  and  taking  on 
that  account  a  wider  sweep  of  the  opi- 
nions, the  judgment,  and  the  refiection 
of  the  people,  and  having  invited  and 
invokea  that  arbitrament,  you  then, 
when  the  judgment  of  the  nation  is 
against  you,  refuse  to  abide  by  the  re- 
sult of  that  appeal." 

The  Duke  of  RICHMOND:  My 
Lords,  at  this  hour  and  on  an  occasion 
like  this,  when  so  many  noble  Lords  are 
anxious  to  take  part  in  the  discussion, 
I  shall  detain  your  Lordships  but  a  very 
short  time  while  I  state  the  course  I 
am  about  to  pursue ;  and  I  am  the  more 
induced  to  ask  your  Lordships'  atten* 
tion  upon  this  occasion  because    that 


of  the  Irish  Church ;  for  at  the  end  of  course  is  to  me  at  once  a  most  unnsual 
the  long  and  elaborate  and  most  able  |  and  a  most  painful  one — for  I  find  my- 


speech  by  the  noble  and  learned  Lord, 
he  eaid — "  We  are  prepared  to  go  to 
the  people  of  Finland,  to  appeal  to  their 
judgment,  and  oy  their  judgment  to 
abide."  Now,  what  will  be  the  effect 
of  rejecting  this  measure  upon  the 
second  rea£ng  t  You  will  untie  title 
tongue  of  every  man  who  wishes  evil  to 
this  House  and  the  Constitution.  I  am 
not  one  of  those  who  b^eve  that  the 


self  tinahle  to  concur  on  this  occasion  in 
the  policy  adopted  by  those  with  whom 
I  am  in  uie  habit  of  acting  at  ^  times 
with  the  greatest  cordiahty.  I  have 
sometimes  doubted  in  my  own  mind  the 
propriety  of  this  course  when  I  find  my- 
self at  variance  'with  the  noble  Earl 
whom  I  have  had  the  pleasure  of  follow- 
ing almost  ever  since  I  had  a  seat  in  this 
OF  the  other  House  of  Parliament — 
[^Second  StadinySteoni  Night. 
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(Lord  Derby),  and  when  I  find  myself 
also  not  able  to  a^ee  vitb  my  noble 
and  learned  Friend  (Lord  Cairns)  who 
now  succeeds  in,  as  I  think,  a  most 
worthy  manner  to  the  leadership  of  the 
party  of  which  I  have  the  honour  to  be 
a  member.  On  a  subject,  however,  of 
such  great  importance  as  tbe  present,  I 
think  it  behoves  everyone  who  has  a 
seat  in  your  Lordships'  House  to  weigh 
well  for  himself  tne  conduct  that  he 
ought  to  pursue  in  reference  to  it,  and, 
having  once  made  up  his  mind,  to  carry 
out  that  course  unflinchingly  and  with- 
out r^ard  to  any  consequenoeB  to  him- 
self with  reference  to  his  relation  to 
those  with  whom  he  usually  acts.  I  am 
not  going  to  follow  the  noble  and  learned 
Lord  who  last  addressed  you  (Lord 
Penzance),  because  I  find  it  difficult 
throughout  the  greater  portion  of  his 
speech  to  follow  the  conclusions  at  which 
he  arrived  ;  because  having  proposed  to 
your  Lordships  various  courses  which, 
having  put  hypothetical  cases,  he  thought 
niight  be  adopted,  he  wound  up  invari- 
ab^  by  saying  that  be  found  he  bad 
come  in  contact  with  the  impracticable. 
Therefore,  as  far  as  the  first  portion 
of  his  address  vae  concerned,  without 
disrespect  to  the  noble  and  learned  Lord, 
I  thiiUE  I  may  be  allowed  to  pass  it  by. 
With  regard  to  the  Bill  itself,  there  is 
no  one  who  has  a  greater  objection  to 
it  who  sees  more  demerits  in  the  mea- 
sure itself  than  I  do.  I  thi-nlr  it  was 
well  described  by  my  noble  and  learned 
Friend  behind  me  (Lord  Chelmsford) 
as  made  up  of  violence,  of  injustice. 


enjoyed  by  any  of  your  Lordshipe.  As 
regajrds  these  three  Commissioners, 
therefore,  I  have  not  a  word  to  say.  But 
there  is  this  to  be  considered  —  These 
gentlemen  are  named  in  the  Bill;  but 
if,  in  the  course  of  time,  these  gentle- 
men should  resign,  or  should  not  carry 
out  the  work  to  the  satisfaction  of  the 
Government,  there  is  nothing,  as  far  as 
I  can  see,  to  prevent  other  gentlemen 
being  made  Commissionerfi,  whose  views 
might  be  totally  different  from  the  views 
entertained  by  the  gentlemen  who  are 
named  in  the  Bill.  The  Church  fabrics 
are  to  be  handed  over  to  the  Church 
Body — that  is  to  say,  if  this  Church 
Body  ever  exists.  I  will  touch  very 
bghtly  on  this  6ul^ect,  which  was  gone 
into  so  admirably  by  the  most  rev.  Pri- 
mato  who  addressed  your  Lordships  last 
evening ;  but  I  wish  to  show  wwit  ob- 
jections I  entertain  to  the  Bill  itself. 
The  glebe  houses  are  to  be  sold  and  pur- 
chased at  prices  which  may  be  fair ;  but 
it  must  not  he  lost  sight  of  that  the  per- 
sons who  are  to  buy  the  glebe  houses 
and  lands  will  merely  be  allowed  to  buy 
their  own  property  back  again.  I  am 
not  surprised  i^t  this  intorference  with 
proper^  struck  even  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman who  introduced  the  BiU,  because 
there  was  a  remarkable  passage  in  hia 
speech  in  introducing  the  measure  to  the 
House  of  Commons.  He  said,  in  one 
short  sentence,  as  if  the  thought  had 
just  occurred  to  him — "Possibfy  some 
persons  may  think  that  the  Bill  I  have 
now  the  honour  of  introducing  is  an  in- 
terferencewiththerightsofproperty."  I 


of  spoliation.  In  the  first  place,  I  find  I  must  say  I  certainly  do  not  recollect  any 
that  the  property  of  the  Church  of  Ire-  '  greater  interference  with  the  rights  of 
land  is  handed  over  at  once  to  three  [  property  than  is  to  be  found  in  the  Bill 
"        '    '  .   ■     ..     ■"■"     ■-.'•  now  under  discussion.    Much  baa  been 

stated  at  various  times  as  to  the  vested 
and  proprietary  righto  that  were  to  be  re- 
spected in  this  measure.  But  there  is  one 
set  of  proprietary  rights  which  appear  to 
me  to  have  been  totally  lost  sight  of.  The 
rights  of  the  clei^  have  been,  to  a  cer- 
tein  extent,  looked  after  ;  but  the  rights 
of  the  laity,  Ihe  rights  of  the  congregfr- 
tions  are  wholly  neglected.  For  several 
centuries  the  land  has  been  bought  and 
sold  encumbered  with  rent-chai^es,  and 
the  proprietors  of  the  land  and  Uioee  who 
depended  upon  them  were,  in  return  for 
the  money  so  paid,  and  the  rent-charge 
so  fixed,  to  be  continued  in  the  enjo^- 
ment  of  the  services  of  the  Church,  in 
which  they  and  their  family  had  been 


Commissioners  named  in  the  Bill. 
those  three  gentlemen  I  wish  to  speak 
with  all  respect.  One  is  a  noble  Ix)rd 
who  sits  on  the  other  side  of  the  House 
(Lord  Monck),  and  though  undoubtodly 
in  favour  of  abolishing  the  connection 
between  Church  and  State,  yet  is  a  friend 
to  the  Church,  and  I  have  no  doubt  will 


is  right  and  proper  by  all  parties.  Of 
Mr,  Justice  Laweon  I  desire  to  speak  in 
terms  of  the  greatest  respect ;  and  the 
third  Commissioner,  a  personal  friend  of 
my  own,  and  well  known  to  many  noble 
Lords  —  Mr.  George  Hamilton — has 
earned  for  himself  a  character  for  inde- 
pendence and  int^^ty  as  high  as  that 
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bom  and  brouglit  up.  I  wish  to  call 
TOUT  Lord^pe  attention  to  the  spirit 
in  vhich  the  Prime  Minister  deals  with 
this  interest.  I  think  it  vas  in  the 
couTBe  of  last  year  that  the  Prime  Mi- 
nister talked  of  dealing  with  the  Church 
property  and  with  Ireland  on  this  sub- 
ject "in  a  mild  and  generous  spirit." 
There  is  a  great  difference  between 
tiieory  and  practice.  I  cannot  help 
thinking  that  the  theory  of  the  Leader 
of  the  Opposition  in  1868  is  as  different 
&om  the  practice  of  the  Prime  Minister 
in  1869  as  theory  and  practice  generally 
differ  from  one  another.  The  right  hon. 
Gentleman  referred  in  the  House  of 
Oommons  to  the  rested  interests  of  the 
students  connected  with  Maynooth — ^I 
desire  most  carefully  to  avoid  speaking 
in  any  disparaging  manner  of  my  So- 
man Catholic  fellow-subjects — I  only 
bring  this  matter  forwud  by  way  of 
illustration  —  but  t^e  Prime  Minister 
said — 

"The;  >rs  th«  wni  of  small  farmori  anc 
Iradeamen.  Will  foa  undertake  to  u.y  th*t  the; 
haTe  DOl  th«  mme  title  to  tli*  conaideralioD  ot 
thii  HdiiH  >■  Prorniore,  mid  Anialant  Frofet- 
lora,  CTcrr  one  aF  whote  title*  we  bare  recog* 
nind,  and  without  one  word  of  objectioa!" — 
[3  Hantard,  oiovi.  337.] 

My  Lords,  I  only  ask  you  to  strike  out 
the  words  "  students  of  Maynooth  "  for 
a  moment,  and  substitute  for  them  the 
words  "Protestant  congregations,"  and 
for  "  Professors  and  AsaiBtant  Profes- 
sors" to  insert  "Bishops  and  clergy, 
and  the  passage  woud  run  thus — 
"  Many  of  the  Protestant  congrega- 
tions are  composed  of  small  trades- 
men and  fanners,  and  wiU  you  under- 
take to  say  that  they  have  not  the 
same  right  to  the  consideration  of  this 
House  as  the  Bishops  and  clergy,  every 
one  of  whose  tities  you  have  recog- 
nized, and  without  one  word  of  ob- 
jection ?"  I  only  mention  that  to  show 
that  all  vested  rights  are  not  consid- 
ered in  the  same  manner  as  are  those 
connected  with  Maynooth.  And  here  I 
would  ask  my  noble  Friend  who  moved 
the  second  reading  (£arl  OranviUe) 
whether  he  can  reconcile  part  of  the 
Preamble  of  the  Bill  with  the  course 
which  he  proposes  to  adopt  in  regard  to 
the  grant  to  Maynooth  ?  Because,  out  of 
the  Rinds  of  the  Church,  as  I  understand 
it,  a  certain  sum  is  to  be  given  to  May- 
nooth, which  will  amount  to  I  forget 
hov  much  per  anniun;  but  in  the  "Sk- 


amble  of  the  Bill  there  is  a  paragraph 
which  says  that  the  mon^  taken  &om 
the  Established  Church  shall  not  be  de- 
voted to  the  maintenance  of  any  Church 
or  clei^,  or  any  other  ministry,  or  for 
the  teaching  of  religion.  Now,  if  the 
money  whiim  is  to  go  to  Maynooth  comes 
out  of  the  fiinds  with  which  the  Bill 
deals,  then  I  say  that  is  at  variance  with 
the  passage  in  the  Preamble  to  which  Z 
have  referred.  I  have  no  doubt  tiiat  my 
noble  Friend  (Earl  Granville)  will  ex- 
plain that  discrepancy  at  a  ^ture  stage, 
if  it  admits  of  explanation.  Dealing  as 
shortly  as  I  have  been  able  to  do  with  the 
principles  of  this  measure,  I  repeat  that 
the  description  given  of  it  by  my  noble 
and  learned  Fnend  (Lord  Chelmsford) 
was  very  nearly  correct — ^namely,  that  it 
is  made  up  of  a  great  deal  of  violence,  in- 
justice, and  8p<^ation,  and  I  must  say 
that  I  am  not  at  all  surprised  that  when 
the  ignorant  and  impulsive  peasantry  of 
IreUuid  see  the  manner  in  which  the 
Church  is  treated  by  this  Bill,  they 
should  have  hopes — I  trust  false  hopes 
— that  some  such  measure  may  be  loom- 
ing in  the  future  with  respect  to  the 
laud.  I  object  to  this  BiU  because 
it  does  away  with  the  established  re- 
ligion in  Ir^and.  I  think  that  religion 
is  as  much  a  necessity  to  a  nation  as  it  is 
to  a  family,  and  that  the  only  way  in 
which  you  can  maintain  religion  for  a 
nation  is  by  having  an  Established 
Church.  My  Lords,  entertaining  these 
strong  views  against  this  measure,  I  con- 
fess that  it  has  not  been  without  very  con- 
siderable hesitation  that  I  have  come  to 
the  conclusion  to  which  I  have  come — 
namely,  that  it  is  not  right  to  support 
the  Amendment  moved  by  my  noble 
Friend  (the  Earl  of  Harrowby),  and  I 
am  induced  to  arrive  at  that  conclusion 
upon  two  considerations.  In  the  first 
place,  I  cannot  forget  the  debates  which 
took  place  in  this  and  the  other  House 
of  Parliament  last  Session.  In  the  other 
House  of  Parliament  Pesolutions  were 
introduced,  and  lengthened  discussions, 
followed  by  divisions,  occurred  upon 
them.  They  were  carried.  Upon  them 
a  Suspeiwory  Bill,  as  it  was  called,  was 
brought  in.  The  Bill  was  debated  and 
passed  by  moderately  large  majorities 
in  the  other  House ;  and  it  then  became 
the  duty  of  your  Xiordships  to  receive 
and  consider  that  Bill.  Having  dis- 
cussed the  question  your  Lordships  re- 
jected the  measure  by  a.  very  large  ma- 
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jorify.  My  Lorde,  I  cannot  bring  myself  I  and  not  that  vhichiB  the  result  of  a  etatea- 
to  thint  otherwise  than  that  one  of  the  I  manlike  viev  of  the  matter,  merdy  to 
gFOnnds   on  -which  that  Bill  was  i  get  rid  of  a  thing  for  a  moment  without 


thrown  out  by  ibab  majority,  was  that 
it  was  urged  tliat  in  a  dying  Farhanient 
it  was  not  right  to  de^  wiUl  the  ques- 
tion; that  a  new  set  of  electors  were 
about  to  bo  called  into  existence ;  that  if 
we  dealt  with  the  suliject  then,  in  a  very 
few  months  we  mi^ht  be  called  upon  to 
desl  with  it  a^am ;  and,  in  fact,  the 
question  of  what  is  technically  termed 
"disestablishment" — I  think  there  is 
no  word  in  the  Ti^ngliBh  language  for 
ii — the  disestablishment  of  the  Irish 
Church,  was  the  subject  put  before  the 
electors  at  the  laet  alection.  I  regret 
that  I  cannot  separate  the  question  of 
disestablishment  from  the  other  portion 
of  this  Bill,  because  I  am  bound  to  ad- 
mit that  the  queetion  submitted  to  the 
electors  at  the  last  General  Election  was 
certainly  not  Hia  Bill  which  we  have  now 
under  discussion.  But,  at  the  same  time, 
if  I  have  to  deal  mth  iJus  Bill  at  all 
sow,  I  must  take  it  as  representing,  if 
I  may  so  say,  the  great  question  of  dis- 
estabhshment ;  and  leave  the  other  por- 
tion of  the  measure — which  has  been 
imported  into  it  by  the  manner  in  which 
the  OoTMimieat  have  drawn  up  the  Bill 
— to  be  dealt  with  at  a  future  stage  of 
the  Bill,  should  it  receive  a  second  read- 
ing. But,  I  repeat,  I  cannot  bring  my- 
seU  to  think  otherwise  than  that  the 
question  of  diBestabliehment  was  the 
question  placed  before  the  oountjy ;  and 
that  the  country,  on  an  appeal  being 
made  to  them,  returned  a  ve^  lai^e 
majority  of  Members  to  the  ^uee  of 
Commons  adverse  to  the  Qovemment  of 
which  I  had  the  honour  to  be  a  member 
— a  majori-^  so  large  that  it  is  matter 
of  history  that  that  Qovemment  imme- 
diately resigned  Office,  and  those  noble 
Lords  who  now  occupy  the  opposite 
Benches  were  summoned  to  Her  Ma- 
jes^'e  councils ;  and  the  question  of  dis- 
establishment, as  apart  from  the  other 
portion  of  the  Bill — for  I  wish  to  keep 
the  two  things  distinct — has  been  ratified 
by  the  representatives  of  the  nation,  by 
majorities  varying  from  about  110  to  120. 
That,  my  Lords,  is  the  first  reason  which 
induoee  me  not  to  accept  the  Amend- 
ment of  my  noble  Friend.  But  there  is 
a  second  coneideratioa  that  weighs  with 
me,  which  is — what  is  to  happen  eup- 
posing  the  second  reading  is  rejeot«d. 
I  thi^  it  is  very  ehort-sighted  polity, 
Sk»  Zhile  of  Richmond 


looking  beyond  and  seeing  what  may 
come  B^rwards.  I  appeal  to  any  noble 
Lords — and  I  shall  be  much  astonished 
if  they  give  me  an  affirmative  answer — . 
whether  they  are  sanguine  enough  to 
believe  that  rejecting  the  Bill  on  the 
second  reading  would  be  the  means  of 
getting  rid  of  the  Bill  for  ever,  or  for 
any  lengthened  period  ?  I  confess  that 
if  I  thought  its  rejection  on  the  seocmd 
reading  would  be  the  means  of  bury- 
ing the  measure — if  I  may  use  the  ex- 
pression— I  would  be  the  first  to  vote 
against  it,  disUking  the  Bill  so  much  as 
I  do.  But  it  is  because  I  believe  that 
ws  shall  not  get  rid  of  it  by  this  process 
—  that  the  Bill  will  come  back  to  us 
sooner  or  later,  and  perhaps  eooner  than 
a  great  number  of  us  would  Him  to  think 
— and  come  back  in  a  condition  that  it 
would  be  very  difficult  to  deed  with  it  in 
a  satisfactory  manner,  that  I  should  de- 
precate its  being  thrown  out  on  the 
second  reading.  I  know  my  noble  Friend 
will  say — "  What  is  the  use  of  reading 
the  BiU  a  second  time  when  you  cannot 
amend  it  ?"  But  I  say,  if  you  do  not 
read  it  a  second  time  you  do  not  intend 
to  amend  it.  There  may  be  Amend* 
ments  which  your  Lordships  may  think 
of  great  importance,  which  you  may 
have  a  majority  sufiicient  in  this  House 
to  carry,  and  which  may  materially  alter 
the  Bill  as  it  now  stands.  At  all  events, 
tlkere  is  this  to  be  considered,  that  if, 
after  altering  the  BiU  as  your  Lordsbipe 
may  deem  right  and  proper,  tiie  measure 
comes  out  of  Committee  in  such  a  form 
as  the  majority  of  your  Lordships  dis- 
approve and  think  objectionable,  you 
have  always  this  last  resource  open,  to 
reject  the  Bill  on  the  third  reading.  My 
noble  Friend  the  noble  Duke  (the  Duke 
of  Butland)  behind  me  and  I  disagree 
most  materially  on  various  points ;  but 
as  I  commenced  by  saying  how  disagree- 
able it  was  to  me  to  dlfTer  from  so  many 
of  my  Friends,  yet,  feehng  most  oonsoien- 
tiou^y  as  I  do  on  this  subjeot,  I  de- 
termined boldly  to  stand  up  and  state 
my  views.  I  am  one  who  would  throw 
on  the  Government  the  responsibihty  of 
refusing  asettiement  of  tbis  question.*  I 
say  there  is  nothing  so  obnoxious,  so  in- 
jurious to  the  country,  as  that  there 
should  be  a  continued  agitation  on  any 
subject  whatever ;  aad  it  is  meet  objec' 


1B53 


Irith 


(Juits  19,  1869} 


Church  £iU. 


1864 


tionable  of  all  Uiat  there  should  be  oon- 
tuiued  agitatioD  on  Toligioue  subjecte. 
I  wieli  to  h&ve  (Lie  queetioii  oeJmly  and 
diBpassionately  considered  in  Committee ; 
and  if  the  Ghireniment  are  not  prepared 
to  accept  the  Amendmeata  we  think  it 
rig^ht  to  propose,  on  Hiem  will  rest  tjie 
reBponsibility  of  the  rejection  of  the  Bill 
and  not  on  your  LorddiipB. 

Having  made  these  remarke  I  would 
now  sit  down,  but  iar  the  subject  of 
which  my  noble  and  ieerned  Friend 
(Lord  Caima)  hae  given  notice  for  Thurs- 
oay.  I  bad  intended  to  call  your  Lotd- 
ships'  attentioQ  to  a  letter  which  has 
appeared  in  the  papers  to-day;  but, 
after  the  notice  wlucb  has  been  given,  I 
think  it  more  respectful  to  postpone  my 
obeervatione  till  the  subject  comes  regu- 
larly before  your  Lordships.  If  y  Lords, 
I  can  safely  say  that  no  question,  since 
'  I  had  the  honour  of  taking  part  in  public 
affairs,  hEis  given  me  more  anxiety,  more 
consideration,  and  deeper  thought  than 
the  subject  we  are  now  called  on  to  de- 
cide. But,  believing  as  I  do,  that  the 
issues  invtdved  are  of  such  gravity  as  to 
supersede  all  party  ties  and  pmvonal 
friendships,  I  have  come  to  the  convic- 
tion that  I  ought,  on  the  present  ooca- 
non,  to  lay  aside  all  such  considerations, 
being  fully  convinced,  with  the  most 
ooQscientious  feelings,  that  in  declining 
to  support  the  Amendment  of  my  noble 
Frien<t  I  am  taking  the  course  mrat 
consistent  with  the  principles  of  the 
Constitution,  and  most  in  accordance 
with  the  dignity  of  your  Xjordships' 
House. 

The  Bishop  op  PETEEBOEOTTGH  -. 
My  Lords,  in  rising  to  address  your 
ijordahips,  I  do  so  with  feelings  of  the 
veiy  deepest  anxiety,  and  with  un- 
feigned ^ffidence,  owing  to  my  having 
become  so  recently  a  Member  of  your 
Lordships'  House,  and  my  natural  fear, 
in  taking  part  in  ao  great  a  discussion  as 
this,  that  I  may,  by  some  careless  word  of 
mine,  rather  damage  than  advance  the 
cause  which  I  seek  to  support.  Still 
there  is  one  great  encooragement  I  feel 
— it  is  a  thought  that  has  been  present 
to  my  mind  all  through  this  debate — 
that  IS  that  I  have  the  privil^^  of  ad- 
dressing an  assembly  in  which  freedom 
of  «peech  is  stiU  permitted  to  its  mem- 
bers. I  have  heajd  much,  my  Lords, 
since  I  have  had  the  honour  ctf  being  a 
Member  of  your  Lordships'  House,  and 
I  have  read  something,  about  the  anti- 


quated prejudices  which  still  haunt  it, 
but  which  are  not  to  be  fbund  io  the 
other  House;  but  among  those  anti- 
quated prejudices  I  rejoice  to  see  (hat 
your  Lordships  still  retain  the  notion 
that  a  deliberative  assembly  should  be 
allowed  to  deliberate.  I  have  no  fear, 
my  Lords,  at  least  upon  this  point — 
that  if  die  remarks  which  I  venture  to 
make  should  be  distasteful  to  some  of 
your  Xjordships,  I  shall  be  at  least  &ee 
to  make  them.  I  am  reminded  that  your 
political  education  is  imperfect ;  but  I 
am  glad  to  find  that  you  have  not  yet 
adopted  the  most  recent  form  of  Parlia- 
mentary eldttire,  which  simply  consists 
in  howling  down  the  person  who  takes 
the  unpopular  side  in  a  debate.  ["  Oh, 
oh!"]  I  regret  that  in  the  first  few 
words  I  have  spoken  I  should  have 
called  forth  expressions  of  dissent ;  but 
I  think  I  am  juetiiied  in  describing 
what  I  think  I  saw  and  heard  in  what 
I  do  not  venture  to  call  another  House, 
but  a  public  meeting  in  which  there 
were  present  a  great  many  Members  of 
Parliament. 

I  have  no  intention  of  detaining  your 
Lordships  at  any  length  on  some  of  the 
very  minor  issues  that  have  been  raised 
in  this  controversy ;  and  the  less  so  be- 
cause I  am  ready  to  admit  that  on  those 
points  all  the  strength  of  the  argument 
lies  with  the  supporters  of  this  measure. 
I  am  free  to  confess  that  I  cannot  re- 
gard this  Bill  as  a  proposal  to  violate 
Uie  Coronation  Oath.  The  Coronation 
Oath  seems  to  me  to  be  the  seal  of  a 
compact  between  two  parties ;  and  I 
cannot  understand  bow,  because  one  of 
the  parties  appeals  to  the  Divine  judg- 
ment to  punish  a  breach  of  the  com- 
pact, both,  parties  may  not  agree  to  an 
alteration  of  the  comj^ct.  In  the  second 
place,  I  cannot  regard  this  measure  as 
a  violation  of  the  Act  of  Union.  I  re- 
gard the  Act  of  Union  as  a  treaty  not 
merely  between  two  Legislatures,  the 
membera  of  which  may  be,  and  for  the 
most  part  are,  no  longer  in  existenoe, 
but,  as  a  compact,  between  two  nations 
which  still  exist,  and  which  have  a  r^ht 
to  modify  the  terms  of  the  treaty  mutu- 
ally agreed  on  between  them.  Neither 
can  I  regard  this  measure  as  an  attack 
on  private  property.  I  cannot  but  en- 
tirely accept  the  distinction  drawn  by 
the  noble  and  learned  Lord  last  night 
between  corporate  and  private  property. 
I  cannot  regard  the  property  of  the  Irish 
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Ohnrch  as  private  propertf ,  because  it 
eeemB  to  laaa  me  in  this  absurdity — that 
it  would  be  a  matter  of  entire  indiffer- 
ence what  were  the  numbers  of  the  Irish 
Church,  whether  large  or  smaU,  and  ae 
if,  instead  of  700,000,  they  were  70,000 
or  7,000  they  would  etill  have  a  right 
to  the  same  property.  I  therefore  will- 
iugly  accept  die  noble  and  learned  Lord's 
distinction  between  corporate  and  private 
property.  But  I  go  further — I  not  only 
accept  that  distinction,  but  I  insist  upon 
it  upon  the  very  ground  on  which  I  en- 
treat your  Lordships  to  be  very  cautious 
how  the  property  of  the  Ldsh  Church  it 
dedt  with.  It  is  quite  true  that  cor- 
porate property  ia  different  from  private 
property.  It  is  not  private  property, 
neither,  on  the  other  hand,  ia  it  abso- 
lutely and  simply  public  property  in  the 
same  sense  as  property  derived  from  the 
taxation  of  the  count^.  Corporate  pro- 
perty is  partly  private  and  partly  puolic 
— public  in  its  uses  and  the  conditions 
on  which  it  is  held,  and  private  as  : 
Karda  the  persons  who  are  interested 
,  it.  This  is  the  reason  why  it  appears 
me  to  be  very  perilous  to  meddle  with 
corporate  property ;  because,  in  its  pubhc 
chuacter,  it  invites  attack,  and  by  its 
partly  private  character  endangers  all 
private  property,  if  the  conditions  on 
which  the  corporation  holds  its  pro- 
perty be  unjustly  or  unfairly  dealt  with. 
And  for  this  reason  you  will  always  ob- 
seire  iu  history  that  corporate  property 
is  always  the  first  to  be  attacked  in  all 
great  democratic  revolutions.  Especially 
is  this  so  in  the  case  of  ecclesiastical 
corporate  property,  because  ecclesiasti- 
cal corporations  for  the  most  part  are 
very  wealthy  and,  at  the  same  time,  are 
weak.  It  is  easy  to  find  a  flaw  in  their 
titles;  and  reUgioua  corporations  charged 
with  the  rehgiouB  cultiue  of  a  nation,  or 
of  any  part  of  a  nation,  are  always  easy 
of  attack  because  they  must  always  more 
or  less  fail,  and  it  can  therefore  be  al- 
ways alleged  that  they  have  failed  in 
the  performance  of  their  duty.  There- 
fore I  say  that  ecclesiastical  property  is 
always  the  first  to  be  assailed  iu  revo- 
lutions. Hevolutions  commence  with 
sacrilege  and  go  on  to  communism ;  or, 
to  put  it  in  the  more  gentle  and  euphe- 
mistic language  of  the  day,  revolutions 
b^in  with  the  Church  and  go  on  to  the 
land.  For  these  reasons — not  because 
the  property  of  the  Ineh  Church  ia'^ot 
corporate  property — I  would  ask  you  to 
The  £i$h(^  of  Ftttrhorwgh  i 


guard  it  with  apedal  jealousy  from  any 
attack  which  may  be  made  upon  it. 

But,  pacing  from  these  minor  issues 
in  tho  controversy,  I  do  feel  that  there 
are  larger  and  deeper  questions  at  stake 
than  these.  I  believe  that  the  great 
question  of  justice  or  injustice  really 
underlies  the  whole  of  this  question.  I 
believe,  my  Lords,  that  far  below  these 
merely  superficial  questions  of  ascend- 
ancy or  sentiment^  grievance,  or  the 
ba^e  of  conquest  —  I  do  believe  that 
deep  in  the  English  heart  lies  this  great 
thought  above  all  others — that  the  Irish 
Church  is  an  injustice ;  therefore  it  must 
be  done  away  with.  I  desire  to  meet 
this  plea  fairly  and  fully ;  and  I  desire 
to  say  for  myself,  so  lately  a  member  of 
that  Church — and  speaking,  as  I  believe 
I  do,  the  feeling  of  every  member  of 
that  Church — that  we  re-echo  the  words 
the  Prime  Minister  used  with  reference  ' 
to  this  Bill ;  and  we  eay  if  the  Irish 
Church  be  less  than  a  justice,  then  in 
Qod's  name  let  it  perish.  The  three 
great  issues  that  have  been  raised  in 
this  debate,  so  far  as  I  have  been  able 
to  follow  it,  have  been,  first  of  all,  that 
this  is  a  question  of  justice ;  secondly, 
that  it  ia  a  q^uestion  of  policy;  and 
thirdly,  that  it  is  in  accordance  with  the 
verdict  of  the  nation.  With  all  respect, 
I  venture  to  join  issue  upon  every  one 
of  these  three  pleas.  I  say  distinctly 
that  justice  does  not  demand  this  mea- 
sure, that  policy  does  not  require  it,  and 
that  the  verdict  of  the  country  has  not 
only  not  gone  in  its  favour,  but  that, 
on  the  contrary,  the  measure  in  tho 
greater  part  of  its  details  seems  to  me 
to  be  iu  direct  and  flagrant  contradiction 
to  the  verdict  of  the  country.  In  arguing 
these  three  pleas  I  shall  endeavour  to 
consider  each  of  them  by  itself  and  sepa- 
rately. IshaUnotattempttomixthem  to- 
gether according  asit  may  suit  the  exigen- 
cies of  my  argument.  Because  I  observe 
that  in  discussing  this  measure  people 
veiy  often  fail  to  take  them  alone.  We 
ore  told,  in  the  first  place,  that  the  Irish 
Church  is  a  grievous  iiiguBtice,  because 
it  possesses  property  that  was  wrongtiilly 
taken  from  the  Boman  Catholics.  We 
try  to  answer  the  argument,  and  endea- 
vour to  show  that  this  property  was 
never  in  the  possession  of  the  Bonan 
Catholic  Church,  and  we  appeal  to  the 
ancient  history  of  the  Iri^  Church  to 
show  it.  But  when  we  are  doing  that 
ire  told — "What  is  the  use  of  this 
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reference  to  old  doctrinal  hiatoiy?  It 
does  not  matter  iu  the  least  whether  the 
Irish  Church  vaa  Froteetant  or  not  in 
the  dajB  of  St.  Patrick ;  at  the  present 
.moment  it  is  a  mischief  and  a  niiisance, 
and  there  can  be  no  pacification  of  Ire- 
land till  we  get  rid  of  it."  When  we 
tnm  to  the  argument  of  policy,  and  en- 
deavour to  ehow  that  the  sweeping  away 
the  Irish  Church  will  not  pacify  Ireland, 
and  that  it  will  dissatisfy  one  part  of  the 
Irish  nation  without  satisfying  the  other 
— what  is  the  answer?  "Oh,  we  never 
thought,  we  never  dreamt  that  this 
measure  would  pacify  Ireland — we  are 
quite  aware  it  will  not;  but  we  must 
clear  our  own  consciencoa  j  it  is  a  high 
question  of  justice— ^/fof  jmtitia  mat 
tceluM.'"  LaaUy,  when  we  maintain  that 
this  is  neither  a  measure  of  justice  nor 
a  measure  of  polii^,  we  are  told  that 
tiiere  is  a  good  deal  to  bo  said  on  that 
side  of  the  question,  but  that  the  time 
for  saying  it  has  gone  by ;  that  the  ver- 
dict of  the  country  has  spoken,  and  we 
had  better  submit  ourselves  to  the  will 
of  the  nation.  I  wUl  not  attempt  to 
imitate  that  mode  of  argument,  but  will 
take  each  plea  separately.  In  the  first 
place,  then,  as  to  Uie  plea  that  the  Irish 
Church  is  an  injustice,  the  arguments 
used  in  its  support  are  simply  two — One, 
the  great  ai^imient  of  religious  equali^ ; 
and  the  other,  the  argument  that  the 
Irish  Church  is  the  church  of  the  mino- 
ri^.  Now,  my  Lords,  as  I  undersand 
the  argument  in  respect  to  absolute  reli- 
gious equality  it  ia  this — that  the  con- 
ferring by  the  State  upon  one  sect  in  the 
country  any  special  favour  or  privilege 
over  other  sects  ie  an  injustice,  inasmuch 
as  no  one  sect  is  more  entitled  to  endow- 
ment or  privilege  than  another,  and 
that,  as  special  favour  is  conferred  upon 
the  Irish  Church,  it  is  a  violation  of  the 
principle  of  religious  equality.  It  is 
no  reply,  I  admit,  to  say  that  this  prin- 
ciple of  religious  equality  applies  equally 
to  England.  It  is  perfectly  clear  that  it 
does  apply  equally  to  England  as  to 
Ireland — unless  indeed  we  are  ready  to 
perpretate  injustice  in  England  because 
we  are  strong  and  Dissent  is  weak ;  but 
tiiat  we  will  not  venture  to  do  it  in 
Ireland  because  we  are  weak  there, 
and  those  who  differ  from  the  Church 
are  strong.  It  is,  in  fact,  convenient 
now  to  teU  us  that  the  principle  a|m1ieB 
to  the  English  as  well  as  to  the  Irish 
Church ;  but  I  may  remark  that  it  was 
YOL.  CXOVI.  [thisd  bebizs.] 


not  quito  so  convenient  to  say  so  laet 
October.  I  distinctly  admit  that  if  the 
&vour  shown  to  any  sect  be  shown  for 
the  sake  of  that  sect,  and  that  alone, 
there  is  a  manifest  injustice  in  the 
endowment  of  that  sect  in  preference  to 
others.  But  I  deny  that  this  is  the 
princi^e  of  religious  EstabHahmente  at 
all.  The  endowment  given  to  the  sect, 
my  Lords,  is  not  given  for  the  benefit  of 
the  sect,  but  for  de  benefit  of  the  State. 
It  is  not  with  a  view  to  make  the  sect 
richer,  but  to  make  the  State  rehgious. 
The  privilege  and  the  wealth  that  come 
to  the  sect  are  not  the  object,  but  the 
accident  of  the  endowment,  lie  object 
of  endowment  is  that,  inasmuch  as  the 
Stete  has  an  army  to  contend  against  its 
enemies  without,  so  it  has  an  army  to 
contend  against  the  enemies  within  of 
sin,  ignorance,  and  crime ;  and,  when 
the  State  selects  any  one  sect  in  prefer- 
to  another,  the  simple  question  is 
whether  the  sect  is  better  qualified  than 
other  sects  to  do  the  work  which  the 
State  wants  to  have  done.  If  that  ba 
so,  it  seems  to  me  that  there  is  no  more 
injustice  in  the  State  contracting,  if  I 
may  use  the  expression,  with  aji  ecclesi- 
astical firm  to  do  its  duty  of  religious 
teaching  than  there  is  in  the  State  con- 
tracting with  a  secular  firm  to  do  any 
secular  work  which  it  may  require.  In 
both  cases  there  is  inequaJity  consequent 
upon  the  act,  but  in  neither  is  there  in- 
justice— because  it  appears  to  me  that  to 
treat  equally  things  that  are  unequal,  ie 
not  justice,  but  the  very  greatest  injus- 
tice. The  question,  therefore,  whether 
injustice  is  done  to  one  sect  by  the  es- 
tablishment of  another  resolves  itself 
into  this  further  question — Is  the  sect 
selected  bettor  fitted  to  do  the  work  of 
the  country  than  the  other?  Or,  in 
other  words,  in  order  to  have  religious 
equality  you  must  have  equahty  of  re- 
ligions. What  I  would  a^  in  me  next 
place  is — Are  those  two  rival  sects  in 
Ireland  equally  fitted  for  the  work  the 
State  has  to  do  ?  Your  Lordships  need 
not  fear  that  I  shall  enter  upon  a  theo- 
logical discussion.  I  am  quite  aware 
that  the  modem  theoiy  of  the  State  is 
that  it  should  have  no  religion — a  theory 
to  which  I  am  almost  a  convert  after 
perusing  some  of  the  details  of  this  Bill, 
because  it  goes  very  near  to  assuring  me 
that,  whether  a  State  may  have  a  reli- 
gion or  not,  it  may  occasionally  forget 
Uiat  it  has  a  conscience.  The  question 
3  0  [_8eemd  Reading—Secimi  Night. 


1S59 


Irith 


fLOBDS} 


Chnreh  BiB. 


aa  between  these  two  sects  is  decided  by 
the  Bill  whicb  I  hold,  and  beyond  tbe 
limits  of  which  I  shall  not  travel.  Why 
is  it  that  we  are  not  discussing  this 
evening  a  Bill  (or  "levelling  up"  in- 
stead of  one  for  "lorelling  down?" 
Why  are  we  not  discussing  that  which 
I  venture  to  say  would  be  the  most 
statesmanlike  mode  of  dealing  with  the 
question  ?  We  have  heard  from  the  sup- 
porters of  the  Bill  again  and  again  that 
the  reason  is  that  neither  the  English 
nor  the  Scotch  people  will  tolerate  the 
endowment,  as  they  call  it,  of  Popeiy. 
What  is  that  but,  in  other  words,  to 
say  that  the  English  and  Scotch  peo- 
ple are  so  deeply  convinced  of  the  in- 
equahty  of  these  two  rehgions  that, 
whilst  they  could  endure  the  endowment 
of  the  one,  nothing  would  induce  them 
to  listen  to  a  proposal  for  the  endow- 
ment of  the  other.  Why,  the  Bill  Itself 
is  founded  upon  the  principle  of  the  in- 
equality of  the  two  religions;  and  so 
far  irom  it  being  true  that  it  has  been 
attempted  to  defend  the  Irish  Church 
by  the  No  Popery  cir,  my  belief  is  that 
it  is  at  this  moment  about  to  be  destroyed 
in  obedience  to  that  very  cry.  I  go  fur- 
ther, and  say  that  this  BiU  enad»  the 
most  fla^ant  religious  inequalih'— be- 
cause, if  it  passes  and  the  Insh  Church 
is  disestablished  and  disendowed,  the 
next  thing  the  fioman  Catholics  will  say 
to  you  upon  the  principle  of  religious 
equahty  will  be — "In  England  and  in 
Scotland  the  rehgion  of  the  majority  of 
the  people  is  established  and  endowed, 
and  m  Ireland  the  rehgion  of  the  ma- 
jority is  neither  established  nor  en- 
dowed ;  how  can  you  call  that  religious 
equality?"  What  would  be  the  neces- 
sary result  of  such  a  demand  as  that  ? 
Would  it  not  bo  that  you  would  c 
face  to  face  with  the  very  same  dif&culty 
in  England,  and  to  meet  that  demand 
for  reugious  equalitr  you  would  need 
either  to  level  up  or  level  down — either 
to  establish  and  endow  the  Homan  Ca- 
tholics in  Ireland,  or  disestablish  and 
disendow  the  Church  in  England?  I 
say,  therefore,  that  the  Bill  establishes 
a  principle  of  religious  inequahty  of  the 
most  glaring  kind.  Then,  the  next  plea 
is  this — we  are  told  that  the  Irish  Church 
is  a  great  injustice  ;  because  the  funds 
which  should  be  the  property  of  the 
whole  nation — a  national  State  fund — 
have  been  given  to  the  property  of  a 
minority.  Well,  if  that  be  so,  I  would 
Tht  Bithep  of  Pttwhvroufh 


ask,  why  not  endow  the  majority  7  If  the 
minori^  are  in  wrongful  possession  of  the 
property,  why  not  hand  it  over  to  the  ma- 
jority at  once  7  Do  noble  Lords  suppose 
that  until  theyhavedone  this  the  majority 
will  really  be  satisfied  ?  One  noble  and 
learned  Lord  (Lord  Penzance)  who  spoke 
to-night  with  a  candour  whitdi,  if  I  may 
be  ulowed  to  say  so,  did  him  high 
honour,  distinctly  expressed  the  opinion 
— which  I  reapectftdly  submit  to  flie  at- 
tention of  the  Government — that  the 
majority  in  Ireland  will  not  be  satisfied, 
and  will  not  have  justice,  until  this  is 
done.  But  I  respectfully  deny  the  posi- 
tion that  the  funds  of  the  majority  of 
the  nation  are  in  the  possession  of  the 
minority.  I  deny  that  the  Church  of  the 
minority  possesses  funds  which  ever  did 
belong  to  the  majority.  I  do  not  believe 
that  one  Hhilling  of  tithe  rent-charge,  or 
that  one  acre  ca  glebe  land  in  Ireland 
ever  belonged  to  the  Church  of  the  ma- 
jority. Tithe  was  paid  for  the  first  time 
withjn  the  pale  after  the  Synod  of 
Cashel,  when  the  Church  of  Ireland, 
though  the  Boman  Catholic  (i!!hurch, 
was  the  Church  of  the  Anglican  mi- 
nority ;  and  the  Ulster  glebes  were  given 
to  the  Protestants  of  THster  surely  at  a 
time  when  it  was  distinctly  known  that 
the  Protestant  Church  was  the  Church 
of  the  minority.  My  Lords,  I  con- 
tend that  the  Oiurch  of  the  minority, 
standing  on  the  land  of  the  minority, 
teaching  the  &itb  of  the  minori^, 
paid  by  the  minority,  is  not  guil^  of 
that  misappropriation  of  the  funds  of 
the  majority  with  which  it  is  charged. 
If  I  may  venture  to  detain  your  Lord- 
ships upon  a  question  closely  connected 
wi&  this,  I  would  ask  you  how  it  comee 
to  pass  that  the  greater  part  of  the  land 
of  Ireland  is  in  possession  of  the  mino- 
rity of  the  people  ?  Because  your  Lord- 
ships may  depend  upon  it  that  that  lies 
at  the  root  of  everything.  How  comes 
it  to  pass,  I  ask,  that  the  great  majority 
of  the  landlords  of  Ireland  are  Protest- 
ants ?  For  the  simple  reason,  which, 
however,  I  have  not  heard  alluded  to 
in  this  debate — because  the  majority  of 
the  Irish  people — the  Celtic  ^pulation 
of  Ireland — took  the  losing  aide  in  the 
16th  and  17th  centuries,  in  the  great 
struggle  between  Protestant  England 
and  the  Catholic  League  of  Europe. 
That  was  a  life  and  death  straggle  be- 
tween the  parties;  and,  unhappily  for 
themselves,  the  Celtao  population  aided 
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vith  the  Catholic  SorereignB  agamst 
their  own.  The  battle  was  fought  out  be- 
tween England  and  the  Catholic  League 
in  the  terrible  manner  in  which  such 
batUee  were  fought  in  those  daTB.  On  the 
one  hand  there  were  the  Penal  Lawa — 
those  infernal  Penal  Laws,  as  I  will  join 
in  calling  them,  which  now  excite  our  in- 
dignation ;  but,  be  it  remembered  that, 
it  was  by  those  detestable  Penal  Laws 
that  the  England  of  those  days  foi^ht 
the  bulls  of  Popes  that  encouraged  the 
assassination  of  princes.  The  Penal 
Laws  were  not,  as  aome  noble  Lords 
seem  to  suppose,  established  for  the 
defence  of  the  Church  of  Ireland.  They 
were  passed  by  English  statesmen,  in 
defence  of  English  rule  in  Ireland;  and 
they  would  haTO  been  passed  by  the 
Parliaments  of  those  days  with  equal 
harshness  and  severity,  whatever  had 
been  the  religion  of  the  Celtic  popula- 
tion, if  that  population  had  risen  against 
the  English  rule.  It  was  not  in  defence 
of  the  fthurch,  but  in  defence  of  Eng- 
lish rule,  and  against  the  Celtic  popula- 
tion, that  those  detestable  lawa  were 
passed.  Well,  then,  how  stands  the 
case?  At  the  time  of  the  rebellion 
England  confiscated  large  estates  belong- 
ing to  the  Celtic  rebels.  On  nine-tentha 
of  those  estates  England  planted  laymen, 
on  the  remaining  tenth  she  planted  An- 
glican pastors.  Now,  I  ask  this  one 
question — "  Was  the  confiscation  of  the 
Und  of  the  rebels  in  Ireland  just  or 
just?"  If  it  was  unjust  then  undo  it 
all.  If,  in  the  name  of  justice,  you  are  t* 
trace  back  so  far  the  roots  of  things  ii 
Irish  history  ;  if  you  are  to  make  your 
resolutions  in  the  sacred  name  of  justice, 
then  in  tJie  name  of  that  justice  give 
back  to  the  descendants  of  utoee  owners 
the  confiscated  estates  that  you  took 
from  them.  Bnt  do  not  mock  them — for 
it  is  mocking  them — ^by  telling  them  that 
Protestant  ascendancy  is  an  evil  thing. 
And  then,  how  do  you  propose  to  deal 
■with  it  ?  By  telling  them  your  land  is 
divided  into  nine-tenths  and  one-tenth — 
the  nine-tenths  in  the  hands  of  the  Pro- 
testant landlords  and  the  one-tenUi  in 
the  hands  of  the  Protestant  clergy — and 
we  propose  to  satisfy  their  demand  for 
justice  Dy  ousting  from  the  land  the  one 
proprietor  who  is  the  most  popular,  most 
constantly  resident,  and  least  ofieneive, 
while  you  retain,  in  all  the  bitter  injustice 
of  their  original  tenure,  the  proprietors 
who  are  the  most  detested,  ana  whose 


„  they  most  covet.    Do  your 

Lordships  imagine  that  the  Irish  people 
will  be  satisfied  with  that?  Do  you 
forget  that  you  have  to  deal  with  the 
most  quick-witted  people  in  Europe^ 
people  whose  eyes  are  intently  fixed  on 
this  question — and  do  you  thii&  that  they 
will  feel  other  then  the  most  bitter 
disappointment  when  you  tell  them  that 
you  are  about  to  tear  down  the  hate- 
ful fiag  of  Protestant  ascendancy,  and 
they  find  that  you  only  tear  off  a  single 
er  of  it  —  OF  about  the  fortieth 
of  the  whole?  The  Irish  peasant 
already  given  his  answer  to  your 
offer  of  parafication  —  your  pacifica* 
tion  consists  in  refusing  him  the  land, 
which  he  does  want,  and  giving  him  the 
destruction  of  the  Church  which  he  does 
not — the  Irish  peasant  writes  his  answer 
— and  a  terrible  answer  it  is — an  answer 
which,  I  am  sorry  to  say  English  states- 
men in  past  times  have  taught  the  Irish 
peasant  to  give — that  murder  and  outrage 
are  a  necessary  etimulant  to  the  con- 
sciences of  English  statesmen.  You  tell 
him  you  are  doing  that  which  will  satisfy 
him;  and  he  writes  his  answer  in  that 
dread  handwriting,  which  it  needs  no 
Daniel  to  interpret,  and  which  so  often 
makes  English  statesmen  tremble ;  and 
in  that  answer  he  tells  you  that  he  will 
he  satisfied  with  nothing  else  than  the 
possession  of  the  land — which  I  do  the 
Members  of  Her  Majesty's  Qovemment 
the  justice  to  believe  they  have  no  in- 
tention to  give.  Thus,  my  Lords,  I  fear 
I  have  very  imperfectly,  and  at  greater 
lengUi  than  I  intended,  put  before  you 
the  question  of  religious  equality,  and 
the  possession  of  the  land  in  Ireland  by 
a  minority  and  the  Church  of  the  mino- 
ritry;  and  I  venture  to  think  I  have 
shown  there  is  not  that  violent  injustice 
either  in  the  existence  of  the  Irish 
Church  or  in  its  possession  of  property 
of  which  we  have  heard  so  much. 

Next  comes  the  great  question  of 
policy.  We  are  told  that  this  is  a  mea- 
sure of  high  Stete  policy,  and  that  it  is 
abaolutely  necessary  for  the  pacification 
of  Ireland.  My  Lords,  I  beheve  that  I 
am  doing  the  Irish  Church  no  more  than 
justice  when  I  say  that,  if  you  could 
satisfy  them  of  that  they  would  be  vrill- 
ing — just  as  they  believe  their  claims  to 
be — to  sacrifice  them  all,  in  order  to 
obtain  peace  for  that  unhappy  and  dis- 
tracted country.  But  is  this  really  a 
measure  of  sound  policy  F  and  how  should 
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we  judge  the  poIict  of  any  measure 
aifectiiig  Ireland?  Surely  such  a  mea- 
Bure  ought  to  be  a  just,  ought  to  be  a 
healing,  oughttobeaciTilizingmeasure. 
Let  us  try  this  measure  by  its  effects 
upon  those  three  Irelands — for  there  are 
three — with  ■which  you  have  to  deal. 
The  noble  Earl  who  introduced  this 
question  last  evening  (Earl  Granville) 
asked  the  question — "Should  ive  not 
deal  with  Ireland  as  we  would  be  done 
by?"  Had  I  the  honour  of  following 
the  noble  Earl  I  should  have  asked,  as  I 
now  ask — "Which  Ireland  do  you 
mean  ?  "  There  is  the  Ireland  of  the 
North  and  the  Ireland  of  the  South. 
These  ue  two  and  veiy  different  Ire- 
lands.  But,  according  to  my  reckoning, 
there  are  three.  There  is  a  Protestant 
Ireland — there  are  the  £oman  Catholic 
peasantry  of  Ireland — and  there  is  dis- 
tinct &om  both,  a  nation  within  a  nation, 
owning  a  separate  allegiance — th< 
the  £oman  Catholic  priesthood.  Tbese 
are  the  three  parties  for  whom  you  pro- 
pose to  carry  a  measure  of  great  State 
policy.  But,  in  the  first  place,  how  will 
this  measure  affect  tho  Irish  Protestants 
and  Irish  Protestantism  ? — for  I  do  that 
justice  to  Her  Majesty's  Government 
that  I  believe  they  do  not  desire  any- 
thing that  would  be  for  the  real  injury 
of  Protestantism  in  Ireland.  No  Liberal 
Government,  indeed,  could  possibly  de- 
sire it.  A  Liberal  Government  and  Pro- 
testantism ought  to  be  natural  allies. 
Surely  at  least  the  alliance  between 
Liberalism  and  Protestantism  is  more 
natural  than  an  alliance  between  Libe- 
ralism and  Ultramontanism.  Now  let 
us  consider  the  effect  of  this  measure  of 
policy  on  the  feelings  of  Irish  Pro- 
testants. Will  it  have  an  healing  effect 
on  them  ?  My  Lords,  the  Iri^  Pro- 
testants are  at  this  moment  giving  you 
their  answer  as  the  Irish  peasants  gave 
theirs — each  after  his  own  fashion.  The 
Irish  Protestants  tell  you  that  this  mea- 
sure, done  at  the  time  it  has  been  done, 
and  with  the  words  by  which  it  was  ac- 
companied, has  sunk  deep  into  their 
hearts  with  a  bitter  and  exasperating 
sense  of  wrong  which  centuries  will  not 
efface.  It  is  not  only  in  their  judgment 
at  least  a  harsh  and  bitter  measure,  but 
it  has  been  accompanied  by  hard  and 
cruel  words.  One  Member  of  Her  Ma- 
jesty's Government  has  thought  it  decent 
and  consistent  with  bis  duty  to  tell  those 
Irish  Protestants  in  the  hour  of  their 
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dismay  and  suffering,  when  they  are 
reeling  under  a  blow  inflicted  by  the 
hand  of  England  upon  our  most  faithful 
and  loyal  fellow-subjects — I  say,  one 
Member  of  Her  Majesty's  Government 
has  thought  it  decent  and  becoming  to 
tell  us — "We  have  offended  a  dique, 
but  we  have  conciliated  a  nation."  My 
Lords,  tbese  words  will  rankle  long  in 
the  hearts  of  these  people.  They  say 
that,  having  been  ever  thefaithfoland  de- 
voted servants  of  England,  and  staunchly 
upholding  the  authority  of  this  countiy 
at  a  time  when  she  sorely  needed  it,  you 
ore  now  about  to  cast  them  off  without 
even  a  kind  word  of  gratitude  for  old 
deeds  of  service  and  iaith^  and  devoted 
loyaltf .  They  are  sorely  and  naturally 
irritated.  They  tell  you  you  have  ef- 
fectually repealed  the  Union  by  this 
measure.  Although  you  may  not  have 
violated  the  Union  by  it,  it  repeab  the 
Union  by  turning  every  Unionist  into  a 
Kepealer  without  turning  a  single  Be- 
pealer  into  a  Unionist.  That  is  the 
utterance  of  the  Protestants  of  Ireland, 
and,  of  course,  it  is  highly  improper;  it 
is  very  wrong  indeed  for  them  to  speak 
in  this  very  unbecoming  way.  It  is  veiy 
unnatural  that  they  who  believe,  rightly 
or  wrongly,  that  you  are  taking  their 
religious  endowments  from  them,  should 
speak  words  which  savour  somewhat  in 
their  anger  of  disaffection.  At  the  same 
time,  we  are  told  it  is  the  most  natural, 
proper,  and  righteous  thing  for  the 
Poman  Catholics  of  Ireland,  who  be- 
lieve you  took  the  religious  endowments 
from  them  300  years  ago,  to  refuse  to  be 
loyal  until  you  give  ftose  endowments 
back.  Well,  my  Lords,  this  is  the  effect 
of  this  measure  at  this  moment  in  the 
minds  of  the  Protestants  of  Ireland. 
But  we  are  told  this  la  but  a  passing  and 
momentary  irritation,  and  mat  after  a 
while  the  Protestants  of  Ireland  will  be 
filled  with  the  deepest  gratitude  to  Her 
Majesty's  Government  for  the  favour 
which  has  been  bestowed  on  them  and 
their  faith.  We  ore  told  in  words  i^ill 
of  all  manner  of  glowing  metaphor  of 
the  wonderful  benefit  this  Bill  is  to  be- 
stow on  Ireland.  We  are  told  we  ore 
assisting  at  something  like  a  launch  of 
the  Iri£  Church,  and  not  its  wreck ;  and 
that  a  number  of  affectionate,  faithful, 
and  earnest  volunteers  are  engaged  in 
knocking  away  the  shores  to  let  the 
ship  out  upon  the  open  sea.  Foremost 
among  those  Tolnnteer  shipwrights  are 
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some  memberB  of  the  English  Church, 
admirable  vicars  and  other  dignitaries, 
all  full  of  a  generous  anxieW  to  bestow 
on  their  rev.  brethren  in  teland  that 
measure  of  apostolic  poverty  which  they 
show  no  particular  affection  for  them- 
selvea.  My  Xxirds,  if  these  moat  rev. 
and  very  rev.  clergymen  and  gentlemen, 
who  are  bo  generously  exhorting  the 
Irish  clei^  to  swallow,  even  without  a 
wry  face,  tiie  potion  prepared  for  them 
by  Her  Majesty's  Qovemment,  will  have 
the  kindness  to  do  what  nurses  do  to 
children,  and  just  take  the  least  sip  of 
the  potion,  their  views  on  the  subject, 
I  cannot  help  thinking,  may  undergo 
some  change.  But  we  must  treat  more 
seriously  tiiis  argument  of  apostolic 
poverty,  and  the  power  of  the  volun- 
tary principle  in  the  case  of  the  Protest- 
ants of  Ireland.  We  are  asked,  when 
we  dread  the  consequences  of  this  mea- 
sure— Have  we  lost  our  faith  in  Chris- 
tianity ;  and  whether  we  are  going  to  in- 
sult the  Protestants  of  Ireland  by  say- 
ing that  their  Church  will  not  survive, 
erven  when  it  is  disestablished  and  dis- 
endowed ?  We  are  reminded  also  of 
what  is  rather  a  truism — that  an  Es- 
tablishment ie  not  its  endowments.  Of 
course  not,  any  more  than  a  man  is  hie 
purse ;  but  to  deprive  a  man  of  his 
purse  may  have  an  uncomfortable  and 
unpleasant  effect  not  only  on  bis  moral 
hut  on  his  spiritual  nature.  This  argu- 
ment of  apostolic  poverty  has  this  pecu- 
liarity, and  that  is,  that  often  as  I 
have  heard  it  used  by  laymen  of  the 
clergy,  I  never  heard  a  layman  who 
remembered  that  the  flocks  of  the  Apos- 
tles were  m  poor  as  the  Apostles  them- 
selves. What  is  BO  conducive  to  the 
spirituality  of  the  clergyman  may  be 
equally  conducive  to  the  spirituality  of 
the  layman.  We  are  told  that  Chris- 
tianity in  the  first  three  centuries  suc- 
ceeded admirably  without  endowments, 
and  we  are  a^ed  why  does  it  not 
do  so  at  the  present  day  ?  But  Chris- 
tianity  succeeded  admirably  in  the  first 
throe  centuries  without  printing  presses 
and  telegraphs.  Why  then  does  it  not 
do  so  now?  Suppose  this  were  a  BUI 
to  deprive  the  Insh  clergy  for  the  fii- 
ture  of  the  privilege  of  printing  or 
reading  books;  and  when  they  com- 
plained of  the  injustice,  were  to  he  told 
that  the  Apostles  conquered  the  world 
without  a  printing  press  or  a  steam 
engine.     The  argument  is  as  good  in 


the  one  case  as  in  the  other,  and  it 
proves  simply  this  —  that,  Christianity 
having  obtained  the  great  fruit  of  its 
victories  over  the  world,  there  is  no  wis- 
dom or  sense  in  asking  Christianity  to 
surrender  those  fruits  and  give  up  its 
conquests  in  order  to  begin  afr«sh  and 
fight  the  battle  over  again.  We  are 
reminded  that  Christianity  is  Divine.  It 
18  Divine ;  and  for  the  very  reason — that 
I  believe  it  to  be  a  Divine  gift,  giv^i 
like  all  Divine  gifts,  upon  its  own  condi- 
tions— for  this  very  reason  do  I  fear  for 
the  nation  thatrejects  this  Divine  gift  or 
does  it  dishonour.  If  the  union  be- 
tween Church  and  State  be  really  the 
highest  ordeal  of  the  existence  of  Chris- 
tiani^  in  the  world — and  it  remains  to 
be  proved  that  it  is  not — if  this  were 
part  of  the  intention  of  the  Divine 
Founder,  then  the  separation  of  Church 
and  State  places  each  upon  a  lower  level 
and  in  a  worse  condition  for  their  re- 
spective works  in  Clod's  world  than  each 
would  occupy  if  united  tofretlier.  Then 
I  am  reminded  that  the  Protestants  of 
Ireland  are  wealthy,  and  that  it  insults 
them  to  suppose  that  they  will  not  sup- 
port their  Church  on  the  voluntary  sys- 
tem. But  who  is  it  that  teUs  ue  that 
the  Protestant  landlords  are  wealthy, 
and  will  be  able  to  provide  ministrations 
for  their  poorer  tenantry  ?  On  the  back 
of  this  Bill  stands  the  name  of  the  dis- 
tinguished statesman  who  telle  us  it  is 
his  wish  that  we  may  remove  these  Pro- 
testant landlords  fttim  Ireland  and  re- 
place them  by  a  Boman  Catholic  tenan- 
try. I  say  it  is  impossible  that  these 
two  things  are  compatible.  Does  that  dis- 
tinguished statesman  imagine  we  can  be- 
hove that  these  two  things  are  compati- 
ble? If  he  does,  I  can  only  say — and  I 
will  quote  his  own  words — that  then, 
without  the  previous  degradation  of  be- 
ing made  a  Bishop — at  least,  such  a 
Bishop  as  is  made  in  these  degenerate 
days — he  must  have  an  infinite  fund  of 
faith  in  the  creduUtj  of  his  fellow-coun- 
trymen. And  now  let  me  ask  how  this 
question  will  work  socially  ?  Her  Ma- 
jesty's Qovemment  appear  to  have  im- 
mense confidence  in  the  force  of  the  vol- 
untaiy  principle  in  the  minds  of  the  Pro- 
testant landlords  ;  and  yet  it  is  a  strange 
thingthat  they  cannot  trust  the  Protestant 
landlords  to  provide  for  the  lunatics,  and 
the  deaf,  and  the  mutes.  We  all  know 
there  are  men  who  will  reheve  temporal 
distress  when  they  will  not  reheve  spirit- 
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ual  difitreBS ;  and  yet  we  are  to  believe 
that  the  Protestant  landlords,  deep  as  is 
their  lore  for  their  faith,  are  so  curi- 
ously constituted  that  they  will  be  most 
willing  to  provide  for  the  spiritual  needs 
of  the  poor  labourers  on  their  estates,  and 
utterly  unwilling  to  provide  for  their  tem- 
poral needs.  But,  supposing  this  mea- 
sure is  carried,  what  will  be  its  real 
social  effect?  It  will  be  one  of  two 
things.  The  landlord  is  to  be  obliged  to 
provide  for  himself  under  this  BOl  reli- 
gious ministrationB,  while  he  continues  to 
pay  the  whole  rent-charge  which  he  un- 
dertook upon  the  faith  of  having  religious 
ministration  provided.  Now,  what  will 
he  do  in  Uus  case?  Possibly  he  may 
provide  himself  with  a  chaplain ;  he  may 
have  a  tame  Levite  about  his  house. 
He  may  provide  himself  in  some  such 
fashion  as  that;  bnt  when  he  gets  dissatis- 
fied with  the  ministrations  of  that  humble 
spiritual  servant,  or  grudges  the  cost  of 
Ms  keep,  what  will  ne  do  ?  He  will 
come  to  England,  where  he  would  find 
those  ministrations  furnished  without 
any  cost  whatever — so  that  the  direct 
effect  of  this  measure  would  he  to  pro- 
mote absenteeism.  But  if  he  remain  on 
his  estate  his  direct  interest  is  to  increase 
the  number  of  the  Protestant  tenantiy 
on  his  estate — because  every  fresh  one 
lessens  the  burden  of  supporting  these 
spiritual  ministrations ;  and  thus  if  the 
landlord  remains  it  leads  to  religious 
evictions,  and  this  by  way  of  paci^ing 
Ireland.  What  character  will  the  Pro- 
testantism of  Ireland  assume  under  this 
measure?  What  wUl  be  the  quality  of 
the  rehgious  ministrations?  I  was  very 
much  struck  with  an  anecdote,  told  with 
great  eloquence  by  the  present  Prime 
Minister,  on  that  memorable  tour  of  his 
in  Lancashire — a  story  which  he  told 
more  than  once,  and  which  he  seemed 
to  consider  of  great  importance.  It  was 
a  stoTy — I  cannot  voucb  for  ita  truth — I 
mean  no  imputation  whatever  upon  the 
veracity  or  even  upon  the  careful  accu- 
racy of  the  Prime  Uinister.  I  merely 
guard  myself,  because  I  am  aware  that 
Qie  truth  of  the  story  which  no  doubt 
was  supped  to  him  has  been  ques- 
tioned. But,  so  far  as  my  argument 
goes,  the  truth  or  error  of  the  story  is 
altogether  immaterial.  The  story  was, 
that  there  was  a  certain  dergyman  iu 
the  North  of  Ireland  whose  parishioners 
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a^^ainst  his  protest.  The  Prime  Minister 
said — "There  you  see  what  the  Pro- 
testant Establiabment  of  Ireland  does." 
And  so  I  say.  The  Protestant  Estab- 
lishment produced  in  that  case  a  clergy- 
man who,  because  he  was  established 
and  endowed,  was  more  liberal  and  mot« 
tolerant,  and  was  enabled  to  be  more 
liberal  and  tolerant,  than  certain  mem- 
bers of  his  fiock.  But  what  is  the  efiect 
which  this  measure  will  have  ?  It  re- 
wards this  clergyman — this  suppositious 
clergyman  we  will  say — for  his  loyalty 
and  his  tolerance,  by  proceeding  to  dis- 
establish and  to  disendow  him,  and  then 
to  make  him  entirely  dependent  on  a 
very  intolerant  flock,  who  are  repre- 
sented as  using  his  church  as  a  plaoe  for 
religious  and  party  emblems — you  make 
him  dependent  on  them  for  his  daily 
bread.  This  is  to  convert  the  futur« 
clergymen  of  Ireland  into  fanatics,  al- 
most in  spite  of  themselves,  and  as  the 
price  of  their  daily  food.  How  many 
itinerant  lecturers  of  a  political  kind 
does  the  right  rev.  Prelate  think  will  be 
found  in  Ireland  five  years  aftor  the 
passing  of  this  measure  F  The  absolute 
necessity  of  each  clergyman  to  gather 
the  sheep  out  of  his  neighbour's  fdd — if 
he  is  to  have  any  fleece  at  all — which 
this  would  induce  would  bo  likely  to  pro- 
mote anything  but  amity  and  contxird. 
So  much  for  the  efl'ect  of  the  measure 
upon  Protestants.  What  is  to  be  the 
effect  of  it  upon  the  Boman  Oathtdio 
peasant?  Tou  impoverish  the  people 
by  removing  the  Protestant  landlord; 
you  place  upon  him  a  double  and  heavy 
burden ;  you  throw  upon  him  the  suste- 
nance of  the  ministry;  you  take  away 
the  rent-charge,  and  remove  that  ele- 
vating and  civilizing  influence  exercised 
by  the  more  highly-educated  Protestant 
cfer^ — by  these  various  means  you  are 
leavmg  the  Boman  Catholic  peasant  in 
Ireland  to  sink  down  into  deeper  dark- 
ness. Then,  as  regards  the  Boman  Ca- 
tholic priesthood  of  Ireland,  I  have  not 
a  word  of  disrespect  to  speak  of  them  ; 
and  if  I  had  it  is  not  in  this  place  that  I 
should  speak  it,  but  in  their  presence. 
I  speak,  as  far  as  possible,  of  the  Boman 
Catholic  priesthood  as  I  should  speak 
of  the  pnesthood  of  our  own  Church. 
Destroy  tho  Irish  Church  Establishment 
to  please  the  Boman  Catholic  priest  and 
— human  nature  is  human  nature  still — 
there  may  be  a  feeling  of  gratified  ri- 
valry in  his  mind.      But  tiie  Roman 
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Gatholio  priest  firmly  belierea  that  the 
properh'  you  are  tokm^  from  the  Eetab- 
fithed  Churoh,  but  Thich  you  refuee  to 
give  him,  ia  hia.  He  believes  the  rigbte 
of  hia  Church  to  be  indefeasible.  JVmIum 
Umput  owmrrit  JEeeUtia.  In  the  name  of 
religiouB  equality — the  very  name  of 
which  he  utterly  abhore,  and  vhioh  is 
utterly  unknown  to  the  genius  and  his- 
tory of  his  Church — ^you  take  property 
whioh  he  believes  to  belong  to  his 
Church,  and  divert  it  to  other  purposes, 
and  then  you  profess  ia  expect  that  he 
will  be  satisfied !  Then  as  to  the  land 
and  education  questions,  wluch  now  dis- 
turb Ireland.  Tou  must  neceasarily 
have  the  Boman  Catholic  prieet  against 
you.  The  Boman  Cathofio  priest  ia  a 
peasant  by  birth,  and — to  hia  honour  be 
it  said — remains  a  peasant  m  hie  sympa- 
thies, which  are  with  the  peasantry  in 
this  matter  of  land ;  and  bribe  him  as  you 
may — and  it  seems  to  me  a  very  ooaree 
bribe  —  bribe  him  with  the  destruc- 
tion of  the  Church,  I  believe  you  will 
find  him  true  to  the  last  on  this  question 
of  land,  and  that  you  will  not  secure 
him  as  an  ally  in  dealing  with  this  ques- 
tion. Then,  as  to  the  question  of  edu- 
cation. An  alliance  between  the  Ultra- 
montanists  and  a  Liberal  Oovemment 
on  this  question  is  quite  impossible.  You 
will  have  increased  the  fanaticism  of  all 
these  religious  sects ;  you  will  have  set 
them  still  more  strongly  gainst  each 
other;  you  will  find  that  you  have  not 

E reduced  paradisiacal  amity  by  compel- 
ngaresort  to  paradisiacal  scantiness  of 
dress ;  and  you  will  find  that  these  vari- 
ous bodies  will  not  strike  up  «temal 
friendship  when  they  find  that  you  have 
despoiled  each  of  them  in  turn.  It  ia  a 
sad  thing  to  see  that  the  minds  of  Eng- 
lish statesmen  seem  still  to  move  in  the 
same  sad  unhappy  groove  in  matters 
that  relate  to  Irdand;  their  principle 
seems  to  consist  only  in  successive  con- 
fiscations. England  confiscated  the  pro- 
irty  of  Ireland  at  the  biddine  of  a 
*ope  at  a  time  when  the  inhabitants 
of  that  country  were  desiniated  by  the 
King  as  the  "  beastly  Irish-"  The 
policy  of  confiscation  was  a^in  carried 
out  during  the  reign  of  the  Stuarts  and 
of  Cromwell ;  and  now,  in  the  reign  of 
Tictoria,  the  last  device  for  regulating 
Irish  affairs,  to  be  foond  in  the  repertory 
of  English  statesmen,  is  another  oonfis- 
catiou,  but,  my  Lords,  with  this  differ- 
enoe — ^that,  whereas,  in  those  daya  Eog* 


K' 


land  confiscated  the  property  of  the  dis- 
loyal and  rewarded  the  loyal,  in  these 
days  she  proceeds  to  mend  mattera  by 
confiscating  the  property  of  the  loyal  to 
reward  the  disloyal- 

If  I  may  still  venture  for  a  short  time 
to  treq>ass  on  your  Lordships'  attention, 
I  wouM  ask  one  question  more-  I  would 
ask  whether  this  measure — ^onjust  and 
impolitic  as  I  believe  it  to  be — does  really 
satisfy  the  verdict  of  the  nation  ?  We  are 
told  that  this  measure  is  imperatively  de- 
manded by  the  verdict  of  the  nation-  I 
think  I  may  take  some  exception  to  this 
phrase,  "  verdict  of  the  nation,"  as  ap- 
plied to  the  decifflon  at  the  hustings.  It 
seems  to  me  that  the  duty  of  the  voters 
at  the  hustings  is  not  to  pass  laws,  but 
to  choose  legislators.  It  is,  in  my 
opinion,  rather  tending  in  a  revolution- 
ary direction  to  talk  of  the  hasty  and 
impassioned  verdict  at  the  hustings  as 
the  deliberate  verdict  of  Qie  nation.  I 
should  rather  call  it  the  empanelling 
the  jury  which  is  to  give  the  verdict- 
["  Hear,  hear !  "1  I  thank  the  noble 
Lords  on  those  Benches  for  reminding 
me  by  their  cheers.  I  should  have 
thought  that  that  jury  condsts  not  only 
of  those  empanelled  at  the  hustinge,  but 
also  those  who  have  an  hereditary  right 
to  sit  in  this  place,  and  that  the  vermct 
of  the  nation  is  really  the  verdict  of  the 
three  Estetes  of  the  realm.  Then,  my 
Lords,  I  might  take  further  objection  to 
this  verdict  on  the  ground  of  the  arts  by 
which  it  has  been  obtained.  Speaking 
of  matters  which  are  within  my  own 
knowledge,  I  do  not  hesitate  to  say  that 
in  the  whole  history  of  fiction  there  has 
been  nothing  to  equal  the  persistent — I 
might  say  the  malignant — exaggerations 
that  have  been  circulated  through  Eng- 
land for  years  past  vith  respect  to  the 
Irish  Church-  I  believe  the  minds  of 
people  have  been  poisoned  and  infiu- 
enced  by  these  representations,  and  ex- 
ception may  fairly  be  taken  to  a  ver- 
dict obtwned  by  such  meana  as  these. 
But  I  am  willing,  for  one,  to  accept  the 
verdict  of  the  nation,  when  that  verdict 
has  been  completely  and  distinctly  ascer- 
tfuned.  Nay,  more,  I  should  be  one  of 
the  first  to  implore  your  Lordships  to 
carry  that  verdict  out  in  this  Bill-  Now, 
my  Lords,  the  verdict  of  the  nation  was 
given  on  four  issues — on  disestablish- 
ment— on  partial  disendowment— on  ab- 
solute impartiality  as  regards  all  reli- 
gions— and  on  lai^e  generosity  and  kind- 
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neas  in  dealing  vith  the  Iriah  Church. 
Afi  regards  diBeBtablishiaettt,  I  distinctly 
reci^;nize  the  fact  that  the  nation  has 
pronounced — and,  I  believe,  irreTOcably 
pronounced  —  for  the  diseBtabliahment 
of  the  Irieh  Church ;  much  as  I  grieve 
and  lament  the  fact,  I  have  no  wish  to 
affect  ignorance  of  it :  but  if  I  vere  an 
Irish  clergyman,  in  the  present  state  of 
relationa  between  the  Government  and 
the  Irish  Church  the  circumstance  would 
not  greatly  djstreBs  me,  because  it  seems 
to  me  that  the  Irish  Church  has  reached 
that  point  when  dte  State  has  become 
irreconcilably  hostile  to  the  Church, 
and  it  is  for  her  profit  and  credit  that  she 
should  be  relieved  from  that  which,  once 
a  source  of  strength  and  honour  to  both, 
hereafter  to  be  looked  upon  as  a  cauee 
of  weakness  aud  distreas.  I  cannot  say 
that  as  an  Irish  Churchman  I  should 
feel  sorry  for  such  a  result.  I  should 
not  like  to  see  the  freedom,  or  rather 
the  want  of  freedom,  of  the  Irish 
Church  left  in  the  hands  of  a  Qovem- 
ment  consisting  of  men  who,  however 
honourable,  and  who,  personally,  how- 
ever pious  and  religious,  had  yet  de- 
clared themselves  implacably  hostile  tc 
that  Establishment.  But  what  was  the 
verdict  of  tlie  nation  that  was  taken  on 
the  question  of  disendowment  ?  I  will 
venture  to  make  use  of  one  quotation,  and 
but  one.  It  is  boia  the  speech  of  the 
noble  Duke  who,  I  believe,  is  the  very 
last  man  to  shrink  trota  the  force  of 
any  words  which  he  may  have  used- 
Duke  of  Argyll.  Speaking  on  the  2dth  of 
June  last  year,  the  noble  Duke  said — 

"There  IB  &  great  dialinction  bstween  diun- 
dairment  nnd  diicalabliahment,  nnd  it  na  not 
irithoat  BKt  purpoie  nnd  delibenle  and  oarerul 
JDtentioa  that  the  word  '  diaenilowment '  wdi 
■Toidrd  and  '  diaetlnbliahment '  via  inaerted  in 
tbe  KeaolutioD.  That  course  waandopted  Tar  the 
Tsrf  good  Tcuon  (hat,  ai  br  ni  I  know,  no  humiD 
bain;  prnpoaea  to  diaendow  Ihe  Eatabliabed  Church 
allogclher.  .  •  -  Kobodf  hai  srer  propoaed 
to  dpprtfo  the  Church  of  endowmenti  derired  from 
pritaie  heneFnclioKS.  But  mare  than  lhi>.  Under 
the  aahcmf  akelohed  bj  Mr,  Gladatone  the  Church 
ia  to  be  UCt  in  poaacaaion  of  Ihechurchpi  andpar- 
aonngea  aud  or  aome  land  a'ljacent,  ao  (hat  it  could 
not.  in  perfect  atrictueaa,  be  said  that  the  Church 
under  that  aoheme  »  to  be  whollj  deprived  of  iu 
endoirnienta.  Betidea,  it  la  at  tiie  opiion  ind  dia- 
grelion  of  Parlianient  to  whnt  extent  diaendow- 
ment  ahnll  go.  .  .  .  Therefore  thoie  Mem- 
bers of  the  liouae  of  CommoDS  who  voted  for  that 
Resolution  are  perfeellji  free  to  TOle  for  any  aort 
of  cowipromiae  in  respect  to  the  endowment  of 
tbe  Church."— [3  Barnard,  cxciii.  1T9.] 
From  this  language  it  was  clear  that 
Members  of  the  House  of  Commons  were 
Th«  Bithep  of  Ptttrbcrwsh 


perfectly  fi-ee  to  vote  for  any  sort  of  com- 
promise in  respect  of  the  endowments 
of  the  Church.  I  hope  your  Lordehipa 
will  bear  in  mind  the  effect  of  these 
words — especially  so  far  as  they  relate 
to  the  qnestion  of  disendowment.  On 
this  issue  the  verdict  of  the  nation  was 
taken ;  and  when  persons  read  declara- 
tions like  this,  and  others  conceived  in 
the  same  spirit,  they  believed  that  what 
was  int«nded  was  not  disendowment  but 
only  partial  disendowment.  I  must  re- 
ject a  compremise  carried  out  in  a  man- 
ner BO  different  fi^m  that  which  such 
promises  led  us  to  expect.  How  was  this 
question  dealt  with  m  the  other  House 
of  Parliament  ?  Every  attempt  to  obtain 
the  slightest  benefit  for  the  Church — 
eveiy  attempt  to  get  anything  beyond 
vested  interests,  which  are  no  endow- 
mentaat  all — was  met  with  the  expression 
of  kindly  disposition,  ending  iu  a  positive 
refusal.  The  answer  was — ' '  We  should 
be  very  glad  to  do  this  if  we  could  do  it; 
but  it  would  be  gainst  the  principle  of 
the  BiU,  which  goes  to  total  disendow- 
ment."— Again,  my  Lords,  when  a  small 
recognition  waaaakedfor  servants,  whom 
this  Bill  diemisses  at  a  moment's  notice 
— when  requests  of  this  kind  were  mads, 
even  by  Members  who  were  supporting 
the  Bill,  there  was  the  same  reply — "We 
should  he  glad  to  do  it,  but  the  princi[de 
of  the  Bill  is  against  it."  I  confess, 
my  Lords,  that  when  I  remember  these 
things,  I  feel  some  doubt  in  respect  of 
the  admirable  advice  given  last  night  by 
the  most  rev.  Primate.  I  have  not  the 
least  doubt  as  to  the  wisdom  of  his  Grac6 
in  suggesting  the  Amendments  to  which 
he  referred ;  but  I  have  considerable 
doubt  as  to  whether  there  is  any  chance 
of  our  inducing  the  Government  to  accede 
to  those  AmendmentB,  when  1  find  that, 
in  direct  contradiction  to  the  verdict  of 
the  nation.  Amendments  moved  in  the 
other  House  were  rejected,  not  on  the 
ground  of  any  unkindly  feelings,  but  on 
ground  that  they  were  against  the  prin- 
ciple of  the  BilL 

My  Lords,  there  was  another  point  on 
whidi  that  verdict  was  taken.  When 
this  question  was  before  the  country  the 
country  was  told  that  the  Irish  Church 
should  receive  "  gracious  and  generous  " 
treatment — that  was,  that  the  treatment 
should  be  equitable  and  indulgent.  But, 
my  Lords,  the  measure  which  on  the 
hustings  was  described  as  "  gracious  and 
has  since  been  described  in 
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"amotlier  place"  by  aMemberof&e  Oo- 
vermuentaa  "harsli,  Bweeping,  and  se- 
vere."  Again  and  again,  I  b^eve,  the 
nation  was  told  that  the  meaeuro  vaa  to 
be  "gracious  and  generous;"  but  that 
deBcription  of  it  has  been  repudiated  by 
a  member  of  the  Cabinet,  who  has  said 
— "  Government  does  not  affect  to  be  ge- 
nerous; it  could  not  be  generous  with 
other  men's  money."  On  the  hustings 
the  Government  said — "We  mean  to  be 
generous — we  intend  to  be  kind."  In 
flie  other  House  they  have  said, — "We 
do  not  affect  to  be  generous  ;  we  do  not 
intend  to  be  induleent." 
it  would  be  possible  to  put 
more  distinct  and  emphatic  contradiction 
of  the  verdictof  the  country.  Time  does 
not  admit  of  my  going  through  all  the 
harsh  and  cruel — ^I  believe  unmtention- 
aUy  harsh  and  cruel — details  of  the  Bill. 
There  is  the  way  in  which  the  clergy  are 
treated  in  respect  of  the  glebe  houses 
and  lands.  It  is  alleged  that  the  money 
which  they  spent  on  these  glebe  houses 
they  were  compelled  to  spend  by  a  law 
of  the  Church.  That  is  an  error.  They 
were  not  compelled  to  spend  that  money 
by  a  law  of  the  Church,  nor  could  the 
laity  compel  them  to  spend  it.  The  mat- 
ter was  one  between  the  Bishops  and 
the  cler^.  Again,  under  this  Bill,  the 
Church  Comnuesioners  will  obtain  money 
for  the  repairof  glebe  houses  which  they 
cannot  apply  to  that  purpose.  Then 
there  is  a  deduction  for  a  tax  which  the 
clergy  paid  to  the  Ecclesiastical  Com- 
missioners J  but  that  tax  went  towards 
small  benefices  and  the  repairof  churches. 
There  is  generosity !  But  I  shall  not 
weary  your  Lordships  by  going  through 
details  which,  should  the  Bill  ever  go 
into  Committee,  I  shall  have  occasion  to 
bring  before  your  Lordships  in  regular 
order.  I  may,  however,  observe  that 
the  Bill  is  harsh  and  cruel  in  those  pro- 
visions by  which  rectors,  curates,  and  the 
Church  Commissioners  will  be  brought 
into  triangular  entanglement.  It  deab 
harshly  with  the  curates  in  respect  of 
their  prospects  of  preferment.  It  deals 
harshly  with  vergers  and  other  persons 
now  employed  in  the  churches,  but  who  ' 
may  be  turned  out  without  a  moment's 
notice.  It  pinches  something  here  and 
extracts  something  there  in  a  shabby 
and  niggardly  way.     In  the  magnificent 

B proration  to  the  speech  by  which  this 
ill  was  introduced  in  the  other  House 
— a  peroration  which  most  stiU  ring  in 


the  ears  of  those  who  heard  it — ^its  dis- 
tinguished author  spoke  of  the  spectacle 
which  England  would  present  to  the 
civilized  world  when  she  came  to  per- 
form this  magnanimous  act  of  justice 
and  penitence.  What  a  magnanimous 
sight !  The  first  thing  that  this  magna- 
nimous British  nation  does  in  the  per- 
formance of  this  act  of  justice  and  peni- 
tence is  to  put  into  her  pocket  the  annual 
sum  she  has  been  in  the  habit  of  pay- 
ing to  Maynooth  and  to  compensate 
Maynooth  out  of  the  funds  of  the  Irish 
Church.  The  Presbyterian  Members  for 
I  ask  whether  j  Scotland,  while  joining  in  this  exercise 
'of  magnanimity,  foi^ot  that  horror  of 
Popery  which  waa  so  largely  relied  on 
and  BO  loudly  expressed  at  the  last  elec- 
tions in  Scotland.  They  have  changed 
their  mind,  on  the  theoir  that  a  bnbe 
to  Popeiy  is  nothing  if  preceded  by 
plunder  of  the  Protestant  Episcopacy. 
Putting  two  sins  together  they  make  one 
good  action.  Throughout  its  provisions 
Aiis  Bill  is  characterized  by  a  hard  and 
niggardly  spirit.  I  am  surprised  by  the 
injustice  and  impolicy  of  the  measure, 
but  I  am  still  more  astonished  at  its  in- 
tense shabbinesB.  It  is  a  small  and  piti- 
fiil  Bill.  It  is  not  worthy  of  a  great  na- 
tion. This  great  nation  in  its  act  of  m^- 
nauimity  and  penitence  has  done  the 
talking,  but  has  put  the  sackcloth  and 
ashes  on  the  Irish  Church,  and  made  the 
fasting  be  performed  by  the  poor  vei^rs 
and  organists.  I  object  to  this  change 
altogettter;  but  if  it  was  to  be  made, 
there  could  have  been  a  more  statesman- 
like and  generous  mode  of  making  it. 

My  Lords,  there  is  one  other  point 
on  which  the  verdict  of  the  nation 
was  distinctly  taken.  It  was  stated 
to  the  country  that,  in  dealing  with 
this  subject,  there  should  be  perfect 
impartiali^.  It  was  written  as  it  were 
in  letters  of  iron  that  the  principle  of 
reli^ous  equality  would  be  perfectly 
carried  out.  I  ask  your  Lordships  to 
consider  whether  in  dealing  with  May- 
nooth and  in  dealing  wiUi  the  Irish 
Church  there  has  been  real  impartiality  ? 
I  believe  there  has  not  been ;  I  believe 
that  the  mode  in  which  they  have  been 
dealt  with  iB  far  from  being  impartial. 
There  is  another  matter  of  great  import- 
ance. It  was  promised  that  with  the 
funds  of  the  Insh  Church  there  should 
be  no  endowments,  no  payments  to  the 
ministers  of  another  religion,  no  pro- 
vision for  the  religious  teaching  of  per- 
ISeevnd  Seadtng — Stcond  Night, 
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Bons  of  another  &ith.  It  appears  to  me 
that  the  Bill  is  in  direct  contradictioii  of 
that  pledge,  because  it  proceedsto  giveihe 
Gurplus  to  lunatics,  deafmutes,  and  other 
fit  recipients  of  a  nation's  charity.  The 
Prime  Minister  said  in  "  another  place" 
that  the  deafmutes  would  get  "  training 
and  instruction,"  I  now  ask  whether 
this  "training  and  instruction"  for  deaf 
mutes,  which  of  course  they  are  to  re- 
ceive in  educational  establishments,  is 
to  be  religious  training  and  instruction  ; 
because  if  it  is  to  be  irreligious,  I  venture 
to  say  there  will  be  no  desire  for  it.  The 
Irish  people,  being  only  imperfectly 
civilized,  and  having  some  barbarous 
prejudices  in  favour  of  religion,  are  not 
anxious  for  that  boon  of  purely  atheis- 
tical education  which  some  persons  are 
desirous  of  havinff  generally  adopted  in 
this  more  civilized  and  less  barbarously 
prejudiced  country,  England.  If  the 
training  and  instructjon  of  those  deaf 
mutes  is  to  be  religious,  it  will  be  given 
by  the  priests.  If  the  training  and  in- 
struction is  not  to  be  religious,  the 
ministers  of  religion  will  protest  fu^ainst 
it,  and  they  will  be  right  in  so  doing. 
Tlien,  my  Lords,  I  want  to  know  how 
you  are  to  deal  with  these  institutions 
— where  there  is  religious  instruction 
there  must  be  chapels  and  ministers  for 
giving  that  religious  instruction — I  want 
to  know  how  these  chapels  and  ministers 
are  to  be  maintained  without  a  money 
payment — ^that  is  to  say,  without  apply- 
ing the  surplus  funds  of  the  Irish  Church 
towards  the  payment  of  ministers  and 
for  the  teaching  of  religion.  It  seems 
to  me,  therefore,  that  this  Bill,  by  pro- 

Eising  to  appropriate  these  funds  to  re- 
gions teaching,  violates  the  verdict  of 
the  nation  ;  and  that  having  in  its  Pre- 
amble declared  that  nothing  shall  be 
given  to  religious  instruction,  it  does  pro- 
ceed to  apply  the  surplus  fimds  of  the 
Irish  Church  to  the  purposes  of  religious 
instruction. 

And  now,  my  Lords,  I  have  to  con- 
clude an  address  which  I  am  certain  has 
extended  to  an  exceedingly  wearisome 
length,  and  I  cannot  sufficiently  thank 
your  Lordships  for  the  very  generous 
kindness  and  patience  with  which  you 
have  listened  to  me.  I  am  a&aid  that 
what  I  had  to  say  was  unacceptable  to 
many  of  your  Lordshipa,  and  to  those 
noble  Lords  I  must  especially  tender  my 
thanks  for  the  courtesy  they  have  ex- 
tended to  me. 

Tht  Sithop  of  Ptttrhorntgh 


My  Lords,  I  have  but  one  or  two  more 
words  to  say.  I  will  say  but  a  few 
words,  my  Lords,  about  the  menaces 
and  the  warnings — ^tbe  mixed  menaces 
and  warnings — which  have  been  ad- 
dressed to  your  Lordships'  House  by 
many  without,  and  so  far,  at  least,  as 
warning  is  concerned,  by  some  wi'Uiin. 
My  Lords,  I  myself  have  been  told  that 
I  should  be  very  beedM  of  Uie  way  in 
which  I  may  vote  on  this  question,  be- 
cause none  may  say  what  will  he  the 
consequences  to  your  Lordships'  House 
— to  ttie  fete  of  your  Lordships'  Order, 
and  to  the  great  interests  of  the  countiy 
— of  the  vote  you  are  about  to  mve.  My 
Lords,  as  far  as  menaces  eo,  I  do  not 
think  that  it  is  necessary  that  I  should 
say  one  word  by  way  of  inducing  your 
Lordships — even  if  I  could  hope  to  in- 
duce you  to  do  anything  by  words  of 
mine— to  resist  those  menaces.  I  be- 
lieve that  not  merely  the  spirit  of  your 
Lordships,  but  your  Lordships'  high. 
sense  of  the  duty  you  owe  to  the  ooim- 
try,  would  lead  you  to  resist  any  such 
intolerant  and  overbearing  menaces  as 
those  which  have  been  uttered  towards 
you.  I  believe  that  if  any  one  of  your 
Lordships  were  capable  of  yielding  to 
those  menaces  you  would  be  possessed 
of  sufficient  intelligence  to  know  how 
utterly  useless  any  such  humiliation 
would  be  in  the  way  of  prolonging  your 
Lordships'  existence  as  an  institution — 
because  it  would  be  exactly  the  case  of 
those,  who,  for  the  sake  of  preserving 
life,  lose  all  that  makes  life  worth  living 
for — it  would  be  an  abnegation  of  aU 
your  Lordships'  duties  for  the  purpose 
of  preserving  those  powers  whim  a  few 
years  hence  would  be  taken  from  you. 
Your  Lordships  would  then  be  standing 
in  this  position  in  the  face  of  the  roused 
and  angiy  democracy  of  the  country, 
with  which  you  have  been  so  loudly 
menaced  out-of-doors,  and  so  gently  and 
tenderly  warned  within.  Ton  would  then 
be  standing  in  the  face  of  that  fierce  and 
angry  democracy  with  these  words  on 
your  lips — "Spare  us,  we  entreat  and 
beseech  you!  spare  us  to  live  a  little 
longer  as  an  Order  is  all  that  we  ask 
— so  that  we  may  play  at  being  states- 
men, that  we  may  sit  upon  red  benches 
in  a  gilded  house,  and  affect  and  pre- 
tend to  guide  the  destinies  of  the  na- 
tion and  play  at  legislation.  Spare  us, 
for  this  reason  —  that  we  are  utt«rly 
contemptible,  and  that  we  are  entirely 
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oontent^d  trith  our  ignoble  position ! 
Spare  ui,  for  tMa  reaaoii — that  we  have 
never  failed  in  any  case  of  dan^r  to 
spare  ourselves !  Spare  us,  because  we 
have  lost  the  power  to  hurt  any  one  ! 
Spare  us,  because  we  have  now  become 
the  mere  subservient  tools  in  the  hands 
of  the  Minister  of  the  day — the  mere 
armorial  bearings  on  the  seal  that  he 
may  take  in  Ma  hands  to  stamp  any 
deed  however  foolish  and  however  mis- 
chievous ! "  And  this  is  all  we  have  to 
Bay  by  way  of  plea  for  the  continuance 
of  our  Order.  My  Lords,  I  do  not  be- 
lieve that  there  is  a  Peer  in  your  Lord- 
ships' House,  or  anyone  who  is  worthy 
of  finding  a  place  in  it,  who  could  use 
Buch  langu^e  or  think  such  thoughts ; 
and,  therefore,  I  will  put  aside  gjJ  the 
menaces  to  which  I  have  referred.  For 
myeelf,  and  as  regards  my  own  voto,  if 
I  were  to  allow  myself  to  give  a  thought 
to  consequences,  much  might  be  said  as 
to  the  consequences  of  your  Lordships' 
vote  to  your  Lordships'  House  and  to 
tiie  Church  which  I  so  deu'ly  love ;  and 
I,  a  young  member  of  your  Lordships' 
House,  fufiy  underfltand  the  gravity  of 
the  course  I  am  about  to  adopt,  and  the 
serious  consequences  that  may  attach  to 
that  vote ;  but,  on  the  other  hand,  I 
feel  that  I  have  no  choice  in  the  matter 
— that  I  dare  not  allow  myself  a  choice 
as  to  the  Toto  that  I  must  eive  upon  this 
measure.  My  Lords,  I  hear  a  great 
deal  about  the  verdict  of  the  nation  on 
this  question  ;  but,  without  presuming 
to  judge  the  conscience  or  the  wisdom 
of  others,  and  speaking  wholly  and  en- 
tirely for  myseli^  I  desire  to  remember 
— and  I  cannot  help  remembering — this, 
that  there  are  other  and  more  distant 
verdicts  than  the  verdict  even  of  this 
nation — and  of  this  moment — which  we 
must,  everyone  of  us,  face  at  onetime  or 
another,  and  which  I  myself  am  think- 
ing of  while  I  am  speaking  and  in  de- 
tennining  upon  the  vote  I  am  about  to 

five.  There  is  the  verdict  of  the  Eng- 
sh  nation  in  its  calmer  hours — when  it 
may  have  recovered  &om  its  fear  and  its 
|ianic,  and  when  it  may  be  dif^osed  to 
judge  those  who  too  hastUy  yielded  to 
its  passions ;  there  is  the  verdict  of  after 
history,  which  we  are  making  even  as 
we  speak  and  act  in  this  place,  and 
which  is  hereafter  to  judge  us  for  our 
speeches  and  for  our  deeds ;  and,  my 
Lords,  there  is  that  other  more  solemn 
and  more  awful  verdict  which  we  shall 


have  to  face !  and  I  feel  that  I  shall  be 
then  judged  not  for  the  consequences  of 
my  having  made  a  mistake,  but  for  the 
spirit  in  which  I  have  acted,  and  for  the 
purposes  with  which  I  have  acted.  And, 
my  Lords,  as  I  think  of  the  hour  in 
which  I  must  face  that  verdict,  I  dare 
not — I  cannot — I  must  not — and  I  will 
not — vote  for  this  most  unhappy,  this 
most  ill -tried,  this  most  ill-omened 
that  now  lies  on  the  table  of 
your  Iiordships'  House. 

Easl  he  GEET  asd  EIPON:  My 
Lords,  I  cannot  rise  to  address  your 
Lordships  on  the  subject  of  the  Bill  be- 
fore you  without  expressing  my  admira- 
tion of  the  powerful  gteech  to  which  we 
have  just  hstened.  But,  my  Iiords,  1 
am  at  least  as  firm  in  my  convictions  of 
the  justice  of  this  measure  as  the  right 
rev.  Prelate  (the  Bishop  of  Peterborough) 
can  possibly  be  of  its  injustice ;  and  I 
shall  endeavour,  to  the  best  of  my  abili^, 
to  address  myself  to  the  arguments  which 
seem  to  me  to  answer  those  put  forth  by 
him.  But,  in  the  first  place,  I  must  assure 
the  most  rev.  Primate  (the  Archbishop 
of  Dublin),  who  spoke  earfier  in  the  de- 
bate, that  it  is  tar  &om  my  intention 
to  use  any  harsh  terms  in  reference  to 
the  past  history  of  the  Irish  Church,  and 
that  nothing  shall  fall  from  my  lips 
other  than  what  is  respectful  towards 
the  clergy  of  that  Church.  The  right 
rev.  Prelate  (the  Bishop  of  Peter- 
borough), in  discussing  the  grounds  on 
which  this  Bill  ia  supported,  assumed, 
that  as  the  Government  are  in  favour  of 
absolute  equality  among  all  religious 
denominations  in  Ireland,  they  are  op- 
posed to  all  Establishments  whatever. 
But  nothing  certainly  has  fEdlen  from  any 
of  those  have  addressed  your  Lordships  on 
behalf  of  the  Government  in  reference 
to  this  BUI  which  justifies  the  sugges- 
tion of  the  right  rev.  Prelate.  What  wa 
feel  upon  the  question  of  abstract  reli- 
gious equality  is  this — when  you  have 
a  Church  established  which  teaches  the 
faith  of  a  small  minority  of  the  peo- 

fle,  and  when  you  are  not  prepared,  in 
reland  as  in  England,  to  establish  the 
Church  of  the  m^'ority,  you  have  no 
thing  to  do  but  to  fall  back  on  the  prin- 
ciple of  religious  equality.  There  is  the 
greatest  difference  between  the  position 
of  the  fktablished  Church  in  England 
and  the  Established  Church  in  Ireland, 
and  that  difference  is  fatal  to  the  continu- 
ance of  the  latter.  The  right  rev.  Fre- 
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late  referred  to  the  objectioti  always 
raised  against  the  Irisli  Churcli,  tliat  it 
ia  the  Ghurcli  of  a  minority,  and  on  this 
head  I  was  much  struck  by  the  chaise 
which  he  brought  against  the  supporters 
of  the  Bill  of  stepping  conveniently  from 
one  argument  to  anoUier.  He  defended 
the  posseesion  of  State  endowments  by 
the  Church  of  the  minoritr,  and  relied 
for  that  purpose  upon  an  uistorical  ar- 
gument. I  am  not  going  back  into  the 
question  whether  St.  Patrick  was  a  Pro- 
testant or  a  £oman  Catholic,  though  I 
doubt  very  much  whether  the  best  mo- 
dem historians  and  antiquarians  would 
support  the  Tiew  taken  by  the  right  rev. 
Prelate.  He  says  it  is  natural  that  this 
property  should  belong  to  the  Church  of 
the  minority,  because  the  Synod  of  Cashel 
gave  tithes  to  the  Church  of  the  Pale, 
which  was  also  the  Church  of  a  minority 
— that  ia  to  say,  because  one  injustice 
was  done  in  Ireland  centuries  ago,  an- 
other injustice  is  to  be  continued  in  our 
own  day.  It  has  been,  indeed,  the  mis- 
fortune of  Ireland  that  for  long  centuries 
she  has  been  governed  in  the  interests 
of  a  minority,  and  that  her  Church  Es- 
tablishment has  been  in  accordance  with 
that  policy.  But  men  hare  happily 
awakened  to  sounder  views  of  what  is 
just  and  right,  and  the  policy  which  the 
Government  is  now  pursuing  has  for  its 
object  to  give  effect  to  those  sounder 
views.  lie  right  rev.  Prelate  came 
down  to  the  time  of  the  Penal  Laws,  and 
spoke  of  them,  I  will  admit,  in  terms  of 
condemnation  ;  but  I  couJd '  not  help 
thinking  that  there  was  even  in  that 
language  some  little  echo  of  a  policy 
with  which  I,  for  one,  cannot  sympa- 
thiEe.  He  reminded  us  that  there  had 
been  in  Ireland  a  series  of  confiscations, 
and  he  passed  from  the  question  of 
Church  property  to  the  question  of  pro- 
perty in  land ;  and  he  seemed  to  have 
cast  aside  and  disregarded  the  warning 

f'ven  last  night  bymynoble  and  learned 
riend  the  Master  of  the  Bolts  of  the 
great  danger  which  there  is  in  telling 
the  Irish  peasants  that  Church  property 
and  private  property  rest  upon  the  same 
basis.  The  right  rev.  Prelate  even  went 
the  length  of  contending  that  the  owners 
of  Church  property  were  the  most  popu- 
lar, and  the  owners  of  private  property 
the  least  popular  of  the  holders  of  land 
in  Ireland.  To  me  it  seems  that  the 
question  is  not  one  of  the  land  at  all,  but 
a  question  of  human  souls — one  far 
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higher  than  any  considerations  of  a  ma- 
terial character.  The  true  answer  to 
the  speech  of  the  right  rev.  Prelate  as  to 
the  sanctity  of  property  in  the  hands  of 
the  Church  of  a  minority  ia  that  the 
Church  only  numbers  among  her  follow- 
ers twelve  persons  out  of  every  100  in 
Ireland,  and  that  for  a  Church  so  situ- 
ated to  possess  all  the  honours,  all  the 
privileges,  and  all  the  advantages  of  an 
established  and  endowed  Church  is  an 
injustice  to  the  nation.  I  am  sure  that 
your  Lordships  would  not,  for  a  moment, 
think  of  establishing  a  Church  under 
such  circumstances  in  the  present  day; 
and  sure  I  am  that  Queen  Elizabeth,  tiie 
great  Sovereign  who  established  the 
Protestant  Chimih  in  Ireland,  when  she 
took  that  step  never  meant  to  establish 
the  Church  of  a  small  minority.  What 
she  meant  was  that  the  Church  should 
be  the  Church  of  the  nation.  She  hoped 
and  expected,  undoubtedly,  that  the 
same  thmg  which  had  happened  in  Eng- 
land would  occur  in  Ireland  also,  and 
that  the  religion  which  she  had  adopted 
would  likewise  be  embraced  by  the  peo- 
ple in  that  country.  Having  spoken  of 
the  intentions  of  Queen  Elizabeth,  I  can- 
not avoid  the  inquiry  how  that  Church 
has  fulfilled  the  mission  thus  entrusted 
to  her.  I  will  state  no  opinions  of  my 
own,  but  I  will  appeal  to  what  noble 
Lords  opposite,  no  doubt,  will  accept  as 
sufBciently  autJioritative — I  will  appeal 
to  the  description  given  last  night  by  the 
right  rev.  IVelate  (the  Bishop  of  Derry) 
who  concluded  the  debate  last  night. 
What  did  he  say?  Why,  that  the  Church 
had  christianized  and  watched  over,  not 
the  people  of  Ireland  as  a  whole,  but  her 
own  people — that  was  to  say,  one-eighth 
of  the  people  of  Ireland ;  and  as  to  the 
other  seven- eighths,  what  had  she  done  f 
Why,  she  had  promoted  among  them  a 
knowledge  of  science  and  literature,  and 
that  though  she  was  not  able  to  offer  the 
fruit  of  the  true  vine  to  the  people,  she 
would  at  least  feed  them  with  its  barren 
leaves?  Is  that  the  description  of  a 
Church  which  has  AilfiHed  her  high  mis- 
sion ?  The  right  rev.  Prelate  (the  Bishop 
of  Peterborough)  asks — When  you  speak 
of  Irdand  wMch  Ireland  do  you  mean  ? 
Why,  of  course,  the  only  Ireltmd  that  the 
Queen's  Government  can  ever  know,  the 
Ireland  of  the  whole  of  the  Irish  people. 
"  Justice  to  Ireland"  means  justice,  not  to 
any  sect  or  party,  but  to  the  Irish  people 
as  a  whole.   And  not  only  has  the  Estab- 
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lished  Ohiirch  in  Ijelaad  failed  to  carry 
out  the^^at  missioii  entrusted  to  her  by 
Queen  Elizabetb,  but  ber  influence  over 
tbe  Iriab  people  in  place  of  increasing 
baa  diminished.  During  tbe  times  of 
penal  legislation,  some  100  years  ago, 
according  to  tbe  best  evidenpe  that  we 
oan  obtain  the  m)portion  of  Frotestants 
to  Catholics  in  Ir^nd  appeu^  to  have 
been  as  1  to  2.  At  the  present  moment 
I  believe  it  is  as  1  to  4.  The  right  rev. 
Prelate  repeated  the  expression  of  those 
fears  which  have  been  uttered  before  in 
this  House  and  "elsewhere" — that  if  Ihe 
Church  be  disestabhehed  and  disen- 
dowed, in  many  parts  of  Ireland  she  will 
probably  cease  to  exist.  Can  this  be 
BO  ?  Is  it  likely  that  with  seven-eighths 
of  the  land  in  the  hands  of  Frotostant 
owners  there  is  any  real  cause  to  fear 
that  the  Church  will  cease  to  exist  in 
Ireland  ?  To  say  so  is  a  libel  on  the 
Protestants  of  Ireland.  "We  were  told 
last  night  that  we  had  no  right  to  quote 
in  answer  this  objection  tbe  case  of  the 
Boman  Catholic  Church  in  Ireland ;  or 
to  say  that  if  that  Church  can  be  sup- 
ported by  the  voluntary  offerings  of  her 
adherents,  so  can  the  Protestant  Episco- 
palian Church  of  that  country.  It  is 
ui^ed  that  the  Boman  Catholic  Church, 
with  her  doctrines  of  purgatory  and  the 
mass,  appeals  to  the  miagination  of  her 
followers  in  a  peculiarly  powerful  man- 
ner. I  do  not  doubt  Ulo  power  of  the 
Soman  Catholic  Church  in  appealing 
to  the  imafinations  of  men ;  but  I  con- 
fess that  I  have  yet  to  leam  that  the 
Protestant  faith  cannot  appeal  to  the 
reason  and  tbe  heart  of  man  at  least  as 
powerfully  as  the  Poman  Catholic  faith 
appeals  to  his  imagination ;  and  I  can- 
not allow  that  there  is  any  good  ground 
for  the  fear  that  if  the  Iri^  Protestant 
Church  be  disestablished  she  must  dis- 
appear from  the  fece  of  Ireland.  Penal 
Laws,  coercion,  and  State  patronage 
and  support  have  each  in  turn  been 
tried  in  tbat  country  on  behalf  of  Pro- 
testantiBm,  and  yet  you  find  that  the 
Protestants  there  are  a  small  minority. 
Is  it  unreasonable  to  say  that  you  may 
possibly  find  that  when  that  Church  is 
presented  to  the  Irish  people,  without 
the  trappings  of  the  State,  and  with- 
out the  recollection  first  of  conquest, 
then  of  coercion,  and  lastly  of  ascend- 
ancy, which  encumber  her,  she  may  be 
able,  by  the  simple  majesty  of  the  truth 
which  ahe  teaches,  to  win  their  affection 


and  conquer  their  belief  ?  Much  has 
been  said  as  to  the  effect  whieh  this  Bill 
mi^t  have  on  the  Established  Church 
in  England ;  and  on  that  point  I  would 
merely  say  that  I  admit  that  there  may 
be  some  danger  to  the  Established 
Church  in  England  in  connection  with 
this  question ;  but  that  danger  does  not 
appear  to  me  to  arise  from  the  provi- 
I  of  this  Bill,  but  &om  the  pertina- 
)  attempts  of  those  who  are  opposed 
to  it  to  bind  together  indissolubly  the 
case  of  the  two  Churches.  The  noble 
Earl  who  moved  the  Amendment  (tbe 
Earl  of  Harrowby)  spoke  a  good  deal  of 
the  Liberation  Society,  and  tried  to  make 
out  that  the  overtlm)w  of  the  Estab- 
lishment in  Ireland  was  only  the  forerun- 
ner of  an  attack  upon  the  Church  of 
England.  I  do  not  deny  that  there  ex- 
ist in  this  countiy  persons  who  con- 
scientiously believe  tnat  every  Estab- 
lished Church  is  an  evil,  and  who  are 
very  active  in  propagating  that  opinion ; 
but  I  ask,  what  is  their  best  and  favour- 
ite weapon  ?  It  is  the  Irish  Church,  the 
injustice  of  ber  exintence,  her  past  his- 
tory, the  means  by  which  she  has  been 
supported ;  and,  my  Lords,  it  will,  in- 
deed, be  a  danger  for  the  Estebliahed 
Church  in  England  if  your  Lordships 
should  succeed  in  enabling  the  Libera- 
tion Society  to  tell  the  country  that  it  is 
necessary  for  the  continued  existence  of 
the  English  EatebliRhmunt  to  retain  the 
Irish  Establishment.  Wrest,  my  Lords, 
from  the  hands  of  the  Liberation  Society 
their  best  weapon,  and  then,  I  believe 
that,  for  long  years,  the  Enghsh  Estab- 
lishment will  be  safe.  For  what  can  be 
more  different  than  the  position  of  the 
two  Churches  P  The  Church  of  Eng- 
land numbers  among  her  members,  I 
believe,  an  absolute  majority  of  the 
people  of  England,  or,  at  all  events,  a 
fw  larger  portion  of  that  people  than 
any  other  sect  in  this  country ;  her 
ministrations  are  accepted  by  men  of 
every  class;  she  is  ready  and  able  to 
bring  home  those  ministrations  to  the 
poorest  and  most  suffering  inhabitents 
of  the  land — the  greatest  and  most 
important  function  of  an  Established 
Chumh;  and  those  classes  gladly  accept 
her  consolations — she  is  instinct  with 
life  and  strong  in  the  affections  of 
the  people.  In  Ireland  you  have  es- 
tablished a  Church  of  the  minority ;  a 
Church  of  the  rich  and  not  of  the  poor  ; 
a  Church  whose  ministrations  the  poor 
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reject,  not  bocftuse  tiiey  disregard  re- 
ligion —  for  the  Irifih  are  a  deeply 
T^gious  people — but  because  they  ore 
attached  warmly  and  firmly  to  the  fcith 
of  their  fathers.  I  can  conceive  of 
no  circtunstances  more  different  tJian 
those  of  the  two  Churches.  Conse- 
quently, it  seems  to  me  to  be  danger- 
ous, indeed,  and  most  unjust,  that  you 
should  persist«nt]y  endeavour  to  unite 
the  English  Establishment,  full  a5  it 
is  of  life  and  vigour,  and  strong  in  the 
affections  of  the  people,  with  her  dying 
sister,  who  has  failed  to  win  the  sym- 
pathies of  the  aatioo.  With  regard  to 
the  question  of  the  verdict  pronounced 
by  the  country  at  the  hustings  on  this 
weighty  matter,  I  should  be  ready,  my 
Lords,  to  rest  the  case  upon  the  able 
speech  of  the  noble  Earl  ^o  generally 
sits  on  the  cross-Benches  (E^l  Grey) 
and  the  able  and  manly  argument  of  the 
noble  Duke  who  addressed  us  to-night 
(the  Duke  of  Bichmond).  It  appears  to 
have  been  admitted  by  every  speaker 
in' this  debate,  except,  perhaps,  the  noble 
and  learned  Lord  who  has  left  the  House 
(Lord  Chelmsford)  that  ^lermanent  oppo- 
sition to  the  measure  is  hopeless,  and 
that  the  time  must  come  when,  ijf  this 
Bill  should  be  submitted  to  your  Lord- 
ships it  would  become  your  duly  to 
pass  it.  The  noble  Earl  who  uLOved  the 
Amendment  (the  Earl  of  Harrowby)  said 
he  quite  admitted  that  the  resistance  of 
your  Lordships  to  the  opinion  of  the 
countiT  could  not  wisely  be  of  a  perma- 
nent character.  Then  I  ask  your  Lord- 
ships to  consider,  and  consider  carefully, 
when,  in  your  judgment — supposing 
you  shoidd  reject  the  second  reading  of 
this  Bill — the  time  will  have  come  for 
you  to  accept  the  decision  of  ihe  country 
upon  it.  I  would  ask  you,  for  what  ate 
you  going  to  wait  ?  The  right  rev.  Pre- 
late, who  spoke  last  night,  seems  to  sug- 
gest as  one  of  the  reasons  for  not  passing 
this  Bill  that  no  mobs  had  declared  in  its 
favour,  and  that  there  was  no  excitement 
in  the  country  respecting  it.  Would 
you  then  wait  until  you  have  large  and 
excited  mobs  assemblmg,  as  was  the  case 
in  regard  to  the  Eefonn  Bill  of  1832  ? 
I  thinlc  this  a  most  dangerous  argument, 
and  one  on  which  I  need  waste  little 
time.  Tour  Lordships  would  commit  a 
most  serious  mistake  if  you  should  re- 
fuse to  pass  this  Bill  until  it  is  demanded 
by  large  and  excited  mobs.  Her  Ma- 
jes^s  Government  have  been  content 
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rest  their  claim  as  to  the  approval  of 
this  Bill  by  the  country  upon  Uie  verdict 
constitutionally  given  at  uie  last  General 
Election.  This  is  sufficient  proof,  in  our 
opinion,  that  the  judgment  of  the  na- 
tion has  been  pronounced  on  tho  prin- 
ciple of  this  measure.  I  do  not  pretend, 
any  more  than  noble  Lords  opposite,  that 
the  judgment  of  the  countiy  has  been 
pronounced  upon  the  details  of  the  Bill. 
Charges  have  been  made — not  in  this 
House,  but  "  elsewhere  " — of  the  arro- 
gance of  the  Government  in  regard  to 
Amendments  proposed  in  this  measure  ; 
and  it  has  been  studiously  and  indus- 
triously circulated  that  there  is  no  use  in 
j^our  Lordships  reading  the  Bill  the  second 
time  because  you  will  have  no  power  to 
amend  it.  On  that  point  I  have  only  to 
repeat  the  assurance  given  last  night  by 
my  noble  Friend  the  Secretaiy  of  State 
for  the  Colonies,  that  any  Amendments 
to  the  BiU  which  may  be  proposed  in 
this  House  will  receive,  as  they  ought  to 
receive,  the  respectful  consideration  of 
the  Government.  But  it  appears  to  me 
that  if  any  charge  of  arrogance  is  to  be 
brought  in  this  matter,  the  charge  does 
not  Ue  against  Her  Majesty's  Govern- 
ment, but  gainst  those  who  counsel 
your  Lordships  to  reject  this  Bill  on  the 
second  readiiu;,  and  who  would  thus  de- 
prive those  who  desire  to  alter  it  of  all 
power  of  proposing  their  Amendments. 
My  Lords,  I  will  not  at  this  late  hour 
trespaas  longer  on  your  attention.  For 
the  reasons  I  have  stated  I  earnestly 
trust  that  your  Lordships  will  read  this 
Bill  a  second  time,  with  a  view  to  ad- 
dress yourselves  carefully  to  the  con- 
sideration of  the  various  important  wea- 
tions  it  involves.  I  advocate  this  BUI, 
because  I  believe  that  the  disestablish- 
ment and  disendowment  of  the  Irish 
Church  are  necessary  in  order  to  relieve 
the  Irish  people  of  a  real  and  substantial 
grievance.  I  do  not  pretend  to  say  that 
after  all  that  has  passed — after  the  long 
years  of  misgoyemment,  of  Penal  Laws, 
and  proud  ascendancy  —  this  measure 
will  remedy  at  once  all  the  grievances 
of  the  Irish  people  ;  but  I  am  confident 
that  it  will  be  hailed  by  the  great  mass 
of  the  Irish  people  as  a  proof  that  the 
Government  and  the  Legislature  are  pre- 
pared to  deal  with  them  in  a  just  and 
equal  spirit ;  and  I  have  no  doubt  that, 
when  tiie  heat  of  these  discussions  has 
passed  away  and  the  rerdict  of  future 
generations,  to  which  the  right  rer.  Vrt- 
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late  appealed  to-niglit,  has  to  be  pro- 
uouQoed,  Burprise  vvl  be  expreBsed — not 
that  tbe  FarUameiit  of  England  should 
have  been  at  length  roused  to  a  aense  of 
the  anomaly  and  injustice  of  the  prosent 
eccleaiaetical  arrangements  in  Ireland, 
but  that  that  ^Btem,  so  unparalleled  and 
90  grieTous,  should  have  been  suffered  to 
exiet  so  long. 

Tbb  EiitL  OF  CLAHCiRTY :  My 
Lords,  your  Lordships,  I  trust,  will 
Bcarcely  respond  to  the  appeal  of  the 
noble  £atl  who  has  just  sat  down  (Earl 
de  Grey  ajid  Bipon)  to  give  a  seooud  read- 
ing to  this  Bill,  seeing  that  the  arguments 
upon  which  you  are  called  upon  to  do  so 
— principle,  policy,  and  the  verdict  of  the 
country — ware  most  completely  demo- 
lished by  the  speech  of  the  right  rev. 
Prelate  who  preceded  him.  Ibsing  at 
this  late  hour,  I  shall  trouble  your  Lord- 
ehips  with  but  few  observations ;  but,  as 
a  member  of  that  proscribed  oonimujuon, 
the  Protestant  Church  in  Ireland,  which 
Her  Majesty's  Ministers  have  denounced 
as  an  offence  and  an  injustice  to  my 
fellow-countiymen,  the  Irish  people,  and 
with  which  the  State  is,  by  the  Bill 
under  consideration,  to  repudiate  hence- 
forth all  connection  and  sympathy,  I  am 
desirous  to  say  a  few  words  in  its  vindi- 
cation, ere,  holding  as  you  now  do  the 
fate  of  that  Church  in  your  hands,  you 
pronounce  the  verdict  by  which  it  is  to 
stand  or  &11.  I  listened  attentively  to 
Her  Majesty's  Ministers  when  yesterday 
th^  introduced  this  Bill  to  the  House, 
to  learn  what  there  was  in  it  to  recom- 
mend it  for  acceptance.  The  noble  Earl 
the  Secretary  for  the  Colonies,  passing 
very  lightiy  over  the  principle  of 
measure,  went  at  once,  and  with 
wonted  ability,  into  its  details,  which 
chiefly  had  reference  to  the  distribution 
of  spoils  of  the  Church ;  but  with  pain 
I  heard  him  say,  with  reference  to  his 
having  charge  of  the  Bill,  that  he  was 
proud  of  the  charge  committed  to  him, 
and  would  earnestly  adhere  to  the  ^n- 
ciple  and  main  provisions  of  the  EiU. 
Did  the  noble  Earl  consider  that  among 
its  main  provisions  was  a  clause  to  de- 
prive of  their  seats  in  this  House  four 
members  of  the  Episcopal  Bench — men 
with  whom  he  had  been  wont  to  take 
counsel,  and  whose  share  in  the  delibera- 
tions of  the  House  had  ever  been  wor- 
thy of  the  highest  respect  ?  Is  he  proud 
of  a  Bill  that  is  to  deprive  the  Fro- 
teetaats  of  Ireland  of  the  proviaoa  that 


has  been  for  centuries  by  law  secured  to 
them  of  the  ministratiocis  of  a  Protestant 
clergy  ?  Or  does  he  feel  pride — surely 
not — in  that  provision  of  the  Bill  by 
which  a  pecimiary  gain  of  about  £80,000 
a  year  is  to  be  obtained  for  this  wealthy 
country  out  of  tbe  plunder  of  the  Iri^ 
Churoh,  by  casting  upon  that  fund  the 
burden  of  the  Megium  Iknum  and  the 
Maynooth  Endowment  hitherto  chained 
upon  the  Imperial  Exchequer  7  I  cer- 
t^nly  heard  nothing  from  the  noble 
Earl  to  commend  the  Bill  to  the  accep- 
tance of  your  Lordships.  To  the  speech 
of  the  noble  Earl  the  Secretary  of  State 
for  Foreign  Affairs  I  listened  with  great 
regret.  His  views  this  year  are  very 
much  changed  from  what  they  were  last 
year.  He  then  said — "I  understand 
this  to  be  a  Bill  for  the  disestablishment 
of  the  Churoh  and  nothing  else  "  ;  and 
he  BO  warmly  eulogized  the  character 
and  ministrations  of  the  Protestant 
dei^,  which  his  long  residence  in  L-e- 
land  had  enabled  him  to  appreciate,  that 
his  speech  certainly  left  an  impression 
that  he  was  no  ill-wisher  to  tbe  Church ; 
but  now  he  is  for  disendowment  as  well 
as  for  putting  an  end  to  its  connection 
with  the  State,  expressing  a  confidence 
he  cannot  feel,  that  the  ra>te3tant  land- 
lords of  Ireland,  who  would  still  be 
subject  to  the  payment  of  the  tithe  rent- 
charge,  would,  out  of  their  private  re- 
soureea,  re-endow  and  maintain  the  Pro- 
testant Church  on  the  voluntary  prin- 
ciple. H  such  a  measure  were  prac- 
ticable in  Ireland,  a  poor  country,  how 
much  more  suitable  would  it  be  for  this 
very  wealthy  country.  In  the  course  of 
the  debate  frequent  notice  has  been 
taken  of  the  Coronation  Oath,  but  I 
think  its  importance  has  not  been  duly 
estimated.  On  the  other  side  of  the 
House  it  seems  to  be  deemed  a  matter 
of  no  importance  whatever,  or,  at  most, 
as  a  compact  which  the  will  of  the  people 
may  at  any  time  set  aside.  Now,  my 
Lords,  on  this  subject  I  take  a  very  dif- 
ferent view ;  and  I  must  express  my  de- 
cided reprobation  of  the  course  taken  by 
Ministers,  of  introducing  into  Parlia- 
ment a  Bill  to  which  your  Lordships 
cannot  advise  that  the  Crown  should 
assent  without  asking  Her  Majesly  to  do 
the  very  reverse  of  what,  before  God 
and  in  presence  of  her  people,  she  bound 
herself  to  do  at  her  Coronation.  To 
anyone  who  will  compare  the  Preamble 
of  this  Bill  with  the  language  in  which 
[Sfcmd  Seadinp — Steond  Jfigkt. 
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the  Coronation  Oath  is  couched,  it  will 
be  apparent,  not  that  the  Bill  is  con- 
structively inconsistent  with  the  Oath,  but 
that  it  has  been  drawn  up  in  terms  and 
for  purpoBea  the  most  at  variance  with  it 
that  could  be  chosen,  and  seemingly  in 
direct  defiance  of  the  most  solemn  obli- 
gation accepted  by  the  Sovereign,  to  the 
utmost  of  her  power — 

"  To  maintain  the  [avb  of  God,  the  true  pro- 
frHian  of  the  Goipel,  and  (ho  Protaitsnt  re- 
formed religion  eilabliihed  b;  law,  and  lo  main- 
tain anJ  preserve  inviolably  the  letilement  of  the 
United  Church  of  England  and  Ireland." 

By  the  Bill  before  the  House  all  this  is 
to  be  reversed ;  the  United  Church  of 
England  and  Ireland,  instead  of  being 
preserved  inviolate,  ia  to  be  dissolve^ 
and  the  true  profession  of  the  Go^el 
and  the  Protestant  Jteformed  religion 
established  by  law,  instead  of  being 
maintained,  is  to  be  disestablished  and 
disendowed ;  and  the  sacril^e  of  confis- 
cating the  property  of  the  Church,  con- 
secrated from  time  immemorial  to  the 
service  of  God,  ia  aggravated  by  special 
provision  tbat  no  part  of  it  is  to  be  ap- 
plied to  the  teaching  of  religion.  Your 
Lordships  and  the  Members  of  the  House 
of  Commons  have  been  relieved  &om 
all  oaths  that  might  appear  in  any  way 
to  fetter  your  discretion  in  legislation  ; 
but  the  Monarch  has  not  been  so  relieved. 
The  two  Houses  have  the  right  to  &ame 
and  advise  upon  whatever  laws  are  to 
be  made ;  but  it  rests  with  the  Queen,  as 
supreme  head  of  the  Legislature,  to 
enact  them,  or,  in  the  exercise  of  her 
constitutional  Prerogative,  to  withhold 
her  Assent  from  them,  if  she  feels  it  her 
duty  before  Ood,  to  whom  alone  she  is 
responsible,  to  do  so.  Are  we,  then, 
knowing  the  terms  of  the  Oath  she  has 
taken,  to  advise  her  to  act  in  any  n 
ner  that  we  believe  to  be  at  varii 
with  it,  and  should  we  be  bearing  to  her 
that  true  allegiance  we  have  so  lately 
promised  at  the  table  of  this  House,  if 
we  were  to  oflfer  her  counsel  that  we 
could  not  ourselves  conscientiously  fol- 
low, if  we  were  under  the  same  circum- 
stances similarly  boimd?  My  Lords, 
there  is  a  strong  feeling  on  the  public 
mind  regarding  the  Coronation  Oath, 
that  it  will  be  violated  by  the  proposed 
legislation.  This  was  strongly  expressed 
by  a  resolution  at  the  recent  meeting  at 
Manchester,  and  it  ought  not  to  be  dis- 
regarded ;  and  I  must  add  that  it  is  my 
own  opinion,  as  I  believe  it  to  be  thatof 
ntMarlefCkncart^ 


many  other  Members  of  this  House,  that 
Her  Majesty's  Kinisters  and  the  Houso 
of  Commons  have  in  this  Church  Bill 
strangely  ignored  the  very  solemn  obli- 
gation by  which  the  Sovereign  became 
personally,  no  leas  than  constitutionally, 
bound  by  the  Oath  she  took  at  her  coro- 
nation. I  am  aware  that  the  doctrine  is 
held  by  some  that  the  Oath  does  not  bind 
the  Sovereign  in  the  legislative,  but  only 
is  the  executive  capacity ;  by  oUiers  that 
it  ia  the  recognition  and  establishment 
of  a  compact  between  the  Queen  and 
her  people ;  but  that  the  latter,  repre- 
sented by  tie  two  Houses  of  Parliament, 
can  at  any  time  release  her  &om  it ;  by 
others,  again,  the  doctrine  of  the  Parlia- 
mentary leaders  in  the  time  of  Charles  I. 
has  been  revived,  that  the  Sovereign 
must  assent  to  whatever  new  laws  tho 
two  Houses  of  Parliament  have  ^reed 
upon.  The  latter  doctrine,  so  derogatory 
to  the  Sovereign,  is  probably  not  held  by 
many,  and  may  be  disposed  of  in  the 
words  of  Hallam,  the  historian,  who 
calls  it — 

"  A  doctrine  ai  repognant  to  the  whole  history 
of  our  lavi  aa  it  wna  incompatible  with  the  daa 
aubtielenoe  of  monarohf  in  anf  more  than  a 
nominal  pre-emioeDoe." 

The  doctrine  advocated  in  the  early  part 
of  this  debate  by  a  noble  and  learned 
Lord  opposite,  of  a  dispensing  power  in 
the  peo^e  to  release  the  Sovereign  from 
the  obligations  of  the  Coronation  Oath, 
as  from  a  compact  made  in  their  behalf, 
is  a  recognition  that  the  Oath  has  a 
bearing  upon  the  work  of  legislation, 
but  the  dispensing  power  claimed  for  the 
people  is  one  that,  unless  provided  for 
in  the  terms  of  the  Oath,  or  in  the 
statutes  relating  to  it,  few  who  admit  the 
sanctity  of  oaths  could  recognize.     But 


if  such  a 
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izist,  in  the  pre- 


sent case  it  has  not  been  exercised,  so 
that  if  this  Bill  should  become  law,  the 
Queen  would  continue,  as  at  present, 
solemnly  engaged  to  maintain  a  Church 
Establi^ment  that  had  ceased  to  exist. 
Then,  with  regard  to  the  doctrine  pro- 
pounded by  the  noble  Earl  opposite  in 
the  early  part  of  the  Session,  ia  answer 
to  a  question  put  to  him,  that  the  Oath 
does  not  bind  the  Monarch  as  a  legis- 
lator, however  convenient  it  might  be 
for  those  that  desire  to  reverse  the  prin- 
ciples of  the  Bevolution  of  1688,  which 
were  the  foundation  of  the  liberties  of 
the  country,  thus  to  break  down  a  de- 
fence of  the  CoQstitutioii,  otherwise  in- 


Irith 


{Junz  19,  1869| 


CTittrch  Bill. 


1890 


Burmoimtable,  it  is  not  to  be  inferred 
from,  or  found  in,  the  wording  of  the 
Oath,  nor  in  the  statutes  relating  to  it. 
It  wae  never  so  understood  b;  Her  Ua- 
jesty's  predeceeeorB,  nor  is  sucq  a  doctrine 
£auctioned ;  but  it  ia  rather  plainly  con- 
tradicted by  the  recorded  opiniona  of 
such  men  ae  Blackstone,  De  Lolme, 
Burke,  Keuyon,  Eldon,  and  the  late  Sir 
Eobert  Peel — authorities  that  on  a  great 
constitutional  question  could  not  be  gain- 
Baid.  If,  therefore,  upon  no  other 
ground  than  that  of  the  laiowu  obliga- 
tiouB  of  the  Crown,  I  should  feel  coerced 
to  vote  against  the  Airther  progress  of 
the  Bill.  But  what,  my  Lords,  is  the 
ground  upon  which  this  Bill  is  proposed  ? 
What  the  indictment  against  the  Irish 
branch  of  the  Established  Church?  It 
is  denounced  as  an  offence,  an  injustice, 
a  grievance  to  the  majority  of  the  Irish 

Seople.  What  are  the  evidences  ad- 
ueed  in  support  of  such  a  charge  ?  We 
have  certainly  not  heard  any  in  the  course 
of  this  debate,  in  which,  however,  there 
has  been  no  lack  of  assertion  in  some  of 
the  speeches  made  on  the  other  side,  and 
must,  therefore,  look  back  to  the  grounds 
stated  for  the  introduction  of  the  Bill  of 
the  last  Session,  which  was  the  inaugu- 
ration of  this  great  party  movement 
against  the  Church.  Little  was  then 
stated  by  Ministers  in  either  House  of 
Parliament  beyond  the  egression  of 
opinion.  Mr.  Qladstone,  indeed,  in  in- 
troducing the  Suspensory  Bill,  quoted  In 
support  of  his  policy  a  passage  from  a 
Petition  he  had  presented  from  a  congre- 
gation in  Pembrokeshire  to  the  effect — 

"  Tear  peiitionsra  are  oonviTicied  tfaat  tbe  main- 
tonanee  of  Ibe  Prouatant  EaUblUfanieDt  id  In- 
land is  a  maniteat  iDJuatice  and  coaataot  aounw 
of  irritaCtoD,  and  a  great  hindrance  Ui  the  recep- 
tion of  the  ProtraUnC  faith  by  the  Irish  people." 

It  is  not  clear  to  me  that  this  congrega- 
tion in  Pembroke  could  be  much  better, 
if  BO  good,  witnesses  upon  the  question 
than  Str.  Gladstone  himself.  But  what 
evidence  did  Ireland  itself  send  forward  ? 
All  that  was  submitted  to  your  Lordships 
was  a  declaration  purporting  to  be  from 
the  Boman  Catholic  laity  of  Ireland, 
denying  that  they  did  not  feel  a^^ieved 
by  the  present  ecclesiastical  setflement 
of  Ireland.  This  Paper,  which  was 
printed  by  Order  of  the  House  of  Com- 
mons, might  have  been  entitled  to  much 
weight,  from  its  names  and  numbers,  if 
it  could  fairly  have  been  called  a  decla- 
ration of  the  Catholic  laity  of  Ireland ; 
VOL.  CXCVI.    [xmED  bekies.] 


but  I  £nd  that  it  has  little  more  than  900 

names  attached  to  it,  which,  admitting 
that  they  are  all  names  of  men  of  edu- 
cation, and  for  the  most  part  of  the 
higher  ranks  of  society,  is  but  a  small 
proportion — not  one  in  4,000— of  the 
reputed  amount  of  the  Eoman  Catholic 
population — namely,  4,000,000;  audit 
would  rather  argue  that  the  Church,  so 
far  fr^m  being  generally  considered  a 
grievance  by  the  Irish  people,  is  not  so 
regarded  by  more  dian  an  extremely 
small  number ;  and  this  may  be  further 
inferred  from  the  absence  of  the  names 
of  most  of  the  higher  class  of  Boman 
Catholics  ;  for  instance,  out  of  the  whole 
number  of  the  Judges  who  are,  in  such 
large  proportion,  members  of  the  Church 
of  Kome,  there  is  the  name  of  but  one 
Judge ;  and  from  the  most  Boman  Ca- 
thohc  county  in  Ireland,  the  county  of 
Galway,  there  is  not  the  signature  to  it 
of  the  head  of  any  of  the  six  first  fami- 
lies in  that  county,  Bespectable  names 
to  it  there  undoubtedly  are — for  instance, 
foremost  among  them  are  the  names  of 
noblemen  and  gentlemen,  not  long  ago 
members  of  tne  Established  Church, 
some  of  whom,  I  am  aware,  with  their 
new-bom  anti-Protestant  zeal,  took  some 
pains  to  procure  signatures ;  but  among 
them  is  the  name  of  the  right  hon.  W. 
Uonsell,  a  Member  of  the  present  Go- 
vernment, who,  shortly  before  this  great 
party  movement  against  the  Churdi,  is 
thus  reported  to  have  expressed  himself 
in  the  House  of  Commons,  on  a  Motion 
for  a  Committee  of  Inquiry — 

"He  dieclaimed  anj  deiire  to  oterthrow  the 
Eatablisbed  Church  io  Ireland  ;  that  conld  not  be 
aeeampliahed  withoat  a  reTolution,  and  he  iru 
not  prepared  to  face  a  reralutioD  for  auch  an  ob- 
ject."—[3  Haniard,  elxxi.,  1796.] 

So  much,  my  Lords,  for  the  only  evi^ 
dence  adduced  from  Ireland  in  support 
of  this  anti-Church  policy.  The  noble 
Earl  opposite,  indeed,  in  moving  the  se- 
cond reading  of  the  Suspensory  Bill, 
referred  to  the  Fenian  insurrection  as  a 
principal  reason  for  its  introduction,  as 
a  measure  of  a  remedial  and  conciliatory 
character ;  but,  most  certainly,  whatever 
may  be  the  faults  of  the  misguided  men 
who  join  the  Fenian  movement,  they 
never,  as  Her  Majesty's  Government 
have  done,  attempted  to  wrong  or  injure 
the  Protestant  clergy,  nor,  although 
Boman  Catholics,  did  they  ever  evinco 
hostility  to  the  Protestant  Establish- 
ment. The  noble  Earl  and  his  Col- 
3  P  ISttmd  Jtiadtng—Seeond  Sfight. 
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lec^^uoB  have  earned  nothing  of  acknow- 
ledraient  or  respect  from  FenianB,  Irish 
or  American,  by  their  proposal  to  sacri- 
fice the  Protestant  Church.  Whatever 
the  shortcomingB  of  that  Estahlishment 
have  been — and  I  do  not  deny  that  it 
stands  much  in  need  of  improrement — 
there  is  no  evidence  to  be  found  of  its 
beings  an  injustice,  an  offence,  or  in  any 
iray  a  ^evance  to  the  Irish  people. 
Evidence  of  an  opposite  kind  may  be 
abundantly  produced,  showing  that  Uiei 
exists  on  the  part  of  the  Boman  Catholic 
generally  a  very  kindly  feeling  towards 
uie  clergy,  and  on  the  part  of  the  most 
liberal-minded  of  the  higher  classes  e 
feeling  in  favour  of  the  Protestant  Es- 
tablishment, as  a  guarantee  for  the 
maintenance  of  the  liberties  of  the  cotui- 
tiy.  I  will  not  trouble  your  Lordships 
with  more  than  is  necessary.    One  short 

fassage  &om  a  great  Pcnoan  Catholic 
'etition  may  auflice  to  show  what  waa 
their  feeling  before  the  Emancipation 
Act.  The  Petition  is  recorded  in  Sir 
Henry  Pamell's  book  on  the  Penal  Laws. 
They  say — 

"  We  lotemDlr  uid  ai}DBoieDt[aualr  declire  that 
we  ore  satiiBed  «ith  the  present  oonditi 
eeole*i*MiCAl  polioj.  With  satiabclii 
quie*aa  va  the  esUbliabment  of  tbe  natiDDil 
Chureh.  We  neither  repine  at  its  poaaeasiaPB 
•DTj  it!  dignitiea  ;  we  ore  read^  to  give  upon 
point  OTsr;  auuranos  that  is  binding  apon  mi 
This  Petition,  I  believe,  gave  rise  to  the 
formation  of  the  Goman  Catholic  Oath 
in  the  Belief  Bill.  Some  years  after 
the  passing  of  that  BiU,  a  Roman  Ca- 
tholic gentleman  of  the  highest  emi- 
nence, a  Privy  Councillor  who  had  been 
selected,  on  account  of  the  high  respect 
in  which  he  was  universally  held,  to  fill 
the  office  of  a  Commissioner  of  National 
Education — I  mean  Mr.  Anthony  Blake 
— thus  expressed  hia  views  of  the  Estab- 
lished Church — 

"The  FroteiUnt  Chorch  ii  rooted  in  the  Con- 
■titDtion  :  it  i«  eatablished  by  the  fundnmentnl 
laws  of  the  raalm  ;  it  i>  rendered,  aa  &r  aa  the 
moat  aolemn  acta  of  the  I^gtslalDre  obo  render 
•oj  iDslitulioD, fundamental  and  perpetual.  It  ii 
■o  declared  by  the  Act  of  Union  between  Groat 
Britain  and  Ireland.  I  think  it  could  not  be  dia- 
tnrbwl  without  danger  to  the  general  aecurities  we 
poKcaa  tor  iiberty,  property,  and  order,  wilbODl 
danger  (0  all  the  bleaiingt  we  derire  from  being 
tinder  a  lawful  GDvcrnment  aod  a  free  Conititu- 
tioD.  Feeling  thia.  the  Tory  conicienci  which 
dictates  to  me  a  determined  adherence  to  the 
Homan  Catholio  religion  would  dictate  to  me  a 
determined  reaislance  to  any  attempt  to  subrert 
the  Proteatant  Eatabliahment,  or  to  wreat  rrom 
the  Ghnrcb  the  pouitaaioiia  whicb  the  law  baa 
giTBD  it." 

■  Tht  Earl  0/ Clmeariif 


The  opinion  that  Mr.  Blake  enreased  it 
that,  I  believe,  of  every  independent 
Roman  Catholic  gentleman  at  tne  pre- 
sent day.  The  feelings  of  the  humbler 
classes  are,  in  the  vast  mwirity,  adverse 
to  the  overthrow  of  the  Church.  They 
respect  the  Protestant  clei^,  from  whom 
they  meet  with  nothing  but  kindnem, 
and  who,  since  the  tithe  question  waa 
settled  in  1B38,  have  never  been  brought 
into  collision  with  them.  I  know  £at 
many  of  them  have  signed  Petltione  with 
their  Protestant  fellow -coimtrymen  in 
favour  of  the  Church;  and  a  Petition 
from  Clones,  signed  exclusively  by  Ro- 
man Catholics,  was  lately  presented 
against  the  Disestablishment  Bill.  But 
even  better  testimony  in  the  Church'a 
behalf  is  to  be  fbund  in  the  speeches  of 
two  Ministers  of  the  Crown.  When  last 
year  its  disestablishment  was  first  pro- 
posed, Mr.  Gladstone's  testimony  is  this — 
"  It  is,  in  my  opinion,  an  exaggeration  to  nuk« 
tbs  Irish  Estibliahed  Churoh  in  its  present  form 
reaponaible  fer  the  great  grieTanoea  of  uoendanof 
and  of  natlooal  estrangement  in  Inland." — 
[3  Bantard,  oxoi.  4TT.] 

Again,  after  speaking  of  the  vices  and 
evils  of  the  Establishment  during  the 
last  century,  as  described  by  Snrke,  he 

"  But  thoao  days  hare  gone  by.  Between  tlM 
baginoingof  this  oentnry  and  the  year  1830  there 
was  a  great  roTiial  of  piety  and  seal  among  lb* 
dergy.snd  great  improvement  in  the  Eccleiiailioal 
Lawa  of  Ireland  ;  but  by  the  year  ISSO,  which  waa 
abODt  the  date  when  yon  had  for  the  first  time  a 
lealoas  and  actiTs  clergy  in  Ireland,  they  finiBd 
themaelTeB  unhappily  ioTolred  in  the  tithe  war- 
fare. Thia  diSlcDlty  waa  taken  away  when  the 
Titlie  Commutation  Act  was  paased  in  1839.  Dur- 
ing the  thirty  years  that  haa  aiooe  elapsed,  what 
haTC  we  had  in  Ireland  !  the  olergymen  purauing 
hia  vocation  in  perfect  tranquillity,  and  without 
an  exlcmal  barrier  of  any  kind  to  impede  him  ; 
in  the  second  place,  a  clergy  claiming,  and  wsU 
earning,  the  name  of  an  able,  a  lealous,  and  ploui 
e\mg}."—\Ibid,  *83.] 

Such  is  the  testimony  of  Mr.  Gladstone 
to  the  character  of  the  Church.  "What 
says  the  other  witness,  the  Earl  of 
Clarendon,  who  had  peculiar  opportu- 
nities of  personally  judging  of  the  clergy 
Ireland  ?  He  said,  in  the  debate  on 
tho  Suspensory  BUI— 

I  have  not  lived  ao  long  in  Ireland  without 
n;  learnt  to  appreciate  tbs  signal  virtnea  of 
the  Irish  clergy.  I  know  there  am  exceptions, 
but  atlll  the  conduct  of  the  clergy,  ka  a  bi>dy,  ii 
i|dary.  To  the  extant  of  their  small 
ly  are  very  cliaritable :  they  are  not 
dlatrasled  by  thsir  Catbolie  neighboon,  and  tbsir 
removal  from  their  pariahei  would  gire  caitH  lor 
gnat  TSgrat."— [S  Hantard,  osoil.  3V86.] 
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I  tliink  there  ie  no  need  of  fiirther  wit- 
ness, and  tlie  question  naturally  arises. 
Why  shoiild  die  Church  be  put  down  ? 
No  one  has  questioned  the  purity  of  its 
doctrines ;  ite  ministers  etand  well  with 
Uie  people,  and  are  looked  up  to  as  men 
of  piety  and  exemplary  Christian  cha- 
racter, and  whose  remoral  from  the 
sphere  of  their  labours  would  he  cause 
of  much  regret.  The  answer,  I  regret 
to  say,  is  that  the  purposes  of  party  had 
to  be  served  at  the  late  election,  and  the 
cry  of  "Pull  down  the  Chuiih"  was 
therefore  made  the  watchword  of  party. 
It  was  successful,  and  unhappUy  the 
sent«nce  for  the  overthrow  of  lie  (3iurch 
has,  in  consequence,  gone  forth  &om 
the  newly-elected  House  of  Commons. 
The  decision  there  come  to  reminds  me 
strongly  of  a  tribunal  of  Kibbonmen, 
by  whom  Mr.  Stewart  Trench,  an  ex- 
tensive land  agent  in  Ireland,  was,  some 
years  ago,  condemned  to  death.  That 
gendemmi  had  given  him  in  charge  the 
management  of  several  large  absentee 
estates  in  the  centre  and  South  of  Ire- 
land. His  employers,  desirous  at  the 
same  time  to  improve  their  estates  and 
the  condition  of  their  tenantry,  gave 
their  agent  the  means  of  dealing  in  the 
most  liberal  manner  by  the  occupiers  of 
land ;  but  his  proceedings  being  found 
to  interfere  with  the  agrarian  code  of 
the  Eibbomnen,  he  became  obnoxious 
to  them,  and  was,  in  consequence,  con- 
demned to  death.  Mr.  Trench,  happily, 
was  enabled  to  outlive  the  conspiracy  of 
which  he  was  to  have  been  the  victim  : 
and,  in  a  booh  he  lately  published,  en- 
titled Sealitie*  of  Iriih  Lift,  a  work  of 
considerable  interest,  I  read  this  short 
but  graphic  account  he  was  enabled  to 
give  of  his  trial  from  the  confession 
of  one  of  the  men  that  tmdertook  his 
murder — 

"  The  hoaaa  vbere  tbe  trUl  took  pluie  wu  x 
Urge  b*m,  in  which  wu  placed  ■  long  table. 
Forms  nir*  imnged  for  leati  for  fifteen  or  eix- 
teen  penoni,  and  plenty  of  wbiikj  «>■  lupplied 
bj  ft  bftrefooted  girl  in  attendance.  The  presi- 
dent or  judge  aal  oa  a  cbair  at  the  bead  of  tbe 
table.  The  parlj  drank  for  eomo  time  in  silence, 
and  fpeaking  to  one  another  on];  in  vhiapera,  and 
when  all  were  well  itceped  in  liquor,  tbe  preii- 
dent,  with  a  enrioui  leap  OTcr  the  whole  acouia- 
tioa  and  proieoution,  and  eien  tbe  name  of  the 
aaouaed,  all  of  which  tbe  jurors  were  luppoied  to 
DDderiland,  broke  eilence  for  the  Grtt  time,  and 
■aid  aloud,  'Weil,  boj»,  can  anj  one  twj  any- 
thing in  hii  defence  ? '  There  wai  a  sbort  ■ilence, 
when  one  of  the  oonipiraton  iaid — 'lie  gave  me 
anirongate.'   '  Maf  joor  cattle  break  their  neckj 


on  it,'  replied  the  pmident.  '  He  gave  m«  elate* 
and  timber  lo  roof  my  houae,'  laid  another. 
'  Ma;  tbe  roof  aoon  rot  and  fall,'  replied  the  pra- 
aidenl.  *  He  drained  my  land,' laid another.  'May 
tbe  crop  eour  in  the  faeart  of  it,'  replied  the  pre- 
eident.  '  Be  gare  a  neighbour  of  mine  wine  (or  a 
■ick  child,'  iaid  another.  <  The  ohild  died,'  aaid 
the  pretident.  All  were  lilent  again.  '  Guilt]',' 
aaid  the  preaident  i  ■  boyi,  he  must  die.  and  now 
let  ui  draw  loti  for  the  one  that  wilt  do  it.' 
'  There  i*  no  ocoaijon,'  said  one  of  the  juror*  ; 
'  tbe  men  to  do  the  job  ue  here,  and  bo^  ready 
and  willing.'  " 

There  is  a  remarkable  analogy  between 
the  trial  of  Mr.  Trench,  before  the  Rib- 
bon tribunal,  and  that  of  die  Irish 
Church  in  "another  place."  In  the. 
former,  a  man  who  was  admittedly  a 
benefactor,  and  against  whom  no  charge 
was  brought,  is  condemned  to  death.  In 
the  latter,  the  Church,  whose  doctrines 
are  imimpeached,  whose  beneficent  ac- 
tion is  generally  acknowledged,  whose 
ministers  are  men  of  pie^,  zeal,  and 
charity,  and  whose  removal  firom  their 
parishes  would  be  a  source  of  regret,  is 
arbitrarily  doomed  to  destruction.  In 
each  case  the  word  of  one  man  is  at 
once  responded  to  by  his  obsequious 
followers.  In  each  case  the  executioners 
are  at  hand  to  cany  out  the  sentence  of 
the  court.  The  men  were  at  hand  to 
undertake  the  murder  of  the  human 
victim  ;  a  majority  of  114  in  "  another 
place  "  presses  for  the  destruction  of  the 
Irish  IVotestant  Church,  which  now 
looks  for  safety  in  the  justice  of  this 
House.  Mr.  l^nch  was,  in  Qod's  pro- 
vidence, enabled  to  baffle  the  efforts  of 
his  intended  aesaseiuB,  and  has  lived  to 


see  them  and  the  population  before 
under  their  influences  become  a  changed 

*ple,  industrious,  thrifty,  and   loyal. 

^ay  the  Church,  in  like  manner,  bo 
spared ;  and,  instead  of  being  doomed 
to  destruction,  or  any  longer  misunder- 
stood and  wronged,  may  it  receive  at 
the  hands  of  the  Parliament  and  people 
of  England  every  legitimate  support  in 
furtherance  of  the  objects  of  its  institu- 
tions— namely,  to  elevate  the  national 
character  of  the  Irish  people  through 
the  teaching  of  Gospel  truth,  and  me 
inculcation  of  the  great  principles  of 
Christianity.  I  pray  your  Lordships  to 
withhold  your  consent  &om  a  measure 
which  would  for  ever  forfeit  these  bless- 
ings, and  induce  in  lieu  of  them  all  the 
evils  of  a  revolution. 

ViacQUST  MONCK  r  My  Lords,  I  have 
strong  feeling  on  the  subject  of  this  Bill, 

3  P  2  \_Stcond  Heading— Sitond  Might, 


1895 


[LORDS} 


Church  Bill. 


1196 


but  Bhall  not  make  manj'  observations 
at  this  late  hour  of  the  eveDing.  I  con- 
fess that  I  Vas  rather  startled  by  what 
was  Baid  by  the  most  tev.  Primate  last 
night  with  reference  to  the  few  observa- 
tions which  fell  &om  me  on  the  first 
night  of  the  Session  on  the  subject  of 
the  Canadian  Church.  He  was  pleased 
to  say  that  he  wae  astonished,  considering 
the  iufonnatiou  he  had  received  respect- 
ing the  condition  of  the  Canadian  Church, 
at  the  triumphant  tone  of  my  observa- 
tions respecting  it.  Now,  I  was  not 
aware  that  my  tone  on  that  occasion  was 
particularly  triumphant.  I  merely  said 
that  my  experience  of  the  working  of 
the  Church  in  Canada  had  confiraied 
my  previous  impressions  with  reference 
to  the  soundness  of  the  voluntary  as- 
tern. To  show  that  I  was  not  without 
some  grounds  for  that  opinion,  I  will 
venture  to  quote  to  your  Lordships  a 
Betum  which  I  obtained  from  the  several 
Bishops  in  Canada  before  I  left  the 
country  last  autumn,  showing  the  in- 
crease in  die  number  of  the  clergy  in 
their  respective  dioceses  within  the  last 
ten  or  twenty  years.  The  voluntary 
system  came  into  operation  in  Canada, 
in  1654,  and  I  hold  in  my  hand  a  return 
of  the  number  of  clei^  in  each  of  its 
dioceses  in  the  years  1650,  1660,  and 
1868;  but,  without  troubling  your  Lord- 
ships with  the  details  of  the  numbers  in 
each  diocese,  I  may  state  that  the  aggre- 
gate number  of  the  clei^ymen  in  the 
whole  of  them  was,  in  1850,  203;  in 
1860,  318;  and  in  1868,  419;  so  that 
in  the  space  of  eighteen  years  the  num- 
ber of  clergymen  in  the  dioceses  of 
Canada  has  more  than  doubled.  If 
that  state  of  things  does  not  justify  the 
adoption  of  a  triumphant  tone  in  refer- 
ence to  the  condition  of  the  Canadian 
Church,  I  do  not,  at  aJl  events,  think  it 
famishes  any  ground  for  the  picture 
which  the  most  rev.  Primate  drew  of  that 
condition.  In  addition  to  the  Betum 
from  which  I  have  quoted,  I  hold  in  my 
hand  letters  from  the  Bishops  of  differ- 
ent dioceses  in  Canada,  and  I  will,  with 
your  Lordships'  permission,  read  an  ex- 
tract from  a  letter  which  I  received  from 
the  Bishop  of  Montreal,  which  is,  I  be- 
lieve, one  of  the  very  last  he  ever  wrote. 
He  says — 

"  Our  dtooeun  Synod  wii  orgtniied  nrnJ  held 

ft*  first  meeting  in  Jnnt.  \969.  and  I  coniider 

that  the  much  graaler  increase  in  the  numBir  of 

the  elergjr  eiDce  that  time  bai  bccD  owing  to  the 

VUeount  Monck 


inflneDce  of  the  working  of  the  Synod,  and  the  in- 
terest excited  and  knowledge  diffused  among  the 
laity,  who  come  up  from  ail  perls  to  attend  >• 
deli'gates.  The  inorease  in  the  oontribations  in 
money  for  the  eupportof  theCburcb  haaalimbeeD 
very  onoonraging.'^ 

In  a  letter  which  I  received  from  tiie 
Bishop  of  Toronto,  he  says — 

"There  have  i»en  within  the  Uat  five  years 
fourteen  new  eharches  built,  varying  in  cost  trom 
1,300  dolloTB  to  12,000  dollars,  and  oostin;,  in 
all,  at  a  moderate  computation,  IS.flOO  dollar*. 
There  bare  been  expended  on  the  erection  of 
twelTe  new  parsonage*  within  the  same  period, 
11,000  dollars.  There  have  been  subicribed  in 
this  dioqpie  during  the  last  four  years  towards  tba 
formation  of  an  episcopal  endowment  in  monej 
and  lands  40,000  dollars.  All  the  above  is  eioln- 
■ive  of  (he  annual  contribntioni  to  the  Chunh 
Soeiety." 

I  do  not  think  that  this  shows  that  the 
condition  of  the  Church  in  the  diocese  of 
Toronto  is  very  deplorable.  The  Bishop 
of  Ontario  says — 

"  I  am  indulging  in  the  hope  that  you  are  pre- 
paring some  statietics  with  a  view  to  the  Irish 
Church  question.  1  have  snoceeded,  at  all  evente, 
in  etimulnting  inquiry  in  Ireland  as  to  our  method 
of  sustaining  theCburob  in  Canada,  and  hareboea 
alternately  abused  and  commended  for  my  suggee- 
tions.  1  deprecate  disestHbliahment,  bat  do  not 
dread  it.  What  1  both  deprecate  and  dread  !■ 
constant  reforming  by  Parliament.  After  a  lew 
more  reforms  there  wUl  be  little  left  to  flgbt 


I  did  not  rise  to  make  a  speech,  but  I 
wished  to  lay  these  facts  before  your 
Lordships.  I  should  have  stood  up  at 
themoment  toreply  to  the  most  rev.  Pri- 
mate had  the  opportunity  presented  itself, 
but  I  did  not  expect  that  the  remarks 
which  were  made  two  or  three  months 
ago  by  so  humble  an  individual  as  myself 
would  attract  any  observation,  and  not 
having  the  necessary  information  by  me 
at  the  time  I  was  not  able  to  make  the 
statement  which  I  have  now  ventured  to 
offer  to  the  House. 

The  further  Debate  on  the  said  Motion 
adjourned  to  7%ur*d<iy  next. 

Houio  adjourned  at  One  o'clock,  a.h., 

to  Thnriday  next,  half  past 

Ten  o'clock. 
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HOUSE    OF    COMMONS, 
3\Mday,  Utk  June,  1869. 

— CommitUe — Bank- 

The  House  met  at  Two  of  the  clock. 

LOSS  OF  THE  •■  MARQUESS  OF  ABER- 
CORN."~QUESTION. 

Sib  JOHN  HAT  said,  ho  wished  to 
ask  the  Secretary  to  the  Board  of  Trade, 
%yhether  any  investigation  is  to  take 
place  into  the  causes  of  the  loss  of  the 
steamer  "  MarquesB  of  Ahercom  ?"  She 
had  been  rim  down  by  a  ship  belonging 
to  the  same  owner,  without  loss  of  life, 
and  consequently  no  coroner's  inquiry 
or  action  at  law  would  result. 

Mb.  SHAW  LEFEVEE,  in  reply, 
eaid,  the  Board  of  Trade  had  come  to 
the  conclusion  that  it  is  not  necessary  to 
investigate  into  the  causes  of  the  loss  of 
this  steamer  by  coUision  in  the  Irish 
Channel.  It  ia  not  usual  for  the  Board 
to  institute  inquiry  where  there  has  been 
no  loss  of  life,  as  there  is  usually  fuU 
investigation  in  the  courts  of  law.  In 
this  case  the  vessels  belonged  to  the 
same  owner,  but  as  the  cargoes  belong 
to  different  owners,  ttiere  wiB  no  doubt 
be  the  usual  investigation. 

BANKRUPTCY  {re-40fimiaed)  BILL. 

(Mr.  AUomey  Qeneral,  Mr.  Solicitor  Qeneml.) 

[bill  97.  j  COMMITTEE. 

[^Proffre^i  llth  t/untf.j 

Bill  cotuidered  in  Committee. 
(In  the  Committee.) 

Clause  91  (Avoidance  of  voluntary  set- 
tlement.) 

Amendment  proposed  in  Clause  91, 
page  33,  line  41,  to  leave  out  &om  the 
word  "shall,"  to  the  words  "such  set- 
tlement," in  page  34,  line  4,  inclusive, 
and  insert  the  words — 

"  Or  a  lettlefbent  iduI«  od  or  for  the  itifa  or 
ohildren  of  the  Httlor  of  proper!;  which  b>i  ao- 
orued  to  the  lettlor  after  man-isge  in  right  of  hia 
wife,  shall,  if  the  letclor  becomes  haoknipt  within 
two  ^eitra  after  the  date  of  (uch  Kttlemenl,  he 
Toid  M  against  the  trustee  of  the  bankrupt  *p- 

Cinted  under  this  Aet.  and  ahall,  if  the  aetllor 
Qomes  bankropt  at  anj  subeequi 
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the  parties  claiming  onder  luch  settlement  can 
proTe  that  the  aetllor  waa  at  the  time  of  making 
lb*  lettleiMnt  able  to  fj  all  hit  debts  without 


the  aid  of  the  properl;  compriaed  in  aach  eetlte- 
ment.  be   void    against   such    trustee"  —  (Jfr. 
Rat/\6ont.) 
instead  thereof — 

Question  proposed,  "  That  the  words 
'  shall  if  the  settlor  becomes  bankrupt 
within  two  years  after  the  date  of  such 
settlement,'  stand  part  of  the  Clause," 

Ms.  MOELEY  said,  he  had  a  clause 
of  a  somewhat  analogous  character,  but, 
as  he  believed  the  Attorney  General  was 
pepared  to  concur  in  the  present  clause, 
he  should  not  press  his  clause.  He  (Mr. 
Morley)  believed  that  the  acceptance  of 
this  clause  would  be  most  acceptable  to 
all  the  Chambers  of  Commerce  In  the 
Kingdom. 

Amendment  agreed  to. 

Mb.  HERMON  moved,  in  page  34, 
line. 4,  after  "settlement,"  insert"and 
imless  such  settlement  shall  have  been 
duly  registered  within  three  months  of 
its  being  made,  in  the  same  manner  as  a 
bill  of  sale  or  judgment  bond." 

Mb.  JESSEL  complained  that  com- 
mercial men,  in  considering  this  ques- 
tion, seemed  utterly  oblivious  of  eveiy- 
thing  but  the  creditor,  and  reminded 
hou.  Members  that  social  considerationa 
should  enter  into  their  reasoning  ou  the 
matt«r.  The  Amendment,  if  carried, 
would  require  that  every  man  in  the 
countiy  would  have  to  disclose  the  par- 
ticulars of  his  marriage  settlement. 

Mb.  HEBMON  observed  that  his 
Amendment  referred  only  to  post-nup- 
tial settlements. 

The  SOUCITOR  GENEEAL  be- 
lieved that  the  Amendment  was  un- 
necessary after  the  one  which  had  just 
been  a^eed  to. 

Ma.  MOELET  supported  the  clause, 
and  erpressed  hia  belief  that  if  the  exist- 
ence of  settlements  were  better  known, 
tradesmen  would  not  give  so  much 
credit.  He  had  that  morning  received 
a  letter  from  Bristol  illustrating  the 
wrong  that  was  sometimes  perpetrated 
with  these  settlements.  A  solicitor  and 
coUiery  proprietor  in  Wales  made,  pre- 
vious to  marriage,  a  settlement  binding 
himself  to  tmsteea  to  pay  to  them  £300 
on  the  birth  of  each  child.  He  had  six 
children — £3,000  worth — and  subse- 
quently becoming  bankrupt,  the  trustees 
stepped  in,  proved  for  £3,000,  and  cut 
out  all  the  other  creditors. 

The  ATTORNEY  GENEEAL  said, 
he  wished  particularly  to  avoid  any  con- 
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He  would  carefully  re-conMder  it  before 
the  Keport  was  brought  up,  and,  under 
the  circumstances,  he  trusted  Ms  hon. 
Friend  would  withdraw  his  Amendment. 

Amendment,  by  leave,  mikdranon. 

Olauae,  as  amended,  agretd  to. 

CkuBos  92  to  99,  102  to  111,  113  to 
117,  iuclusiTe,  agreed  to. 

Olauaes  100,  101,  112,  ttmclioui. 


flict  with  the  Chancery  lawyers,  but  he 
wonld  consider  the  subject,  and  if  he 
thought  it  feasible  he  would  bring  up  a 
clause  on  the  Beport.    

Mb.  Aujebmah  LAWBENOE  said, 
he  considered  the  matter  a  very  simple 
one.  There  could  be  no  doubt  that 
great  fraud  was  at  present  perpetrated 
under  pretext  of  settlements. 

Amendment,  by  leave,  withdrawn. 


Me.  HATHBONE  moved,  page  34, 
line  5,  before  "  settlement,"  to  insert — 

"  Anj  COTenant  or  contract  mada  by  a  trader, 
whetber  before  or  Kftsr  marriage,  for  the  future 
lotllement  or  pajrQent  of  property  or  mooej  upon 
or  for  the  wife  or  children  of  such  trader,  ahall 
upon  bii  becoming  bankrupt  before  aucb  propert; 
or  Dionej  has  been  Bctuallj  tranaferred  or  paid, 
be  void  Bgainat  hie  trustee  appointed  ander  this 
Act :  and  an>  lettlemeot  made  by  a  trader  after 
marriage  in  purauanceof  a  ooienant  orsgreement 
made  before  aod  in  conaideration  of  marriage 
shall  be  filed  in  the  mnnncr  provided  in  the  caae 
ofbiilsofaaleby  theBlllaof  Sale  Act,  1  SSI,  and 
in  deinult  shall  be  void  againat  hia  truatee  ap- 
pointed under  tbia  Act :  but  the  proviaions  of  the 
Bille  of  Sale  Act,  lS6fl,  u  lo  the  renewal  of 
regiatration,  shall  not  apply  to  such  «ett1emeut> 
as  laat  aforesaid." 

Mb.  HINDE  palmer  said,  he  was 
afraid  that  the  Amendment  would  be 
rather  unfair  in  certain  cases  to  the  wife 
and  children. 

Ma.  DENMAN  said,  it  often  hap- 
pened that  a  man  engaged  in  a  risky 
trade  or  profession  went  to  an  attorney 
and  told  him  that,  as  he  might  become 
bankrupt  any  day,  he  wished  to  make 
over,  Bay  £10,000,  to  his  wife  and  chil- 
dren by  a  post-nuptial  settlement.  That 
system  of  fraud  was  at  the  present  mo- 
ment going  on  to  an  immense  extent, 
and  he  thought  the  Committee  were  all 
agreed  that  it  ought  to  be  put  down. 
He  did  not  understand  why  the  discus- 
sion was  now  re-opened. 

Mb.  HINDE  PALMEE  said,  he 
thought  that  the  clause  would  be  too 
extensive  with  this  addition.  He  sug- 
gested that  it  should  be  qualified  by  the 
words  "  unless  the  bankruptcy  took 
place  within  a  certain  time,  say  ten 
years. 

Mb.  SEBJEAifT  SIMON  trusted  the 
Attorney  General  would  adhere  to  his 
original  intention. 

Thb  ATTOENEY  GENEEAL  said, 
that  after  listening  to  the  remarks  which 
had  been  made  in  the  course  of  the  dis- 
cussion, he  had  become  satisfied  that  the 
dause  deserved  further  consideration. 
TheAttonu!/  Qentral 


Clause  118  (Forfeiture  of  dividends 
after  six  years  non-claim). 

Mr.  ALDEBMAif  SALOMONS  objected 
to  the  provision  under  which  a  creditor 
failing  to  claim  a  dividend  for  five  years 
forfeited  it  to  the  Crown.  If  the  divi- 
dend were  forfeited  at  aU,  surely  the 
other  creditors,  and  not  the  Grown, 
should  have  the  benefit  of  the  forfeiture. 

Mb.  ATETON  said,  there  was  at  pre- 
sent in  the  hands  of  the  Crown,  which 
had  been  received  ae  unclaimed  dividends 
in  the  hands  of  ofRcial  assignees,  no  less 
a  sum  than  £1,000,000  sterling,  and 
which  the  Crown  held  until  they  ^oiild 
be  claimed.  The  object  of  this  clause 
was  to  collect  all  such  sums  as  might  bo 
scattered  over  the  country  by  the  opera- 
tion of  the  Bill,  to  be  held  by  the  Crown 
until  they  were  daimed. 

Mb.  MOELEY  said,  the  objection  waa 

theword"forfoited"intheclause.  He 
would  rather  not  have  to  satisfy  a  Lord 
Chancellor  as  to  any  claim  that  might  be 
disputed. 

Clause  agreed  to. 

Clauses  1 19  to  125,  inclusive,  agreodto. 

Clause  126  (Eegulations  ae  to  liqui- 
dation by  arrangement). 

Mr.  EATHBONE  moved,  in  page  42, 
line  22,  after  "may,"  to  insert  "^ter  a 
petition  has  been  presented  against 
him ;"  his  object  being  to  put  a  stop  to 
a  system  of  private  compromise  which 
had  arisen  ot  late  years,  and  was  most 
destructive  to  the  morality  of  the  coun- 
tiy.  He  had  the  opinion  not  only  of 
the  commercial,  but  me  legal  gentleman 
of  Liverpool  in  favour  of  thB  proposal. 

Mr.  MOELET  opposed  the  proposal. 
The  Chambers  of  Commerce  of  the  coun- 
try, with  the  exception  of  that  of  Liver- 
pool, were  unfavourable  to  the  Amend- 
ment. While  in  the  years  1866,  1867, 
and  1B68  the  property  realized  through 
the  Court  of  Bankruptcv  amounted  to 
only  £2,1 65,000,  that  which  was  paid  by 
means  of  private  arrangement  amounted 
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to  £25,270,000;  and  while  the  dividend 
paid  through  the  Court  of  Bankruptcy 
-vas  almost  nil,  under  these  private  ar- 
rang^mente  there  was  paid  in  1867  nearly 
68.,  and  in  1868  nearly  7«.  in  the  pound. 
In  hia  opinion  the  course  to  be  taken 
onght  to  De  determined  by  the  creditors 
themselTes. 

Kb.  HERUON  opposed  the  Amend- 
ment, thinking  that  it  would  not  have 


Committee. 


1902 


my  be. 
Me. 


RATHBONE  said,  his  hon. 
Friend  (Mr.  Morley)  misunderstood  the 
object  of  the  Amendment.  He  did  not 
require  that  the  man  should  be  adjudi- 
cated a  bankrupt,  but  only  that  a  peti- 
tion should  he  presented ;  then  a  meet-  , 
ing  of  ca'editors  might  be  held,  and  the  . 
whole  estate  might  be  taken  outof  bank-  , 
ruptcy  and  managed  aa  easily  as  before. 
His  object  was  to  provide  that  there 
should  be  no  secret  arrangemente. 

Mk.  G.  GEEGOEY  eaid,  he  wished 
to  supplement  the  returns  of  the  hon. 
Member  for  Bristol  (Mr.  Morley)  by 
reference  to  the  dividends  of  estates 
under  compositioii  and  bankruptcy. 
Taking  iOs.  in  the  pound  as  the  stand- 
ard, out  of  8,000  estates  in  bankruptcy 
only  fifty-seven  paid  Ti.  6d.  to  10».  in  the 
pound,  while  out  of  9,000  compositiouB, 
390paid  10«.inthepouiid.  Thisshowed 
the  advantage  of  composition  over  bank- 
ruptcy. A  very  laige  amount  of  pro- 
pert7  was,  indeed,  resized  under  compo- 
sition. True  the  saying  was  that  "all 
rubbish  went  into  bankruptcy."  He 
ahonld  propose  a  series  of  clauses,  con- 
tinuing composition  by  deeds,  and  em- 
bodying the  powers  of  the  Acts  of  1861 
and  1868,  giving  the  creditors  facilities 
for  entering  into  composition,  providing 
that  the  deeds  ahoula  be  registered  and 
accompanied  by  a  declaration  of  the 
number  and  names  of  the  creditors  who 
should  sign  the  composition.  He  was 
wUling  to  adopt  any  other  precautions, 
Buch  aa  enacting  that  prelinunary  to  the 
compodtion  there  should  he  a  meeting 
of  toe  creditors,  and  that  a  balance- 
sheet  should  be  prepared  and  laid  be- 
fore them.  This  was  indeed  the  ordinary 
course  at  present.  He  feared  that  as 
the  Bill  stood  it  would  no  longer  give 
the  fiiends  of  a  bankrupt  a  motive  for 
asaisting  him  by  endeavouring  to  keep 
his  name  out  of  bankruptcy. 

Hb.  west  said,  he  thought  it  might 
be  necessaiy  to  take  greater  precautions 
in  these  clauses,  euoh  as  increasing  the 


publicity  of  the  arrangements.  It  might 
also  be  provided  that  there  should  be  a 
public  meeting  of  the  creditors,  so  that 
these  arrangements  might  not  be  entered 
into  by  writton  engagements. 

The  attorney  GENERAL  said, 
he  could  not  support  the  proposal  of  the 
hon.  Member  (Mr.  Gathbone).  Some 
hon.  Gentlemen  would  not  allow  any 
arrangement  to  be  made  between  a 
bankrupt  and  his  creditors  without  full 

Eubticity  being  given  to  it,  whereas  his 
on.  and  teamed  Friend  opposite  was 
of  opinion  that  no  publicity  was  neces- 
aary,  but  that  the  arrangements  should 
be  made  in  the  same  manner  as  hitherto. 
For  his  own  part,  he  wished  to  protect 
the  minority  of  the  creditors  as  lar  as 
they  ought  to  be  protected ;  but  at  the 
same  time  he  had  no  desire  to  espose 
the  bankrupt  to  greater  publicity  or  in- 
convenience than  was  necessary.  Thia 
clause,  he  might  add,  had  been  ver7 
carefully  drawn  up,  and  steered  a  middle 
course  between  the  two  extremes. 

8m  EOUNDELL  PALMER  pointed 
out  that  if  the  clause  remained  fdone  in 
the  Bill  it  would  produce  an  important 
alteration  in  the  present  law,  and  would 
in  effect  abolish  compositions  altogether. 
The  arrangement  would  bejust  the  same 
as  bankruptcy,  with  these  three  differ- 
ences: firet,  it  apparently  allowed  the 
committee  of  inspection  to  be  dispensed 
with  if  the  creditors  so  pleased ;  secondly, 
it  allowed  the  audit  by  the  Comptroller  to 
be  di^ensed  with  if  the  creditors  so 
pleased;  and,  thirdly,  it  took  the  case 
out  of  the  operation  of  the  discharge 
clause  of  the  Bill,  which  depended  upon 
the  payment  of  10«.  in  the  pound  divi- 
dend, and  it  enabled  the  creditors  at  a 
general  meeting  by  a  majority  in  num- 
ber and  three-fourths  in  value  to  give  or 
refuse  the  discharge  on  any  terms  they 
pleased.  He  did  not  know  whether  the 
mercantile  world  were  prepared  for  the 
abolition  of  all  kinds  of  compositions  of 
a  more  elastic  sort. 

Mb-  EYLANDS  said,  he  hoped  the 
Amendment  would  be  pressed,  or,  at  all 
events,  that  the  Attorney  General  would 
afford  a  larger  amount  of  publicity  than 
the  Bill  provided  for. 

Mk.  NOEWOOD  suggested  that  tha 
Attorney  General  should  alter  the  clause, 
so  as  to  give  full  power  to  the  creditors 
to  make  any  arrangement  with  the 
debtor,  provided  it  should  be  registered, 
so  that  it  coold  not  be  kept  secret. 
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Mb.  HINDE  palmer  said,  he  did 
not  think  the  propoeal  of  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  Liverpool  (Mr.  Eathbone)  exactly 
met  the  want  with  a  view  to  which  it 
was  desired.  He  trusted  the  Committee 
would  aUow  the  clause  to  etand  as  i1 
was,  because  it  seemed  to  be  most  care- 
fully framed. 

Ma.  MOELET  utterly  demurred  to 
the  Ameadment,  because  it  meant  bank- 
ruptcy in  cases  in  which  it  was  desired 
la  save  a  debtor's  property,  and  allow 
him  to  pay  a  composition  and  carry  on 
his  business.  Under  the  Act  of  1868  no 
deed  of  arrangement  was  valid  unless  it 
was  advertised  in  the  London  Gazette. 
That,  therefore,  secured  publicity. 

The  ATTOENEY  GENERAL  said, 
he  was  prepared  to  meet  the  views  of 
the  hon.  Member  for  Bristol  {Mr.  Morley) 
and  others,  by  inserting  words  to  give 
the  trustee  power  to  accept  composition 
not  subject  to  the  review  of  the  Court ; 
but  there  must  be  a  meeting  of  creditors 
and  the  appointment  of  a  trustee,  and 
the  bankrupt's  property  must  be  vested 
in  the  trustee,  so  as  to  prevent  any  clan- 
destine arrangement  that  the  bankrupt 
should  keep  part  of  his  property  from 
bis  creditors. 

Mb.  EATHBONE  said,  the  difference 
between  him  and  the  hon.  Member  for 
Bristol  was  that  the  hon.  Member  had  a 
great  objection  to  call  things  by  their 
right  names.  "What  it  was  sought  to 
prevent  by  the  Amendment  was,  not 
people  being  called  bankrupts,  but 
people  becoming  insolvent  and  combin- 
ing fraudulently  to  prey  upon  the  pub- 
lic. He  should  not  be  able  to  carry 
the  Amendment  (gainst  the  opinion  of 
the  Attorney  General ;  but  he  hoped 
that  power  would  not  be  given  to  a 
majority  of  creditors  to  husb  up  mat- 
ters which  might  be  as  disgraceful  to 
them  as  to  the  debtor,  and  that  the  At- 
torney General  would  rather  strengthen 
than  weaken  the  clauses  which  demand 
a  certain  amount  of  publicity. 

Mr.  W.  FOWLEE  said,  that  if  a 
trustee  must  sell  the  property,  that  was 
not  liquidation  by  arrangement  as  the 
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away  with  it,  except  under  tie  order  of 
the  Court. 

Mr.  FEEK  trusted  the  Attorney  Ge- 
neral would  adhere  to  the  principle  that 
there  should  be  no  arrangement  without 
leave  of  the  Court.  NoUiing  had  done 
so  much  to  lower  the  moral  tone  of  the 
commercial  world  as  deeds  of  arrange- 
ment. 

Me.  STEPHEN  CAVE  said,  tliis  waa 
an  extremely  difB.cult  question,  and  the 
difficulties  seemed  to  be  multiplied  at 
every  step.  They  bad  to  meet  the  case  of 
the  dishonest  trader  who  wished  to  cheat 
his  creditors,  and  also  the  case  of  the  man 
who  got  into  difficulties  through  misfor- 
tune.  It  was  often  desirable  that  the 
latter  should  not  be  driven  into  bank- 
ruptcy. Again,  besides  tie  creditors, 
there  were  the  public  who  were  often 
injured  by  corrupt  arrangements  be- 
tween the  insolvent  trader  and  his  cre- 
ditors, who  said — "  We  will  husi  this  up 
if  you  get  credit  from  others  and  pay 
UB,  and  then  trust  to  Providence  to  pay 
tiem."  The  difficulty  was  to  reconcile 
legislation  for  the  honest  and  dishonest 
classes.  There  ought  to  be  sufficient 
publicity  and  sanction  for  what  was 
done,  and  the  question  was  how  fiir 
these  were  compatible  with  a  debtor 
carrying  on  iis  business  as  before.  That 
was  a  point  upon  which  it  was  most  dif- 
ficult to  express  an  opinion.  If  the  es- 
tate were  to  be  left  in  tie  debtor's  hands 
in  order  that  he  might  work  it  as  well 
he  could,  he  (Mr.  Cave)  did  not  see 
I  use  of  handing  it  over  to  a  trustee, 
and  then  take  it  back  again.  It  ap- 
peared to  iim  that  tie  Bill  only  met 
one  class  of  arrangements  —  namely, 
liquidations  under  the  order  of  the 
Court.  It  had  been  truly  said  that 
more  money  waa  recovered  under  com- 
position;  indeed,  tie  waste  and  ex- 
pense and  delay  of  liquidation  waa 
uotorious.  What  was  wanted  was  some 
provision  for  composition  which  was  not 
necessarily  dishonest.  Ho  wished  the 
Attorney  General  would  re-consider  the 
matter. 
The  ATTOENET  GENERAL  said. 


term  was  understood,  and  there  must  be  j  the  clause  iad  been  carefully  considered: 
arrangements  such  as  tiere  were  now,  I  it  steered  a  middle  course  between  two 
so  tiat  the  bankrupt  might  be  allowed  \  opposite  views,  and  he  did  not  see  bow 
to  carry  on  his  business  without  his  pro- 1  it  could  be  altered  so  as  to  be  reconciled 
perty  being  liquidated.  An  attempt :  with  the  wishes  of  the  two  sides, 
was  now  being  made  to  steer  between  I  Me.  EATHBONE  said,  he  woold 
two  things,  but  we  must  either  retain  \  withdraw  the  Amendment,  provided  the 
the  present  system  of  arrangement  or  do   Attorney  General  would  niake  some  ar- 
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rangement  for  securing  greater  publicity 
for  these  composition  deeds. 

Mk.  JESSEL  said,  he  did  not  pretend 
to  Bpeak  on  this  subject  for  commercial 
meu,  but  he  found  from  a  great  many  o:' 
them  that  there  waa  a  very  strong  feel- 
ing among  them  for  the  continuance  of 
composition.  It  had  been  represented 
to  lum  that  in  many  cases  a  larger  sum 
was  paid  by  the  debtor  under  composi- 
tion than  could  be  obtained  under  any 
management  whatsoever.  If  such  was 
the  prevalent  feeling,  the  Attorney  Oe- 
neral  ought  to  meet  it  by  a  substantial 
clause  enabling  creditors  to  obtain  a 
composition  from  a  debtor.  But  then  it 
was  said  Uiat  this  should  be  fenced 
round  by  the  safeguard  of  publicity- 
that  is,  publicity  among  the  creditors 
themselves.  ["No!"]  But  a  pubhc 
notice  would  be  quite  sufficient.  What 
had  been  suggested  by  the  Chambers  of 
Commerce  was  that  a  meeting  should  be 
advertised ;  that  could  be  done  by  the 
Court ;  then  the  creditors  could  come  to- 
gether, and,  by  a  vote  of  a  majority  in 
nuniber  and  tliree -fourths  in  value, 
cept  a  composition.  If  they  passed  the 
Bill  as  it  stood,  they  made  a  man  vir- 
tually a  bankrupt,  though  they  did  not 
call  him  so. 

Me.  MOELET  believed  that  the  law 
as  it  stood  at  present  did  not  require  that 
the  meeting  should  be  advertised.  If  it 
were  advertised  it  would  be  a  great  ad- 
vantage, and  might  perhaps  meet  the 
views  of  the  hon.  Member  for  Liverpool 
(Mr.  Eathbone). 

The  ATTOENEY  GENEEAL  said. 
he  was  prepared  to  consider  the  question 
of  a  substantial  clause  as  suggested  by 
his  hon.  and  learned  Friend  (Mr.  Jessel) 
wilthout  binding  himself  by  a  pledge 
that  he  would  bring  up  such  a  clause. 
But  if  his  hon,  and  learned  Friend  should 
do  BO  it  would  have  his  best  considera- 
tion. The  clause  before  the  Committee, 
however,  was,  as  for  as  it  went,  a  right 
clause,  andhehopedtheywould  accept  it, 

Mb.  FEEK  said,  there  was  a  large 
house  in  London  that  never  would  t^e 
a  composition  under  any  circumstances, 
and  the  consequence  was  that  .where  he 
made  twenty  bad  debts  that  house  never 
made  one.  They  always  sent  the  debtor 
into  bankruptcy,  conte  qui  coutf,  and  the 
class  of  persons  who  went  into  composi- 
tiong  always  let  in  the  easier  traders,  and 
avoided  that  house.  He  did  not  see  why 
honeet  men  should  not  carry  a  composi- 
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tion  through  the  Court  with  the  privity 
and  sanction  of  the  Judge. 

Amendment,  by  leave,  toithdratoit. 

Clause,  as  amended,  agreed  to. 

Clause  127  (Commisaiouers  of  London 
Bankruptcy  Court  to  cease  to  hold  offices). 

The  ATTOENEY  GENEEAL  moved 
page  44,  at  beginning,  insert — 

"Suob  ODs  of  the  preaeot  CommlMioDera  of 
the  LondoD  Bsnkniptoj  Court  as  may  be  sboiNi 
hj  Il«r  Mbjmij  ahall  be  tbe  fl»t  Chiaf  Judge  io* 
the  London  Btnkruptcj  Court  s>  ooostitated 
under  IhU  AeC.  and  sball,  as  to  Mnnre  of  office, 
rank,  salary,  peotiott,  and  all  other  pnTilegel  ex- 
cept fail  tUle,  conlinae  in  tbe  ume  poiitian  in  all 
respeoti  aa  if  bii  office  bod  not  been  abolilbed  bjr 
tbii  Act,  but  uve  as  afomaid." 

Mb.  EUSSELL  GTTENEY  asked, 
whether  it  was  not  desirable  that  the 
Chief  Judge  of  the  Court  should  rank 
with  the  oUier  Judges  ?  It  was  import- 
ant to  give  him  the  some  position,  and 
he  wouH  therefore  propose  fliat  the  word 
''  rank  "  be  omitted. 

The  ATTOENEY  GENEEAL  said, 
he  would  agree  to  the  Amendment. 

Mb.  peek  said,  that  the  hopeful 
feature  of  the  Bill  was  that  the  Chief 
Judge  of  tbe  Court  was  about  to  be 
placed  on  on  equality  with  the  Judges 
of  the  land.  It  would  be  necessary  to 
provide  him  with  a  suitable  salary. 

The  ATTOENEY  GENEEAL  eaid, 
that  due  provision  should  be  made  for 
the  salary  of  the  Judge, 

Amendment,  as  amended,  agreed  to. 

Clause,  as  amended,  agreed  to. 

Clause  128  agreedto. 

Clause  129  (Abolition  of  Country  Ks- 
trict  Courts  of  Bankruptcy). 

Sitt  EODNDELL  PALMER  said, 
that  he  could  not  understand  how  it 
would  be  for  the  pubhc  advantage  to 
send  to  the  right-about  a  number  of 
officers,  the  greater  part  of  whom  were 
quite  capable  of  remaining  in  the  public 
service.  The  Bill  proposed  to  pay  them 
off,  and  considering  that  they  held  free- 
hold offices,  of  ^wch  they  could  not 
otherwise  be  deprived  without  their  own 
consent,  less  could  not  be  done  without 
injustice.  But  whether  they  were  to  re- 
ceive more  or  less  compensation,  he  pro- 
tested against  the  principle  of  discharg- 
ing all  these  officers  without  exacting 
from  them  such  services  as  they  stiU 
could  give. 

Mb.  AYBTON  believed  it  was  in- 
tended that  every  person  whose  services 
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could  be  need  should  be  used.  The  Go- 
vemment  could  certainly  not  flincli  from 
the  responsibility  of  compelling  these 
gentlemen  to  serve  the  public  instead  of 
receiving  their  pensions  for  doing  no- 
thing. 

Sm  EOtfNDELL  PALMER  said, 
that  might  be  the  intention  of  the  Oo- 
Temment,  but  the  clause  made  no  pro- 
vision for  it. 

Mb.  MOELET  said,  he  would  rather 
'pay  the  officials  in  the  Bankruptcy  Court 
for  doing  nothing  than  retain  many  of 
them  in  their  present  oificos. 

The  attorney  GENERAL  said, 
that  it  seemed  desirable  to  make  a  clean 
sweep  of  the  Courts.  It  was  the  inten- 
tion to  utilize  all  that  could  be  used  from 
the  Loudon  Courts.  It  had  been  proposed 
to  retain  the  District  Courts,  at  least, 
during  the  lives  of  the  present  Commis- 
sionera ;  but  there  waa  such  a  pressure 
from  the  commercial  world  to  abolish 
them  at  once,  that  it  was  agreed  to  as 
the  best  course.  Their  jurisdiction  was 
transferred  by  the  Bill  to  the  County 
Courts. 

0ause  agreed  to. 

Clause  130  (Compensation  to  holders 
of  abohshed  offices). 

Mb.  ATETON  proposed  an  Amend- 
ment, with  the  object  of  limiting  the 
clause  entirely  to  the  Commissioners. 
The  clause  would  then  run  to  this  effect — 

"  That  Bn<r  Commiiaioner  should  from  and  *ftcr 
the  abolition  ofhia  office  reoeiro  out  of  the  moneys 
to  be  proTLded  by  Parliamenl,  nn  annuilj  during 
his  life  equal  to  the  amount  tthioh  h«  recalled  by 
wajfof  saUrr  during  hU  continunnoB  in  ofBoe." 
The  result  of  that  Amendment  would  be 
that  the  rest  of  the  compensations  would 
be  dealt  with  by  Clause  131.  Under  the 
General  Superannuation  Act  the  prin- 
ciple was  laid  down  that  compensation 
should  be  granted  on  the  abolition  of 
ofBce  or  employment.  That  applied, 
however,  only  to  the  civil  servants  of 
the  Crown.  He  thought  that  the  super- 
annuation to  the  amount  of  ten  years' 
service  waa  a  fair  arrangement.  He 
could  conceive  nothing  more  monstrously 
extravagant  than  to  say  that  every  per- 
son employed  in  the  admiuistration  of 
the  Bankruptcy  Court,  whether  he  had 
served  for  one  year  or  fifty,  should  have 
for  the  rest  of  his  life  an  annuity  guaran- 
teed by  Parliament.  What  he  wished, 
therefore,  to  propose  waa  that  the  Trea- 
sury should  be  empowered  to  examine 
Jfr.  Ai/rton 


the  position  of  the  persona  employed, 
and  the  length  of  time  during  which 
they  had  served,  and  then  to  award  them 
Biifficient  compensation.  It  might  be  ob- 
jected that  in  that  way  they  would  not 
be  guaranteed  anything.  But  he  would 
ask  whether  it  was  not  the  duty  of  the 
Executive  to  insist  that  such  an  investi- 
gation should  be  made,  and  if  the  officers 
were  dealt  with  in  a  niggardly  manner 
it  would  be  competent  for  thAn  to  come 
to  the  House  of  Commons,  and  no  doubt 
they  would  easily  find  advocates  to  take 
up  their  claims.  The  clause  as  it  stood 
was  of  a  most  ambiguous,  but  at  the 
same  time  comprehensive,  character.  He 
did  not  know  that  there  was  anybody  in 
the  Bankruptcj-  Court  who  did  not  hold 
his  office  during  good  behaviour.  Eveiy 
salary  was  given  for  the  performance  of 
certain  duties,  and  was  subject  to  this 
condition,  that  those  duties  should  be 
performed.  To  say,  then,  that  these 
people  were  to  receive  their  annuities 
for  the  rest  of  their  lives  was  an  extra- 
vagant proposition.  He  begged  to  move 
his  Amendment. 

Sir  EOUNDELL  PALMER  said,  that 
it  was  no  doubt  of  very  great  importance 
that  the  Committee  should  arrive  at  r 
sound,  economical,  just,  and  uniform 
system  of  dealing  with  this  class  of  cases, 
and  not  waste  the  public  money  by  ap- 
pointing large  numbers  of  officers  and 
then  dismissing  them  with  full  oompen- 
satiou.  One  way  of  avoiding  that  was  by 
utilizing  the  officers  we  had  and  not  die* 
char^ngthem  when  they  were  able  toper- 
form  their  duties.  He  regretted  that  his 
hon.  Friend  had  not  given  the  Committee 
any  information  on  that  point,  because 
he  believed  that  employment  might  be 
found  for  all  those  m  the  Banlmiptcy 
Court  who  were  fit  for  Uieb  dutiea. 
Therefore  the  number  of  compeueations, 
if  they  did  not  pension  those  officers  im- 
neceesarily,  might  not  be  so  great  as  wa« 
supposed.  He  quite  agreed  with  the 
hon.  Gentleman  that  it  would  be  a  good 
thing  if  the  rules  of  the  Superannuation 
Act  were  extended  to  all  public  offices, 
so  that  if  it  should  please  Parliament  to 
abolish  the  offices  the  holders  might  be 
dealt  with  on  the  tonus  provided  under 
the  Act.  But  if  an  economical  and  uni- 
form plan  was  important  it  was  of  equal 
importance  to  the  public  that  we  should 
deal  justly  with  all  classes  of  public  ser- 
vants,  and  that  we  should  not  create 
freehold  offices  and  then  by  Act  of  Farlia- 


1909     Coal  Fieldt~-MofioH         |  JnBE  15,  : 

ment  dismisB  the  holders  without  any 
&ult  of  their  oitfn  at  losa  tban  their  fuU 
salaries,  imlees  we  had  previouely  given 
them  notice  that  it  was  part  of  the  temiB 
on  which  their  offices  were  accepted. 
How  ex  poit  facto  legislation  should  be 
made  to  apply  to  the  officers  they  were 
about  to  dismise,  and  who  were  appointed 
by  Act  of  Parliament  many  years  ago, 
he  could  not  see.  All  these  officers  held 
freehold  offices,  for  an  office  held  during 
good  behaviour  was  a  freehold  office. 
The  practice  of  Parliament  had  always 
been  opposed  to  that  now  advocated  by 
the  Secretaiy  to  the  Treasury.  In  the 
former  Banlmiptcy  Acts,  in  the  Act  abo- 
lishing the  office  of  the  six  clerks,  and  in 
most  of  the  legal  changes  which  had  been 
made,  the  principle  had  been  adopted  of 
giving  to  these  freehold  officers  their  full 
salaries.  Compensation  was  now  being 
paid  under  the  Acts  of  1S42  and  1861  to 
officers  displaced  by  those  Acts,  upon 
the  same  principle  of  giving  them  their 
foil  salaries ;  and  he  saw  no  reason  wh^y 
this  principle  should  be  departed  from  if 
the  Government  did  not  think  fit  to  ac- 
cept the  service  which  they  were  willing 
to  give.  These  gentlemen  had  made  all 
their  arrangements  on  this  footing.  If 
the  Government  either  could  not  or  would 
not  find  any  duly  for  them  to  discharge, 
they  were  liismissing  them  by  Act  of  Par- 
liament, and  it  had  not  been  the  practice 
to  leave  the  remuneration  of  such  per- 
sons to  the  Treasury.  He  said  make 
them  serve  as  much  aa  possible,  and  as 
to  the  rest  he  maintained  that  the  prin- 
ciple of  justice  was  quite  as  important  as 
the  principle  of  economy. 

I4b.  ANDEESON  said,  the  Amend- 
ment, of  which  he  had  given  notice, 
was  to  omit  this  Clause  130  altogether, 
the  effect  of  which  omission  would  be  to 
make  every  case  depend  upon  its  ovm 
merits.  Every  word  uttered  by  the  hon. 
Gentleman  the  Secretary  for  the  Trea- 
auiT,  in  respect  to  these  officers,  applied 
witii  equal  force  to  the  Commissioners. 
He  could  not,  therefore,  understand  why 
the  Commissioners  should  be  dealt  with 
BO  liberally,  and  the  minor  officers  sub- 
jected to  such  different  treatment. 

Mr.  8CLATEE  -  booth  said,  he 
hoped  that,  before  the  Committee  dis- 
cussed these  clauses,  they  would  see 
them  in  print. 

House  rtiumed. 

Committee  report  Prepress ;  to  sit 
again  upon  Friday,  at  Two  of  the  dock. 
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COAL  FIELDS. 

MOTION  FOR  iS  ADDOSSB. 

Mr.  pease  said,  he  rose  to  call  at- 
tention to  the  need  of  an  early  Report 
from  the  Boyal  Commission  appointed 
to  inquire  into  the  duration  of  our  Coal 
Fields.  His  objootin  placing  the  Notice 
on  the  Paper  was  to  elicit  information 
rather  than  to  impart  it.  At  various 
times,  the  question  of  tbe  exhaustion  of 
our  coal  fields  has  been  brought  pro- 
minently forward.  Dr.  Buckland  was 
one  of  tiie  first  to  take  up  the  subject, 
and  much  more  recently  it  was  pointedly 
referred  to  by  Sir  William  Armstrong, 
in  tbe  very  able  inaugural  addr^ 
which,  as  President  of  the  British  Asso- 
ciation for  the  Advancement  of  Science, 
he  delivered  at  Newcastie  on  Tyne.  Sir 
William  laid  particular  stress,  not  so 
much  on  the  quantity  of  coals  we  had, 
as  on  the  manner  in  which  we  were  ex- 
hausting our  coal  fields,  and  as  a  matter 
of  national  economy,  recommended  im- 
mediate attention  to  this  great  question. 
That  address  was  followM  hj  tne  pub- 
lication of  books  on  the  subject  by  Mr, 
Hidl  and  Professor  Jevon.  From  the 
calculation  of  the  last-named  gentieman, 
taking  the  'quantify  of  coal  roughly  at 
100,000,000,000  of  tons,  we  may  com- 
pute that,  if  the  demand  continued  at 
the  present  rate,  it  would  become  in 
about  100  years,  equal  to  the  exhaustion 
of  the  whole  of  the  present  coal  fields 
annually.  Since  the  appointment  of  the 
Eoyal  Oommiseion,  in  1866,  that  rate 
of  increase  had  continued  very  much 
the  same  as  had  been  indicated  by  the 
right  hon.  Gentieman  the  present  Prime 
Minister  some  years  ago — about  35  per 
cent  per  annum.  The  quantity  of  coal 
wrought  in  this  kingdom,  in  1855,  was 
64,000,000  tons  ;  in  1861,  86,500,000 
tons;  and,  at  the' present  time,  about 
104,000,000  tons-  The  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman, in  bis  Budget  speech,  in  1866, 
laid  very  great  str^  on  the  value  ta 
the  country  of  this  enormous  coal  sup- 
ply. The  year  before  that  speech  was 
delivered,  the  coal  was  valued  at 
£16,000,000  a  year;  ^d,  at  the  pre- 
sent time,  it  was  valued  at  no  less  than 
£25,000,000.  Well,  in  the  June  follow- 
ing that  Budget  speech,  his  hon.  Friend 
the  Member  for  Qlamorganahire  (Mr. 
H.  Vivian)  brought  this  question  before 
the  House,  the  result  being  the  appoint- 
ment of  a  Boyal  Oommiasioa  to  investi- 
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gate  it.  Amon^  the  Membera  of  that 
Commission  wpre  the  hon.  Gentleman 
himself,  the  Diike  of  Ai^ll,  Sir  Roderick 
Murchison,  Sir  WiUiam  Armstrong,  Mr. 
Dickinson,  the  hon.  Member  for  North 
Durham  (Mr.  EUiot),  Mr.  Forster  (min- 
ing engineer),  and  other  gentlemen  oJ 
eminence.  That  GommiGsion  proceeded 
to  investigate  the  probable  qnantity  of 
coal  contained  in  the  coal  fields  of  the 
United  Kingdom,  and  the  probable  con- 
sumption of  the  same.  Several  sub- 
sidiary (juoations  were  proposed  to  this 
Commission,  which  required  a  consider- 
able amount  of  organization,  time,  ability, 
and  labour  to  investigate,  and  in  moving 
tills  Besolution  he  had  not  the  elighteEt 
desire  to  throw  the  least  reflection  on 
the  Commissioners,  who,  he  believed 
had  laboured  assiduously  at  their  task, 
but  it  was  of  great  importance  that  the 
result  of  their  inquiry  should  be  known ; 
and  he  begged,  therefore,  to  move  a 
Besolution  to  the  effect  that  an  humble 
Address  be  presented  to  Her  Majesty, 
praying  her  to  take  steps,  in  order  to 
procure  a  Goport  &oin  llie  Commission 
at  an  early  date. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
"  That  an  hiimbU  Addreu  be  preseDted  to  Her 
MnjeatT,  prti;)ng  tbst  She  will  be  graoiouslf 
pletaed  to  take  tach  Airlher  steps  a>  She  may  be 
adviied,  in  order  to  procure  Trom  the  Rojol  Com- 
iniagion  on  tbe  Eitiituation  of  the  Coal  Pieldg 
(appoLDted  [□  J11I7  1860)  a  Report  on  tbe  lubjecU 
cammitted  to  tbeir  care,  at  as  earlf  a  date  aa  the 
imporltnt  and  difficult  chnractar  of  the  inveslig^ 
tjon  will  permit."— (Jfr.  Plate.) 

Mr.  H0SSEY  VIVIAN  said,  that  as 
he  bad  moved  the  appointment  of  the 
Commission,  and  luul  sat  continuously 
upon  it,  he  wished  to  say  a  few  words 
on  the  present  occasion.  He  thought 
that  the  House  and  the  country  could 
not  be  otherwise  than  grateful  to  his 
hon.  Friend  for  having  brought  this 
question  forward.  The  Commission  was 
apponted  in  July,  18C6,  and  it  met  for 
the  first  time  on  the  7th  of  the  same 
month.  It  had  points  of  the  utmost  dilR- 
:ulty  to  investigate,  and  it  dGtermined 
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likely  to  be  much  greater  than  at  present. 
All  tiiose  points  had  been  most  careiuUy 
investigated  by  the  Committees  whose 
Beports  he  held  up  to  December  last. 
The  first  Beport  was  as  to  the  possible 
depth  at  which  coal  could  be  worked. 
The  Committee  were  making  experi- 
ments as  to  temperature,  and  it  waa 
hoped  that  in  one  or  two  more  sittings 
that  Committee  would  bring  its  labours 
to  a  conclusion.  The  second  Committee 
inquired  into  the  question  of  waste  in 
combustion ;  the  third  investigated  the 
question  of  waste  in  working,  and  both 
IJiose  Committees  would  shortly  report. 
Upon  the  subject  of  the  future  supply 
ot  coal.  Sir  Boderick  Murchison  had 
summed  up  the  inquiries  of  the  Commit- 
tee by  a  memorandum,  which  stated  that 
the  result  of  the  investigation,  founded 
upon  trustworthy  geological  data,  would 
show  that  a  very  Urge  amount  of  good 
fuel  would  be  at  our  command  after 
the  exhaustion  of  the  present  known 
coal  fields.  That  most  difficult  problem, 
the  extent  to  which  the  consumption  of 
coal  may  bo  expected  to  increase,  had 
been  undertaken  by  Mr.  Bobert  Hunt, 
the  head  of  the  Mining  Becord  Office 
and  the  Museum  of  Practical  Geology, 
who  had,  besides  making  other  inquiries, 
issued  upwards  of  12,000  circumrs  to 
collieiy  firms,  steamship  owners,  nianu- 
facturers,  and  mines,  and  continued  zeal- 
ously prosecuting  his  labours.  The 
duty  of  inquiring  as  to  the  extent  of  the 
coal  existing  in  the  fields  at  present  in 
work  had  been  intrusted  to  some  of  the 
most  eminent  coalowners.  Various  coal 
fields  were  allotted  to  various  members 
of  the  Commission,  and  on  the  22nd  of 
December  last  they  were  requested  to 
report  to  the  Commission  upon  the  vrO' 
gress  of  their  respective  inquiries.  The 
only  coal  field  which  has  been  completely 
finished  was  that  of  bristol,  including 
Somersetshire  and  Dorsetshire,  which 
had  been  reported  on  by  Mr,  Prestwieh. 
He  estimated  that  the  coal  remaining 
unwrought  at  a  depth  not  exceeding  500 
yards  was  1,825,000,000  tone;  between 


that  the  best  mode  of  dealing  with  the  \  500    and     1,000     yards    1,719,000,000 


queiition  would  be  to  divide  the  Commis- 
sion into  Committees  to  inquire  into 
those  several  points.  The  first  point  to 
be  ascertained  was  whether  coal  could  be 
worked  at  greater  depths  than  at  present ; 
second,  whotlier  there  was  waste  in  the 
combustion  of  coals;  and  thirdly,  whe- 
ther our  future  consumption  of  ooal  was 
Mr.  J'eaec_ 


tons;  between  1,000  and  2,000  yards, 
2,627,000,000  tons;  between  2,000  and 
3,000  yards,  777,991,144  tons.  The 
total  was  6,950,000,000  tons  of  coal  re- 
maining unwrought,  or,  taking^  the 
quantity  within  the  depth  of  4,500  feet 
ouly,  itwa84,862,000,000tons.  Taking 
the  present  consumption  at  100,000,000 
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tona  a  yoto",  te  arrived  at  the  gratifying 
reBiilt  tiiat  that  which  had  hitherto  been 
commosly  described  as  the  insignificaiit 
coal  field  of  Somerset  and  Dorset  was 
capable  of  supplying  the  whole  of  Eng- 
land for  forty-eight  years.  It  might  be 
calculated  that  one  seventy-ninth  part 
only  of  the  available  Bupply  &om  it  va.a 
exhausted.  He  believed  the  reports 
upon  the  other  coal  fields  would  prove  as 
eatiBfa«toiT  as  tliis  was,  and  if  they  did, 
there  could  be  no  reasonable  doubt  that 
we  had  coal  enough  for  all  time.  This 
inquiry  was  a  national  stock-taking  of 
that  which  nature  had  provided  for  many 
generations  to  come.  The  probable  rate 
of  consumption  of  coal  In  this  country 
could  be  arrived  at  only  by  ascertaining 
the  quantity  of  coal  consumed  in  each 
special  branch  of  our  manufacture  and 
for  domestic  purposes,  and  that  could 
be  ascertained  only  by  consulting  most 
difficult  and  complicated  statistics.  The 
necesai'ty  was  strong  that  the  Commission 
should  report  to  the  country  at  the 
earliest  possible  momeat;  but  it  waa 
equally  strong  that  the  conclusions 
arrived  at  should  be  well  founded.  It 
was  utterly  impossible  to  exaggerate  the 
enormous  importance  of  this  question. 
The  greatness  and  prosperity  of  England 
reposed  upon  her  manufactures,  and  her 
manufactures  reposed  upon  her  coal; 
therefore,  he  could  quite  understand  the 
anxiety  with  which  the  Iteport  of  the 
CommisHion  was  looked  for  by  the  coun- 
try. He  had  been  told  that  some  persons 
doubted  whether  the  investigation  was 
worth  its  coat ;  but  he  believed  £20,000 
would  cover  the  whole,  or,  in  other 
words,  the  expenses  of  the  Commission 
would  not  exceed  l-6l>0th  part  of  the 
expenditure  upon  our  army  alone  every 
year.  From  July,  1866,  to  March  1867, 
it  was  found  impossible  to  move  in  this 
great  question  &om  the  uncertainty  as 
to  the  amount  which  should  be  paid  to 
those  who  assisted  in  the  investigation. 
At  last,  after  nine  months'  delay,  it  was 
determined  that  the  mineral  surveyors 
should  be  properly  remunerated.  He 
hoped  and  believed  that  by  the  end  of 
this  year  the  Commission  would  be  in  a 
position  to  report  to  the  House  and  the 
country  the  result  of  their  labours,  and 
lie  should  certainly  feel  it  his  duty  to 
bring  the  subject  before  the  House,  and 
call  attention  to  the  result  of  their  in- 
quiries. He  had  not  alluded  to  any  of 
tiie  conclusionfl  to  which  they  had  come ; 
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but  he  might  be  allowed  to  say  that  the 
conclusions  which  he  had  the  honour  to 
express  when  he  moved  for  the  Commis- 
sion remained  entirely  unshaken,  k. 
bountiful  Providence  had  laid  up  in  this 
country  a  store  of  wealth  which  would 
contribute  to  her  ^^atness  for  many 
generations  to  come. 

Mr.  LIDDELL  said,  he  had  seconded 
the  Motion  of  his  hon.  Friend  who  had 
just  sat  down  when  he  brought  this 
question  before  the  House  some  few 
years  ago,  and  he  now  congratulated 
both  the  House  and  the  Government 
of  that  day  on  having  selected  so  com- 

getent  a  person  as  a  member  of  the 
ommission.  He  rejoiced  that  the  ap- 
prehensions expressed  with  respect  to 
the  failure  of  a  supply  of  coat,  and  a 
consequent  decline  of  our  manufeicturing 
and  commercial  prosperity,  were  in  a 
fair  way  of  being  dissipated.  He  agreed 
with  his  hon.  Friend  that  it  would  be 
extremely  unwise  to  hasten  the  Report 
of  the  Commission,  because  it  should  be 
remembered  that  it  was  not  only  the  in- 
formation which  the  Commissioners  had 
been  able  to  obtain  that  the  country 
was  looking  for,  but  also  the  conclu- 
sions which  the  most  able  scientific 
men  would  deduce  from  that  informa- 
tion. If  the  inferences  were  hastily 
drawn,  they  might  lead  the  country  into 
apprehensions  which  it  had  been  the 
object  of  his  hon.  Friend's  Motion  to 
remove. 

Mk.  ELLIOT  expressed  his  concur- 
rence in  the  view  that  oiir  supply  of 
coal  was  practically  inexhaustible.  Hia 
strong  conviction  was,  and  it  was  sup- 
ported by  conclusive  evidence,  that  there 
was  greater  waste  in  the  production  of 
coal  than  in  anything  else.  The  system 
of  working  coal  had  been  very  much 
improved  of  late  years.  The  great  ques- 
tion was  how  mechanical  ventilation 
could  be  best  introduced,  and  within 
the  last  three  years  there  had  been,  as 
he  had  expected,  a  great  development 
and  much  additional  security  arising 
from  the  adoption  of  the  new  system  of 
ventilation  which  he  had  mentioned  at 
the  first  meeting  of  the  Boyal  Commis- 
donere.  The  question  of  the  exhausti- 
bility  of  our  coal  mines  depended  upon 
the  question  at  what  depth  the  coal 
could  be  worked,  and  this,  in  turn,  was 
measured  by  the  heat  at  which  human 
labour  could  be  exerted. 

Mk.  BEUCE  said,   he  had  listened 
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with  great  iDterest  to  the  discussion,  in 
which  hia  hon.  Friend  the  Member  for 
Glamoi^:aii  (Mr.  H.  Yivian)  hod  justified 
the  delay  in  iBsoing  the  Beport  of  the 
ConunisBioners,  and  in  which  hon.  Mem- 
bera  had  urged,  on  the  other  hand,  the 
importance  of  the  publication  of  their 
Beport  at  the  earliest  possible  period. 
When  they  considerea  the  immense 
Tariety  and  extent  of  the  interests 
involved  —  the  importance  of  prevent- 
ing any  waate  of  oar  coal  fields,  and 
the  geoh^oal  inquiries  which,  as  his 
hon.  Friend  believed,  would  show  the 
existence  of  vast  undiscovered  fields  of 
coal — the  country  would,  he  thought, 
be  of  opinion  that  the  ComioiBsioners 
had  exercised  a  wise  discretion  in 
patiently  and  laboriously  collecting  the 
follest  materials  for  the  valuable  and 
interesting  Beport.  which  he  had  no 
doubt  thoy  would  give  to  the  world. 
He, agreed  with  his  hon.  Friend  the 
Member  for  Glamoi^an  that  the  supj^ly 
of  coal  in  this  oountty  was  ahuost  in- 
definitely great.  It  was,  however,  de- 
sirable that  we  should  be  informed  as  to 
the  best  means  of  preventing  its  waste, 
and  how  it  could  be  worked  and  ob- 
tained in  the  cheapest  manner,  so  that 
our  coal  proprietors  might  economize  the 
stores  that  were  nearest  at  hand.  After 
what  had  been  said  that  ni^t  the  House 
would  anticipate  &om  the  Beport  of  the 
Boyal  Commissiosers  a  rich  store  of  the 
most  usefiil  information,  and  under  these 
circumstances  he  trusted  that  he  need 
not  urge  his  hon.  Friend  (Mr.  Pease) 
not  to  press  hie  Besolution. 

Motion,  by  leave,  withdraien. 

Notice  taken,  that  40  Members  were 
not  present;  House  counted,  and  40 
Memoers  not  being  present, 
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EZFIAHATION. 

Mb.  T.  OHAMBEBS  said,  he  begged 
to  ask  leave  to  make  an  ez];danation 
with  respect  to  a  statement  made  the 
other  day  by  the  hon.  Member  for  Oal- 
way  (Mr.  W.  H.  Gregory),  that  the  two 
persons  who  had  sworn  an  information 
that  they  had  been  engaged  in  forging 
signatures  to  the  Pettuon  in  favour  of 
opening  Museums  on  Sundays  had  sub- 
sequently been  taken  into  tlie  employ- 
ment of  the  Lord's  Day  Society.  The 
hon.  Gtentlemau  had  been  miainfarmed 
on  the  subject.  The  Society  had  never 
employed  these  men,  and  it  would  have 
been  highly  improper  hod  they  done  so. 

SEEDS  ADULTERATION  BILL. 

(Jfr.  Welbj/,  Mr.  Brand,  Sir  Michel  Bidet' 

Beach,  Mr.  Btad.) 

[bill  49-1      SECOSD  REACniO. 

Order  for  Second  Beading  read. 

Mb.  WELBY*  :  Sir,  in  moving  the 
second  reading  of  this  Bill  I  fear  I  must 
trespass  on  the  patience  of  the  House 
for  some  short  time,  as  the  subject  is 
one  necessarily  not  ikmihar  to  many 
Members ;  but  I  will  endeavour  to  con- 
fine myself  strictly  to  showing  the  exist- 
ence and  extent  of  the  evils  against 
which  the  Bill  is  directed,  the  necesait; 
for  legislation,  and  the  reasons  why  I 
think  the  Bill  I  propose  will  be  effectual. 
In  the  remarks  1  am  about  to  offer  it 
will  be,  I  fear,  necessary  for  me  to  make 
statements  reflecting  seriously  on  the 
probity  of  seedsmen  as  a  cl^ ;  but  I 
wish  to  guard  myself  at  the  outset  &om 
being  supposed  to  imply  that  there  are 
no  honourable  excoptions,  no  men  who 
do  and  wU]  supply  meir  customers  with 
a  pure  and  genuine  article.  On  the 
contrary,  the  Bill  owes  its  origin  in  a 
great  measure  to  the  desire  felt  among 
the  principal  members  of  the  trade  to 
see  this  practice  formally  put  an  end  to, 
which  they  have  found  ttieir  own  indivi- 
dual efforts  unable  to  cope  with.    Al- 


..CoCH^Ic 


1917 


8t4d» 


(Joke  16,  1869] 


Adulteration  i 


19ia 


though,  as  I  hare  said,  this  aabject  may 
sot  be  a  very  iamiliar  one,  I  am  eure  I 
need  not  point  out  at  any  length  the 
importance  to  the  farmer  of  having  pure 
and  vigoroos  seed  to  put  into  his  land. 
On  all  arable  fanua  a  large  proportion, 
and  on  many  half  of  the  vhole  produce 
of  the  form  depends  on  the  seed  and  root 
crops,  especially  turnip^  clover,  &c. 
ThMe  are  the  cases  in  iHuch  the  &nner 
IB  most  extensively  de&anded,  and  they 
are  precisely  those  in  which  he  is  most 
deficient  in  the  knowledge  necessary  to 
protect  himself.  In  wheat,  barley,  oats, 
&c,,  his  constant  habit  of  handling  at  all 
stages  of  growth,  and  comparing  sam- 
ples, render  him  as  good  a  judge  as  any 
professional  expert.  But  in  the  smaller 
seeds,  which  he  is  seldom  able  to  grow 
fbr  hunself,  and  where  there  is  infinite 
variety  with  verv  close  resemblance,  he 
is  almost  entir^y  at  the  men?  of  his 
seedsman ;  and  this  ia  true  of  the  smaU 
formers  even  more  than  of  the  large 
farmers.  The  latter  has  the  means  and 
opportunity  generally  of  going  to  some 
seedsman  of  estahlished  reputation,  but 
the  little  man  is  obliged  to  go  probably 
to  some  small  retailer  in  his  immediate 
neighbourhood — perhaps  the  only  man 
who  will  give  him  credit ;  and  he  looks 
to  hirrt  very  often,  not,  perhaps,  exactly 
OS  his  "  guide,  philosopher,  and  &iend," 
but  as  a  guarantee  tiiat  the  seed  sold 
him  is  pore,  and  as  an  adviser  as  to  what 
sorts  of  seed  are  best  suited  to  the  cli- 
mate and  soil  of  his  farm.  Now,  Sir, 
the  House  may  take  it  as  an  estahHshed 
fuA  that  all  well-grown,  well-preserved 
new  seeds  ought  to  be  capable  of  germi- 
nating to  the  extent  of  at  least  90  pei 
cent.  It  is  also,  I  am  sorry  to  say,  e 
fact  that  of  the  seeds  sold  to  the  £umer— 
especiaUy  turnip  seed — as  a  rule  not 
more  than  60  or  70  per  cent  is  capable 
of  germinating,  and  frequently  not  nearly 
so  muoh ;  in  other  words,  at  least  one- 
third  of  them  are  rubbish.  This  part  of 
the  subject  was  carefully  tested  about 
ten  years  i^  by  Professor  Buckmau, 
in  a  series  of  experiments,  the  result  of 
which  was  that  of  ten  picked  samples  of 
turnip  seed,  92  per  cent  came  up,  8  per 
cent  utiled ;  of  ten  market  samples,  said 
to  be  sold  just  as  they  were  received 
from  the  wholesale  de^er,  68  per  cent 
came  up,  32  per  cent  failed ;  of  eight 
market  samples  of  swede  turnips,  248 
per  cent  failed;  of  twen^  samples  of 
cottuaon  uid  swede  turoips,  obtained 


direct  &om  wholesale  dealers,  70'2  per 
cent  came  up,  29-8  per  cent  faUed. 
Within  the  last  few  months  a  sub-com- 
mittee of  the  Boyd  Horticultural  So- 
ciety instituted  a  farther  series  of  expe- 
riments, the  results  of  which  curiously 
corroborate  those  of  Professor  Buckman. 
They  procured  samples  from,  nearly  all 
the  i^iolesale  dealers  in  London,  and 
they  found  that  of  white  turnip  seed,  on 
an  aver^^,  74  per  cent  came  up  and 
26  failed ;  of  y^ow  turnip  seed  66} 
came  up,  while  33i,  or  exactly  one-third 
of  the  whole  failed ;  while  of  other  sorts 
of  less,  though  still  of  great  importance, 
of  cauliflower  or  brocoli,  only  51  per 
cent,  or  little  more  than  half,  came  up  ; 
and  of  carrots — ^which,  however,  are 
rather  an  exceptional  crop^actually 
less  than  40  per  cent  germinated,  show- 
ing that  60  per  cent,  or  three-fifths,  was 
Tcdueless.  So  I  think  I  am  warranted 
in  my  statement— that  of  the  seed  sold 
to  the  farmer  at  least  one-third  is  rub- 
bish, which  never  comes  up  at  all ;  and 
if  any  tiuther  proof  of  this  were  needed 
I  might  adduce  the  fact  that  where  a 
farmer  does  grow  his  own  seed  he  uses 
fully  one-tbixd  less  on  his  land  than  he 
would  of  bought  seed.  This,  then,  is 
one  branch  of  my  subject ;  one  great 
complaint  against  the  seedsmen,  that  of 
the  seed  sold  'by  them  a  large  proportion 
has  in  it  no  vitality  at  aU.  The  other 
is  that  of  that  which  has  vitality  a 
great  deal  is  not  what  it  is  represented 
to  be,  but  is  the  seed  of  inferior  species, 
frequently  spurious  sorts  and  mere  weeds, 
which  either  naturally  bears — or  by  ar- 
tificial means  has  been  made  to  bear — so 
close  a  resemblance  to  the  genuine  as  to 
be  undistinguisbable  by  the  ordinaiy 
purchaser.  Now,  Sir,  I  may  say  at 
once  that  with  the  admixture  of  seeds 
inferior,  indeed,  but  bearing  a  natural 
resemblance  to  that  with  which  they 
ore  mixed,  this  Bill  does  not  in  any  way 
profess  to  deal.  I  am  quite  aware  of 
the  extent  of  this  evil ;  I  know,  for  in- 
stance, that  sainfoin  ia  adulterated  with 
the  seed  of  a  strong  rank-growing  weed 
called  bumet  to  such  an  extent  that  by 
the  third  year  this  has  com|detely  choked 
out  the  sainfoin,  and  not  more  than  S 
cent  of  sainfoin  is  left.  I  know  that 
a  bufihel  of  clover  seeds  the  veed 
seeds  are  frequently  to  be  counted  by 
the  1,000,000,  and  the  weed  plants 
which  they  produce  in  on  acre  by  the 
100,000.    I  know  that  plantain  seed  is 
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resemblance;  secondly,  the  doctoringi 
without  much  regard  to  the  power  of 
germination,  of  inferior  Beods,  by  colour- 
ing, Bulphur  smoking,  &c.,  so  as  to  give 
them  the  appearance  of,  end  mixing 
them  with,  and  selling  them  at  the  price 
of,  seeds  of  a  superior  quality.  Now, 
Sir,  through  the  investigations  to  which 
I  have  before  alluded,  it  has  become  no- 
torious that  these  manipulations  hare 
been  for  many  years  past  a  regular  and 
distinct  branch  of  the  seed  trade.  Some 
six  or  eight  manufactories,  I  believe,  ex- 
ist solely  for  the  purpose  of  doctoring 
and  killing  these  seeds  and  supplying 
them  to  the  seedsmen,  among  whom  the 
dead  seed  is  perfectly  well-known  and 
recognized  under  the  name  of  "  trio  "  or 
000.  This,  I  believe,  is  scarcely  denied 
by  the  trade ;  but  that  I  may  not  be 
suspected  of  making  accusations  which  I 
cannot  substantiat«,  I  will  quote  a  letter 
published  in  Professor  Buckman'e  Sci- 
tne»  and  Practice  of  Farm  Cultivation, 
which  he  says  was  addressed  to  a  most 
respectable  firm — 

"  SouthsmploD,  April  27, 1860. 
"  Gentlemsn, —  Being  in  poinGBSion  of  &  n«w 
KDil  ioipnived  metbod  of  killing  seed  vithont  tbe 
ase  ofanr  obemicaia.  aa  ihaC  the  seed  wh«n  in  a 
000  state,  hu  not  that  unpleanat  Imell  it  hae 
when  killed  \>j  the  old  method,  and  does  not  look 
perished  if  it  be  onished,  A  mnn,  bj  the  new 
prooeiB,  maji  kill  teti  or  twelre  quarters  per  day, 
and  the  apparatus  i>  so  canatracled  that  it  Is  im. 
possible  for  n  single  seed  lo  leave  it  alive ;  and 
one  great  advantage  is  that  if  jdd  want  a  sack  of 
000  seed  in  a  hurr^,  fon  may  kill  a  ssck  of  rnpa 
or  turnip,  or  anj  seed,  and  have  it  St  for  use  in 
an  hour.  Seed,  in  the  proaess  of  killing,  increases 
in  measure  and  weight,  and  when  you  send  it  oat 
to  be  kilted  of  course  the  seed-killer  keeps  the 
Oitra  weight  and  measure.  If  jou  think  it  worth  ' 
your  attention  I  will  send  you  a  small  working 
model,  so  that  you  may  kiUa  few  pounds  ol  kale  or 
oauliflower,  or  any  imall  seedi,  in  a  few  minutes, 
and  inetruotions  for  making  a  large  one,  on  receipt 
of  a  post  oSlce  order  for  £3. — Youra  truly. 


nnblushingly  largely  mixed  with  clover 
and  sold  at  full  price,  though  worth  at 
most  only  half.  But  these  are  cases 
which  I  hold  it  is  Impossible  to  touch 
by  legislation.  You  cannot  draw  the 
line  between  &aud  and  carelessness,  or 
even  between  intentional  adulteration 
and  unavoidable  impurities,  and  the 
puicbaser  must  look  out  for  himself. 
So,  too,  I  may  say  that  I  do  not  pro- 
pose to  deal  with  seeds  which  have  lost 
flieir  vitality  simply  by  being  kept  too 
long,  although  Ihave  been  very  strongly 
urged  to  do  so,  and  some  parties,  whose 
authority  I  cannot  but  respect,  think 
that  unless  they  are  included  the  Bill 
will  be  virtually  inoperative.  I  know 
the  injury  done  in  this  way  is  enormous ; 
the  temptation  to  the  &aud  lies  in  t' 
uncertainty  of  and  precarious  nature 
the  crop  of  most  seeds,  and  tiie  profit 
which  IS  consequently  to  be  obtained  by 
buying  cheap  in  a  good  year  when  there 
is  a  glut,  and  holding  over  to  sell  dear 
in  a  year  when  there  is  a  scarcity,  either 
alone  or  mixed  with  new  seed.  I  should 
be  very  glad  indeed  if  I  could  meet 
this  evu,  but  I  do  not  think  it  is  pos- 
sible, for  the  germinating  power  con- 
tinues in  different  sorts  of  seeds  for  very 
different  periods  of  time,  and  varies  in 
the  same  sorts  under  different  circum- 
stances. Sometimes  old  seed  is  even 
better  than  new.  All  seeds  from  which 
oil  may  be  extracted  preserve  their  vi- 
tality for  a  number  of  years,  if  well 
harvested  and  stored  in  a  dry  ware- 
house, and  well-known  instances  oj 
mummy  wheat  which  has  germinatod 
after  being  laid  by   for  thousands  of 

Eears  will  readily  occur  to  the  minds  of 
on.  Members.  So,  great  as  I  know 
those  evils  to  be,  I  fear  I  must  leave 
them  atone  ;  indirectly  I  do,  to  some  ex- 
tent, hope  %o  reach  tiiem ;  for,  if  I 
prevent  the  use  of  killed  seed  less  seed 
will  be  stored,  and  the  actual  supply 
old  dead  seed  will  not  be  enough  to 
much  harm,  besides  which  it  generally 
betrays  its  presence  by  its  appearance. 
This  Bill  is  directed  solely  towards  the 
suppression  of  practices  which,  beyond 
all  contradiction  and  all  possibility  of 
mistake,  constitute  wilful,  intentional, 
and  deliborato  fraud;  and  there  are- 
first,  the  killing  of  spurious  worthless 
seeds,  on  the  principle  that  "  dead  men 
teU  no  tales,"  m  order  to  mix  them  with 
and  increase  the  bulk  of  parcels  of  valu- 
able seeds,  to  which  they  bear  a  natural 
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To  this  Messrs.  Sutton  added  that  they 
had  called  from  curiosity  at  the  address 
given,  and  ascertained  ttiat  "  it  was  no 
hoax,  but  were  assured  by  the  inventor 
that  he  had  supplied  several  tradesmen 
with  the  apparatus,  and  was  formerly  in 
the  seed  trade  himself."  Professor 
Buckmnn  afterwards  tried  to  procure 
some  000  seed.  I  was  told  by  a  most 
respectable  London  firm  that  "  although 
perfectly  well-known,  I  understood,  in 
the  trade  they  do  not  care  to  have  it 
known  beyond.  Our  asking  for  a  small 
quantity  will    be  sure  to  lead  to  the 
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question,  "Wlat  do  we  want  it  for  ?  We 
could  obtain  a  large  quantity  without 
hesitation."  If  any  £irther  proof  is 
wanted,  1  might  refer  to  letters  which 
app»eared  in  the  Gardentr'a  Chronicle  last 
NoTember,  and  in  The  Timet  on  the  Idth 
of  March  last,  written  by  one  of  the 
original  promoters  of  this  Bill — himself 
a  seedsman — who  there  publicly  chafes 
the  trade  with  being  guilty  of  these 
practices,  and  challenges  them  to  deny 
it,  which  they  hare  scarcely  attempted 
to  do.  The  utmost  they  have  ventured  to 
say  is  that  everybody  can  have  genuine 
seeds  who  is  willing  to  pay  for  them ; 
thus  apparently  presuming  that  the  pub- 
lic know  that  adulterated  seeds  are  the 
rule,  and  that  genuine  seeds  must  be 
specially  asked  lor.  These  fi-auds  pre- 
vail extensively  in  all  sorts  of  root-crops, 
cauliflowers,  cabbages,  &c.,  &c.,  but 
chiefly  in  the  most  important  ones  of 
turnip  and  clover  seed.  Large  quanti- 
ties of  German  or  Indian  rubsen  or  rape- 
seed,  and  inferior  samples  of  Enghsh 
rape,  are  killed  by  steaming  and  kiln- 
dicing  for  mixing  with  English  turnip 
seed,  the  rape  being  worth  about  dO«.  a 
quarter,  the  turnip  seed  £10.  Trefoil, 
worth  16».  'per  cwt,  is  killed  for  mixing 
with  red  clover — worth  80».  to  90*.  per 
cwt — and  cow  grass,  and  died  pale  yel- 
low or  purple  to  suit  the  sample  for 
which  it  is  intended.  Cheap  brown 
white  clover  seed  is  prepared  with  sul- 
phur, which  gives  it  a  bright  straw- 
colour  resembling  that  of  the  finest 
quality  with  which  it  is  mixed  ;  the  same 
with  aleyke,  brocoh,  cauliflower,  &c., 
which  are  adulterated  with  killed  turnip 
or  rape  seed  often  not  one-twentieth  of 
the  value.  It  has  been  estimated  that 
40,000  to  50,000  bushels  of  prepared 
seed  are  annually  used  for  mixing  with 
turnip  seed,  and  many  hundred  tons  of 
spurious  clover  seed.  What  the  lose  to 
the  country  involved  by  this  may  be  I 
cannot  pretend  to  calculate.  I  think  I 
have  now  established  the  existence  and 
enormity  of  these  frauds,  and  I  have  to 
deal  with  tiie  question — Why  is  legisla- 
tion necessary  r  Why  cannot  the  seeds- 
men themselves  act  honestly  by  their 
customers,  and  at  once  put  an  end  to 
these  malpracticeB  ?  I  fear  that,  as  one 
of  the  public,  in  whose  interest  alone  I 
have  taken  up  this  Bill,  I  can  only  re- 
ply— they  do  not ;  and,  judging  from 
experience,  until  they  are  compelled  by 
law  the  majority  of  them  will  not.  That 
VOL.  CKOVI.    [THiBit  sEaiBS.] 


there  are  some  honourable  exceptions  I 
have  already  stated ;  that  among  all  the 
more  respectable  members  of  the  trade 
there  exists  a  strong  desire  to  put  an 
end  to  these  frauds  I  flrmly  believe,  but 
with  too  many  of  them  circumstances 
are  stronger  than  their  inclinations; 
they  tell  you  that  these  frauds  are  the 
"  traditional  custom  of  the  trade,"  that 
the  present  generation  of  seedsmen  have 
not  originated  them,  but  have  "suc- 
ceeded to  them  as  a  fatal  heritage  " — a 
burden  which  they  cannot  cast  ofl'.  They 
think,  and  perhaps  with  some  reason, 
that  customers  are  not  yet  sufficiently 
enlightened  to  know  that  it  is  cheapest 
in  ^B  end  to  give  a  good  price  for  a 
good  article,  and  they  fear  that  if  they 
restrict  themselves  to  selling  pure  seed 
at  a  necessarily  high  price,  they  will  at 
once  be  under-sold  by  more  unscrupu- 
lous men.  and  that  the  only  result  will 
be  to  ruin  their  own  businesses  without 
advant^e  to  the  pubUc.  They  contend 
that  "any  effort  for  good  must  not  bo 
limited  to  the  voluntary  abstinence  of 
individuals,  but  must  be  compulsory  and 
of  universal  application;"  and  to  prove 
the  sincerity  of  their  desire  that  such  an 
effort  should  be  made,  they  warmly  pro- 
mote this  Bill.  This,  then,  Sir,  is  my 
case  for  the  Bill ;  I  have  establi^ed  the 
existence  of  a  great  evil,  beyond  the 
power  of  individuals  to  cope  with,  and 
for  which  the  remedy  now  provided  by 
law — a  civil  action — is  so  tedious  and 
expensive  that  practically  it  is  seldom 
resorted  to.  It  only  remains  for  me  to 
show  why  I  think  the  remedy  I  propose 
— summary  conviction — will  be  effectual, 
and  perhaps  the  strongest  ai^ument  I 
can  use  wiD  be  to  read  a  circular  lately 
addressed  to  the  various  seed-houses  by 
one  of  the  individuals  whose  business 
consists  in  manipulating  seed  for  them. 
His  speciality,  I  am  informed,  is  killing 
rubsen  seed  — 

"Genllemm, — In  oonwqaence  of  the  Bill  now 
b«fbra  Pirliiiment  for  tha  lappTCHiJOD  of  taj 
trade,  ind  the  aeitnlioo  IhnC  hns  been  goinf  od 
for  Ihe  liiit  eigblcfn  roonthi.  I  nm  compelled  to 
tolicit  jour  ■jmpalh;'  *nd  support  in  my  betialt, 
u  the  palling  of  the  above  Act  will  be  mr  total 
ruin,  and  alio  ■  heav^  saoriRce  in  mj  machinery, 
Ae.,  ke.,  part  of  which  hns  recently  been  laid  out 
to  enable  me  to  conduct  my  buiinesi  more  per- 
fectly, the  nature  of  which  jou  are  fully  aware. 
Knowing  tbia,  and  the  number  of  yara  Ihat  my 
father  and  royielf  haTe  faithfully  serred  and  eoD< 
dueted  any  work  you  hnve  put  into  our  hands,  I 
trust  that  jou  will  lake  this  memorial  into  your 
kind  consideration,  and  give  it  all  lbs  ■ 
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Thia  is  the  opinion  of  one  to  whom  the 
Bill  comes  home  more  nearly  and  vitally 
perhaps  than  anyone  eke,  and  I  ven- 
ture to  think  that  this  by  itself  is  almost 
sufficient  proof  that  it  will  be  effectual. 
I  do  not  believe  there  will  be  any  jgreat 
difficulty  in  carrying  it  out.  The  Soyal 
Horticultural  Society,  it  is  true,  say 
there  are  no  means  of  knowing  whether 
a  seed  has  been  killed  or  died  a  natural 
death  ;  but  I  am  told,  on  the  contrary, 
that  it  is  as  easy  for  an  experiment,  by 
cutting  the  seed  in  two,  as  to  see  whe- 
ther a  potato  has  been  cooked  or  not. 
At  any  rate,  the  wholesale  dealers  have 
ample  means  by  their  experience  and 
technical  knowledge,  and  by  proof-rooms 
and  proof-beds,  of  testing  the  quality  of 
the  seed  which  comes  into  their  possess- 
sion ;  so  that  if  what  they  sell  is  adul- 
terated it  must  be  with  their  know- 
ledge. If  you  can  make  them  send  out 
pure  seed,  the  retailer  as  a  rule  will  sell 
it  exactly  as  he  receives  it;  or,  if  he  is 
inclined  to  cheat,  he  will  not  find  it  easy 
to  obtain  doctored  seed.  The  British 
manipulator  will  have  been  put  an  end 
to ;  it  will  be  unsafe  to  keep  in  stock 
lai^  quantities  of  foreign  000 ;  and  the 
expense  of  procuring  it  in  small  parcels, 
or  of  sending  seed  to  be  mixed  abroad, 
will  destroy  the  profit ;  moreover,  there 
is  a  difficulty  in  mixing  small  quantities 
— if  not  done  artistically  the  &aud  is 
sure  to  be  detected.  That  my  remedy  is 
perfect  I  do  not  pretend ;  but  I  believe 
it  will  be  effectual  as  far  as  it  goes  ;  and 
that  it  will  not  da  more  than  it  professes 
to  do.  The  proviso  in  the  6th  clause  is, 
I  think,  wide  enough  to  protect  all  legi- 
timate operations  of  trade,  but  if  not  I 
shall  he  glad  to  amend  it  with  that 
view,  and  the  same  with  regard  to  the 
other  clauses.  I  now  ask  the  House 
with  some  confidence  to  assist  me  in  the 
suppression  of  a  system  of  rascality 
which  has  this  ag^avation  above  ordi- 
nary frauds,  that  it  is  impossible  to  dis- 
cover the  full  effect  of  the  cheat  till  the 
mischief  ia  irretrievably  wrought ;  and 
to  assent  to  the  second  reading  of  a  Bill 
which  seeks  to  encourage  the  honest  and 
deter  the  dishonest  trader,  to  protect 
the  ignorant  or  unwary  customer,  and 
ultimately  to  increase  the  provision  of 
food  for  tiie  community  at  large. 
_  Mb.  COLLINS,  in  seconding  the  Mo- 
tion, said,  he  thought  the  House  must 
Jfr.  Wtlhy 
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feel  indebted  to  the  hon.  Member  for 
South  Lincolnshire  (Mr.  Welby)  for 
having  introduced  the  Bill,  and  he  hoped 
the  Government  would  allow  it  to  be 
read  a  second  time.  But,  inasmuch  as 
the  subject  was  surrounded  with  very 
great  difficulties,  and  was  entirely  new 
to  Parliament,  he  trusted  his  hon.  Friend 
(Mr.  Welby)  would  consent  to  the  Bill 
being  sent  to  a  Select  Committee,  that 
the  House  might  be  informed  as  to  tho 
facts  of  the  case.  He  understood  that 
kiln-dried  seed  was  used  for  food.  No 
doubt  the  mixing  of  such  seed  with  seed 
that  was  to  be  sown  eho\ild  be  pro- 
hibited \  but  it  might  be  desirable,  or, 
at  all  events,  not  improper,  that  seed 
should  be  dried  for  the  purpose  of  being 
used  as  food ;  and  there  might  be  other 
cases  in  which  processes,  illegitimate  if 
used  for  fraud,  would  be  perfectly  le^ti- 
mate  if  designed  and  executed  for  an 
innocent  purpose.  A  Select  Committee 
would  be  able  to  furnish  the  House  with 
evidence  upon  such  points,  and  pre- 
vent Parliamentary  condemnation  of  per* 
fectly  legitimate  processes. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
"That  the  Bill  be  now  read  a  second 
time."— (Jfr.  Welhy.) 

Mk.  SHAW  LEFETRE  said,  it  was 
impossible  to  deny  that  the  evils  the 
hon.  Member  (Mr.  Welby)  hoped  to  put 
an'  end  to  by  this  Bill  were  of  a  very 
serious  character.  It  was  difficult  to 
say  how  the  custom  of  mixing  seed 
arose ;  probably  it  commenced  by  the 
not  ^together  reprehensible  practice  of 
mixing  old  with  new  seed  to  equalize 
the  pnces,  which  the  fraudulent  had  fol- 


were  manufactories  used  only  for  the  pur- 
pose of  preparing  such  seed,  he  thought 
tliat  the  matter  was  one  that  the  House 
might  be  called  upon  to  legislate  on. 
But  he  must  take  some  exception  to  the 
form  of  the  Bill.  The  3rd  clause  made 
it  illegal  to  mix  seeds,  and  tho  4th 
clause  said  that  it  should  be  illegal  to 
have  possession  of  such  seeds  for  sale, 
These  were  very  general  provisions.  No 
doubt  the  6th  clause  contained  a  num- 
ber of  exemptions  from  the  operation  of 
the  previous  clauses,  but  the  effect  of  all 
the  clauses  was  to  throw  the  onus  of  proof 
of  exemption  upon  the  accused.  He 
thought  the  Bill  was  not  in  a  nhape  in 
whidi  it  would  he  safe  for  the  House  to 
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paaa  it,  and,  therefore,  he  hoped  that  it 
irould  be  referred  to  a.  Select  Committee, 
with  power  to  take  evidence  upon  the  sub- 
ject, in  order  that  the  facts  might  be  snb- 
atantiated  before  legislation.  He  would 
observe  that  the  Hortioultural  Society 
had  expressed  the  opinion  that  the 
public  was  often  deceived  by  the  prac- 
tice, arising  from  i^orance  aa  often  as 
&om  dishonesty — of  keeping  seeds  until 
their  germinating  power  was  destroyed 
by  age— and  the  same  society  passed  a 
minute,  only  yesterday,  approving  the 
princi[de  of  the  Bill ;  but  remarking  that 
it  did  not  go  &r  enough,  because  it  did 
not  take  sufficient  precautions  against 
the  sale  of  seeds  which  had  died  a  na- 
tural death.  The  true  cause  of  all  this 
fraud  was  the  gradual  lowering  of  the 
standard  of  eeeds,  and  the  remedy  was 
to  be  found  in  Bome  process  of  raising 
the  standard,  as  had  been  done  by  the 
Royal  Highland  Agricultural  Society 
widi  respect  to  manures.  TbiB  society 
had  adopted  the  practice  of  purchasing 
samples  of  manures  from  different  ven- 
dors, testing  the  quality  and  publishing 
the  results.  He  recommended  some 
nmilar  process  to  check  the  adultera- 
tion of  seed  in  preference  to  the  adop- 
tion of  criminal  proceedings,  the  expe- 
diency of  which  ne  doubted,  especially 
as  they  had  not  proved  satis&ctory  in 
dealing  with  the  adulteration  of  food. 
Yery  few  prosecutions  were  carried  on 
under  the  Acts  for  the  suppression  of 
adidterating  food,  and  Uiere  was  a  Bill 
now  before  the  House  for  instituting  a 
system  of  Stat«  inspection.  The  discus- 
sions which  had  arisen  on  this  subject 
would  be  useful  in  consideriag  this  Bill; 
but,  as  it  was  most  desirable  the  House 
should  have  fiill  evidence  before  it  as  to 
the  facte  compluned  of,  he  hoped  the 
hon.  Member  would  consent  to  the  Bill 
going  before  a  Select  Committee. 

Mb.  read  said,  he  hoped  the  Bill 
would  be  read  a  second  time  and  pro- 
ceeded with  by  the  House,  instead  of 
being  sent  to  a  Select  Committee.  The 
facts  were  notorious  among  those  Late- 
rested  in  the  seed  trade,  and  amounted 
to  a  system  of  unmitigated  rascahty.  To 
send  Uie  Bill  to  a  Select  Committee  would 
he  to  shelve  it  for  the  Session.  People 
could  not  be  made  honest  by  Act  of  Par- 
liament ;  but,  he  would  observe,  that  the 
evil  they  sought  to  put  a  stop  to  was 
that  hundreds  of  quarters  of  seeds  were 
annually  killed  in  large  manufactories 
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put  up  for  the  purpose,  and  this  they 
could  easily  stop.  He  would  rather  see 
coiners  of  false  money  at  large  than 
permit  this  great  wrong  to  continue  ; 
because,  in  &e  case  of  a  counterfeit 
coin,  the  loss  was  apparent  and  definite, 
but  in  the  case  of  seed  the  lose  was 
not  discovered  until  the  former  found 
he  had  no  crop ;  besides  this  immedi- 
ate loss  the  injury  was  continued  for 
several  years  with  more  or  leas  effect. 
The  am^er  fanners  were  especially  open 
to  this  fraud,  because  a  spirit  of  false 
economy  had  led  them  to  give  low  prices 
and  deed  with  small  traders,  who  knew  no 
more  about  seed  than  he  did  about  law. 
Much  had  been  said  about  old  seeds, 
hut  it  was  a  fact  that  seeds,  properly  kept, 
retained  their  germinating  powers  for 
years ;  he,  at  present,  had  a  crop  of  tiir- 
nips  coming  up  well  from  seeds  seven 
years  old ;  and  if  the  House  wished  to 
apply  the  t«st  of  age  to  seeds  it  wotild 
have  to  go  back  to  the  time  of  the 
Pharoahs.  There  was  a  marked  differ- 
ence between  the  case  of  adulterating 
seeds  and  other  things,  feeding  stuffs, 
for  instance.  The  fanner  knew  his  oil- 
cake was  not  all  linseed,  but  adulterated 
with  bran  ;  that  his  nitrate  of  soda  was 
mixed  with  salt,  and  his  ground  bones 
with  oyster  shells ;  hut  little  harm  re- 
sulted beyond  that  of  short  measure. 
The  case  of  adult«rated  seed  was  differ- 
ent ;  it  might  even  go  for  to  ruin  a  small 
man.  With  reference  to  the  proceedings 
of  the  Boyal  Highland  Agricultural  So- 
ciety in  their  detection  of  adulterated 
manures,  he  observed  that  they  stopped 
short  at  an  important  point,  and  omitted 
to  publish  the  names  of  those  firms  sell- 
ing the  spurious  article.  He  believed  no 
thorough  remedy  would  be  obtained  until 
we  had  a  public  prosecutor,  hut  in  the 
meantime  he  hoped  the  Qovemment 
would  assist  the  passage  of  this  Bill,  and 
in  the  name  of  the  farmers  he  demanded 
it  as  aright. 

Mb,  SYKAN  said,  he  wished  to  give 
his  hearty  support  to  the  Bill.  He  con- 
curred with  the  hon.  Member  for  South- 
east Norfolk  (Mr.  Head)  that  it  ought  to 
be  passed  at  once  without  any  reference 
to  a  Select  Committee.  The  facte  of  adul- 
teration were  patent  and  could  not  ba 
called  in  question.  The  "  innocent  pur- 
poses "  aUuded  to  by  the  hon.  Member 
for  Boston  (Mr.  Collins)  bad  been  pro- 
vided for  in  the  6th  section,  and  he  could 
not  conceive  what  facts  the  hon.  Member 
3  Q  2 
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iranted  the  Committee  to  substantiate, 
because  this  work  would  be  done  by  the 
courts  of  justice  in  every  case  that  came 
before  them.  The  Committee  of  the 
Whole  House  were  able  to  do  anything 
that  was  requisite  to  make  the  Bill  more 
efficient,  and  there  ought  to  be  no  delay 
in  putting  an  end  to  these  frauds  on  the 
poor  farmer, 

Mr.  H.  B.  W.  brand  said,  the 
proper  time  for  deciding  wheUier  the 
Bill  should  be  sent  to  a  Sriect  Committee 
was  after  it  had  been  read  a  second  time ; 
but  he  would  observe  upon  this  point 
that,  although  it  would  be  tantimonnt 
to  throwing  the  Bill  out  to  send  it  before 
&  Select  Committee  with  instructione  to 
take  evidence  as  to  facts,  yet  to  send  it  to 
a  Select  Committee  only  for  the  purpose 
of  amendment  would  be  to  facilitate  its 
paes^e.  He  recommended  the  hen. 
Member  in  chaise  of  the  measure  (Mr. 
Welby)  to  do  his  best  to  meet  the  objec- 
tions  raised  by  the  Secretair  to  the 
Board  of  Trade  (Mr.  Shaw  Lefevre)  be- 
fore the  nest  stage ;  if  this  were 
the  Bill  might  proceed ;  if  not,  it  would 
then  be  ™en  to  the  Secretaiy  to  the 
Board  of  Trade  to  raise  the  question  of 
sending  the  Bill  to  a  Select  Committee — 
a  necessity,  however,  which  he  hoped 
the  House  would  be  spared. 

Mr.  HENLE:?  said,  it  was  scarcely 
possible  to  exa^erate  the  evil  of  the 
system  which  the  Bill  sought  to  put  an 
end  to,  either  in  its  nature  or  the  extent 
to  which  it  prevailed.  But  he  had  great 
doubts  whether  the  BUI  provided  an 
effectual  remedy.  There  were  difficulties 
under  the  present  law,  in  proving  the 
offence,  and  it  would  not  be  easier  to 
secure  a  conviction  under  a  penal  statute 
than  in  a  civil  action.  Would  it  be  easy 
to  prove  whether  seed  that  had  lost  its 
vitality  had  been  heated  purposely  by  a 
kiln,  or  naturally,  in  the  rick,  or,  in  the 
case  of  foreign  seed,  in  the  ship  which 
brought  it  here.  He  should  not,  how- 
ever, oppose  the  second  reading,  but  he 
hoped  the  hon.  Member  who  had  charge 
of  the  BiU  (Mr.  Wulby)  would  do  his 
best  to  meet  the  diihculties  which  he 
(Mr.  Henley)  had  pointed  out ;  and  he 
would  be  most  happy  to  afford  every  as- 
sistance in  his  power  to  make  the  Bill 
ef&cacious.  He  feared,  however,  it  would 
never  have  much  practical  effect,  and 
that  it  might  prove  a  delusion,  and  even 
give  greater  impunity  than  at  present  to 
tiie  rt^pies  who  sold  Wl  seed. 

Jfr.  Synan  * 


Sir  PATRICK  O'BRIEN  said,  he 
must  offer  Ms  thanks  to  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber (Mr.  Welby)  for  introducing  the 
BUI,  m  which  the  small  occupiers  of  Ire- 
land were  especially  interested,  though 
many  of  them  were  ignorant  of  the  ex- 
istence of  the  evil  it  sought  to  remedy 
On  this  account  he  would  prefer  a  Select 
Committee  to  take  evidence  on  the  sub- 
ject with  aview  to  circulate  the  informa- 
tion throughout  the  country,  The  ob- 
jection that  criminal  prosecutions  would 
not  be  undertaken  under  this  Bill  would 
not  hold  good  as  regards  Ireland ;  be- 
cause there  the  Crown  prosecutor  would 
undertake  them,  and  for  this  reason  the 
Irish  farmers  would  be  better  protected 
by  a  penal  than  a  civil  remedy.  He 
would  counsel  delay  rather  than  imma- 
ture  legislation. 

Sm  FREDERICK  W.  HETGATE 
said,  that  the  North  of  Ireland  was  mors 
interested  in  the  measure  even  than 
other  parte  of  the  country,  because  of  the 
great  care  necessary  in  the  preparation 
of  the  ffax  seed.  In  Ireland  the  lai^ 
landlords  who  had  the  interest  of  their 
tenants  at  heart  usually  purchased  loi^ 
quantities  of  good  seed,  which  they  dis- 
tributed among  their  tenants,  and  in 
almost  eveiy  instance  the  money  was 
repaid  with  the  greatest  alacrity,  and 
the  practice  was  regarded  as  the  greatest 
benefit.  The  small  £umers,  however, 
bad  to  depend  upon  the  tradesmen  of 
the  neighbouring  towns,  and  anything 
more  uncertain  tosa  the  quality  of  the 
seed  which  they  sold  it  would  ba  im- 
possible to  mention.  Although  the  Bill 
might  not  prevent  the  adulteration  of 
seeds  or  misrepresentations  as  to  the 
places  where  seeds  were  grown,  he 
thought  that  if  it  were  amended  in  Com- 
mittee it  might  be  made  a  good  measure, 
and  the  hon.  Members  who  had  intro- 
duced it  were  entitled  to  the  thanks  of 
the  community. 
Mb.  MORRISON  said,  they  had  some 
;perience  which  might  throw  light  on 
this  question  in  connection  with  the 
Adulteration  of  Food  Act,  which  th^f 
all  knew  had  proved  a  dead  letter.  i£ 
the  farmers  of  England  chose  to  combine 
in  order  to  purchase  seeds  they  had  the 
remedy  in  their  own  hands.  There  was 
no  excuse  for  adulteration  on  the  ground 
of  small  profits,  because  the  profit  mode 
by  the  retailer  on  the  wholesale  price 
was  over  30  per  cent,  and  it  was  known 
&om  experiment  that  the  average  adul- 
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teration  was  about  50.  The  queBtioa  ^as 
a  seriouB  one  m  this  respect,  that  the  ten- 
dency of  adulteration  was  to  drag  down 
the  honeat  to  the  level  of  the  dishonest 
dealer.  He  believed  that  there  was  in  the 
seed  trade  a  real  and  earnest  desire  among 
respectable  houses  to  put  down  this 
practice,  and  he  had  no  doubt  they  would 
ao  their  utmost  to  make  the  BOl  work 
succeasfull; ;  but  he  had  the  greateet 
possible  doubt  whether,  lite  the  Adul- 
teration of  Food  Act,  it  would  not  prove 
a  failure.  Then  it  was  a  question  whe- 
ther the  pubhcation  of  the  analysis  with 
the  name  of  the  vender  might  not  render 
the  parties  who  published  it  open  to  a 
charge  of  libel.  Even  Uie  publication 
of  an  analysis  of  the  adulterated  article 
would  be  of  no  use  unless  side  by  side 
with  it  there  was  also  published  another 
analysis  showing  what  the  genuine 
artide  should  be  composed  of^  The 
publication  of  an  analysis  ought  to  be 
made  a  privileged  publication.  When 
strong  language  was  used  between  a 
dealer  and  a  farmer  who  found  himself 
taken  in,  the  eeedsman  might  threaten 
an  action  for  libel,  and  the  farmer  was 
generally  so  much  a&aid  of  law  that  he 
would  not  go  further.  Much  good, 
however,  nught  be  done  by  means  of 
societies  like  the  Eoyal  Horticultural. 
Though  he  should  vote  for  the  second 
reading  he  waa  of  opinion  that  unless 
the  greatest  care  was  taken  the  measure 
would  prove  a  dead  letter. 

Mr.  W.  JOHNSTON  said,  the  mem- 
bers of  the  Belfast  Chamber  of  Com- 
merce were  unanimously  in  favour  of 
legislation  on  this  subject.  The  seeds- 
men of  Belfast  also  anxiously  desired 
that  a  Bill  should  be  passed  upon  it. 
He  hoped  the  Government  would  not 
oppose  the  second  reading,  and  that  the 
Bill  would  not  be  shelved. 

Me.  BEIGHT:  Sir,  I  did  not  hear 
the  observations  of  my  hon.  Friend  the 
Secretary  to  the  Board  of  Trade  (Mr. 
fihaw  Lefevre) ;  but  if  any  Member  of 
the  Honse  gatiiered  from  mem,  which  I 
think  he  could  not,  that  the  Department 
with  which  he  and  I  are  connected  is 
opposed  to  the  second  reading  of  this 
BiU,  he  made  a  great  mistake,  be- 
cause there  can  be  no  doubt,  I  think — I 
can  have  no  doubt,  from  the  statements 
made  to  me  by  two  very  important  de- 
putations— that  there  is  a  grievance  of 
considerable  magnitude  in  connection 
with  this  question,  and  it  would  very  ill 
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become  me  to  ask  the  House  of  Com- 
mons  not  to  deal  with  this  grievance  in 
a  manner  in  which  it  is  accustomed  to 
deal  with  other  evils  and  other  grievances 
which  exist  in  the  country.  The  real 
question,  which  was  referred  to  by 
■the  hon.  Member  for  Plymouth  (Mr. 
Morrison),  is  whether  this  Bill  would  be 
of  great  use.  If  it  can  be  shown  that  it 
would  be  of  great  use,  by  all  means  pass 
it;  but,  as  this  is  a  new  question,  I 
think  it  is  at  least  desirable  that  the 
House  should  make  some  inquiry  to  as- 
certain the  extent  of  the  grievance,  the 
mode  in  which  it  arises,  and  whether  the 
Bill  as  it  now  stands,  or  as  it  may  be 
altered,  or  whether  any  BUI,  can  be  a 
sufficient  remedy  for  the  evil  which  is 
complained  of.  The  House  must  bear 
in  mind  that  the  Bill  does  not  refer  at 
all  to  what  the  Boyal  Horticultural 
Society  describes  as  a  great  portion  of 
the  evil.  It .  refers  on^  to  those  seeda 
that  are  intentionally  killed  for  the  pur- 
pose of  adulteration  and  deception.  It 
does  not  deal  with  the  keeping  of  seed 
until  it  becomes  old  and  has  lost  its 
germinating  power.  Now,  the  Koyal 
Horticultural  Society,  in  their  Beport, 
say  that  that  is  the  main  portion  of  the 
grievance,  and  yet  that  is  what  the  Bill 
entirely  ignores.  Let  the  House  bear 
in  mind  what  are  the  difficulties  of  this 
question.  The  hon.  Member  who  moved 
tne  second  reading  of  the  Bill  (Mr. 
Welby)  and  the  hon.  Member  for  Nor- 
folk (Mr.  Bead)  must  know  a  great  deal 
more  about  it  Uian  I  know,  for  what  I 
know  has  been  gathered  chiefly  horn  the 
deputations  I  have  seen  on  this  subject; 
but  they  tell  me,  and  it  is  quite  dear, 
that  the  seed  of  a  certain  harvest  is  veiy 
much  better  than  that  of  another  har- 
vest— very  much  better  in  one  farm  than 
in  another  farm ;  in  fact,  that  it  varies 
from  causes  which  we  not  only  cannot  con- 
trol, but  which  we  cannot  in  the  emaUest 
degree  comprehend ;  that  if  seed  is  too 
long  kept  it  becomes  of  no  value,  and 
for  purposes  of  adulteration  it  is  as 
injunoue  as  seed  that  is  actually  killed. 
It  is  impossible,  in  many  cases,  to  say 
whether  the  seed  has  died  naturally  or 
has  been  killed  by  some  artificial  pro- 
cess.  Seeds  in  different  seasons  will  be 
of  different  colours,  and  it  is  not  always 
possible  to  toll  whether  the  seed  has  been 
coloured  by  the  dealer  for  the  purpose 
of  deception,  or  whether  it  has  been 
coloured   by  the  circumstances  of  tha 
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harvest.  When' there  ia  no  crop,  or  a 
bad  crop,  from  aeed  wliich  a  farmer  haa 
put  into  the  ground,  it  is  no  longe 
hie  poaBeaeion,  and  it  is  imposeiUc 
him.  to  tell  whether  the  failure  is  01 
to  some  pecuharitr^  In  the  soil  or  of  the 
season.  I  will  imdertake  to  ea;  that  the 
most  honeet  Beedsman  in  England,  and,  I 
think,  the  moat  honest  ihrmer,  if  ve  had 
him  here,  would  admit  that  he  might 
put  seed  from  the  aame  sack  into  two 
different  fields,  not  more  than  a  quarter 
of  a  mile  apart,  and  yet  the  result  in 
in  one  field  might,  from  caueea  which 
cannot  be  explamed,  he,  in  many  cases, 
double,  and  often  more  than  double  that 
in  the  other  field.  I  mention  these 
things  to  show  that  this  is  not  a  aimph 
question,  but  one  of  the  most  compli- 
cated kind,  which  the  learned  men  of 
the  Horticultural  Society  themselves  are 
just  as  much  puzzled  about  aa  I  who  am 
most  unlearned  on  the  matter  may  be 
expected  to  be.  The  sub-committee  of 
the  Horticultural  Society,  at  the  close  of 
their  Report,  ©Kplain  a  plan  by  which 
farmers  can  easily,  if  they  like,  ascer- 
tain before  seed  is  put  into  the  ground 
whether  the  seed  be  good  seed  or  not. 
They  say  they  have  considered  the 
various  modes  of  testing  seeds  which 
are  known  to  them,  and  mat  which  they 
feel  inclined  ta  recommend  as,  on  th^ 
whole,  theeftsiest,  cleanliest,  least  trouble- 
Bome,  and  most  likely  to  be  acceptable 
to  the  general  public,  is  the  placing  oJ 
the  seeda  between  folds  of  moist  flannel, 
and  keeping  them  in  the  temperature  of 
a  sitting  room  or  kitchen  for  a  few  days. 
It  may  not  answer  for  all  seeda,  but 
it  answers  perfectly  for  moat  kinda,  and 
any  seed  that  gives  a  good  return  under 
it  may  be  depended  on  as  certain  not  to 
give  a  worse  result  when  actually  sown. 
They  say  an  idea  of  its  efficiency  may  be 
gathered  from  a  trial  of  it  made  by 
of  the  committee,  upon  100  seeds  of 
of  the  sorts  whose  average  of  good  1 
had  in  previoua  trials  been  found  to  be 
seventy-five.  The  method  reoommendod 
gave  twenty-five  seeds  germinating  on 
tiie  third  day,  twenty-three  on  the  fourth, 
sixteen  on  the  fifth,  nine  on  the  sixth, 
and  three  on  the  seventh — total,  seventy- 
six.  That  is  to  say,  100  seeds,  pro- 
ducing seventy-five  fruitful  seeda  in  the 
earth  under  the  most  careful  circum- 
stances, had  produced  seventy-six  fruit- 
ful seeds  when  tried  between  these 
layers  of  moist  flannel.  The  Council 
Mr.  Bright 
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recommend  that  this  plan  should  be 
made  as  widely  known,  and  its  prac- 
tice be  as  strongly  inculcated,  as  pos- 
sible. Now,  although  that  is  quite 
true,  and  although  it  may  be  import- 
ant that  all  ikrmera  should  know  it, 
and  I  have  read  it  here  that  it  might 
be  more  extenaiTely  known,  still  it  does 
not  does  not  follow  that  if  Parliament 
can  legislate  so  as  to  put  an  end  to  this 
evil,  Parliament  should  not  do  so.  The 
right  hon.  Oentleman  the  Member  for 
Oxfordahire  (Mr.  Henley),  who,  besides 
beinea  statesman  of  great  authori^  in 
this  House,  is  somehow  or  other,  I  do 
not  know  whether  from  education  or 
from  a  natural  qualification,  very  much 
of  a  lawyer.  [^Laughitr.'i  I  hope  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  does  not  think 
that  I  am  saying  what  is  unfair  to  him 
in  saying  that,  for  I  often  wish  myself 
that  I  were  a  lawyer ;  it  would  add  to 
one's  power  of  discussing  many  qne»- 
tions  m  this  House  —  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  haa  laid  before  the  House 
some  difficulties  of  this  Bill.  He  is  of 
opinion — and  I  think  all  persons  con- 
nected with  trade  who  have  considered 
the  matter  calmly  are  bf  opinion — that 
the  Bill  as  it  stands — and  I  am  not  sure 
it  would  not  be  true  of  any  Bill — will  be 
a  very  great  embarrasament  in  trade.  I 
have  seen,  this  morning,  one  of  the  most 
extensive  seedsmen  in  the  kingdom,  and 
I  believe  he  ia  one  of  the  most  honour- 
able. He  saya  the  evils  which  are  com- 
plained of  are  greatly  diminishing,  and 
that,  with  regard  to  some  particular 
branches  of  the  trade,  they  may  be  said 
altogether  to  have  become  extinct ;  and 
he  feels  that  the  greater  intelhgence  of 
fanners,  and  the  greater  necessity  they 
feel  of  being  careftd  on  this  matter,  wifi 
of  itself  tend  greatly  to  diminish  or  re- 
move the  evil  altogether,  and  that  legis- 
lation is  not  necessary.  He  saya  Uiat 
whatever  good  legislation  on  this  subject 
might  do,  it  would  be  accompanied  wiUi 
this  great  evil — it  would  put  some  thou- 
Bands  of  persons  in  peril  of  Htigation, 
from  which  they  are  now  to  a  consider- 
able degree  exempt — litigation  which 
would  be  not  only  wholly  unsatisfactory 
to  the  dishonest,  but  most  unsatisfactoTj 
and  embarrassing  to  the  honest  trades* 
man.  One  gentleman  who  has  written 
to  me,  but  asks  me  not  to  mention  hi« 
name,  says  that  he  sued  a  fanner  for 
debt  of  three  years'  standing. 
The  farmer  retaliated  by  bringing  an 
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action  againet;  him,  charging  him  ^th 
having  aold  to  him  fourteeen  pennyworth 
of  Swedish  turnip  seed,  being  2  lbs.  in 
veight,  which  he  was  to  sow  in  an  acre 
and  a-half  of  ground.  The  farmer  ac- 
cueed  him  of  selling  seed  that  was  not 
honest.  [As  hon.  AIbubeb:  Ferhaps 
he  did  not  sow  enough.]  The  gentle- 
man telle  me  that  in  defending  that 
action  be  had  occasion  to  spend  £166; 
that  the  farmer  claimed  for  damages 
*£100,  which  would  be  more  than  enough 
to  buy  the  fee  simple  of  the  acre  and 
a-half  in  which  he  sowed  the  2  lbs.  of 
seed;  and  a  Dorsetshire  jury  gave  a 
verdict  for  £12.  The  3rd  clause  of  the 
Bill  makes  it  penal  to  destroy  or  kill 
seed,  or  to  cause  seed  to  be  destroyed  or 
killed  by  any  process,  with  a  view  to 
dishonest  practices.  But  even  with  re- 
gard to  that  dause,  how  could  it  be  car- 
ried out  ?  One  of  the  deputations  that 
waited  on  me  told  me  they  believed 
there  was  one  place  in  London  in  which 
not  less  than  1,000  tons  of  seed  had 
been  killed  in  a  year.  [An  hon.  Meu- 
BEK :  Quarters/)  I  will  take  quarters, 
if  you  like.  They  told  me  there  are 
many  places  in  which  seeds  are  killed. 
Others  tell  me  that  is  a  gross  exaggera- 
tion, and  that  probably  there  is  onljr  one 
known  place  in  London  where  this  Je 
done,  and  that  generally  the  practice  is 
very  much  dying  out.  But  how  are  you 
to  manage  to  carry  out  this  clause  unless 
you  appoint  inspectors?  The  Bill  does 
not  propose  to  appoint  inspectors.  And  if 
you  appointed  inspectors  you  would  have 
one-half  of  the  population  inspecting  the 
other  half.  If  Uie  BUI  appointed  in- 
spectors there  would  be  no  end  of  pa- 
tronage for  my  right  hon.  Friend  at  the 
Home  Office.  But  when  you  come  to 
Clause  4,  there  appears  Uie  technical 
objection  mentioned  by  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  the  Member  for  Oxfordshire 
(Mr.  Henley).  It  proposes  to  enact  that 
anyone  "knowingly'' doing  the  things 
prohibited  by  the  Bill  shall  be  subject 
to  a  penalty ;  but  how  are  yflu  to  prove 
that  the  seed  dealers  throughout  the 
country  have  "knowingly"  done  this 
and  that?  This  word  "knowingly"  is 
very  like  "corruptly"  in  the  Corrupt 
Practices  Act,  which  vitiated  the  entire 
Bill.  The  Bill  does  not  apply  to  seed 
that  comes  from  the  Continent ;  and  yet 
one-half  of  the  seed  sown  in  this  coimtry 
may  come  from  abroad  It  is  impossible 
in  many  oa^ee  to  distinguish  what  is 


good  seed  and  what  is  bad — what  is  bad 
through  the  act  of  man,  or  what  is  bad 
o^^-ing  to  the  climate  or  the  harvest. 
The  question  is,  what  ought  the  House 
to  do  ?  I  am  bound  to  admit  there  is 
considerable  mischief  existing.  The 
deputation  of  the  Horticultural  Society, 
and  a  latve  deputation  that  attended  at 
the  Board  of  Trade,  stated  facts  which  it 
would  be  absurd  in  me  to  deny  with  so 
little  knowledge  as  I  have  of  the  matter. 
At  the  same  tmie  there  are  most  honour- 
able seedsmen  who  are  opposed  to  this 
legislation.  This  very  day  I  have  re- 
ceived a  letter  &om  tiie  oldest  &rm  of 
seedranen  in  London,  that  is  the  firm  of 
Minier,  Nash,  and  Nash,  in  the  Strand. 
Nobody  will  say  that  they  are  not  a 
most  respectable  house.  They  have  been 
in  the  same  premiees  for  200  yeare. 
They  say — 

"  IC  ii  well  knoira  that  aeedi  ofteo  fuX  in  growth 
Trom  oDuiea  b«jond  the  msnihuit't  oontrol.  Od» 
man  will  get  a  goad  crop,  and  ■nother  almoit  k 
failure,  froio  the  sams  bulk,  of  ned.  It  would, 
therefore,  bs  a  moat  iDtolernblo  nuiuDce  that  a 
part;  could  go  before  a  magistrate  and  make  a 
charge  that  we  had  gold  him  adulterated  aeed, 
leaiing  ua  to  make  out  our  ease  to  the  contrarf, 
which  Tould  be  an  atter  impoaubilitr,  aeeing 
that  tbe  seed  might  haio  gone  through  a  dozen 
hands  from  the  time  it  left  the  grower  in  Gei^ 
manj  or  elsewhere," 

I  mention  this  to  show  that  this  is  not  a 
question  to  be  dealt  with  suddenly  by 
two  or  three  clauses  in  a  Bill  whiiji 
have  not  been  fully  considered.  There- 
fore, as  it  is  undesirable  that  we  ehould 
pass  a  law  that  would  have  no  effect, 
and  would  be  a  delusion  to  those  for 
whom  it  was  supposed  to  be  a  benefit,  I 
think  it  is  well  that  after  the  Bill  has 
passed  a  second  reading  it  should  be  re- 
ferred to  a  Committee.  This,  fortu- 
nately, is  not  a  question  of  party.  My 
right  hon.  Friend  the  Member  for  Cam- 
bridgeshire {'Mr.  Brand),  if  he  were  a 
Member  of  that  Committee,  would  see 
that  everything  fair  was  done  with  re- 
gard to  this  matter,  Hon.  Gentlemen 
opposite  connected  with  agriculture 
would  be  disposed  to  consider  the  sub- 
ject fairly  in  that  Committee,  and  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Member  for 
Oxfordshire  could  give  them  valuable 
assistance.  The  hon.  Baronet  the  Mem- 
ber for  Eing's  County  (Sir  Patrick 
O'Brien)  said  he  did  not  consider  there 
would  be  much  harm  in  having  the  Bill 
considered,  though  it  might  put  off  legis- 
lation to  next  year.    "Well,  the  delay  to 
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next  year  ie  no  great  delay.  Tbi 
cuBsion  of  the  subject  will  of  Hat 
Bome  good,  but  we  do  not  want  to 
legislation  for  a  month,  or  a  week,  "We 
are  anxious — I  am  very  anxious — that 
we  shoidd  not  do  anything  in  legislation 
which  is  not  carefully  considered,  and 
fiill  of  effect,  as  far  as  good  effect  ie  con- 
cerned. I  hope,  therefore,  the  hen. 
Member  (Mr.  Welby)  will  have  his  Bill 
read  a  second  time,  and  agree  to  have  it 
Bent  to  a  Select  Committee.  I  do  not 
wish  that  in  that  Committee  every  per- 
son should  be  examined  who  wants  to 
be  heard,  or  that  we  should  make  a 
large  blue  book  out  of  the  evidence; 
but  there  are  many  important  questions 
upon  which  we  can  have  evidence,  and 
there  are  some  witnesses  in  the  trade 
who  would  have  a  right  to  be  heard  in 
that  Committee  in  answer  to  some  points 
raised  in  the  discussion  here  to-day.  If 
the  hon.  Member  agrees  to  that,  I  will 
give  my  consent  to  3ie  second  reading ; 
and  I  congratulate  the  House  moat 
heartily  that  there  is  a  fair  prospect  of 
Bometlung  being  done  to  put  an  end  to 
a  grievance  which  is  a  great  loss  to  the 
farmers,  and  very  discrecQtable  to  a  large 
branch  of  trade. 

Ma.  HUNT,  as  the  representative  of 
an  ^ricultural  constituency,  tendered 
his  thanks  to  his  hon.  Friend  (Mi 
"Welby)  for  having  introduced  this  met 
sure,  and  he  was  sure  the  ability  he  had 
shown  in  stating  the  case  would  justify 
the  confidence  which  they  felt  in  having 
it  in  his  hands.  He  was  glad,  notwith- 
standing the  strong  speech  which  the 
President  of  the  Board  of  Trade  had 
made  against  the  Bill,  that  he  was  pre- 
pai'ed  to  support  the  second  reading ; 
and  if  the  ability  which  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  had  shown  in  discussing  the 
measure  were  apphed  to  improving  it, 
he  had  no  doubt  that  they  might  pass 
the  Bill  this  Session  without  any  com- 
plaint on  the  i>art  of  those  affected  by 
it.  On  a  former  occasion  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  had  said  that  the  principal 
fiinotion  of  the  post  which  he  enjoyed 
was  to  fflve  advice,  which  nobody  fol- 
lowed. But  in  this  case  the  right  hon. 
0«ntleman  might  giye  advice  with  a 
better  result,  and  turn  his  Department 
to  some  practical  use.  The  right  hon. 
Gentleman  had  said  that  he  was  un- 
learned in  the  subject ;  but  all  must  ad- 
mit that  he  had  shown  con^derable  apt- 
itude in  acquiring  knowledge  upon  it. 
Mr.  Brigki 


The 


'ht  hon.  Gentleman  had  men- 


tioned flie  different  drcumstances  which 
might  affect  the  reproductive  character 
of  seeds,  and  pointed  out  the  difficulties 
which  might  arise  if  all  persons  who 
sold  seeds  which  did  not  germinate  wera 
hable  %o  a  criminal  process.  But  this 
Bill  did  not  profess  to  deal  with  seeds 
the  ftiilure  of  which  in  productiveness 
arose  from  circumstances  over  which  the 
vendors  had  no  control.  The  Bill  only 
dealtwith  seeds  "knowingly"  destroyed 
or  coloured,  and  therefore  the  objeotiona 
of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman,  though  ex- 
ceedingly plausible,  did  not  really  ftpply 
to  the  particular  provisions  of  tihe  Bill. 
His  hon.  Friend  himself  in  introducing 
the  Bill  admitted  that  the  evil  was  one 
the  greater  part  of  which  no  legislation 
could  touch;  but  this  Bill  professed  to 
deal  with  those  cases  which  legislation 
could  touch  —  namely,  the  fraudulent 
adulteration  of  seeds.  He  did  not  know 
where  the  establishments  were  situated 
which  killed  and  coloured  seeds,  but  he 
thought  there  must  be  one  at  Boston ; 
because  his  hon.  Friend  who  represented 
that  borough  (Mr.  CoUins)  was  so  ex- 
ceedingly anxious  that  the  measure 
should  not  go  forward  this  Session. 
He  had  no  doubt  that  under  the  3rd 
clause  there  would  be  very  little  diffi- 
culty in  locking  up  the  establishments 
set  up  for  carrying  on  this  fraudulent 
trade.  As  to  the  cost  of  prosecutions, 
it  was  not  proposed  that  cases  should 
go  before  a  jury,  but  that  they  should 
be  decided  by  two  ordinary  magistrates, 
or  one  stipendiary  magistrate.  He  hoped 
that  the  President  of  the  Board  of  Trade 
would  assist  his  hon.  Friend  in  putting 
the  Bill  in  such  a  shape  as  that  the 
House  could  accept  it,  even  though  it 
might  be  afterwards  referred  to  a  Select 
Committee.  "Where  it  was  a  question 
of  agricultural  seeds  which  affected  the 
whole  community,  because  it  affected  the 
price  of  the  food  of  the  whole  pojpula- 
tion,  thePresidentof  the  Board  of  Trade 
might  surely  take  it  upon  himself  to  givB 
every  tissistance  to  his  hon.  Friend. 
Mtt.  "WALTEB  said,  he  was  aware 
the  great  difficulties  with  which  this 
question  was  surrounded,  and  he  had 
often  wondered,  in  walking  through 
one  of  thoee  mi^nificent  displaTB  of 
seeds  seen  in  agricultural  exhibitions 
that  the  practice  of  adulteration  did  not 
prevaU  to  a  much  greater  extent  than 
was  actually  the  case.    Any  one  who 
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-walked  doim  throueli  the  long  rows  of 
bags  of  TariouB  kinds  of  seed  displayed 
in  these  exhibitions  must  have  an  ex- 
toemely  practised  eye  to  be  able  to  dls- 
tingui^  one  &om  another.  But  there 
was  no  doubt  that  a  grievance  existed 
of  a  most  cruel  and  abominable  charac- 
ter, which  that  House  ougbt  to  do  all 
it  could  to  put  an  end  to.  He  was  glad 
that  no  opposition  was  offered  by  the 
Government  to  the  second  reading  of 
the  Bill;  but  the  question  was  really 
how  to  give  effect  to  it ;  and,  if  his  right 
hou.  Fnend  the  Member  for  Northamp- 
tonshire (Mr.  Hunt)  had  not  already 
made  the  suggestion,  lie  should  have 
ventured  to  recommend  that  the  Board 
of  Trade  should  take  counsel  with  the 
hon.  Member  who  had  charge  of  the 
Bill  (Mr.  Welby),  and  see  whethe: 
no  any  other  machinery  could  be  devised 
for  giving  practical  effect  to  the  measure, 
without  at  the  same  time  exciting  un- 
necessary litigation  and  throwing  the 
whole  trade  into  concision.  He  waa  sure 
that  any  one  who  took  the  trouble  to 
read  the  4th  and  dth  clauses  would 
see  that  they  were  absolutely  unwork- 
able as  they  stood.  In  the  first  place 
there  was  the  word  "  knowingly,"  which 
would  give  rise  to  the  greatest  difficulty ; 
and  then  there  was  no  limitation  laid 
down  as  to  time,  whether  it  was  within 
a  week  or  three  months  after  the  seed 
was  bought,  or  whether  the  buyer  had 
to  wait  until  the  harvest  waa  over  be- 
fore he  could  bring  hia  action.  It  was 
easy  to  see  that  under  these  clauses  as 
they  stood  the  greatest  injustice  might 
be  perpetrated  on  a  moat  honourable 
seedsman,  who  might  have  in  his  pos- 
session seeds  imported  from  abroad, 
which  he  could  not  know  to  be  adulte- 
rated without  a  moat  careful  analysis, 
for  which  he  might  have  to  provide  a 
very  costly  machinery.  "While,  there- 
fore, the  House  was  bound  to  afford 
every  reasonable  protection  to  those  who 
could  not  protect  themselves,  on  the 
other  hand  it  was  also  bound  to  take 
care  that  that  Bill  or  any  Bill  waa  not 
made  the  means  of  vexatious  litigation 
and   unjust  pressure  upon  a  class  of 

Eirsons,  many  of  whom  he  knew  to  be 
gbly  respectable  tradesmen,  and  to  be 
strongly  in  favour  of  the  Bill.  It  was 
therefore  a  simple  practical  question 
which  the  Government  had  to  determine 
— whether  they  should  be  able  between 
the  seoond  Reading  and  the  time  for 


Aiulteraiion  Bill. 


1938 


going  into  Committee  to  &ame  such 
clauses  as  might  render  the  Bill  opera- 
tive before  sending  it  to  a  Select  Com- 
mittee. 

Mb.  NORWOOD  said,  he  could  not 
conceive  a  more  wicked  fraud  than  that 
of  adulterating  the  seed  on  which  the 
staff  of  life  depended ;  but  though  he 
had  every  sympathy  with  the  object  the 
promoters  bad  in  view,  he  doubted  if 
it  could  be  accomplished  by  le^slative 
enactment.  For  instance,  the  3t^  clause 
would  have  the  effect  of  closing  dis- 
honest establishments  for  colouring  seeds 
in  England,  but  would  have  no  effect  on 
such  manufactories  abroad.  He  ob- 
jected to  the  4th  and  5th  clauses  which, 
unless  greatly  modified,  would  im- 
properly interfere  with  legitimate  trade ; 
and  he  believed  the  real  remedy  was  to 
be  found  in  greater  care  and  caution  on 
the  part  of  the  fanners  in  making  their 
purchases.  He  thought  the  promoters 
of  the  Bill  would  do  wisely  in  accepting 
the  offer  of  the  Government  to  ref^  the 
Bill  to  a  Select  Committee. 

Me.  KINNAIED  said,  the  Bill  had 
been  received  favourably  in  Scotland, 
but  it  waa  considered  to  require  Amend- 
ments. 

Mk.  welby  said,  he  rejoiced  to 
perceive  that  there  existed  so  general  a 
concurrence  of  opinion  that  some  early 
legislation  on  the  subject  was  desirable. 
He  was  not  unwilling  to  admit  that 
considerable  modifications  might  be  re- 
quired in  the  measure  in  order  to  bring 
it  into  a  working  shape.  That  subject 
had  been  thoroughly  ventilated  for  se- 
veral months  past,  and  as  far  as  the 
facts  relating  to  it  were  concerned,  they 
were  not  denied ;  and  it  waa  scarcely 
necessary  to  take  evidence  in  reference 

them.    If  it  should  be  deemed  requi- 

e  he  should  not  object  to  the  Bill 
going  before  a  Select  Committee,  pro- 
vided the  Committee  were  instructed  to 
confine  its  attention  to  the  re-casting  of 
the  clauses  of  the  measure. 

Motion  agreei  to. 

Bill  read  a  second  time,  and  ammitiei 
for  JFedneiday  next. 
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MDNICIPAI   corporations;  (METRO- 

POLtS)  BILL.— [B:ll  38.] 

(Mr.  Buxton,  Hr.  Thmiai  ffughet) 

8EC0SD  BEADING. 

Order  for  Secoad  Beading  read. 

Mk.  BUXTON,  in  moving  the  second 
reading  of  the  first  of  two  Bills  on  this 
subject  which  stood  on  the  Notice  Paper, 
the  Municipal  Cotporatiou  (Metropolis 
Bill  and  the  Corporations  of  London  Bill, 
said,  the  object  of  the  two  Bills  that  he 
held  in  his  hand  was  nothing  lesss  than 
this — their  aim  was  to  get  rid  of  that 
state  of  almost  anarchical  confusion  by 
which  the  administration  of  the  metro- 

talis  was  at  present  di^fraced,  and  to 
estow  upon  her  3,000,000  inhabitants 
a  well-b^anced,  'well-orgauized  system 
of  representative  self-government.  That 
might  well  be  thought  a  somewhat  her- 
culean task,  and  with  that  feeling  he 
had  for  some  time  shrunk  from  taking 
part  in  it ;  and  it  was  only  at  the  earnest 
and  repeated  request  of  those  who  had 
been  making  great  sacrifices  of  labour, 
time,  and  money  for  many  years  in  this 
cause  that  he  had  accepted  ^e  duty  they 
wished  to  impose  on  him.  It  must  be 
mp.tter  of  great  regret  to  those  who  were 
interested  in  that  subject  that  it  should 
have  lost  the  services  of  Mr.  John  Stuart 
MiU  as  its  leader ;  but,  in  truth,  the 
time  was  ripe  for  a  revolution  of  that 
kind  in  the  government  of  the  metro- 
polis, Pubhc  opinion  was  rapidly  ma- 
tuiing  to  it,  and  it  mattered  little  how 
inadequate  its  advocates  in  Parliament 
might  be ;  that  reform  must,  before  long, 
be  carried  through.  He  had  referred  to 
Mr.  MUl,  and  he  should  not  be  content 
to  i>ass  over  in  silence  the  services  of  his 
coadjutors,  Mr.  Ludlow  and  Mr.  James 
Beal,  who  must  not  be  confounded,  as 
he  sometimes  was,  with  Mr.  Beales,  of 
the  Keform  League.  Mr.  Beal  had  la- 
boured most  strenuously  for  many  years 
at  that  undertaking,  and  if  it  was  carried 
through,  his  fellow-citizens  ought  not  to 
foi^et  his  disinterested  and  persevering 
exertions  on  their  behalf.  Now,  he  was 
well  aware  that  no  private  Member  could 
indulge  the  hope  of  carrying  through 
euch  a  revolution  as  that  with  hia  own 
hand.  All  he  could  do  was  to  submit 
to  Parliament  a  scheme  which  certainly 
had  been  prepared  with  infinite  pains 
and  care,  in  the  earnest  hope  that  Her 
Majesty's  Government,  who  were,  he 
knew,  Mly  alive  to  the  necessity  of  ac- 
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tion  upon  that  point,  would  take  up  the 
case  themselves,  and  during  the  next 
Becess  would  examine  carefmly  into  the 
tparing  it  with  the  rival 
schemes  whicb  had  been  suggested  by 
others,  and  then  that,  in  the  course  «f 
nest  Session,  they  would  propose  to 
Parliament  whichever  plan  was  found 
to  be  most  likely  to  conduce  to  the  wel- 
fare of  the  metropolis.  He  had  spoken 
of  rival  proposals,  and  he  thought  he 
had  better  briefiy,  but  he  hoped  candidly, 
describe  some  of  those  that  were  com- 
petting  for  favour  with  the  one  that  he 
had  the  honour  to  bring  forward.  One 
of  the  plans  that  had  been  propounded 
was  that  advocated  by  the  Metropolitan 
Board  of  Works,  who  very  naturally 
wished  the  vestries  and  so  forth  to  re- 
main as  they  were ;  that  the  boroughs 
should  not  be  endowed  with  municipal 
functions,  but  that  the  powers  of  tho 
Bo^rd  of  Works  itself  should  be  en- 
larged, so  that  it  should  become  the 
supreme  authority  over  all  the  a&irs  of 
the  metropolis.  There  was  one  fatal 
disadvantage  in  that  scheme — ^namely, 
that  it  took  no  account  of  the  existence 
the  City  Corporation,  which  would 
not  consent  to  that  supremacy  of  the 
Board  of  Works ;  vrhereas,  the  City  had 
actually  reported  in  favour  of  the  first 
of  his  two  Bills,  and  would  merely  seek 
to  protect  their  interests  with  respect  to 
the  second.  But  even  if  that  difficulty 
were  got  over,  the  suggestion  of  the 
Board  of  Works,  though  it  might  supply 
a  strong  government  for  London  as  a 
whole,  would  do  nothing  whatever  to 
introduce  order  and  good  government 
into  the  chaos  of  conflicting  jurisdictiona 
in  the  several  parts  of  London.  Then 
came  the  proposal  that  emanated  from 
the  present  Lord  Fortesoue,  whem  Mem- 
ber for  Marylebone.  That  noble  Lord 
proposed  a  series  of  bodies  governio? 
the  whole  of  the  area,  but  eatm  devoted 
to  one  great  work,  such  as  works,  police, 
lighting,  drainage,  and  improvements. 
That  scheme  was  highly  ingenious,  but 
he  need  .not  discuss  it  now,  as  it  was 
not  pressed  forward.  Then  there  was 
the  proposal  made,  he  thought,  by  his 
hon.  Friend  the  Member  for  Soutbwark 
(Mr.  Locke),  who  recommended  that 
they  should  simply  take  the  City  as  a 
nudeus,  and  then  divide  the  rest  of 
,  I/indon  into  wards,  which  should  elect 
their  aldermen  and  councillors  like  the 
varda  of  the  Ci^  [ooper,  tiuu  aim- 
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ply  adding  tliem  on  as  bees  miglit 
add  new  cells  to  a  honeycomb.  No 
doubt  there  'was  an  air  of  simplicity 
about  that  arrangement  which,  was  very 
attractive.  In  ancient  times  the  City 
generally  added  one  ward  after  an- 
other, and  if  that  system  of  inclusion 
had  not  been  stopped,  by  this  time  the 
City  would  have  absorbed  the  whole  of 
London.  It  was  clear,  however,  that 
there  were  fatal  difficulties  in  the  way 
of  adopting  the  proposed  arrangement) 
For  example,  if  the  new  wanls  wer 
of  the  same  size  as  the  old  ones,  there 
would  be  such  a  multitude  of  them, 
and,  consequently,  such  a  host  of  alder- 
men and  common  councillors  that  nc 
buildin^r  could  contain  them.  On  the 
other  hand,  if  the  new  wards  were  a 
great  deal  larger  than  the  old  ones, 
tiiere  would  be  ^eat  and  weU-founded 
dissatisfaction ;  tf,  for  example,  West- 
minster were  only  put  on  the  same  foot- 
ing as  one  of  the  smaller  wards  in 
City.  Well,  then,  there  was  another 
proposal  which  found  &Tour  with  the 
Committee  over  which  Ms  hon.  Friend 
the  Secretary  to  the  Treasury  (Uj-. 
Ayrton)  presided.  The  proposal  of  the 
Committee  was,  iu  fact,  a  revolutionary 
one.  It  altogether  ignored  the  existenoe 
of  the  City  Corporation,  and  started  off 
as  if  they  had  a  tabula  r0«a,with  nothing 
already  in  occupation  of  the  ground.  He 
could  not  think  that  proposal  was  charac- 
terized by  statesmanlike  prudence.  It 
would  be  very  unwise  of  them  to  add  so 
enormously  to  their  practical  difficulties, 
as  they  would  if  they  attempted  to  sweep 
away  a  system  so  ancient,  so  venerable, 
BO  powerful  as  that.  The  Corporation  of 
London  was  already  engaged  in  the 
workofitsownreformation;but  it  would 
be  utterly  imreasonable  to  make  a  re- 
form of  the  City  a  necessary  stepping- 
stone  to  the  creation  of  a  constitution 
for  the  metropolis,  with  which  it  had 
no  necessary  connection.  And  now  he 
would  endeavour  to  delineate  the  scheme 
which,  in  his  opinion,  was  a  more  prac- 
ticable, a.  more  conciliatory,  and,  at  the 
same  time,  a  bolder  and  more  efficient  one 
than  any  of  those  to  which  he  had  re- 
ferred ;  the  scheme,  iu  fact,  contained  in 
these  two  Bills.  The  object  being,  as  he 
had  said  before,  to  confer  a  complete  sys- 
tem of  representative  self-government  on 
the  metropolis,  the  mode  by  which  they 
propose  to  cany  out  that  idea  was  by 
the  creation  of  what  he  might  call  a 


Federation  of  Municipalities.  Their 
proposal  was  that  eaen  of  the  Par- 
liamentary boroughs  already  existing 
should  be  converted  into  a  municipal 
borough.  Each  of  those  boroughs  was 
to  have  a  complete  machinery  for  self- 
government  with  respect  to  its  local  se- 
parate interests.  Then,  for  the  govern- 
ment of  the  metropohs  as  a  whole,  these 
ten  municipal  boroughs  were  to  be  united 
in  a  common  Representative  Assembly, 
and  a  common  executive  administration, 
thus  formings  corporation  for  the  whole 
of  London.  The  nine  new  municipalities, 
in  addition  to  the  City  proper,  that 
would  thus  be  created,  were  as  follows : 
— Westminster,  which  would  retain  its 
prescriptive  title  of  City,  containing  at 
the  present  moment,  in  round  numbers, 
260,000  persons  ;  Chelsea,  200,000  ; 
Maiylebone,  473,000;  Finsbury,  423,000; 
Hackney  and  the  Tower  Hamlets,  con- 
taining together  710,000  ;  Lambeth, 
320,000  ;  Southwark,  204,000  ;  and 
Greenwich,  193,000;  and  then  there 
was  the  City  with  130,000;  making 
ten  boroughs,  with  a  population  ave- 
raging 300,000  in  each,  and  in  the  ag- 
gregate amounting  to  all  but  3,000,000 
of  people.  Each  of  these  would  have 
its  separate  corporation,  consisting  of 
mayor,  aldermen,  and  burgesses ;  its 
council,  with  the  usual  powers  of  such 
bodies ;  and  also  with  all  the  poweTs  of 
vestries  and  other  district  bodies  under 
the  Metropolitan  Local  Mani^ement 
Act;  its  justices  of  the  peace,  invested 
with  the  usual  licensing  powers  ;  its 
salaried  police  m^strate  and  police 
court;  its  town  hall  and  its  borough 
rate ;  in  fact,  each  of  these  metropolitan 
boroughs  would  be  treated  exactly  as 
if  it  were  a  borou^  in  any  other  part 
of  the  kingdom.  That  would  be  meir 
first  step.  Each  separate  portion  of 
London  would  be  provided  with  a  per- 
fect system  of  self-government  to  auni- 
nister  the  separate  affairs  of  that  locality. 
But  the  second  of  these  Bills  went  a 

Seat  step  further.  After  Iiondon  had 
en  thus  divided  into  ten  municipal 
boroughs,  they  proposed  that  London 
as  a  whole  should  be  formed  into  a  cor- 
poration, with  134  councillors  elected 
by  all  the  rate-payers,  simultaneously 
with  the  election  of  their  local  authori- 
ties, and  with  aldermen,  and  a  Lord 
Mayor,  not  of  the  City,  but  of  tiie  whole 
metropolis,  chosen  in  the  usual  manner. 
That  corporation   would,    in   the  first 
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place,  become  iiiTested  with  all  the  func- 
tions of  the  present  Metropolitan  Board 
of  Works  ;  but  the  present  Chairman, 
Sir  Joha  Thwaites,  who  had  so  admi- 
rably done  hJB  duty  in  that  position, 
woidd  not  be  deprived  of  it,  but  would 
become  Chairman  of  the  Standing  Com- 
mittee of  that  new  corporation — an  office 
of  great  dignity  and  importance.  The 
special  functions  of  the  central  govern- 
ment would  be  to  have  control  over  the 
police,  should  the  city  not  refuseconsent, 
and  over  the  whole  administratioa  of 
justice ;  over  all  sanitary  measures,  over 
the  improvement  of  streets  and  pubhc 
works  of  all  kinds,  including  sewage,  gas, 
bridges, ;  over  gaols  and  asylums  and  so 
forth.  It  would  be  seen  that  the  scheme 
was  not  a  revolutionary  one.  It  pro- 
posed to  develop,  to  enlarge,  to  create, 
but  not  to  destroy.     In  fact  they  pro- 

E9ed  to  make  the  ancient  Corporation  of 
mdon  the  basis  of  the  scheme.  It 
would  absorb  the  City  Corporation,  juat 
as  the  !Kings  of  England  in  building  the 
Tower  of  London  incorporated  the 
ancient  White  Tower,  instead  of  razing 
it  to  its  foundation,  and  laying  out  the 
ground  afresh.  The  only  change  it  pro- 
posed to  make  in  the  City  Corporation 
was  that  its  mayor  should  no  longer  be 
called  the  Lord  Mayor,  but  the  Deputy 
Lord  Mayor.  The  Lord  Mayor  ought  to 
be  the  head  of  the  whole  corporation  of 
the  metropolis,  and  the  mayor  of  the 
City  Corporation  should  be  called  the 
Deputy  Lord  Mayor,  so  that  in  the 
absence  of  the  Lord  Mayor  be  should, 
ex  officio,  sit  in  his  place,  and  thus  they 
woidd  give  the  City  that  precedence  to 
which  it  had  an  unquestionable  claim. 
With  that  one  exception,  the  City  would 
retain  its  privileges,  its  precedents,  its 
property,  and  its  organization  unaltered, 
and  it  would  stand  at  the  head  of  the 
other  corporations  which  it  was  proposed 
to  create.  The  greatest  pains,  in  fact, 
bad  been  taken  to  concihate  all  those 
who  might  naturally  be  alarmed  by  that 
proposal,  so  as  to  smooth  the  way  for  its 
adoption  ;  and  it  would  be  found  that  if 
the  plan  were  carried  out  no  one  would 
suffer  by  it  either  in  purse  or  in  position  ; 
but  that,  on  the  contrary,  those  who 
already  held  offices  in  the  metropolis 
would,  he  thought,  in  every  case  have 
the  opportunity  of  taking  places  analo- 
gous to  that  which  they  now  filled,  but 
of  tax  greater  importance,  and  in  most 
cases  of  greater  emolument  as  weU. 
Mr.  Buxton 
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The  details  of  the  two  Bills  were,  of 
course,  extremely  voluminous,  but  he 
wished  to  confine  himself  strictly  to  the 
main  ideas  on  which  they  were  based; 
and  he  would  not  trouble  the  House  by 
describine  their  specific  features.  Now, 
the  fact  that  the  population  of  the  me- 
tropolis amounted  to  3,000,000  of  per- 
sons was,  in  itself,  an  ample  proof  of  the 
importance  of  maJdng  provisions  for  her 
self-government.  That  importance,  how- 
ever, was  immensely  enhanced  by  the 
position  which  London  occupied  as  the 
centre  of  this  great  Empire,  as  the 
heart  of  their  body  politic,  through 
which  every  current  of  fife  flowed  with- 
out ceasing.  Every  year  the  metropolis 
occupied  a  more  and  more  important 
position  in  relation  to  the  rest  of  the 
community.  Every  year  their  whola 
pohtical  and  social  system  became  more 
and  more  thoroughly  ot^anized,  and 
therefore  every  part  was  drawn  into 
more  and  more  intimate  relations  with 
the  centre.  And  lootdug  to  the  future, 
it  was  evident  that  Midtuesex  would  ere 
long  contain  what  might  be  characterized 
as  a  powerf\U  nation.  It  was  calculated 
that  ere  this  century  closed  she  would  ' 
contain  a  population  of  &om  5,000,000 
to  6,000,000  of  people.  One  might  well 
have  expected  that  the  metropolis  of 
such  a  country  as  ours  would  have  itself 
exhibited,  though  in  a  smaller  area,  that 
wonderful  power  of  organization,  that 
wonderful  aptitude  for  self-government, 
and  that  resoluto  determination  to  man- 
age its  own  affairs  which  had  so  emi- 
nently distinguished  the  EngHsh  people. 
Strange  to  say,  the  very  opposite  was  the 
truth.  Strange  to  say,  there  was  not, 
he  believed,  in  all  Europe  a  metropolis— 
there  was  not  in  the  whole  of  this  king- 
dom a  town  or  city — whose  system  of 
administration  was  in  a  state  of  confusioD 
so  prepostorous  as  that  in  which  the 
capital  of  the  Empire  was  plunged.  No 
one  who  had  not  gone  deeply  mto  the 
subject  could  believe  the  state  of  thingi 
which  now  existed.  It  was  chaos  its^. 
It  might  fitly  be  described  in  the  words 
in  which  John  Bunyan  described  the 
Valley  of  the  Shadow  of  Death,— 
namely,  that  "  It  was  every  whit  dread- 
fid,  being  utterly  without  order."  As 
Mr.  Beal  observed  in  one  of  his  very 
able  speeches  on  that  subject — "The 
humblest  corporate  town  has  had  powera 
conferred  upon  it  which  are  denied  to  the 
metropolis  of  the  Empire."  "Nothing," 


said    the    Edinburgh    Jteview    of 
January — 

"la  more  diaoreditkbla  than  tlie  annrchj  of 
London  and  it*  oiroumjaiTentdtleg  :  nothing 
Unxorthy  of  a  nalian  wbich  profeaiGi  to  gc 
diiCant  empires  Ihaii  the  bot  that  Ihs  government 
of  ita  own  cnpiEnl  ia  in  the  bands  of  o  mediseial 
«orpDration,  and  of  paroohial  Boarda,  all  al 
wilh  each  otber." 
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litigation ;  and,  above  all,  such  a  state 
of  anarcli;  not  only  implied  extravagant 
outlay,  but  extreme  inefficiency  as  well. 
They  paid  heavily,  and  they  did  not  get 
any  adequate  return  for  their  outlay. 
Ab  an  illustration  of  the  extravagance  of 
that  system  he  might  mention  that  evi- 
dence was  given  before  Mr.  Ayrton's 
Committee  that  to  spend  £10,000  in  the 
Strand  district  cost  in  mere  iriction 
£3,000.  They  had  in  the  two  cases  of 
Marylebone  and  Westminster  a  signal 
itlustration  of  the  economy  that  resulted 
&om  the  consolidation  of  powers.  It 
was  shown  before  the  Committee  that 
Westminster,  from  its  numerous  sub- 
divisions of  vestry  action,  expended 
£10,000  more  than  St.  Marylebone  in 
adnunistering  an  equal  sum — £200,000 
—  collected  in  rates.  Now,  nearly 
£3,000,000  of  money  is  collected  and 
expended  by  these  local  powers.  Which 
would  be  most  economical — to  have 
thirty-nine  staffs  for  one  purpose,  or  ten  ; 
to  have  a  multitude  of  authorities,  acting 
without  concert,  or  to  have  all  powers 
consolidated  into  ten  administrations, 
complete  for  all  purposes?  He  put  it  to 
hon.  Gentdemen  present  who  were  resi- 
dents in  the  metropolis  what  their  own 
personal  experience  was  with  respect  to 
its  government.  AVas  there  one  among 
them  who  knew  anything  about  the  ad- 
ministration of  their  locS  affairs  ?  For 
his  own  part  he  could  only  say  that,  al- 
thongh  ne  had  considerable  interests 
in  the  West,  but  still  more  in  the 
Kast  of  London,  he  had  not  the  faintest 
idea  when  he  paid  his  rates — which  he 
seemed  to  be  always  doing — who  those 
were  by  whom  he  was  governed,  how  or 
why  they  had  been  chosen  to  govern 
him  ;  on  what  grounds  they  had  imposed 
upon  him  that  expenditure,  or  whether 
it  was  or  was  not  a  reasonable  and  wise 
The  system  had  no  real  publicity. 
It  was  worked  almost  in  the  dark.  £i 
fact,  they  knew  nothing.  They  did  not 
govern  themselves  ;  they  were  governed 
by  others,  without  practically  their  being 
in  any  way  consulted.  Now,  what  he 
wanted  was  that  every  rate-payer  in 
London  should  be  the  citizen  of  a  bo- 
choosing  those  who  were  to  ad- 
minister the  whole  of  the  local  affairs  in 
which  he  was  interested,  and  that  those 
thus  chosen  should  administer  them  un- 
der the  eye  and  in  the  presence,  as  it 
were,  of  their  fellow-citizens.  In  what 
he  had  just  been  saying,  however,  he 


mplete  syi 

of  municipal  government  in  London  and 
the  introduction  of  an  effective  control 
over  the  whole  system  of  local  taxation. 
It  added— 

"A  munioipal  goiemnieot  of  the  metropolis 
being  eatiibliahed  on  a  proper  footing',  ths  great 
qaeations  of  panperism,  orime,  polioa,  public 
works,  water  supply,  marketa,  nnilarr  improre- 
menia,  and  looal  taxation  would,  of  course,  be 
dealt  with  by  it." 

The  Quartm-ltf  Swiew  and  many  leading 
newspapers  had  written  in  Uie  same 
sense.  What  the  Edinburgh  Swieie 
called  the  "  anarchy  of  London"  came 
mainly  from  this,  that  instead  of  its 
being  cut  into  certain  defined  parts,  and 
each  portion  being  complete  in  itself  for 
the  administration  of  all  its  local  affairs,  - 
new  districts  seemed  to  have  been  formed 
for  carrying  out  every  newpurpose  that 
had  at  any  time  arisen.  Ifius,  London 
was  divided  into  thirty-nine  districts  for 
one  purpose ;  into  sixteen  for  another ; 
ninety  for  another  purpose;  fifty-four 
for  another;  besides  a  multitude  of  other 
divisions.  It  was  differently  divided  for 
the  police  and  for  the  police  courts,  for 
the  County  Courts,  for  duties  tinder  the 
Begistrar  General  under  the  Building 
Act,  for  postal,  militia,  revenue,  water, 
gas,  and  Parliamentary  purposes;  and 
Utose  districts  crossed  and  interlaced  each 
other  in  a  manner  almost  reminding  one 
of  Dr.  Johnson's  definition  of  network — 
that  it  was  "  a  decussated  reticulation, 
with  interstices  between  the  intersec- 
tions."  At  the  present  moment  more 
than  100  Actaof  Parliament  were  in  force 
for  the  government  of  London ;  and  there 
were  no  less  than  7,000  honorary  officials ; 
there  were  about  the  same  number  of 
guardians  of  thepoor,  besides  a  host  of 
paid  officials.  He  need  hardly  say  that 
this  variety  of  authorities  and  of  divisions 
and  subdivisions  overlapping  and  cross- 
ing each  other,  the  confusion  of  their 
powers,  and  the  cross  purposes  of  those 
endowed  with  them,  involved  the  rate- 
payers of  the  metropolis  in  a  vast  amount 
of  needlew  expense.    It  had  led  to  much 
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did  not  mean  to  find  any  fault  at  all 
-with  the  Testrjmen,  the  guardiani,  and 
the  other  exkting  officials.  It  was  not 
the  men,  it  was  the  system  that  he 
blamed.  On  the  contr^y,  he  thought 
that  alt  had  great  reason  to  feel  sincere 
gratitude  to  Uiose  who  made  such  saori- 
flceo  of  time  and  labour  for  the  benefit 
of  the  neighbourhood  in  which  they 
lived,  and  who  in  many  cases  did  their 
work  so  well.  Nor  did  he  want  to  oust 
them  from  their  functions.  He  wanted 
to  consolidate  their  powers  and  to  give 
them  80  complete  an  organization  that 
there  shoold  be  no  waste  of  such  valu* 
able  force.  In  every  way  it  could  not 
but  be  an  evil  that  the  administration  of 
affairs  should  be  thus  cut  up  into  pieces, 
and  be  conducted  on  ao  small  a  scale, 
instead  of  the  whole  of  the  local  affairs 
of  each  large  division  being  conducted 
by  one  govcmmental  machine.  Very 
mnall  government  was  rarely  veiy  good 
government.  It  was  almost  impossible, 
as  Mr.  Mill  had  weU  observed,  to  have  a 
highly- skilled  administration  on  a  mi- 
nute scale.  It  could  neither  be  paid 
enough  nor  watched  enough  to  make  it 
first-rate.  Oovemment  on  a  large  scale 
had  always  a  more  vigorous  life.  It  was 
more  powerful,  more  rapid,  more  intelli- 
gent. When  local  administration  was 
too  mnch  broken  up  into  fragments  there 
was  always  great  danger  of  its  getting 
into  the  hands  of  men  unfit  to  t^e  part 
in  any  work  of  the  Mud,  and  the  very 
obscurity  of  its  operations  acted  as  a 
powerful  encouragement  to  jobbery,  to 
parsimony,  and  that  which  was  the 
twin-sister  of  parsimony — absurd  extra- 
v^^nce.  Now,  it  seemed  unaccountable 
that  hitherto  the  people  of  the  metropolis 
should  have  been  content  to  remain 
floundering  in  that  condition  of  chaotic 
anarchy,  while  new  towns,  such  as 
Adelaide  or  Chicago,  founded  by  Eng- 
lish emigrants,  had  a  system  of  self- 
govemment  aa  perfect  as  any  the  world 
had  seen.  It  was  the  more  extraordi- 
nary because  one  portion  of  the  metropo- 
lie  had,  for  so  many  centuries,  had  a  very 
complete  organization.  He  alluded,  of 
course,  to  the  City  proper,  which  occu- 
pied BO  couspicuoua  a  position  in  this 
country,  and  yet,  in  reality,  it  was  the 
merest  fragment  of  the  metropolis  itself. 
The  contrast  between  the  two  was  most 
striking.  The  area  of  the  City  con- 
sisted of  723  acres,  while  London  co- 
vered more  than  80,000  acres.  The 
Mr.  £wto» 
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resident  population  of  the  City  by  the 
last  CensuH  was  130,000,  as  against 
3,000.000  in  London  itself.  The  as- 
sessment of  the  City  was,  in  round  num- 
bers, £2,200,000  per  annum,  as  against 
£17,000,000  for  the  metropolis  as  a 
whole.  Yet  that  small  portion  of  the 
metropolis  was  the  only  part  which  had 
a  de&iite  self-contained  administration. 
Now,  if  eaoh  of  these  ten  boroughs  were 
supplied,  aa  he  proposed,  with  a  complete 
machinery  for  self-government,  and  then 
above  and  beyond  that  they  had  a  cor- 
poration of  the  whole  metropolis,  a 
council  formed  from  the  iltte  of  the  mu- 
nicipal councils — were  that  scheme  car- 
ried out,  who  could  doubt  that  they 
would  then  secure  the  services  of  a  very 
superior  class  of  men  for  work  of  such 
great  interest  and  importance?  He 
should  not,  he  hoped,  be  misunderstood  if 
he  said  that  he  wished  to  see  London  go- 
verned by  her  aristocracy,  not,  indeed  by 
an  aristocracy  of  mere  wealth  and  rank, 
but  that  she  should  be,  as  the  word 
reaUy  meant,  imder  the  rule  of  her  best 
citizens ;  that  the  ablest,  the  most  ho- 
nourable among  them,  shoidd  aspire 
eagerly  to  take  a  share  in  the  oontrol  of 
her  affairs.  Andtherewas  no  man  resi- 
dent within  her  borders,  whatever  hie 
social  position,  who  might  not  well  think  - 
it  a  worthy  object  of  ambition  to  be  the 
head,  or  to  be  one  of  the  chief  rulers,  of 
a  capital  of  such  transcendant  dignity 
and  importance.  Why,  if  for  a  moment 
they  could  look  on  London  as  separate 
altogether  from  England,  and  think  of 
her  rather  as  Athens,  or  Bome,  or 
Florence,  under  the  Medici,  as  a  com- 
munity by  herself — was  there  ever  yet 
seen  on  the  face  of  the  earth  a  city  so 
truly  the  first  of  all  cities,  in  wealth, 
in  power,  in  art,  in  science,  or  in  lite- 
rature, in  the  vastness  of  her  onterpriz« 
of  every  kind  f  Again,  if  they  took  her 
as  the  head  and  centre  of  the  British 
Empire,  was  there  ever  a  city  whose 
sons  bore  away  over  the  destinies  of  so 
great  a  multitude  of  nations?  Was 
there  ever  a  city  so  truly  the  foremost 
leader  in  the  progress  of  mankind  ? 
Why  was  it  that  those  who  lived  in 
such  a  city — in  a  city  in  many  ways  so 
fitted  to  kindle  enthusiastic  love  and  ad- 
miration— why  was  it  that  they  felt  no 
touch  of  that  civic  patriotism  which  had 
always  in  other  illustrious  cities  charac- 
terized their  children  ?  At  present  a 
Londoner    scarcely  dreamt  of  looking 
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apon  Loudon  with  intereBt  and  pride 
and  afEection,  as  hie  own  mother  city, 
with  whose  life  his  own  was  bound  up. 
He  had  no  feeling  of  intimate  connection 
Trith  her.  The  population  of  London 
was  a  mere  aggregate  of  bo  many 
indiTiduak;  hut  was  not  oi^nized  as 
one  great  whole;  they  were  not,  as  it 
were,  memberB  of  a  body  politic,  and 
tiiat,  undoubtedly,  was  owing  to  their 
having  no  system  of  eelf-govemment 
among  them.  If  they  had  an  oi^aniza- 
tion  of  the  kind  that  he  ventured  to  pro- 
poBe,  it  would  call  forth  the  faculties 
and  the  virtues  of  citizenship ;  it  would 
at  once  Wndle  their  dormant  interest  in 
the  weU-being  of  their  capital,  and  it 
would  be  found  that  men  of  busineBs, 
leading  tradesmen,  merchants,  manufac- 
turers. Members  of  either  House  of  Par- 
liament, men  accustomed  to  handle  the 
machinery  of  government,  would  be  ae 
ready,  as  ^Englishmen  had  invariably 
shown  themseh-es,  to  sacrifice  their  lei- 
sure for  the  delight  of  doing  work  so 
worthy  to  be  done ;  and  there  would  re- 
vive among  them  that  feeling  of  pride 
in  that  mighty  city  by  whidi,  in  the 
middle  agee,  her  citizens  were  marked ; 
and  while  standing  and  looking  on  the 
roofs  and  towers  with  which  even  the 
banks  of  that  river  would  before  long  be 
crowned,  they  could  once  more  speak  of 
London  as 
"  Urbi  ipeoioik  ntD,  nitidis  palchsiriniB  teotii, 

Grata  ptregrlDla,  delioiou  toll." 
He  hoped  the  Qoyemment  would  look 
fayourably  upon  the  scheme;  would  give 
it  their  careful  consideration  during  the 
BecesB;  and  if  it  were  found,  as  he 
thought  it  would  be,  a  reasonable  and  a 
practicable  scheme,  they  would  then 
bring  it  forward  on  their  own  responsi- 
bility. He  would  not  trouble  the  House 
fiirther,  beyond  saying  that  what  he 
•ought  was  that  every  rate -payer  in 
London  should  have  a  share  in  choosing 
tlie  men  by  whom  he  was  to  be  governed ; 
should  have  a  voice  in  the  employment 
of  the  fHmds  taken  &om  his  earnings ; 
should  know  upon  what  ground  he  was 
required  to  part  with  them.  HiB  aim 
was — and  he  never  would  rest  till  he 
had  secured  it — to  substitute  in  the  go- 
vernment of  the  capital  of  the  Empire 
order  for  confusion ;  clear  and  codified 
laws  for  the  tangled  mass  of  more  than 
100  Acts  of  Parliament;  to  substitute 
defined  and  weU-morshalled  powers  for 
tile  swum  of  ■■ 


to  substitute  publicity  for  obscurity,  eco- 
nomy for  eitrav^ance,  liberality  for 
meanness,  force  for  inefficiency  —  he 
aimed,  in  short,  at  bestowing  the  price- 
less boon  of  a  complete  and  well-oi^a- 
nized  system  of  representative  govern- 
ment on  the  3,000,000  inhabitants  of  the 
metropolis,  forming  a  community  which 
even  in  mere  uiunbers  already  exceeded 
some  of  the  nations  best  known  to  his- 
tory, but,  at  any  rate,  a  community 
second  to  none  in  greatness,  in  dignity, 
and  in  power.  The  hon.  Gentleman  con- 
cluded by  moving  that  the  Bill  be  now 
read  a  second  time. 

Ma.  MORRISON,  in  rising  to  second 
the  Motion,  said,  he  could  not  help  re> 
membering  that  this  was  the  16m  of 
June,  aud  that  at  so  advanced  a  period 
of  the  Session  it  was  impossible  for  any 

Erivate  Member  to  hope  to  carry  a  BiU 
ke  the  present,  which  afl'ected  la^e  in- 
terests, and  was  extremely  complicated. 
He  should,  therefore,  regard  this  debate 
not  as  a  pitched  battle,  but  rather  as  a 
reconnamance  en  force,  having  for  its  ob- 
ject more  serious  operations  in  the  future. 
He  would  even  ventixre  to  recommend 
his  hon.  Friend  (Mr.  Buxton)  not  to 
press  his  Motion  to  a  division,  but  rather 
to  withdraw  the  Bill,  and  rest  content 
with  the  discussion  which  he  would  have 
evoked.  Everyone  must  feel  assured 
that  this  was  a  question  that  would  not 
be  allowed  to  sleep,  and  though  some 
persons  might  grumble  at  the  slowness 
of  its  growth,  he  was  not  surprised  that 
several  years  should  be  occupied  in 
dealing  with  a  matter  involving  such 
vast  interests.  All  parties  were  agreed 
that  reform  of  some  sort  was  necessary, 
and  the  thing  to  be  decided  was,  the 
shape  reform  should  take.  There  was 
a  general  belief  in  the  metropolis  that 
the  rates  were  unnecessarily  high  and 
that  the  large  expenditure  might  be 
greatly  reduced  by  more  efficient  ma- 
nagement. Indeed,  it  was  only  neces- 
sary to  point  to  the  numerous  conflicting 
authorities  referred  to  by  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  East  Surrey  (Mr.  Buxton)  in 
order  to  show  that  there  must  bo  enor- 
mous waste  in  the  mere  cost  of  adminis- 
tration.  There  were  only  two  alterna- 
tives in  reforming  the  system.  It  would 
be  necessary  either  to  establish  one  gi- 
gantic corporation  for  the  whole  metro- 
polis, like  that  which  existed  at  Man- 
chester, or  to  adopt  a  scheme  similar  to 
that  proposed  in  the  present  BiU.    He 
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Dwn&d  himaelf  a  receut  convert  to  thin 
Bdieme.  He  vas  not  prepared  to  defend 
the  City  of  London  in  all  things,  but, 
having  become  acquainted  vith  the 
'working  of  the  Corporation,  he  was 
fitruck  with  the  ability  displayed  in  the 
management  of  its  afTaira;  and  in  his 
judgment  we  ought  to  be  extremely 
tender  in  dealing  with  an  institution 
which  he  firmly  believed  gave  general 
satiafaction  to  the  people  of  London. 
If  one  gigantic  comoratiou  were  estab- 
lished for  the  whole  of  the  metropolis, 
that  which  was  now  the  peculiar  evil 
of  all  local  institutions  in  Loudon  would 
be  increased — namely,  the  absence  of 
that  corporate  Ufe  and  public  spirit 
which  characterized  the  inhabitants  of 
such  towns  as  Manchester,  Liverpool, 
and  Glasgow.  Londoners  knew  com- 
paratively little  of  their  vestries  and 
parish  boundaries,  or  of  their  represen- 
tatives on  the  Metropolitan  Board,  and 
thus  a  loophole  was  opened  for  mis- 
management and  corruption.  But  if 
they  did  not  know  their  parishes  or 
Testries  they  were  at  all  events  tho- 
roughly acquainted  with  the  division  of 
the  metropolis  into  Parliamentary  bo- 
roughs, and  he  thought  he  could  per- 
ceive in  his  hon.  Friend's  proposal  to 
make  the  municipal  corporations  co-ex- 
tendvewith  the  Parliamentary  boroughs 
the  germ  of  a  satisfactory  settlement  of 
this  difBcolt  question.  If  that  Bill 
passed  into  law  the  greatest  possible  im- 
portance would  attach  to  the  first  elec- 
tions under  it.  N'o  doubt  the  affiliation 
of  corporations  was  new,  hut  he  should 
have  great  confidence  in  the  result  if 
they  once  got  the  machine  into  good 
working  order.  He  had  heard,  with  the 
greatest  delight,  the  declaration  of  the 
Secretary  of  State  for  the  Home  Depart- 
ment that  the  Qovemment  intended  to 
deal  with  the  question ;  and  he  felt  as- 
sured that  if  the  right  hon.  Oentleman 
were  next  year  to  introduce  a  measure 
which  waa  an  improvement  on  the  pre- 
sent one  nobody  could  be  more  rejoiced 
than  his  hon.  Friend  the  Member  for 
East  Surrey.  In  conclusion,  he  begged 
to  second  the  Motion. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
"  That  the  Bill  be  now  read  a  second 
time." — {Mr.  Buxton.) 

Mb.   BENTINCK   siud,  he  rose  to 
move  that  the  Bill  he  read  again  upon 
this  day  six  months.    The  soneme  waa 
Mr.  2forritM 
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precisely  similar  to  that  which  was  in- 
troduced last  year  by  Mr.  Mill,  and  re- 
jected by  the  House  when  he  (Mr. 
Bentinck)  brought  forward  an  Amend- 
ment similar  to  that  which  he  had  now 
placed  upon  the  Paper.  He  regretted 
that  the  hon.  Member  for  East  Surrey 
(Mr.  Buxton)  should,  at  so  late  a  period 
of  the  Session,  have  raised  a  discussion 
which  must  be  fruitless  in  its  results, 
more  especially  as  his  hon.  Friend  had 
obtained  a  declaration,  more  or  less  de< 
finite,  from  the  Secretary  of  State  for 
the  Home  Department  that  at  the 
earliest  opportunity  this  important  sub- 
ject shouia  occupy  the  attention  of  the 
Government.  With  regard  to  the  Bill 
two  propositions  might  be  laid  down, 
which  he  thought  were  quite  clear  to  aU 
the  world — first,  that  London  was  about 
the  worst  governed  metropolis  in  the 
world;  and,  secondly,  that  the  remedy 
proposed  by  his  hon.  Friend  would  be 
utterly  unproductive  of  any  good  results, 
and  even  mischievous  in  its  operation. 
Some  persons  seemed  to  be  labouring 
under  the  delusion  that  Mr.  Mill  was  the 
originator  of  this  measure,  but  the  truth 
was  that  the  question  of  municipal  reform 
for  the  metropolis  came  into  practical 
existence  long  Defore  Mr.  Mill's  political 
existence  as  a  Member  of  the  House  of 
Commons  commenced.  In  fact,  Mr.  Mill 
was  merely  the  mouthpiece  of  Mr.  Beal 
and  other  persons  outside  the  House. 
There  was  a  Committee  appointed  which 
investigated  the  subject  during  two 
entire  years,  and  examined  witnesses 
at  great  length.  That  Committee  con- 
demned, in  1865,  the  principle  of  the 
Bill,  and  nothing  more  was  heard  of  it 
till  1867,  when  it  was  revived  by  Mr. 
Mill.  It  was  brought  forward  a^  a 
species  of  election  squib  in  order  that 
Mr.  Mill  might  make  himself  more  po- 
pular with  those  who  had  supported  lum 
at  his  election.  The  Committee  he  had 
just  referred  to,  which  was  presided  over 
by  his  hon.  Friend  the  present  Secretary 
of  the  Treasury  (Mr.  Ayrton),  reported 
in  substance  that  there  should  he  over 
the  whole  of  the  metropolis  a  central 
governing  body,  the  members  of  which 
should  not  be  elected  by  one  class  alone 
of  the  inhabitants,  but  that  by  it  all  tho 
inhabitants  of  London  should  be  fully 
and  adequately  represented.  Last  year 
this  question  was  again  revived  by  Mr, 
Mill,  who  made  a  most  elaborate  speech, 
which,  though  ostensibly  in  favour  of 
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the  scheme,  told  in  point  of  fact  against 
it.  In  th.at  speech  three  principles  were 
laid  down — first,  that  of  sMUed  ad- 
ministration ;  secondly,  that  the  value  of 
the  representatiTe  body  should  he  mea- 
Bured  by  the  value  of  its  permanent 
officers;  and  thirdly,  that  there  should 
be  an  entire  consohdation  of  all  districts 
for  the  purpose  of  the  government  of 
the  metropolis.  The  present  Bill,  he 
maintained,  did  not  fulfi]  any  of  these 
conditions.  With  regard  to  the  opinions 
of  the  constituencies  themselves,  he 
showed,  on  a  former  occasion,  that  the 
great  mass  of  them  were  against  it.  But 
the  real  objection  to  the  Bill  at  present 
was  that  this  was  a  subject  that  could 
not  be  properly  discussed  unless  it  were 
made  a  Ministerial  measure.  The  Secre- 
tary of  State  for  the  Home  Department, 
in  replying  to  a  deputation,  had  already 

girtially  pledged  mmself  to  introduoe  a 
ovemment  measure  on  the  subject, 
and  he  trusted  that,  before  this  discus- 
sion came  to  a  close,  a  further  pledge 
would  be  ehcited  from  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  that  the  Government  would 
be  prepared  next  Session  to  settle  it  in  a 
manner  which  would  be  satisfactory  to 
all  parties  interested.  As  he  objected  to 
the  principle  of  the  Bill  he  should  per- 
severe with  his  Motion,  which  was  that 
the  BiU  be  read  a  second  time  upon  this 
day  six  months. 

Amendment  proposed,  to  leave  out 
the  word  "  now,"  and  at  the  end  of  the 
Question  to  add  the  words  "upon  this 
day  three  months." — {Mr.  Bentinck.) 

SiH  HENET  HOAEE  said,  that  in 
this  matter  metropolitan  Members  were 
in  considerable  difficulty  as  to  how  they 
should  act,  and  as  a  metropolitan  Mem- 
ber he  rejoiced  that  the  Government 
would  grapple  with  the  question.  To 
show  the  necessity  of  some  such  measure, 
he  might  state  that  a  few  years  ago 
he  took  a  residence  in  a  metropolitan 
suburb,  and  he  used  to  pay  rates  for 
lighting,  cleansing,  and  paving,  but  the 
road  was  neither  lighted,  cleansed,  nor 
paved.  He  confessed,  however,  he  fbund 
a  great  objection  existing  among  his 
constituency  to  altering  the  present  stato 
of  things.  The  vestry  of  Chelsea,  he 
believed,  carried  out  dl  the  duties  with 
which  they  were  charged.  The  words  of 
the  present  Prime  Minister,  who  ex- 
pressed a  hope  that  there  might  be  a 
larger  application  of  the  principle  of 
self-government  tlmn  at  present,  as  it 
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was  now  filtered  through  so  many  meMa 
that  it  lost  its  original  character,  pointed 
to  extended  legishition.  He  woidd  sug- 
gest that  they  might  adopt  the  permis- 
sive principle,  and  carry  incorporation 
out  to  a  certain  extent,  enabling  large 
districts  to  avail  themselves  of  it  if  they 
chose,  by  an  independent  vote  of  the 
rate-payers ;  while,  if  they  were  not  dis- 
posed to  adopt  it,  they  might  retain  their 
existing  institutions. 

Mb.  LOCKE  said,  he  thought  this  Bill 
would  be  very  wisely  withoravn.  It 
appeared  to  him  that  the  project  before 
the  House  was  of  a  very  complicated 
nature,  and  oould  not  be  considered  pro- 
perly until  they  had  first  discussed  an 
miportant  Bill  that  stood  lower  on  the 
Paper — the  Corporation  of  London  Bill, 
He  would  remind  the  House  that  if  auy 
of  these  districts  of  the  metropolis  were 
desirous  of  being  formed  into  a  corpora- 
tion, they  had  the  power  under  the  pro- 
visions of  the  Municipal  Corporations 
Act,  to  ash  the  Crown  to  confer  that  boon 
upon  them.  He  was  not  aware,  how- 
ever, that  any  Petitions  of  importance 
had  been  presented  in  favour  of  this 
sweeping  edieme  for  the  establishment 
of  no  fewer  than  ten  corporations  in  the 
metropolis.  He  did  not  believe  there 
was  any  desire  in  the  metropohs  for  this 
measure,  and  the  evidence  of.  it  was, 
that  this  Bill  was  introduced  not  by  a 
metropolitan  Member,  but  by  one  of  the 
Members  for  East  Surrey  (Mr.  Buxton). 
On  the  last  occasion  when  a  similar  mea- 
Biu^  was  introduced — by  Mr.  John  Stuart 
Mill — for  the  erection  of  seven  municipal 
corporations,  that  hon.  Gentleman  stood 
almost  alone  in  his  advocacy.  The  ex- 
pense of  these  corporations  was  a  most 
important  consideration.  The  Corpora- 
tion of  London  had  ample  fiinds  to  lavish 
on  hospitality,  but  if  these  new  cor- 
porations were  to  adhere  to  the  tradi- 
tions of  the  City  the  cost  of  their  ban- 
quets would  fall  upon  the  rate-payers, 
A  witness  examined  on  this  subject  be- 
fore the  Select  Committee,  and  who  was 
a  member  of  the  Corporation  of  London, 
expressed  his  opinion  that  it  was  a  sint 
qud  mm  that  hospitality  should  exist  in 
the  new  corporations,  and  estimated  that 
in  Maiylebone  it  would  entail  an  expen- 
diture of  about  £d,UOO  per  anniun.  He 
(Mr.  Locke)  was  a  member  of  the  Com- 
mittee, and  it  appeared  to  him  that 
London  did  not  want  this  Bill,  but  that 
some  peculiar  legifilation  was  wanted  for 
the  metropolis.  He  proposed  that  the 
8  R 
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present  Corporation  should  be  extended 
to  the  whole  metropoliH,  and  with  certain 
modifications  he  thought  it  would 
many  ways  be  extremely  beneficial  to 
London.  The  machinery  of  the  Cor- 
poration— their  staff  of  ofiicerti,  who 
were  capable  of  much  more  work  than 
they  had — ^would  be  available  for  the 
whole  of  London  ;  and  the  funds  of  the 
Corporation  might  be  utilized  for  the 
eame  purpose.  Then  the  Corporation 
Lad,  under  a  charter  of  Edward  III., 
the  power  of  altering  their  own  laws, 
and  extending  their  system  of  local  go- 
vernment— a  privilege  which  they  had 
often  before  acted  upon,  and  always  with 
great  benefit  to  the  public.  He  had 
advooated  this  plan  on  a  former  oocasion, 
when  he  was  supported  by  the  worthy 
Alderman,  one  of  the  Members  for  the 
City,  and  by  the  hon.  Gentleman  the 
Member  for  Manchester.  He  recom- 
mended the  plan  to  the  Secretary  of 
State  for  the  Home  Department  as  one 
that  would  be  much  more  beneficial 
and  satisfactory  to  the  public  than  the 
creation  of  ten  corporations  that  would 
always  be  overshadowed  by  the  old  Cor 
poration  of  Loudon.  If  such  a  corpora- 
tion were  created  the  most  eminent  men 
would  feel  it  an  honour  to  be  members 
of  it.         _____ 

Dr.  SKEWEE  said,  the  reason  why 
municipal  matters  were  not  so  well  at- 
tended to  in  the  metropolis  ae  in  country 
towns  was  that  in  London  men  did  not 
attend  so  much  to  their  social  duties 
there  was  a  want  of  sympathy  between 
members  of  the  same  Boards.  In  the 
Bdministratiou  of  the  Poor  Law  they 
ought  to  have  a  small  area ;  but  it  was 
necessary  to  have  an  extensive  area  for 
such  matters  as  paving,  lighting,  and 
sewage. 

Mb.  BEUCE  smd,  the  subject  under 
discuseion  had  not  received,  and  it  was 
impossible  that  it  could  under  the  cir- 
cumstances of  the  case  have  received, 
that  full  consideration  from  the  Govern- 
ment which  its  importance  demanded. 
He  at  oace  admitted  that,  in  his  opinion, 
a  subject  of  such  magnitude  could  be 
satisfactorily  dealt  with  only  by  the 
Government  of  the  day.  He  wished,  at 
the  same  time,  to  express  the  obligations 
which  were  their  due  t^  those  public- 
spirited  men  who  had  so  laboriously  and 
with  so  much  public  spirit  cleared  the 
way  for  the  solution  of  the  question,  by 
placing  before  the  House  their  views  of 
what  was  required  for  the  efficient  dis- 
Mr.Zocia 
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charge  of  tile  duties  of  the  municipal 
administration  of  the  affairs  of  this  great 
metropolis.  Hon.  Gentlemen  might  be 
inclined  to  agree  with  them  or  not,  but 
he  thought  they  could  not  de^  that  the 
two  Bil£  brought  before  the  House  thia 
day  displayed  great  care  and  great 
ability,  and  were  a  proof  of  the  publio 
spirit  of  those  who  had  taken  this  sub- 
ject up.  Having  said  thus  much,  he 
would  join  in  the  appeal  which  had  been 
made  to  his  hon.  Iriend  the  Member  for 
East  Surrey  (Mr.  Buxton)  by  the  hon. 
Gentleman  who  had  supported  his  Mo- 
tion (Mr.  Morrison)  that  he  would  not 
Eress  the  second  reading  of  his  Bill.  He 
oped  also  that  his  hon.  Friend  who  had 
moved  the  Amendment  (Mr.  Bentinck) 
would  withdraw  it.  It  might  be  asked 
why  the  two  Bills  which  stood  on  the 
Paper  in  reference  to  the  metropolis 
should  not  be  allowed  to  proceed  if  they 
contained  in  themselves  a  satisfactoiy 
solution  of  the  difficult  question  of  muni- 
cipal self-government.  Without  com- 
mitting himself  or  the  Government — it 
would  be  wrong  for  him  to  do  so  on  a 
question  which  had  not  been  fully  con- 
sidered— he  thought  the  House  would 
perceive  that  there  were  veiy  great 
doubts  as  to  whether  the  particular  modes 
of  dealine  with  the  question  ^proposed 
in  those  Bills  were  the  best  which  could 
be  adopted.  Hon.  Members  on  both 
sides  of  the  House  concurred  in  thinking 
that  London  stood  in  need  of  the  con- 
centration of  its  powers  of  self-govern- 
ment, and  that  the  necessair  central 
authority  coidd  not  be  obtained  without 
the  sacnfice  of  part  of  those  exclusive 
powers  which  thegreat  Corporation  which 
managed  the  affairs  of  the  City  pos- 
sessed. Much  difference  of  opinion,  at 
the  same  time,  prevailed  as  to  the  subor- 
dinate governments  which  should  be  es- 
tablished in  a  population  so  large  as  this. 
It  was  impossible,  he  thought,  to  divida 
London  into  ten  corporations,  each  armed 
with  full  powers  sueli  as  those  which 
were  possessed  by  provincial  corjMra- 
lions.  Corporations  such  as  those  of 
Manchester  and  Birmingham  managed 
nearly  all  the  local  affairs  of  tho^  ^hose 
interests  they  represented.  They  ma- 
naged the  local  police,  and  dealt  with 
the  important  questions  of  drainage  and 
water  supply.  Nobody,  he  believed, 
woidd  contend  that  any  of  the  subor- 
dinate corporations  which  might  be  es- 
tablished in  the  metropolis  ought  to  have 
such  powers  pUoed  ia  its  hands.   What- 
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as  to  matters  of  detaJl,  no  one,  he  pro- 
Bumed  would  advocate  the  proposal  that 
tl^e  management  of  the  police  force  of  a 
great  city  like  London  ehould  be  sub- 
divided under  ten  different  authorities. 
As  tbings  at  present  stood,  the  disad- 
vantage of  having  the  police  under  two 
distinct  authorities  was  felt,  and  the 
inconveniences  of  that  state  of  things 
would  be  far  more  than  proportionately 
multiplied  if  such  a  subdivision  of  autho- 
rity as  was  proposed  should  be  carried 
into  effect.  Ag(un,  the  supply  of  water 
to  the  metropolis  was  surely  a  matter 
which  ought  to  he  managed  by  a  great 
central  authority.  The  minor  operations 
connected  with  drainage  might  he  con- 
ducted, as  now,  by  vestries  or  local 
Boards ;  but  any  great  undertaking,  such 
as  that  which  had  been  so  successfully 
executed  by  the  Metropolitan  Board  of 
Works,  coi^d  only  be  carried  out  by  a 
central  authority.  Then,  on  such  mat- 
ters as  the  cattle  plt^;ue,  there  must  be 
one  authority  to  over-ride  the  subordinate 
bodies.  That  being  so,  he  would  ask 
whether  there  remained  other  duties  of 
sufficient  importance  to  justify  the  es- 
tablishment, in  the  metropolis  for  their 
discharge,  of  a  number  of  corporations 
modelled  on  those  which  existed  in  the 
provinces,  with  their  mayors,  aldermen, 
and  common  councilmen  ?  Without  ex- 
pressing any  decided  opinion  on  the 
point — -he  had  merely  indicated  doubts 
— he  must  at  leaet  express  his  concur- 
rence with  those  who  maintained  that 
there  existed  a  necessity  for  a  reduction 
in  the  niuuber  of  the  bodies  by  which 
the  metropolis  was  now  governed.  But 
there  was  a  «-eat  difference  between  nine 
bodies  and  mirty-eight.  One  advantage 
arising  from  a  reduction  in  the  number 
would,  in  his  opinion,  be  that  we  should 
be  able  to  secure  the  services,  to  manage 
tiie  affairs  of  the  larger  districts  which 
would  thus  be  created,  of  a  class  of  men 
different  &oni  those  who  now  presented 
themselves  to  transact  the  business  of 
the  local  Boards.  The  extension  of  the 
area  presided  over  would  give  increased 
dignity  to  those  by  whom  its  affairs 
were  managed,  while  it  would,  he  be- 
lieved, be  conducive  to  economy.  He 
did  not,  he  might  add,  concur  with  the 
hon.  Qentieman  who  moved  the  rejec- 
tion of  the  Bill  in  doubting  that  the 
change  would  lead  also  to  increased  effi- 
deney.  The  larger  bodies  would  be  dis- 
posed generally  to  employ  mote  skilled 


ght  exist  and  able  men,  and  there  would  be  less 
jobbery,  for  hon.  Members  well  knew 
how  private  influences  might  be  brought 
to  bear  on  vestries  with  the  view  of  in- 
ducing their  members  to  do  that  to 
which  they  ought  not  to  assent.  Then, 
again,  in  the  discharge  of  such  duties 
as  the  looking  after  education,  the  insti- 
tution of  libraries,  and  other  matters  of 
that  kind,  large  were,  he  believed,  likely 
to  be  found  more  efGdent  than  small  bo- 
dies. But,  while  in  principle  he  looked 
upon  the  concentration  of  power  in  large 
districts  as  generally  sound,  he  must  say 
that,  so  far  as  details  were  concerned,  he 
had  fiiiled  to  derive  much  advantage  from 
the  discussion  which  had  arisen.  He 
concurred  in  the  opinion  that  we  should 
avail  ourselves,  as  iar  as  possible,  of  ex- 
isting powers,  and  he  hoped  that  when 
the  Government  brought  forward  a 
measure  dealing  with  the  subject  they 
would  have  the  assistance  of  the  metro- 
politan Members,  and,  above  all,  of  that 
great  Corporation  which  at  present 
wielded  such  extensive  authority,  which 
numbered  among  its  members  so  many 
able  men,  and  which  derived  so  much  in- 
fluence from  its  traditions,  so  intimately 
connected  with  the  history  of  this  country. 
Without  such  assistance,  any  attemjpt 
to  legislate  upon  the  question  would  be 
beset  with  difficulties.  As  to  the  course 
which  the  Government  were  prepared  to 
take,  he  could  only  say  that  it  was  no 
secret  that  they  were  pledged  with  re- 
spect to  the  business  of  thia  Besaion  ; 
and  also,  to  a  considerable  extent,  with 
-espect  to  the  business  of  the  next.  No 
one  could  tell  what  might  be  the  fate  of 
the  Bill  which  had  lately  occupied  so 
much  of  the  time  of  the  House,  or 
whether  the  Government  might  not  find  it 
necessary  to  bring  that  Bill  again  before 
the  House  next  Session.  They  were  also 
pledged  to  deal  with  the  land  question  in 
Ireland — a  question  surrounded  by  equal 
difficulties.  Then  there  was  the  question 
of  education,  which  must  lead  to  much 
discussion,  besides  the  question  of  licens- 
ing and  that  of  local  taxation.  These 
were  subjects  of  great  coniplexity  and 
pressing  importance,  and  he  might  add 
that  every  day  convinced  the  Govem- 
ment  more  and  more  of  the  necessity  of 
thoroughly  considering,  not  simply  with 
regard  to  the  metropolis,  but  in  refer- 
ence to  the  whole  country,  thepresent 
system  of  local  administration.  His  right 
hon.  Friend  the  President  of  the  Poor 
Law  Board  had  already  submitted  hia 
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views  to  the  House,  with  respect  to  the 
best  mode  of  dealing  with  Uie  poor  in 
London,  while  the  aanitair  condition 
of  the  country  was  the  Bubject  of  in- 
quiry. There  might,  therefore,  be 
some  advantage  in  delay,  ao  far  as  tak- 
ing up  the  question  under  discussion, 
was  concerned.  He  could  not,  at  all 
events,  undertake  to  say  even  that  a  Bill 
with  respect  to  it  would  be  introduced 
next  Session ;  but  he  would  assure  the 
House  that  the  subject  would  receive 
the  attentive  consideration  of  the  0«- 
vemment,  and  that  it  would  be  with 
great  pleasure  he  would  introduce  a 
measure  with  a  view  to  its  settlement  as 
soon  as  he  found  himself  in  a  position  to 
do  HO. 

Mr.  BUXTON  said,  that  after  what 
had  fallen  &om  the  right  hon.  Qentle- 
man  the  Secretary  of  State  for  the 
Home  Department,  he  was  prepared  to 
withdraw  his  Motion. 

Mr.  BENTINCK,  however,  declined 
to  withdraw  his  Amendment. 

Mr.  GLADSTONE  said,  that,  as  the 
House  was  taken  by  surprise,  in  conse- 
quence of  the  refusal  of  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber to  withdraw  the  Amendment,  he 
should  vote  for  the  Motion. 

Mr.  BENTINCK  said,  he  must  deny 
that  the  House  had  been  taken  by  sur- 
|niae.  He  had  distinctly  stated  that  he 
intended  to  press  his  Amendment. 

Question,  "Thattheword  'now'stand 
part  of  the  Question,"  put,  and  agreed  to. 

Main  Question  put,  and  ttegatked. 

Bill  withdrawn. 

SUNDAY    AND   RAGGED   SCBOOLS   BILL. 

(Mr.  Charlei  Seed.  Mr.  Bailey,  Mr.  Oravet, 

Mr.  M-Arlhur.) 

(bill  67.)     SECOXD  BKADCt'O. 

Order  for  Second  Beading  read. 

Me.  CHARLES  EEED,  in  moving 
that  the  Bill  be  now  read  a  socond  time, 
said,  that  the  numerous  Petitions  which 
had  been  presented  approving  of  the  pro- 
visions of  the  Bill  afforded  clear  and  con- 
clusive evidence  of  tho  feeling  existing 
in  the  country  on  the  question.  Some 
persons  might  think  the  matter  was  one 
of  light  moment ;  but  he  was  bound  to 
say  uiat,  in  his  opinion,  it  was  one  of  very 
grave  importance,  and  involved  interests 
of  a  national  charwiter.  He  was  glad 
to  see  that  in  this  House  there  was  no 
<lueBtion  attracting  greater  attention  and 
interest  among  hon.  Members  than  that 
Mr.  Brvff 


which  had  to  do  with  the  education  of 
the  humbler  classes  of  the  community. 
It  might  not  be  generally  known  that 
there  was  an  institution  in  this  country 
influencing  and  controlling  large  masses 
of  the  population — an  institution  which 
was  effeoting  very  great  results,  and 
which  now,  for  the  first  time  in  its  history, 
came  to  the  Bar  of  the  House  of  Com- 
mons, not  to  ask  for  any  favour,  or 
exemption  from  any  liability  hitherto 
resting  upon  it,  but  to  ask  that  no  bur- 
den might  be  placed  upon  it  &om  this 
time  forth,  and  that  it  might  be  allowed 
U>  do  its  work  with  the  same  advantage 
and  success  that  it  had  hitherto  done 
to  the  communi^  at  large.  He  should 
not  exaggerate  this  matter  when  he  said 
that  the  Ilagged  and  Sunday  Schools  of 
this  coimtry  were  a  power  in  the  land. 
They  were  the  outgrowth  of  pious  zeal 
and  spontaneous  benevolence.  They  be- 
longed  to  no  party,  and  although  they 
were  certainly  supported  by  different  de- 
nominations, they  were  emphatically  the 
institution  of  the  people,  and  they  com- 
prised an  educational  apparatus  to  which 
the  people  were  very  much  attached. 
Ever  since  the  great  Act  of  Elizabeth, 
upon  which  otir  Poor  Law  had  been 
based,  schools  had  been  free  from  liabi- 
lity to  local  rates,  and  in  the  3  &  4 
Will.  IV.  there  was  an  exemption  for 
oU  churches,  chapels,  and  schools.  In 
the  Towns  Improvement  Clauses  Act  'of 
1847,  it  was  ejqiressiy  provided  that  no 
church  should  berated,  nor  any  building 
exclusively  used  for  the  purposes  of  the 
gratuitous  education  of  the  poor.  They 
knew  that  in  Birmingham  that  Act  had 
come  into  operation,  and  no  rate  had 
been  allowed  to  rest  upon  these  institu- 
tions, and  no  question  would  have  arisen 
but  for  the  judicial  decision  pronounced 
by  Lord  Wostburj',  and  subsequently 
confirmedby  Mr.  Justice  Blackburn, whidi 
declared  that  all  buildings  of  a  charit- 
able or  eleemosyna^  character  must  bo 
rated  to  tho  poor.  Now  this  decision  had 
swept  away  the  prescriptive  right  of 
centuries,  and  had  involved  these  schools 
in  great  embarrassment.  The  teachers 
had  been  slow  to  believe  it,  and  he  waa 
glad  to  say  the  local  authorities  had 
been  slow  to  act  upon  the  decision,  and 
still  continued  to  excuse  many  schools 
from  the  rate.  ParUament  was  there- 
fore now  asked  to  decide  that  question 
which  was  at  present  left  open  to  flie  local 
authorities  to  determine.  In  1866,  when 
this  question  first  ai-ose,  two  inquiriea 
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were  made  in  that  House.  If  he  did  not 
mistake,  one  was  raised  by  the  hon.  Gen- 
tleman the  Member  for  North  Warwick- 
shire (Mr.  Bromley  Davenport),  and  the 
other  by  a  Gentleman  on  his  side  of  ithe 
House ;  and  the  answer  distinctly  given 
by  the  Secretary  of  State  for  the  Home 
Department  in  the  late  Ouvemment  was 
that  the  subject  was  under  the  consider- 
ation of  the  Government,  but  he  could 
give  no  promise  of  a  Bill  that  Session. 
Now  this  was  rather  less  ambiguous  than 
many  answers  given  by  the  occupants 
of  the  &ont  Benches,  and  the  Sunday 
School  teachers  of  the  country  understood 
those  words  as  meaning  that  although  the 
(Jovemment  had  not  time  fo  deaf  with 
the  question  then,  there  was  a  high  pro- 
habihty  that  they  would  hereafter  bring 
in  a  measure  to  settle  this  question  of 
difficulty  and  embarrassment.  He  held 
ttLerefore  that  the  late  Government  did 
pledge  themselves  to  the  teachers  of  the 
country  that  they  would  give  considera- 
tion to  the  settlement  of  this  question. 
Some  deputations  had  since  waited  upon 
Ministers  but  nothing  had  been  done ; 
and  now  that  a  new  House  of  Commons 
had  assembled  it  was  thought,  by  the 
friends  of  these  institutions,  that  the 
whole  question  should  be  brought  to  a 
settlement  by  a  Bill.  The  Government 
was  not  to  decide  the  matter ;  but 
this  House  was  called  upon  to  declare 
what  the  will  of  the  people  was  with 
regard  to  these  institutions.  In  1782, 
Eobert  Boikes  —  a  name  not  to  be 
mentioned,  and  especially  in  the  House 
of  CommonH,  without  the  greatest  re- 
spect and  reverence  —  formed  the  first 
Bagged  School,  from  which  had  arisen 
the  whole  body  of  Sunday  Schools,  at 
present  occupying  so  high  and  import- 
ant a  position  in  the  country.  Mr. 
Baikes  with  a  wonderful  amount  of 
foresight  gathered  the  children  together 
from  the  streets  of  Gloucester,  where 
they  were  creating  the  greatest  amount 
of  miachiof.  He  hired  persons  to  take 
charge  of  them  and  teach  them,  and 
his  institution  grew  until  it  became  so 
considerable  as  to  be  attacked  in  both 
Senate  and  cathedral  as  one  of  a  dan- 
gerous character  to  the  country.  But 
what  had  happened  ?  That  institution, 
which  began  in  1782,  acquired  such 
strength,  Uiat  in  1618,  there  were  5,463 
schools  in  the  country  with  1,500,000 
scholars.  By  the  Census  of  1851  there 
appeared  to  be  23,498  of  these  schools, 
with    2,407,000    childi'eu,      On  March 


30,  1651,  which  was  the  Sunday  upon 
which  the  Census  was  taken,  there  were 
present  78  per  cent  of  the  whole  num- 
ber of  children  on  the  books,  ThiB 
proved  that  these  institutions  were  no 
visionary  matter.  Taking  the  same  basis, 
he  calculated  that,  in  1869,  taking  the 
whole  of  the  schools  of  the  United  King- 
dom, there  would  be  3,897,000  children 
visiting  them,  their  gratuitous  teachers 
numbering  no  less  than  496,000.  He 
could  not  help  tbinlring  the  House  would 
view  this  progress  as  something  wonder- 
ful, and,  as  far  as  he  knew,  it  had  no 
parallel  in  history.  He  quoted,  from 
the  Report  of  Minutes  of  Evidence  taken 
on  Education  of  the  Lower  Orders  of  the 
Metropolis,  1817,  a  statement  of  Mr. 
ButterworUi  (Member  for  Devon),  in 
these  words — 

"Tbe  political  benefltt  of  Sandaj  School)  to 
•ooietf  ii  iDcalouIsbls  ;  for  not  onlf  the  ptinoiplel 
of  lojaltj  and  obedience  to  the  laws  are  initilled 
into  the  minds  of  tbe  ohildren,  but  thej  are  Btted 
to  BcrTe  the  State  in  Tarioni  vajsbfbeinKtangbt 
to  eerre  thetngelres  in  an  induatrloui  and  honest 
course  of  life.  The  nttsDhment  of  children  to 
SandsT  Schools  and  their  improvement  in  them  it 
Tcrj  eoniiderible.  There  are  a  great  number  of 
poor  children  who  are  employed  by  their  parents 
during  Che  week,  who  have  no  other  opportunity 
than  that  afforded  on  Sunday  of  receiving  in- 


The  history  of  that  class  of  efforts  waa 
well  written  by  the  pen  of  a  Quarttrly 
Reviewer,  in  these  words — 

"  Patience  and  prinotple  bate  oonqaered  all 
dlffloultiei,  and  now  we  see  on  each  evening  of  the 
week  huadredi  of  theie  joung  maniac*  engaged  in 
diligent  stadj,  clothed,  and  in  their  right  mind. 
Ladies  and  gentlemen  who  walk  in  purple  and  fine 
linen  and  fiire  anmptnouilj  ever;  day  oan  form  no 
adequite  idea  of  the  pain  and  toil  which  the 
fbundere  and  condactori  of  these  schools  have 
joffuUy  sastaiDod  in  their  eioiple  and  fervent  piety. 
Surrendering  nearly  the  whole  of  the  Sabhath — 
(heir  only  day  of  rest — and  often,  after  many 
hoars  of  toil,  giving,  besides,  an  evening  in  tbe 
week,  they  have  plunged  into  the  foulest  localities, 
fostid  apartments,  and  harassing  duties.  All  this 
they  hare  done,  and  still  do,  in  the  genuine  spirit 
of  Christian  charily,  without  the  hope  of  recom- 
pense  of  money,  or  of  &me — it  staggers,  at  first, 
our  belief,  bnt,  nevertheless,  it  is  true,  and  many 
a  Sonday  School  teaoher,  thus  poor  and  lealons, 
will  rise  up  in  judgment  with  taiy  eccloiiaatics, 
hoisterons  eeetariaos,  and  self-seeking  elatesmeo." 

Ho  would  say,  in  the  strictest  Par- 
liamentary sense,  that  non-interference 
in  this  matter  would  be  unfair.  Im- 
politic and  oppressive.  He  said  it 
would  be  unfair,  because  churches,  cha- 
pela,  and  some  other  places  were  ez- 
empt  from  payment  of  these  rates  on 
the  ground  that  they  were  places  of 
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religious  worship.  He  had  himeelf 
been  a  Sunday  School  teacher  for  forty 
years,  and  he  spoke  in  the  presence  of 
hon.  Gentlemen  who  had  acted  in  a 
similar  capacity,  all  of  whom  would  bear 
testimony  that  these  Ragged  and  Sun- 
day Schools  were  conducted  upon  reli- 
gious principlea,  and  religion  was  taught 
and  religious  worship  carried  on  within 
their  walls,  in  the  most  decorous  and 
proper  manner,  adapted  to  the  wants  of 
the  children  frequenting  them.  It 
might  be  asked  why  did  not  these 
schools  take  a  license  as  places  of  wor- 
ship? But  that  was  not  what  they 
wanted ;  what  they  asked  for  was  a 
declaration  from  the  House  of  Com- 
mons that  they  should  not  lose  the  exemp- 
tion hitherto  enjoyed  by  them.  These 
schools  had  often  been  held  in  con- 
fined and  inconvenient  places  simply 
to  avoid  rating.  He  had  seen  one  iu 
the  belfry  of  a  church ;  and  it  did  seem , 
hard,  when  a  separate  building  was 
procured,  there  should  be  a  liability  to 
pay  the  rates.  There  had  been  a  great 
extension  of  school  accommodation  of 
lato  years,  and  separate  buildings  had 
been  erected ;  everything,  in  fact  hav- 
ing been  done  for  their  improvement. 
But  what  was  the  reward  which  they 
were  to  get  ?  Why,  if  they  were  con- 
nected with  a  church  or  chapel  they 
were  not  to  be  taxed,  but  if  they  had 
a  separate  building  the  rate  collector 
woud  come  and  make  his  demand  upon 
them.  Tho  cost  of  these  institutions 
was  borne  by  the  teachers ;  there  was 
no  common  fund  from  which  money 
could  be  taken  to  pay  this  tax,  and 
therefore,  he  said,  to  make  them  liable 
to  pay  these  rates  would  be  most  unfair. 
Further,  he  contended  that  it  was  of 
national  advantage  that  these  schools 
should  be  preserved,  and  nothing  done 
to  discourage  their  development.  It 
was  the  first  duty  of  Parliament  and 
of  statesmen  to  repress  the  growth  of 
the  criminal  classes  as  much  as  they 
could,  and  to  attack,  wherever  they 
met  them,  ignorance,  improvidence,  in-  ■ 
temperance  and  vicious  habits.  This, 
ho  oelieved  would  be  best  done  in  these 
schools,  where  children  were  brought 
together  to  get  instruction, based  upon 
the  highest  principles  of  religion  and 
morality.  He  noticed  that  there  waa  a 
tendency  in  the  House  to  foster  purely 
secular  education  in  our  day  schools, 
and  if  this  were  done  it  would  ren- 
der it  more  necessaiy  to  preserve  6un- 
Mr.  Charha  Reed 


day  Schools,  where  religious  instruc- 
tion would  continue  to  be  given.  The 
day  school  dealt  mainly  with  the  mental 
and  the  intellectual- — the  Sunday  school 
with  the  conscience  and  the  heart ;  the 
children  would  be  taught  what  was  their 
duty,  and  the  Word  of  God  would  be  set 
before  them  as  the  highest  standard  of 
du^-.  He  would  quote  the  opinion  of 
the  Dean  of  Chichester,  who,  as  Vicar 
of  Leeds,  had  had  so  ample  an  opportu- 
nity of  observing  the  influence  of  Sunday 
schools — 

"The  retigioua  edaoatian  of  the  people  [i  giTen 
in  our  Snnda;  Sobooli.  The  miinBts}  of  r»- 
ligioua  education  in  to  bs  found  in  oar  Sunday 
Schools.  The  most  eameaC,  ttie  most  dsToted, 
the  most  pious  of  oar  Bereral  oanf^gationB  are 
acoustomed  -with  meritorious  >eat  to  dedicate 
themsfllres  to  the  great  worlc.  All  olaiaei  sra 
hlended  together — rich  and  poor — one  with  an- 
other, rejoice  to  uodertake  the  oSlce  of  Sundajr 
School  teacher.  Manf  foting  men  and  joang 
women  who  haie  no  other  dn;  in  the  week  for 
recreation  and  leisure,  with  b  leal  aod  ehaiit; — 
for  which  maj  God  Almighty  bleu  them  ! — con- 
secrate th«ir  little  leisure  on  the  Lord's  Daj  to 
the  training  of  little  children  in  the  waf  they 
ought  to  go.  It  is  hare  that  we  are  to  look  for 
the  Tsal  religious  education  of  our  peofde." 

He  would  quot^  also  the  opinion  of  Sir 
James  Kaye  Shuttleworth,  who  avowed 
that  in  the  Sunday  School  forty-five  years 
ago  he  received  the  first  impulse  to  ob- 
serve, inquire,  and  ponder  on  the  methods 
and  discipline  of  schools  for  the  people, 
and  says — 

"  The  Sundaj  School  was  the  root  from  which 
•prang  our  irstem  of  da;  (ohoola.  The  foreo 
which  makes  religious  training  the  chief  aim  of 
the  olementsrv  daj  school  was  darivad  from  thii 
root.  The  congregational  organiiation  of  our 
aohool  STstom  bad  the  same  origin.  Long  before 
even  enlightened  atateamen  and  leaders  of  pabllo 
opinion  cared  for  tho  education  of  the  people,  the 
oongregationi  bad  begun  the  work  in  the  Sunday 
School.  When  the  QoTornment  first  attempted  to 
organise  national  eduaatieu,  it  not  avAj  found 
machinerj'  readj  to  its  hand,  but  it  also,  afl«r 
various  experimenta  in  other  directions,  found 
that  the  churches  and  coDgregationa  DOntained 
within  themselies  a  zeal  and  a  purpose  as  to  pub- 
lic education  which  existed  ia  no  civic  bodf,  not 
e>en  in  the  Parliament  itself." 

He  referred  to  the  opinion  of  the  Pre- 
sident of  the  Board  of  Trade,  who 
averred — 

"That  in  the  North  of  England  the  whole  spirit 
of  the  working  claatee  had  been  tonehed  and 
moulded  bj  the  influence  of  Sunday  SohooU." 
How  much  did  the  criminal  classes 
cost  the  countiT?  In  the  district  of 
Lisson  Orove,  there  was  a  small  place 
which  had  earned  for  itself  the  name 
of  "Little   Hell,"    because  it  was   bo 
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pre-eminent  for  its  wickedness,  and  in 
tkat  place  in  the  space  of  fourteen 
months  there  had  been  twentj^-eieht  con- 
victions of  children.  A  Bagged  School 
was  now  opened  in  the  district,  but  it  had 
a  hard  struggle  to  maintain  its  existence ; 
and  if  the  cdlector  were  to  call  there  for 
the  rates,  who  could  be  found  who  would 
be  able  to  pay  them  ?  In  Agar  Town 
diere  were  464  houses,  which  contained 
698  families,  consisting  of  2,960  persons. 
Of  these  people  there  were  1,200  under 
the  age  of  twelve  years,  and  of  that  aum- 
ber  200  odd  vent  to  day  schools,  while 
960  went  only  to  the  Sunday  and  Bagged 
Schools,  and  deriyed  there  all  the  educa- 
tion they  got.  The  work  of  these  schools 
among  these  most  degraded  classes  was 
of  the  utmost  value  to  society.  If  they 
desired  to  check  hereditary  pauperism 
and  crime,  they  had  no  more  powerfiil 
means  at  their  present  command  than 
these  Bagged  and  Sunday  Schools.  They 
developed  a  self-reliant  and  independeat 
spirit,  in  proof  of  which  he  might  men- 
tion the  case  of  a  boy  who  had  often  been 
convicted,  but  was  induced  to  attend  a 
Bagged  School.  Having  then  applied 
himself  to  honest  industry,  he  brought 
his  father  and  mother  out  of  the  work- 
house to  bve  with  him  in  his  own  home. 
If  these  schools  were  to  be  taxed,  where 
was  the  money  to  come  from,  for  there 
were  no  school-pence  to  rely  upon  ?  He 
had  returns  from  a  number  of  districts, 
statinff  that  the  sums  the  schools  would 
be  eiSed  upon  to  pay  in  consequence  of 
the  lato  legal  decision,  would  be  from 
£5  to  £10 — a  sum  equal  to  the  entire 
annual  cost  of  most  small  schools.  In 
Manchester  and  Salford  upwards  of 
10,000  children  were  regular  attendants 
at  the  Bagged  Schools ;  but  half  the 
present  number  of  schools  would  have 
t»  be  shut  up  if  they  were  to  be  called 
upon  to  pay  rates.  In  tho  opinion  of 
the  best  judges,  to  have  to  pay  these 
rates  would  be  a  most  embarrassing  thing 
for  most  of  the  schools,  and  they  would 
be  placed  in  a  position  of  the  greatest  dif- 
ficmty.  Most  of  the  schools  were  now  in 
debt,  and  such  a  thing  as  a  surplus  at 
the  end  of  the  year  was  an  unknown 
quantity  with  them.  At  this  moment 
Uke  Barged  Schools  of  London,  for  in- 
stance, owed  £4,200;  and  to  cast  this 
new  burden  upon  them  would  be  to  pre- 
vent the  planting  of  new  schools  where 
they  were  most  wanted,  to  retard  the  ad- 
vancement of  education,  and  rather  in- 
creaao  than  'i'""'"i«b  the  poonatee  of 


School!  Bill. 


1966 


the  country.  There  was  another  element 
of  good  in  these  schools.  They  promoted 
a  fiision  of  classes,  developing  the  ^Ji- 
pathy  of  the  rich  towards  the  poor.  The 
admission  of  the  lay  element  in  giving 
instruction  in  the  schools  was  most  valu- 
able in  that  respect.  How  was  it  that 
the  poor  could  not  be  got  into  the  church 
in  Bishop^ate,  now  about  to  be  aban- 
doned? "mcy  had  been  told  that  the 
poor  would  go  to  the  school  with  their 
children,  and  therefore  it  was  thought 
better  to  erect  schools  rather  than  to 
build  a  new  church.  The  daught«rs  of 
the  wealthy  classes  gave  regular  instruc- 
tion to  these  poor  children,  and  exer- 
cised a  most  use^  influence,  through 
the  children,  upon  the  parents.  When 
the  Livei  of  the  Lord  Ghaneellort  came 
to  be  extended,  it  would  be  recorded 
tothehonourof  the  present  Lord  Chan- 
cellor, and  as  a  bright  example  for  imi- 
tation, that  for  four  and  thirty  years, 
in.  the  midst  of  his  arduous  professional 
labours,  he  had  devoted  hisSunday  morn- 
ings to  teaching  some  of  the  poor  chil- 
dren of  Westminster.  He  would  quote 
a  passage  from  the  Quarterly  Review — 

"  It  is  a  fact  tbat  soma  2,000.000  of  families 
from  the  humbler  daises  in  this  oounCrj  ara  in- 
trusting  their  children  every  Sunday  to  Ihs  «f- 
fectionato  and  pious  oaro  ef  2£0,000  of  fOung 
pemons.  This  bond  of  pure  moral  confldonoe 
irhioh  Qnites  these  millions  of  parents  with  thess 
myriads  of  teachers  does  not  a  little  to  diffusa 
through  the  land  the  vholesome  coDvielion  tbat 
religion,  after  all,  i)  not  a  thing  of  mere  con- 
TODLion,  or  onlj  another  form  of  human  selfish- 
ness,  but  a  generous  reality.  Anything  that 
should  tend  lo  disturb  this  course  of  unpaid,  un- 
bidden, lelfnlenying  effort  on  the  one  hand,  or 
to  takeaway  occuion  for  this  moral  response  so 
strong  and  natural  on  the  other,  would  not  onl; 
be  a  natioDal  calamity,  but  one,  the  extent  of 
which  no  man  could  limit." 
It  was  difficult  to  exaggerate  the  in- 
fluence of  these  Raj^d  Schools,  and 
an  attentive  observer  —  the  Commis- 
sioner of  the  Daily  Telegraph — noticed 
their  power  and  that  of  Sunday  Schools 
during  the  cotton  famine  in  Lanca- 
shire. To  tax  these  schools  would  be 
a  most  oppressive  thing.  It  had  been 
said  that  tliere  was  a  difliculty  in  draw- 
ing a  line  with  regard  to  the  payment  of 
poor  rates,  but  the  line  was  drawn 
already.  The  exemption  applied  to  Go- 
vernment buildings,  places  of  worship, 
TJniversity  buildings ;  and  if  the  great 
training  places  for  the  richer  classes  wera 
exempted,  why  should  these  schools,  in 
which  the  lowest  classes  in  tlie  country 
were  trained,  bo  made  to  pay?     The 
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Kreat&T  the  inability  to  meot  the  demand 
for  payment  of  these  rates,  the  more 
meroiful  should  be  the  consideration 
shown.  This  was  to  a  great  extent  the 
people's  own  effort,  for  of  the  teachers  in 
Sunday  and  Ba^ed  Schools  60  per  cent 
had  been  scholars  there,  and  aow  showed 
how  much  they  felt  the  value  of  such 
institutions  by  giving  their  gratuitous 
services  in  extending  to  others  the  bene* 
fit  they  had  received  themselves.  They 
pleaded  that  payment  of  the  tax  would  in- 
volve an  increase  of  50  per  cent  in  the 
expenditure  of  the  schools.  It  should  be 
remembered  that  the  Sunday  Schools  had 
been  the  pioneers  of  education  in  this 
country,  and,  as  the  Dean  of  Chichester 
had  said,  they  were  the  mainstay  of  our 
religious  education.  You  might  as  well 
tax  the  lifeboat,  the  lighthouse,  or  the 
fire-escape,  as  schools  which  tried  to  res- 
cue poor  children  from  the  temptations 
of  the  streets.  Those  schools,  although 
they  were  denominational,  were  not  used 
for  the  purposes  of  sectarian  teaching. 
The  chOdren  who  attended  them  received 
scriptural  instruction;  virtuous  habits 
were  inculcated,  and  that  appeal  to  the 
Word  of  God  which  had  been  declared 
to  be  the  soiirce  and  guarantee  of  our 
national  prosperity — 

"  Thi<  Inmp 
From  off  the  BTerUiting  tbrone,  Meroj  took  down. 
And  in  the  night  of  timo  atood  evermore. 
BgseechiDg  m«o,  to  hvar,  beliere,  uitd  live." 
He  desired  that  this  instruction  might 

Cvade  the  length  and  breadth  of  the 
d,  and  on  all  Uiese  grounds  he  trusted 
the  House  would  support  him  by  voting 
for  the  second  reading  of  the  Bill. 

Mb.  GEAVE8,  in  seconding  the  Mo- 
tion, said,  that  unanswerable  reasons 
had  been  given  by  the  hon.  Member 
(Mr.  0.  Keed)  in  behalf  of  a  principle 
which  he  (Mr.  Graves)  believed  would 
commend  itself  to  the  ^mpatby  and 
support  of  the  House.  It  would  pro- 
baoiy  be  objected  against  it  that  it  was 
only  piecemeal  legislation,  buttherewaa 
nothing  which  was  more  convenient  for 
escaping  the  necessity  of  immediate  ac- 
tion than  to  go  off  with  the  pretext  of 
piecemeal  legislation.  This  Bill  simply 
sought  to  lay  down  a  law  which  had 
been  in  operation  for  three  centuries, 
and  to  set  aside  the  decision  of  one  of 
the  tribunals  of  the  country  with  regard 
to  it.  Another  objection  urged  against 
the  Bill  was  that  it  was  most  desirable 
to  adopt  a  broad  and  intelligible  prin- 
ciple in  assessment  to  the  poor — that  we 
Mr.  CharUiRttsl 


should  have  no  exemptions  whatever, 
but  should  lay  down  one  hard  and  fost 
line  for  eveiy  class  and  description  of 
property  to  whatever  purposes  it  might 
be  applied.  No  doubt  that  would  be  a 
convenient  and  advantageous  principle. 
Some  of  the  exemptions  under  the  sta- 
tute of  Ehzabeth  had  been  carried  to 
such  an  extreme  that  the  owners  of  pri- 
vate property  had  not  unnaturally  sought 
to  have  the  area  of  chai^ability  ex- 
tended to  more  public  property.  But 
why,  because  they  had  gone  to  one  ex- 
treme should  they  now  go  to  the  other? 
There  was  no  wisdom  or  force  in  such 
legislation.  A  system  which  failed  to 
distinguish  in  the  rateabihty  to  the  poor 
between  that  which  created  and  that 
which  prevented  pauperism,  was  ques- 
tionable, if  not  entirely  wrong.  These 
schools  were  a  power  in  the  State,  and 
greatly  tended  to  diminish  pauperism 
and  crime.  It  was  only  those  who  re- 
sided in  large  towns  who  were  aware  of 
the  great  benefit  conferred  by  R^ged 
Schools,  and  he  trusted  therefore  &at 
the  voice  of  the  representatives  of  large 
towns  would  be  raised  in  favour  of  giving 
the  relief  prayed  for.  What  was  the 
Sunday  School  but  the  outwork  of  a 
place  of  worship  ?  And  what  was  the 
Bagged  School  but  the  outwork  of  a 
poor-house  ?  The  Act  3  ft  4  WiU.  YSf. 
specially  provided  that  schools  in  vestiy 
rooms,  whether  attached  to  places  of 
worship  or  not,  should  not  be  liable  to 
be  rated  for  the  relief  of  tbe  poor,  and 
this  conceded  the  very  principle  they 
were  now  contending  for.  In  Ireland,  by 
a  still  more  recent  Act,  all  charitable  in- 
stitutions were  exempt  &om  rating  to  the 
poor ;  in  Scotland  the  Crown  lands  and 
all  institutions  connected  with  science, 
literature,  and  art  were  similarly  ex- 
empt ;  and  even  in  England,  collegiato 
institutions,  places  of  worship,  and  Im- 
perial buildings  were  exempted  from 
rating.  What,  then,  became  of  the  hard 
and  mst  lino  ?  Not  one  shilling  of  State 
aid  had  been  given  to  the  Sunday  or 
Ragged  Schools.  The  present  Bill,  not 
of  a  compulsory  character,  only  sought 
to  enforce  the  law  —  it  only  sought  to 
give  permission  to  support  these  insti- 
tutions in  this  most  indirect  and  paltry 
way.  He  hoped  that  the  Government 
would  not,  by  opposing  the  measure,  in 
which  he  was  sure  they  would  not  bo 
supported  by  the  country,  take  upon 
fhemselveH  a  responsibility  which  he  did 
not  covet. 
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Uodon  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
"  That  the  Bill  be  now  road  a  second 
time."^-(Jfr.  C,  RMd.) 

Mk.  PERCY  wrNDHAM  said,  lie 
muat  admit  that  the  hon.  Member  for 
Hackney  (Mr.  C.  Eeed)  had  not  said  a 
word  too  much  in  praiae  of  the  advan- 
tages to  be  derived  &om  education,  and 
of  the  services  rendered  by  the  teachers 
of  these  schools.  At  the  same  time,  he 
thought  the  principle  involved  in  the 
Bill  was  an  unsound  |)rinciple,  and  one 
which,  if  once  recogmzed,  it  would  be 
fbund  most  difficult  to  limit  in  its  ope- 
ratioQ.  The  House  should  remember 
that  the  exemption  of  one  class  of  pro- 
perty &om  poor  rates  meant  the  increase 
of  these  rates  on  another  class ;  and  why 
should  the  rates  on  other  schools  he  in- 
creased by  the  exemption  of  Sunday  and 
Ra^ed  Schools  ?  '^e  measure  was  not 
a  progressive,  but  a  retrogressive  mea- 
sure ;  for  the  tendency  of  recent  legisla- 
tion, as  in  the  case  of  mines,  had  oeen 
to  rate  all  descriptions  of  property,  in- 
stead of  multiplying  exemptions.  He 
believed  that  the  hon.  Member  for  Liver- 
pool (Mr.  Graves)  was  mistaken  if  he 
supposed  that  the  Colleges  were  not 
rated ;  and  if  he  meant  only  that  the 
University  buildings  devoted  to  science 
or  literature  were  esempt,  the  best  thing 
would  be  to  remove  that  exemption.  Be- 
lieving that  to  concede  the  exemption  of 
Sunday  and  Ragged  Schoob  would  only 
be  to  create  a  similar  demand  in  the 
case  of  other  institutions,  which  some 
might  believe  as  useful  as  these,  he 
begged  to  move  that  the  Bill  be  read  a 
seiL'ond  time  upon  this  day  three  months. 

Amendment  proposed,  to  leave  out 
the  word  "  now,"  and  at  the  end  of  the 
Question  to  add  the  words  "  upon  this 
day  three  months." — {Mr.  Percy  Wynd- 
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Mr.  GK>8CHEN  said,  he  felt  confident 
that,  however  anxious  hon.  Members 
might  be  that  the  Bill  should  be  read 
a  second  time,  they  would  see  the  pro- 
priety of  the  Government  stating  dieir 
views  with  regard  to  it ;  for  it  would  be 
admitted,  after  the  able  speech  of  the 
hon.  Gentleman  who  moved  the  second 
reading  (Mr.  C,  Eeed),  that  the  matter 
was  one  of  considerable  importance,  and 
deserving  the  patient  consideration  of 
the  House.  It  was  the  pleasant  privi- 
lege of  private  Members  to  look  at  such 
a  Bill  as  this  simply  from  the  point  of 
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view  of  the  good  which  that  Bill  would 
effect,  and  not  at  its  general  bearing.  It 
was  the  du^  of  the  Government,  how- 
evei^— though  sometimes  a  hard  and  un- 
popular duty  —  to  see  how  far  a  Bill 
wluch,  taken  by  itself,  might  be  benefi- 
cial, ought  to  be  adopted  by  Parliament, 
having  regard  to  the  general  scope  of 
legislation.  Now,  the  House  had  re- 
quested the  Qovomment  to  undertake 
me  consideration  of  the  whole  question 
of  local  taxation,  and  no  branch  of  that 
question  waa  more  important  than  that 
of  exempting  particular  descriptions  of 
property  firom  rating.  It  would  be  ne- 
cessary in  such  a  case  to  consider  the 
question  of  the  exemption  of  Govern- 
ment property,  as  well  as  of  charitable 
institutions  and  of  schools  generally.  He 
entirely  concurred  in  all  &at  had  been 
said  by  the  hon.  Member  for  Hackney 
(Mr.  C.  Reed)  with  regard  to  the  im- 
portance of  these  charitable  institutions, 
and  he  (Mr.  Goschen)  did  hope,  that 
whatever  criticisms  might  be  passed 
upon  the  course  which  ttie  Government 
would  feel  it  their  duty  to  take  on  the 
present  occasion,  it  would  not  be  said 
that  they  undervalued  the  benefits  con- 
ferred by  Sunday  and  Ragged  Schools. 
The  hon.  Gontleman  had,  no  doubt, 
made  out  a  strong  case  on  behalf  of 
these  institutions,  but  he  (Mr.  Goschen) 
contended  that  Uie  case  made  out  by 
the  hon.  Member  was  just  as  strong  in 
favour  of  giving  direct  aid  to  Sunday 
and  Ragged  Schools  out  of  the  rates  as 
it  was  in  favoiir  of  relieving  them  &om 
rates.  [Mr.  C.  Eeed:  We  do  not  ask 
for  a  rate.]  His  hon.  Friend  said  they 
did  not  ask  for  a  penny,  but  they  really 
did.  What  was  more,  he  (Mr.  Goschen) 
thought  it  was  an  open  question  whe- 
ther direct  aid  should  not  be  given  to 
them.  Whenever  the  general  subject  of 
supporting  schools  by  rates  came  to  be 
discussed,  then  would  be  the  time  to 
consider  the  propriety  of  giving  them 
direct  aid.  At  present,  however,  they 
wished  to  be  considered  as  relying  on 
voluntary  contributions,  while  indirectly 
they  were  securing  public  aid.  Now,  it 
was  only  right  that  we  should  know  on 
which  of  these  principles  they  rested  ; 
because,  if  they  were  to  have  public  pri- 
vileges, they  must  assume  public  respon- 
sibihties ;  the  public  would  have  a  right 
to  know  how  these  schools  were  con- 
ducted ;  and  it  would  be  a  question  how 
far  they  ought  to  fall  in  with  any  sys- 
tem of  assisting  schools  from  the  ratw 
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-whiflh  miglit  coma  before  the  coaatry. ' 
At  all  ereutfl,  they  could  not  be  viewed 
as  eolely  anpported  by  charitable  contri- 
butions, if  they  enjoyed  exemptions  from 
taxation  which  ouier  institutioiia  did  not 
enjoy.  No  machinery  was  prorided  in 
the  Bill  for  carrying  out  the  object  of 
the  meoaure.  The  BUI  aimply  asked  that 
Sunday  and  Sagged  Schoole  should  be 
exempted  &om  Tatin(r.  Was  this  exemp- 
tioa  to  apply  to  all  buildings,  whether 
ueed  oooamonally  or  exclosirely  for  this 
])uipose  ?  [An  hon.  Mkkbeb  :  Exclu- 
mreiy.^  That  was  an  important  admis- 
sion, but  it  was  not  in  me  BilL  The 
podtion,  then,  would  be  this — if  a  build- 
ing was  used  exclusiTely  for  a  Sunday 
Sdiool — that  was,  once  in  seven  days — 
it  was  to  be  exempted  from  rating ;  but 
If  it  was  to  be  put  to  other  uses  during 
the  week,  it  was  not  to  be  so  exemptecL 
So  that  tiie  School  Committee  wouM  be 
placed  in  this  dilemma  —  that  if  they 
used  this  building  for  any  other  pur- 
pose—say, for  a  <uiy  school — they  would 
forfeit  their  claim  to  be  exempted  from 
rating.  With  respect  to  Bagged  Schools, 
many  of  them  were  held,  not  in  separate 
buildings,  but  in  houses  which  were 
rated.  There  was  no  definition  ziven 
of  a  Sunday  School,  and  none  oowd  be 
given  except  that  it  was  a  school  which 
met  on  a  Sunday.  It  might  be  a  school 
held  on  Sunday  in  which  no  religion 
was  taught  at  all,  or  might  be  iireli- 
gioos.  ^ere  were  different  schools  that 
met  on  Sundays  for  secular  teaching. 
A  number  of  workmen  might  meet  to 
hear  a  person  read  history  for  them, 
which  would  be  instructive,  and  might 
be  considered  a  Sunday  School.  He  did 
not  wish  to  base  bis  opposition  to  the 
BUI  on  these  grounds,  because  it  might 
be  that  such  oojectionB  might  be  met  in 
Committee.  The  BiU  esempted  Bagged 
Schools  as  well  as  Sunday  Schools  from 
rating,  but  did  not  define  what  aBagged 
School  was ;  and  he  asked  whether  all 
schools  where  gratuitous  education  was 
given  were  to  be  oonsidered  Bagged 
Schools  ?  It  was  his  business  to  place 
these  practical  difficulties  before  the 
House,  and  if  the  Amendment  were 
pressed  to  a  division  he  should  feel 
t>ound  to  vote  against  the  BiU,  other- 
wise he  would  nave  been  content  to 
move  the  Previous  Question,  looking  on 
this  subject  as  one  of  a  class  which 
must  come  under  consideration  when 
Mr.  Goiehn 


the  whole  question  of  local  taxation  was 
dealt  with. 

Mb.  BARBOW  said,  he  bad  always 
understood  the  object  of  the  Act  of 
Queen  Elizabeth  was  to  tax  the  "be- 
neficial occupation"  of  a  buUding;  but 
those  schools  were  not,  in  the  legal 
sense,  beneficiaUy  occupied,  althon^ 
they  were  productive  of  immense  ad- 
vantage to  the  public,  through  the 
spread  of  education  and  tiie  suppres- 
sion  of  crime.  He  represented  between 
100  and  200  parishee  in  South  Notting- 
hamshire, and  he  did  not  believe  there 
was  a  single  individual  in  the  whole  of 
that  conetitueiu'y  who  desired  that  theae 
schools  should  be  rated. 

Question  put,  "  That  the  word  '  now ' 
stand  part  of  the  Question." 

The  HousQ  divided: — ^Ayes  228  j  Noes 
71  :  Majority  157. 

Main  Question  put,  and  agreed  to. 

Bill  read  a  second  time,  and  eommitted 
for  liutday  next. 


»boli>h  the  diitinotion  ■•  to  prioritj  of  pajiiNiic 
whicb  no*  exiats  betveen  the  Speeialtj  aod 
Simple   Contract    Debt*    of  Dseaued    Psnoni, 

dtrtd  to  be  brought  in  b;  Mr.  Bimdi  Pumh. 

r.  Looii  KiRO,  knd  Mr.  Il>u>uit. 

Baiprttentad.uii  reul  the  fint  time.  [BiU  1«5.] 


POOB    LAW     BOABD    FBOVIStONAL    < 
COimKMATIOn    BILL. 

On  MotlDD  of  Mr.  Pbsl,  Bill  to  oonSmi  tfarae 
ProrltioiuJ  Order*  nude  bjr  the  Poor  Lav  BoftRl, 
UDder  "  The  Poor  Law  AmeDdawnt  Act,  18ST." 
with  reference  to  the  sit;  of  Cheiter,  the  inoorpo- 
r>t«d  hnDdrede  of  Ttinttrad  and  Happing,  in  the 
oonnty  of  Norfolk,  and  the  pariah  of  Wool  La* iog- 
t«n,  in  thecoantjof.SaHel,arrf«r«^  lo  bebroogfat 
in  hf  Mr.  P»L  and  Mr,  Gmohsr. 

BUI ^rM««<«(,M>d read IbaflniOma.  [BilllM.] 

UETBOPOLITAK    OOKMOITS  ACT  (1866) 
AMENDMENT  BILL. 

Select  Oommittea  on  the  MatropoUlao  Com- 
mon! Act  (1866)  Amendment  Bill  mtmimatad: — 
Mr.  Khitchbull- llcoiuin,  Mr.  Fudiuok 
SiiULii.  Mr.  BonHiu-CHTtn,  Mr.  Khiobt,  Mr. 
BniToN,  Lord  Gaonoi  Huoltoh,  Mr.  Audki* 
JoBRBToK,  Sir  UiKRT  Silwih-Ibbitior,  Mr. 
Cbiuii  Rud,  Mr.  RowLun  Wian,  Mr.  IlmnT 
Su«DKUOK,  Colonel  Habttklot.  and  Mr.  Taovu 
Csureiaa : — Power  to  aend  for  penoni,  pspara. 
and  recordi ;  Fi*s  to  be  tha  ^nanun. 

Hon**  a^janmed  at  Sre  minntei 
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MUNICIPAL    FRANCHISE    BILL. 

[BILL.  85]    C0N&CEDERA130N. 


XSU,  as  amended,  contHwed. 

Mb.  JACOB  HRIGHT  moved  a.  new 
clause — 

"ThU  in  thli  Ant  and  tba  raid  TMlted  Aot 
(Hnnimpal  Corpontjon  R«f<irai  Aet,  I8U)  Khere- 
eTsr  words  oomu  whloti  import  ths  muouline 
gender,  tbe  lame  shall  be  beld  to  inolude  femalei 
fiir  all  pnrpout  eoaoeotcd  irith  and  haTing  rehr- 
enoe  to  the  election  of  or  power  to  elect : 
Mites  of  is;  nuiniaipal  oorpontion. 
His  oljeet  iras  to  give  the  municipal 
TOte  to'erery  rate-payer  within  the  moni- 
tnpal  limits;  to  give  to  municipal  property 
the  r6pTesentatio&  which  all  projjerty 
enjoyed  elewhere.  Had  the  proposition 
tieon  an  iuuoTation  —  a  depaitnre  &om 
tbe  custom  and  customary  legislation  of 
the  country — he  would  not  have  brought 
it  in  as  an  Amendment  to  a  Bill ;  but, 
his  object  was  to  remove  an  innovation 
— to  resiet  one  of  the  most  remarkable 
invaffions  of  long  established  rights 
which  the  legislation  of  this  or  any 
other  countiy  could  show.  The  Bill  be- 
fore the  House  was  an  Amendment  oi 
the  Municipal  Corporation  Act  of  1835. 
That  Act  was  the  only  Act  in  regard  to 
local  expenditure  and  local  government 
which  established  this  dieabihty.  Before 
and  since,  all  Acts  of  Parliament  gave 
eveiy  local  vote  to  every  rate-payer.  The 
Health  of  Towns  Act  of  1848  had  a 
(dause  almost  identical  with  the  one  he 
was  moving.  He  was  therefore  asking 
the  House  not  only  to  make  the  Bill  in 
harmony  with  the  general  legislation  of 
the  country,  but  to  allow  it  to  be  in  har- 
mony with  its  latest  expressed  convic- 
tions as  shown  in  the  Act  of  1848.  There 

VOL.  OXCVI.   [tHIED  8BHIE8.] 


were  in  England  seventy-eight  non-^nr- 
porato  towns  which  were  not  ParliaBMa- 
tary  boroughs,  with  populations  varying 
&om  20,000  to  6,000;  in  these  evei^ 
rat»-payer  vot«d.  There  was  little,  if 
any  difference  between  t^eir  govenuaest 
and  that  of  municipal  toinis.  Who 
could  asfdgn  a  reason  why  women  should 
vote  in  one  and  not  in  the  other?  Every 
parochial  vote  was  in  the  hands  of  the 
whole  body  of  rate-payers.  Women  held 
the  most  important  parochial  offices. 
The  sister  of  the  Member  for  Stockport 
hod  acted  as  overseer.  Miss  Burdett 
Coutte  had  been  urged  to  take  the  office 
of  guardian.  Had  she  been  a  lai^ 
rat«-payer  in  a  municipal  town,  what  an 
absurdity  to  shut  her  out  from  the  vote ! 
To  show  bow  the  process  of  disfranchise- 
ment was  going  on,  the  hon.  Member 
quoted  DarCngton  and  Bouthport.  The 
latter  town  was  incorporated  in  1867. 
In  1666,  2,085  persons  were  qualified  to 
vote  for  Commissioners ;  588  of  these 
were  women.  From  the  moment  of  in- 
coiporation  these  votes  were  extin- 
guished, without  a  reason  being  assigned, 
diough  they  had  exercised  them  from 
time  immemorial.  Such  would  be  the 
case  with  any  town  incorporated  for  the 
future.  ■  He  appealed  to  the  metropoli- 
tan Members,  and  showed  them  that  un- 
less his  clauses  were  carried,  when  they 
came  to  establish  corporations  through- 
out the  metropolis,  as  some  of  them  de- 
sired, all  the  female  rate-payers  would 
be  struck  of  the  roll ;  that  over  a  popu- 
lation of  3,000,000  of  people  this  ex- 
clusion would  prevail.  He  stated  that 
3  S  2 


-where  iromen  had  the  vote  they  eiemaed 
it  to  an  equal  degree  witli  the  men.  Mr. 
Lings,  the  eecretary  to  the  Board  of 
Orerseera  of  Manchester,  affirms  that 
according  to  his  experience  the  number 
of  men  and  women  who  vote  in  local 
afiaire  bears  a  just  proportion  to  the 
number  of  each  on  the  register. 
showed  that,  as  the  Bill  was  a  lai^ly 
enfranchising  measure,  his  claoae  iras 
in  strict  harmony  with  die  Bill ;  but  that, 
while  the  Bill  sought  to  increase  the  re- 
presentation of  those  who  woto  already 
considerably  represented,  the  clause 
which  he  wished  to  add  would  give  re- 
presentation to  those  who,  within  the 
municipal  towns,  were  totally  deprived 
of  it.  He  concluded  by  saying  that 
queations  had  come  to  lum,  since  these 
Amendmentfl  had  been  on  the  Paper, 
from  women  in  different  parts  of  the 
country,  and  firom  those  who  by  tiheir 
social  and  intellectual  positions  might  be 
regarded  as  representatives  of  their  sex, 
a^ing  why  there  should  always  be  this 
tender  regard  for  the  representation, 
and  therefore  the  protection  of  men, 
and  this  apparent  disregard  for  the  in- 
terests of  women ;  and  he  appealed  to 
the  House  by  its  decision,  to  show  that 
as  regards  these  local  franchises,  it  had 
a  common  regard  for  the  whole  body  of 
rate-payers. 

Mr.  ETfLAiroS  seconded  the  Motion. 

Mb.  BBUCE  said,  that  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber had  shown  conclusively  that  this 
proportion  was  no  novelty,  and  that  in 


every  form  of  local  government,  except 
under  the  Municipar  Oorporation  Act, 
females  were  aUowed  to  vote.  Tha 
clause  introduced  no  anomaly,  and  he 
should  give  it  his  cordial  support. 

Motion  agretd  to. 

Clause  aidtd  to  the  Bill. 

8m  CHARLES  WENTWOBTH 
DILKE  moved,  in  Clause  1,  omit  the 
word  "  male." 

Amendment  agrttd  to. 

Other  Amendments  made. 

Mk.  ttODDS,  in  the  absence  of  Mr. 
mov»d   the   addition   of   a 


(QiuMoitioD  of  fttdmnsD  and  oonndllon.) 

"Wlien  mj  boroagh  ooniiituiK  of  len  thu 
four  wards  shidl  at  an;  time  banukflar  b«  diridad 
into  ft  greater  number  of  wardi,  tbe  qualification 
far  an  aldernwn  or  ooonoUlor  of  aaoh  borough 
ahall  not  be  inoreaMd  or  altered  in  oonteqnenee 
of  aaoh  diriiioQ,  bnt  shall  oontinne  the  same  al  if 
loeh  boroDgh  oonsiited  of  less  than  fonr  wards." 

Clause  agrud  to  and  added  to  the  Bill. 

Mb.  TTTB'RTTR.T  moved  the  insertion  of 
a  clause  permitting  a  councillor  or  alder- 
man to  reside  wiuiin  twenty  miles  of  a 
borough. 

On  Motion  of  Mr.  Bauos  the  figures 
fifteen"  substituted  in  {dace  of 
"  twenty." 

Clause  agreed  to. 

Bin  to  be  read  a  third  dme  upon 
Wedneeday. 
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Hsiaopoui — Choboh  o?  EnsLun— EnooAnoK — CRiuurAi,  Liw. 


ABERCOEN,  Duke  of 
IreUnd- State  of.  T2T 
Iriih  Cbnrcb,  IBBl 


Abdtoeb,  Lord 

Parochial  Soboola  (Scotland),  Oomm.  tl.  Id, 
Amendt.  147:  i".  3T,  Amende.  461  ;  Report, 
1383  ;  a.  18,  Amendt.  1388 


Abytnttian  War— Coat  of  the  War 

<^atioa,  Mr.   Candliah ;  Anawer,  The  Chan* 

oellor  of  the  Exchequer  ifiiy  4,  lOS 
Hoied,  That  a  Select  Commiitee  he  appointed, 

oeia  ot  coit  in  proieculing  tlie  War  with 
Abyasinia  over  the  eetimale  aubmltled  to 
Farliameot"  (Mr.  Candliih)  June  8,  1439  ; 
after  debate.  Motion  agreed  to  ;  Liat  of  (be 
Commidee 

AoLAiTD,  Mr.  T.  J).,  Davonthirt,  N. 
Arnj  E»(imBte« — Teomanrr,  1ST9 
Endowed  Schools,  Comm.  cl  IS,  1786  i  cl.  It>, 
1770, 1771  :  cl.  29, 1774  ;  cl.  41, 1780 
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Apderley,  Bight  Hon.  0.  B.,  Staffbrd- 
thirt,  N. 
Britiah  Columbia,  Motion  for  Papers,  1122 
Endowed  Soboob,  Comm.  el.  15,  1766  ;  d.  29, 
1778 

Admiralty  Jurisdiction  (Coimtr  Courts) 
Bill 

{Mr.  Nonmod,  36:  ffeadbau,  Jfr.  CandlUh) 
«.  BiU  withdrawn  •  May  11  [fiiU  3] 

Abtocatb,   The  Lord  (Bight  Hon.   J. 

Monckeiff),    Glasgow  and  Aherdtm 

Vniversitiei 

Bankrupted  Comm.  cl.  40,  1410 ;   d.  U,  1SB6 

Game  Lawa  (Scotland),  Nomination  of  Com* 

mittee,  S31 
Irish  Churcb,  Comm.c:.  36,131,  377;  3B.  1010 
Scotland— Sheriff  Courta,  1039 
Scotland — Endowed  Soboola,  Ao.,  Motion  for  a 
Commiaaion,  1444 

Agae-Ellib,  Hon.  L.  G.  F.,  Ktlkmw  Co, 

Irish  Church,  Comm.  tl.  CB,  39S  C)Q  IC 
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196. 

Aggravated  Aiaanlts  Amendment  Bill 

[H.L.]      (TA«  Marifuiur  Towmhend) 
I.  MoTcd,  "  That    tbe    Bill   b«   now  read   2' 
Man  11.664  (No.  UO) 

Ameodt.   to  lenve  oat   ("now")   and    inie 

S.hia  da;  tit  monlbs")  ( Tht  Earl  of  Mot- 
)  i  after  short  debate,  00  Queation,  Tbit 
<"now,")  to.  :   reuWed   in  the   negati 
Bill  to  be  read  3>  on  tbii  daj  lix  moDtha 


Agrioultural  Statistic 
Qneation,   Mr.   R«ad ;    Antirer,    Mr.    Bright 
Mag  36,938 

Ajblie,  Earl  of 

Parochial  Scboola^Soottand).  Comm.  el.  I,  41S  ; 
el.  30,  lee ;  ci.  68, 1S4  ;  Oaport.  1333, 1S81 

Arkotd,  iSx.  E.,  Balifax 
Ann  J  of  Reaerre,  Rea.  1S19 

Allen,  Mr.  W.  S.,  NmBeiuth-wndfr-Ljiru 
IHihChsreh,  3R.  I0«6 
Howunis,  te..  Opening  of,  on  Snodaf  a,  13SS 

AHDERaon,  Mr.  G.,  6la*gov) 

BaDkropter,  Ootnm.  «I.l,  Amendt.  1111,1313; 
el.  IE,  Amendt.  1331  :  d.  30,  1403 ;  d.  iS, 
AQBDdt.  141T  :  cl,  6i,  Amendt.  1593,  1697  ; 
d.  86,  Amendt.  1606  ;  d.  130, 1909 

Fauperiam  and   Tagnuoy,  HotioB  for  a  Com- 


AjnTEBLET,  Hon.  Colonel  H,,  Caran  Co. 
Sea  Fiaherira  (Ireland),  2n.  1469 

AjTSTBHTHEa,  Sir  B.,  Fif»*hire 
Armjr — Branding  Deaerters,  101 
Arai;  Eat imalee— Militia.  Ae.  1S14 
Game  Law*  (Scotland),  Nomination  of  Com- 
mittM,  631 

Antbobus,  Ut.  K,   Wiitm 
Saliibnrj  If 


Abotu.,  DoVe  of  (Secretaiy  of  State  for 
India) 

GoTvmment  of  ladia  Aot  AmMkdaiMt,  Rapor^ 
091.697,  e».  703 

Life  feerigo,  Bsport,  1370,  1373 

Paroohial  Scheoli  (Scotland),  Comn.  43S,43S, 
4S8,  443 :  d.  1,  444,  44S,  447  ;  d.  19,  44S 
«I.30,a.;  rf.  21,480;  el.  34,Am«idt.  491 
d.  3T,  t&. ;  tl.  03,  463  ;  cl.  AS,  463,  46S 
cl.  70, 460:  Report,  Amendt.  1381,1383, 1384 
d.  16, 1388 ;  d.  38,  Amendt.  ib.,  1»1. 1»3 

5a  Birdi  Preaarratian,  Oomm.  add.  el.81 

ABioraxKAD,  Mr.  G.,  J>undt» 

Merchant    Seamen  and   Greenwich   Ba«pital| 


Abmt 

Bnmding  Dettrler;  Qneation,  Sir  Robert 
Anstruther  ;  Anawer,  Mr.  Cardwell  Mav  4, 
lot  :  QuPBtinn.  Lord  Garliea  i  Anawer,  Hr. 
CardncU  May  11,  073 
Canada — Redaction  of  Fareet,  Qaeation,  Sir 
John  Ubj  \  Anawer,  Mr.  Cardwell  Ut^  13, 
747 


363 
CoatU  Martial  Commurion — Second    BepoH, 

Q^Htion,    Mr.    Sucpoole  ;    Anawer,    Mr. 

OaHwell  Jme  10,  1495 
Crimea — Bntith  Oravei  in  (S#,  Qaeation,  Mr. 

StopTord  ;   Anaww,  Mr.  Otwif  May  3.  17  i 

May  13,  747 
j^ne(/arZ)ruH£Ain«M,Qne>tian,CoIonelN'orUi; 

Anawer,  Mr.  Cardwell  June  7,  ISBA 
Forti/ieatioH$  —  Oan  Shiddt  —  Moncrieff  Ovn- 

Carriagt,  Obeerrationa,  Captain   F.   E.  B. 

Benumont  ;  Replf,  Mr.  Cardwell ;  abort  de- 
bate thereon  June  10, 1370 
EaW-Pay  Lfi*t—  Can  of  Captain   AmIchI, 

Qnettiona.   Mr.  Slaopoeh ;    Aatwere,   Mr. 

Cardwell  May  7,  389 
Soiuehold  Cavaby--  The  Contilcitt,  Qneitioa, 

General  Forett«r ;   Anawer,  Mr.   Cardwell 

May  11,  ST3 
Maurititi*-~TTOOp*  at  the,  QnetUoa,  Colonel 

Sjkea  ;   Anawer,  Captain  Tivlao    June   11, 

IfiSO 
Military  Lahoar  -~AldtTthol  B<trraek»,  Qnea- 

tion,  Mr.  Hanburj-Traoj  ;    Anawar,  Captain 

TiTian  June  3,  1309 
MlUHa  C^ieeri  —  ffonamry  Bant,  (taeatloa, 

Mr.  Staopoele;  Aniwer.Mr.  Caldwell  May  13, 

749 
Patrietit  FitHd  Commitiion—Beptn  of  Ex- 

eevtiiM    CommiOet,    daeatien,    Mr.    Locke 

King  ;  Anawer,  Mr.  Cardwell  May  10,  460 
FoIunCMT   Capitation    Orattt,    Quealion,   Hr. 

Simondai   Anawer,  Mr.   Canhrell  Jim>  T, 

1398 


;  Anawer,  Mr.  CMdwril  Mof  T,  388 


Arnuf  of  Reterve 
Amendt.  oa  Coaunltla*  of  Si^plf  Jmie  10,  To 
leave  out  from  "That,"  and  add  "in  Iba 
opinion  of  tbia  Uonae,  the  eatahliabment  ti 
a  aafflclent  and  reliable  Army  Reaerre  i«  a 
matter  of  nrgent  need  "  {Lord  EUho),  1409; 
Quaatinn  propoaed,  ■•  That  the  wcrda.Ae. ;" 
after  long  debate,  Amendt.  WLthdrawn 


Assessed  Bates  Bill 

(Hr.  Qotehen,  Mr.  Seereiary  Bniea,  Mr.  JoU 

Bright) 

«.  Morad,   "That    the    Bill   be    now   read  3* " 

June    T,    1399;    after   long   debate.    Bill 

reads'  [Bill  St] 

Report  Jkiw  S        [tUU  148] 


Attornit    Oenzrai^  The  (Bu   B.   P. 
Collier).  Pl^wuth 
BsDkrupMj,  CoDim.  «i.  1,   I3II  ;  cl.  6,  1213) 

ej.  0,1213.   laiS,   131S;eJ.  T,    1317,  1S18  ; 

cl.   8,   1310;    el.  13,  1220;    cl.  U,    1323; 

Amendt.  1333  ;    cl.  15,  I33fi  ;  tl.  S2,  1103  ; 

cl.  36, 14»3  :  el.  43,  1104  ;  el.  4S,  UOS,  U13, 

1«14,  UIS,  1416  ;  cl.  17,  Uie,  HIT  :  cL  4t», 

ib. ;  d.  S3.  1118,  ises  ;  d.  Al,  ISSe,  1S9?  ; 

e(.  AS,  1SB8,   1B03;  el.  61,  18BB,   1899;  d. 

126,    1602.    l&OS,    1601,    1905;    ct.   131, 

Atonndt.  1600  ;  el.  139,  1907 
Elmtiaa  CammiiiiDiii,  7a0 
O'SulliTan'*  Diwbilitf,  Lure,  167,  199 
PltenU  (or  lureatioiu.  Ret.  920 
SutBt«Lav,  ReiuuMi  of  the,  Rm.  1351 

Auttralian   Legitlatim    Atumhh  —  Th» 
ffFarrtU  Pi^eri 
QDNtion,  Obwrratioof,  Mr,  Nswdegata  ;  R«- 
plr,    Mr.    ModmU  ;    ihort  debtta    thenon 
ifoy3,  17 

AtMtria — Gmmereial  I^taty  with 

(tuMtioD,    Ur.    E.    EiartDD ;    AMirtr,    Ur. 
Otwar  ifoy  18, 970 

Atetoh,  Mr.  A.   8.   (Secretary  to  the 

Treaaury),  Thwer  Samhtt 

AbyuinuB  War,  Uotioo  for  »  ConuniitM,  14S8 

BukruptST,  Comm.  d.  54,  1564  ;  cf.  88, 1006  ; 

cl.  118,1900  ;  tl.  13S,  1900 ;  cl.  130,  Amwdt. 

1907 

Connntion  of  Parii,  MotioD  Tor  Piptrt,  1116 

C<nirtirfProb>te(R«cUii«rClaTlEB).  1195 

Caitmii  and  InUiid  Kanaoi,  Comm.  od 
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Ball,   Bight  Hon.  3.  T.,  DuUin  Vni- 
vtrtity 


8S7 


^noDi,  Comm.  add.  d. 


BdmundB'  Scandul,  The,  170 

Ireland —ShanDon  Salmoa  FiibarieL'TlS 

StMJODery  09ke,  573 
Mail  CoDl^■al^  Ket.  Amuidt.  1157 
SaTingi  Banki,  101 
Sea  Fiiheriei  (Iraland],  2R.  1182 
Statute  Lav,  Rviialou  of  tbe,  Rm  .  1353 
Snpplj— New  Law  Coiu-li,  1578 

Aytock,  Mr.  E.  Sinclair,  KiritaUv,  *e. 
Brilith  CDlumbia,  Motion  for  Pupeni,  1103 
Canadk— Intereokinial  fUilway ,  8TI 
Game  Uwi  (Sootlaod),  NomLnation  of  Com- 

mittee,  033 
Irish  Cburob,  Comn.  ct  37,  73 ;  cl.  89  131 
135,  136, 137,  138, 117.  207,  381  ;    Amtndt 
801,308,   318  -Himm. 

N«Tj— Coal  for  (he,  879 

Baqweli^  Mr.  J.,   CloHmtl 
JmUwI— Sutioaerj  OOoe,  013 

TipperuT,  Exin  Polioe  in,  714 
InUnd— O'Sullinn,  Mr,  Caaa  of,  Motioa  for 

a  Committee,  1169 
Iriih  Cburob,  Comin.  el.  33,  84  ;   e'.  S8,  ns  - 

el.  S9,  Ameodt.  130  ;  Coniid.  761 
O'SolliTan'i  Ditabilit;,  185,  ISO;  Lm«,  193 

Baises,  Mr,  E.,  Lged* 
Bankruptcy,  Coain.  el.  16,  1413 
Endoaed  SohoDla,  Comn.  el,  IS,  1707,  1768 
MuKomi,  Ao.,  Upeniu(  of,  ob  Sundaj*,  1378, 

1879  ' 

P«rt  OffiM-Uoiwr  Otdun,  18 


Irish  Cburob,  Comm.  el.  33,  33,  41 ;  d.  80, 01 ; 

el.  61, 121  ;  d.  3,  138 ;  Coodd.  161 ;  aid. 

el  766,  767,  788,  771,  771  ;  Amendt.  770, 

778;  "Sft,  1038 
O'SalliTan's  Diubititf,  Lwn,  333 
Real  Property,  Rm.  BOO 

Banimn-,  Earl  of 
Ireland— Sute  of.  733 
Hunioipal  Ma^tratei,  Remoial  o^  1095 

Bank  of  Snglatid— Payment  of  Dividtttit 

Qaaetlon,    Mr.    Stephea    Cbto  :  Aniver,  TIm 

Chancellor  of  the  Euhequr  May  6, 363 

Baakruptey  {ntommiued)  Bill 

C-lfr.  Attomty  Oenaral,  Mr.  Salieiter  Omural) 
e.  Committee— B.F.  Jtm  3,  1311        [Bill  97] 
Committa*— k.r.  Jytw  8.  1403 
■Bj.  J%m  11,  1S93 
15,  1697 

Bammo,  Mr.  T.,  Svntingdon 
Bankroptoj,  Comm.  el.  16,  1109 

Babnett,  Mr.  H.,  Wwtdttock 
Army  Eatimataa— Taoroanrr,  1576 
BankmpMy,  Coma.  of.  10,  1406 
Cusloma  and  Inland    Rennna,    Cobu.  83? : 

et.  1,811 
Wayi  and  Ueaa*— Oulomt  and  Eudia  Dntiet, 

Rei.  3,  797 

Baebow,  Mr.  W.  H.,  NottiHghawuhirt,  8. 
Bankniptoy,  Comm.  el.  88,  IBUO 
CoDDtf  Finangial  Boards,  Leave,  619 
Sandaj  and  Rxgged  Sobooli,  3R.  1979 
Waji  and  Mean*— Cuitomi  aad  EieiM  DbUm, 
R«i.  9,  787,  796 

Babttzlot,  Colonel  W.  B.,  Siuux,  W. 
Iriib  Cburob,  Comm.  el,  32,  3S  ;  el.  39,  90S, 


Bateuait,  Lord 
Iriab  Cburob.  1678,  ISSO 

Bajeteb,  Mr.  W.  E.  (Secretazy  to  ths 
Admiralty),  Mtndnn,  irt. 
N»Tj— Coal  for  Uw,  879 

Bazlkx,  Mr.  T.,  Manehatter 
Mkil  Oontiaoti,  Res.  1138 
Permiture  ProhibiMry  Liqnor,  3R.  018 

Ieaoh,    Sir  M.   £.    HiaE»-,  BUmetHtr- 

thire,  E. 
Anny  EiclroatM—Milltia,  ko.  1573, 157< 
Aupued  Ratsa,  3R.  1316,  1831 
Irish  Chntoh,  Comm.  tl.  S3.  28;  d.  59,  411, 


Panperiim  and   Vapanoj.  Motion  fcr  k 

»ittc«,a3B 
R/de,  Borongbof,  1033 


•r 
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Bkaoh,  Mr.  W.  "W.  B.,  Bampihire,  N. 
Pauperism  >nd  Vagnnajr,  Motioa  for  *  Com- 

mitiM.  606 
Rjde,  Borough  of,  1691 

Beaumowt,  Capt.,  F.  E,  B.,  Ihirham,  S. 
Abrasinmn  War,  HotioD  for  a  Commitlm,  113S 
Arm^ — Forlifioationa,  *e.  lETO 

Beaumont,  Mr.  H.  F.,  Torkshirt,  W.  R. 
S.Dit). 
Bettinft  [louMi,  391 
Sberifl'i(YorkCoi]nt7],  ISOS 

Beerhoaaea,  ftc.  Bill 

{Mr.  Setwin-llibttton,  Mr.  Ahvi/ii,  Mr.  Beadlam) 

c.  Committee'  :  Report  May  II        [Bill  118] 

Ke-oomm.  *  ;  Report  Mm/  37 

Conaidered*  Jane  1  [Bill  Ul] 

ftead  S°*  June  T 
1.  lUad  1'  ■  (pit  MarqittMt  0/  S<tlithtiTy)  June  8 

HoTod,  "  That  the  Bill  be  now  read  3* " 
June  11,  1$83;  ftfter  iluirt  debate,  BtU 
read  3*  (No.  123) 

BENTmcE,  Mr.  G.  A.  F.  CaTendisb, 
Whitehaven 

CourtiofJuitice,  New,  1309,  1198 

Edmunds'  Soandal,  The.  489 

Iriib  Church,  Comni.  el.  39,  Motion  Ibr  report- 
ing Progreu,  SiS,  3i6  ;  Conud.  oiU.  «{.  TBI, 
TflT 

Manioipal  Corparationa  (Metropotu),  3R. 
ATDfodt.  loai,  i9se 

Spun— Can  of  the  "  Tornado,"  713,  1199 

Betting  Soutet — Suppreuitm  of 
Qncition,    Mr.  II.  F,   BeamnoDt  ;     Aneirer, 
Ui.  Bruoe  May  8,  361 

Blaxe,  Mr.  J.  A.,  Watvr/ord  City 
Iriah  Charefa,  Comm.  d.  69, 120 
•Sea  Fiiberim  (Ireland},  3R.  11S7, 1190 

Bonhau-Cabter,  Mr.  J.,    Wineheiter 
Cuiioma  and  Inland  ReTenne,  CoEom.  el.   IS, 


BouKXE,  Hon.  B.,  Lynn  Regit 
Bankruptej,  Comm.  tl.  SI,  1S93 

BotmnuB,  Bight  Hon.  E.  P.,  Kilmar- 
noeh,  Src. 
Ci'il  Offlot*  Pensions,  Comm.  el.  I,  669 
Endowed  Sebooli,  Comm.  el.  10,  ITIV 
Game  Laws  (Scotland),  Nemlnation  of  Com- 

mlttra,  1781 
O'SulliTan's  Diaabilltr,  Leare,  1S8, 197 :  3R. 

883 
Saliibnr?  Uagiitrata^  1616 

Bowenro,  Mr.  E.  A.,  Eieettr 
Brentford  MagistratM,  The,  970 

BfiAio),  Bt.  Hon.  H.  B.  W.,  Cambridgt- 

SeMb  Adultemllon,  3R,  1937 


Braud,  Mr.  H.  B.,  Serifordthire 
Armf  of  Rcferre,  Res.  1891,  1838 

Bheweb,  Dr.  W.,  Cokheettr 
Countj  Financial  Boards,  Leave,  613 
Iriih  ChDroh,  Consid.  770 
Metropolitan  Poor  Act  Amendment,  3R.  1954 
Municipal  Corporations  (Metropolis),  9R.  1S85 

Bridgwater  Election — Joint  Aidrett 
Commons  Address  agreed  Vo  JumS,  1891 

Bkioht,  Bight  Hon.  John  (Freddent  of 
the  Board  of  Trade),  Birmngham 

Agrioultoral  Statistica,  913 

Aueaaed  RaMs.211.  1339 

Commanioatton  between  Railway  Passengen 
and  Guards,  1313 

Iriah Chnroh,  Comm.  el.  39,390,308 

Light  Duea.  Re*.  177 

Lighthouse  Aoaounti,  1306 

Uetropolitan  Street  Tramwajs,  Oonsid.  (uU.  el> 
739 

Pilotage  Dnes  on  Foreign  Sbip{Hng,  168 

Preston  Railway  Station,  1191 

Railwfl^B — Aooident  at  Abergele,  911 

Seeds  AdnlteraUon,  3R.  1339 


Bkiqbt,  Mr.  Jacob,  Maneheiter 
Endowed  Schools.  Comm.  et.  A,  13,  1761 
PermiaaiTs  Prohihilvr;  Liquor,  3R.  668, 670 

Brodkick,  Hon.  "W.,  Surrey,  Mid. 
Iriib  Church,  Comm.  el.  S3,  Anieadt.  13 

Bbooden,  Mr.  A.,   IFedneshvry 
Ciril   Seriioe   Penriona,  Comm.  cl.  8,  Motim 

for  reporting  Progreas,  873 
Poat   Office  —  Landing    tiails  at  ft  Westera 

Port,  930 

Bbitob,  Bight  Hon.  H.  A.  (Secretat7 
of  State  for  the  Home  Depart- 
ment), Renfrewikirt 

Barking  Creek— Sewage  Ontbll,  380, 1103 

Betting  Houses,  201 

Brentbrd  Magiatntes,  The,  970 

Clerks  to  Magistrates,  1238  :  EspfauMtioa, 
13S9 

Coal  Fields,  Motion  for  an  Addrvts,1fl14 

Contagioua  Diieasoa  Act,  Motion  br  a  Con- 


1777 
Game   Lawi  (Scotland),  Nomination  of  Coi» 

mitiee,  I7S3 
Irelnnd— O'Donoran  Rotia,  Case  of,  1380 
Judicatore  Commlaaion,  1693 
Marriage  withaDeeeued  Wife's SIitBT.OosUB. 

1180 
Majori,  RemoTal  of,  873 
Metropolia — Cremome  Gardens,  1718 
Metropolitan  Poor  Act  Amendment,  3R.  13W 
Mold— Riots  at,  1396 

Municipal  CorpDretionB  (Metropolis),  3R.  1S8S 
Parliament— Whitsoniids  Holld»n>SOB 


(SESSION 
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BsDos,  Right  Hon.  H.  A.— wnC. 

Permiuira  Prohibitor?  Liqnor,  2B.  673,  683 


Reformitor;  Scboola,  Jn 
Rfde,  Borough  of,  1633 
Saliaburf  MagiitratsB,  1615 
Tornpike  TriuU,  IS 


OffendsniiiiTiS 


!Bbc<:e,  Sir  H.  H.,   Cohraine 
Ireland — Cork,  Mkjor  ot,  103 

Derry,  ProalunXion  of,  lOi,  363 
Iriih  Churcb,  Comm.  el.  86,  T3 1  el.  83,  307 ; 
d.  «8,  3J>0  ;  ef.  01,  AnMndt.  430 ;    Coiuid. 
Amendt.  7T8 


BnccLKUOH,  Doke  of 

Paroobiiil  SobooU  (ScotUnd),  Comm.  cl.   S3, 
A  mend  t.  163 

ReprctoDUtiTB  Teen  for  Sootland  —  Double 

BatuTD.  aei 
BnriftlB  B^^nlatiou  Bill 

{16-.  Eat^dd,  Ur.  CharUt  Retd,  Mr.  HeMy 

mehard,  Mr.  CandlUh] 

t.  Bill  withdrawn  ■  Juna  3  [Bill  99] 


Bdbbell,  Sir  P.,  ^ew  Shoreham 
O'Sullivu'i  OiMbiUtr,  3R.  S$i 

Bttey,  Viscount,  Berwick-on- Tweed 
Armj  ot  Reterve,  lUa.  IS36, 1S34,  ISTO 
British   Oolnmbia,  Motion  for  Papers,  1115, 

1128 
Light  DuM,  Rei.  153 
LigbthoDM  AocouDtt,  1306 
NaTj— AdmindtT  Clerki,  Rei.  1039 

BuTLEK-JoHNflTONE,  Mr,  H.  A.,  ConteT- 


BuxTON,  Mr.  C,  Sttrrey,  E. 
Egipt— Vioeroj  of,  120S 
Municipal  CorporatiDiu  (Metropoti*),  3R.  1939, 
1959 

Gaibss,  Lord 

BrighC,  Mr.,  Letter  of,  1791 

Dublin  Cilf  Eleclion,  Addreu,  Amendt.  1381 

GoTernment  of  India  Act  Amendment,  Report, 
6»5,  703 

IreUnd— Irieh  PoUajp  of  the  GoTemment,  873, 
373,  381 

Iriih  Church,  1ST9 

Life  Peerage!,  Comm.  1173  ;  cl.  1,  1308 ;  Re- 
port, 138S 

Newspaper!,  Ao.  3R.  965,  968 

Parochial  Schooli  (Scotland),  Comm.  137; 
«f.  1,  111,  117  ;  el.  OS,  161 ;  d.  70, 16S  ;  Re- 
port, 1381.  1SS5 

Religioui,  Edooationol,  Ik,  SooietiH  Incorpo- 
ration, 9R.  366 


GAKEBOif,  Mr.  D.,  Iwetrftw-ilwre 
Hypothec  AboLitinn  (Scotland),  SR.  350 

Canada — Dominion  of 

Army  —  Reduetion  of  Foreti,  Qnestion,  Sir 
John  Ha7 ;  Anmer,  Hr.  Cardwell  May  13, 
717 

Britith  Columbia,  Motion  for  Addreu  for  "  any 
Papen  on  the  Union  of  Britiih  Columbia 
with  Uie  Dominion  of  Canada"  {Sir  Earry 
Vemey)  Juiu  1,  1098 ;  after  debate.  Motion 

D«Seyard   BaigrantM,   Qneition,    Sir    Barrjr 

Vemej;  Answer,  Mr.  Mcniell  if<^  1,  IDS; 

Queation,  Mr.  Alderman  Salomon! ;  Antwer, 

Mr.  Childsre  June  7,  1397 
Hudion'i  Bay  Company,  (Juealion,  Sir  Staffbrd 

Nortboote ;   Anawer,  Hr.  ModwU  /iuw  10, 

1197 


Oaitslish,  Mr.  J.,  Sunderland 
Abyaaiuia — Coat  of  the  War,  100;  Motion  for 

a  CommittM,  1119. 1139 
Bankruptcj,  Oomm.  el.  6,  1916  ;  el.  18, 1331 
Ciril  Sertioe  Peneiona,  Comm.  el.  3, 873 
Ouatoms  and  Inland  RereDoa,  Conun.  cl.  1, 81S 
Endowed  Sobools,  Comm.  si.  IS,  Amendt.  176S; 

el.  11,  1783 
Irish  Cbureh.  Comm.  d.  69, 103 
Light  Dues,  Rea.  183 
Mail  Contraot*.  Rea.  1117 
O'SuUiran'a  Diaability,  3R.  BS3 
Pilutage  Dnea  on  Foreign  Shipping,  IBS 
Ways  and  Maani — Cuatoma  and  Exoii*  DoUNf 

Rei.  2,  801 


CANTEEBimT,  ArchbiBhop  of 

Biihopa  of  tbe  Sooth  Weetem  Diitriot,  S,  8 

Irish  Church,  3R.  1707 

Parochial  Sohooli  (Scotland),  Oomm.  d.  30,  UT 

Oahdwzll,  Sdglit  Hon.   £.   (Secretary 

of  State  for  War),   Oxford  City 
Army — Queallons,  Ac, 

Branding  Deserters,  101,573 

Chelmsfard.  Rifle  Range  at,  301 

Courts  Mnrtial,  1195 

Finei  for  Drunkenneaa,  1296 

ForliBaatiODB,  Ac.  1972 

HoDsebold  CaTalry,  573 

Militia  Offlcera,  719 

Patriotic  Fond  Oommlasion,  460 

Rintonl,  Captun,  Caw  of.  389 

Tolanteer  Capitation  Grant,  1399 

Wightman,  Ensign,  Cnae  of,  388 
Armr  of  Retem,  Rt).  1535 
Armr  EiCimatea— Militia,  Ac.  1571 

Teomanrj,  1577 
Canada— Reduction  of  Foroes,  717, 718 
Irish  Church,  3R.  096 


Carnabton,  Earl  of 
Ireland — Irish  Polie;  of  the  GoTwnnMiit,  SOS 
Irish  Church,  1079 ;  3R.  1717 
Lifo  Peeragen,  Comm.  1170     ,  -  , 

.x.oogic 
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Oabnboik,  Hon.  0,,  Forfarihire 

Game  Lawi  (Sootlud),  NomiiutioD  of  Com- 

milEee,  633 
Hipotheo  Abolition  (SooUand),  2K,  314,  2S3 

OAKrER,  Mr.  B.  M.,  Zeedi 

Panperiam  aDd  V&grasa;,  Motion  for  a  Com-. 
■nittM,  ess 

Gate,  Eight  Hon.  8.,  JViw  Shoreham 

BaakofEDgUDd—PkjnirntorDivldeiidi,  363 
Bankruptcy,  Comm.  cl.  6,  1316  :  d.  7,  1318 ; 

el.  18, 140S  :  el.  83,  1606  ;  el.  136,  IBOl 
Endowftd  Soboola,  Comm.  el.  3S,  1TT6 
lri>h  Chunih,  Comm.  A  SB,  131 
Light  Daei,  Bei.  1ST 

Oawxey,  Mr.  0.  E.,  8alford 
Endowed  SohoolB,  Comm.  d.  39.  1773 
Irish  Church,  Conim.ej.  32,  41  :  el.  39,  136 
FenuluiTe  Prohibitory  Liquor,  3R.  S6S 

Cecil,  Lord  E.  H.  B.  Q.,  £»g«x,   W. 
AnBT^CbelmalbTd,  Rifle  Range  at,  363 

Ceambebs,  Mr.  M.,  Ihvonport 
Bankmploj.  Comm.  ct.  13, 1330  ;   el.  SB,  1606 
County  Conrta,  SK.  637 
Diplomatie  Sakries,  &e.  Comm.  tl.  S,  1S3T 

Chambebb,  Mr.  T.,  Maryhbone 

Endowed  Bcboola,  Comm.eJ.  9,  Amendt.  1744, 
174«;  el.  10,  Amendt.  IT48,  1749;  el.  13, 
Amendt.  1765 

Lord'a  Day  Society — Petition  Forgeriet — Ex- 
planation, 1016 

Marriagewith  aDeoeoaed  Wifs'i  Slater,  Comm. 
1490 

HoMnma,  Ae.,  Opeoiog  of,  on  Simdaya,  1376 

Cbawobllok,  The  Lo&d  (Lord  Eather- 

let) 
Dublin  City  Eleeiion.  Addreu,  1400 
EleoLlon   Jnqairiga  —  Reports  of  the  Judgea, 

1304, 1301 
Ireland— Iriab  PoIIey  of  (be  ODTeniment,  383, 

334 
Life  Peerages,  Motion  for  *n  Addn>BS,  11 
Lodgera"  Property  Protection,  3R.  063 
Municipal  Magiitrates,  Remoialof,  1093 
Newspapers,  &a.  3R.  967,  96S 
Parochial  Schools  (Scotland),  Report,  138S 
Religious,  tducational,  &b.  Sooiellss  Incorpo- 
ration, 3R.  3SS 
RepreaentatiTe  Peon  for    Scotland  —  Doable 

iUturn.  GB3 
WUtea  pMraga,  Report,  4S1 


Chahcellob  of  IJie  Exchequer  (Right 

Hon.  K.  Lowe),  London  Uttivernty 

Abyssinia — Cost  of  th«  War,  106 

Bank  of  England— Payment  of  Dividends,  363 

CiTil  Serrice  Pensions,  Comm.  el.  4,  Amondt. 

873,  874 
Clerks  of  Local  CommisaioMrs  of  Taxes,  1303 
Courts  of  Justice  (New  Site),  LeaTC,  fifiS,  537, 
SS9, 1406 


Chuioillob  of  the  E 

Cnsloma  and  Inland  Rerenne,  Comn.  818,834, 
823:  el.  1.  341;  <!J.  4,  848;  el.  11,  848; 
el.  IB,  849,  830,  332 :  el.  1»,  t».  i  d.  26, 
add.  tl.  337 


Fire  I: 


B,  574 


Light  Due  , 

Pro>ecations,  Cost  of,  SU 

Real  Property,  Rea.  398 

Scotland— Income  Tai,  300,  471 

Taiea  on  Senanta,  1097,  1098 

Telegraphi  and  Railffay  Ccmpanies,  1399 

Ways  and  Means— Customa  and  Eiciwi  Dutiea, 

Bes.  a,  793,  706,  797,  798,   790  ;  Amendt. 

BOO,  SU3,  803,  804,  803.  806,  301 

Chabley,  Mr.  W.  T.,  Salford 
Customs  and  Inland  ReTenue,  Comm.  d.  IS, 

832  ;  add.  cl.  836,  337 
Ireland— Lavelle  v.  Proudfbot,  Case  of,  381 
Irish   Church,   Comm.  el.  3S,   Amendt.  300  ; 

el.  63,  431  ;  Consid.  Amendt.  773 
Ways  and  Meana — Cuttoms'and  Excise  Duties, 

Res.  3,803 

Ohblmbfokd,  Lord 
Dublin  City  Election,  Addreu,  1399 
Iriab  Church,  2  R.  1838 
Life  Peerngei,  Comm.  e'.  1,  1303 
Parochial  Schools  (Scotlaad),  Report,  1383 


CHiiJ)EEa,  Eight  Hon.  H.  0.  E.  (First 

Lord  of  the  Admiralty),  Ponttfraet 

Merohant  Seamen  and  Qreenwiob    Bospital, 

749 
NaTy — Dockyard  Emigrants  lo  Caikada,  13>8 
"  luconstsnt,"  Thp,  363 
Reserre  Channel  Squadron,  1337 
NaTy  — Admiralty   Clerks,   Res.   1033,   1623, 

1636 
Supply — Greenwich  Hospital,  1377 

Chubch  of  Enoland 

Biihmt  ef  FroUtlant  Churchet — £celeniu(te(il 
TiUel  Act,  Question,  Lord  Colchester  ; 
Answer,  Earl  GranTille  Jme  7,  1380 

Biihopi  o/  IVinchfito',  Saliibury,  Exettr,  and 
Bath  and  WetU,  Question,  The  Duke  of 
Somerset :  Answer,  The  Archbishop  of  Can- 
terbury I  ahorl  debate  thereon  Maij  3,  4 

Jn  the  Coloniei— Natal— Gate  <^  U«  Rev.  t/r. 
A-«en,  QnestioD,  Mr.  Thomai  Qughei;  An- 
Bwer,  Mr.  MooseU  May  10, 467 

Civil  Offlcea  Feuioiu  Bill 

{Mr.  Dodmn,  Mr.  Qtadibme,  Mr.  ChaiutUoZ^ 
the  Exeheqatr) 

c. Order  lor  Committee  read;  MoTed,  "That 
Mr.  Speaker  do  now  leave  the  Chair" 
Jfay  37,838  [Bill  49] 

Amendt.  to  leave  cut  from  "  That "  and  add 
"in  tbe  opinion  of  thia  House,  the  further 
conBideratiou  of  Ibis  Bill  ought  to  be  de- 
ferred until  an  inquiry  hai  been  made  into 
the  duties  attacbed  to  seme  Poiilioal  Offloes 


Civtl  Ogitet  Fintietu  BiV^-mat. 

which  are  dow  regarded  u  onrnparatiTel; 
■iDeeure,  and  whioh  offlees  for  the  Snt  tim 
will  be  eotitlod  to  Penuoai  andsr  thii  Bill 
(Jfr.  Favicetl);  QuMtion  propowd,  "Thit 
the  worda,Ao. ;"  aft«r  ibbrt  debate,  Anendt. 
withdrawn  ;  Duio  Qneetton,  "  That  Mr. 
Speaker,  Ao.,"  agreed  to;  Committee  i  Re- 
port, 888  [Bill  133] 
Qjiealien,  Mr.  FaweetC ;  Aniirer,  Mr.  Glad- 
■tone  June  1,  1067 

CivU  Serrice  Feusiona  Bill 

( Tht  MiTgften  of  SalUbury) 

I.  iiovti,  ••  That  the  Houie  do  now  reiolre  itMlf 

into  a  Committee  on  the  aaid  Bill "  Man  * 

81  ;  after  ibort  debate.  Committee ;  Report 

Head8'»  Jfdyia  (N<..flS) 

Bofal  Asient  Jun«  24    [32  A  83  Via.  e.  IS] 

CiAKCAETT,  Earl  of 
Irish  Chnroh,  3R.  188S 

C1.AHB10ASDE,  Marquees  of 

Ireland— Iriib  Polio/  of  tbe  Government,  380 

OLASEiTDOir,  Earl  of  (Secretaiy  of  State 
for  Forei^  AfTaira) 
Iriib  Chureh,  2  R.  1680 
Tnreo-Persian  Boundaiy,  3 
United  Statee— "  Alabama"  Clatmt,  1930 

CLBVEiAin),  Duke  of 
Biabope  of  tbe  South  Weatgm  Dittriot,  B 
Life  Peeragea,  Camm.  1180 
Wil[«i  Peerage,  Report,  Ameadt.  428 


oF  tbe  Coat  Fielda  appointsd  in  Jnlr  1860' 
tUr.  Pmh)  Jmu  la,  1910 ;  alter  ihort  dc 
bate.  Motion  withdrawn 

OoiiCHESTEB,  Lord 

Biihopi  of  Protaitant  Oiarahei,  1980 

CoLEBEOOKB,  SirT.  E.,  Lcmarhhire,  8. 
Scotland — Endowed  Sahoola,  Ac.,  Mo^on  for : 
■   1,  1*39,  Ills 


OOLEBCDOE,     6if    J.     D,,     «M     SoUOtTOB 

Qenbkai.,  The 

OoLLiER,  Sir  E.  p.,  tee  Attobhby  Gb- 
N£SAi.,  The 

CoLLure,  Mr.  T.,  Boston 
Armr  Eitlmalei — Militia,^.  1S71 
BankraptoT,  Comm.  cl.  SI,  ISST  ;  el.  50,  1006 
Conntj  Courts,  an.  686 
Endowed  Sohool^  Comm.  el.  0,  1T4S  ;  el.  29, 

1778;  eJ.il,  1780, 1781 
Game  Lawi  (Seotland),  Nomination  of  Com- 
mittee, 1784 
Irieh  Chnnh,  Oomm.  el.  82,  10 ;  el.  39,  307 
Marriage  with  a  Deceased  Wife'a  Sister,  Comm. 

Amendt.  1418 
ParliMnent— Dublin  Clt;  Writ,  1792 
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Colonial  FrlMnerB  KemoTal  Bill  [b-l.] 

(7l«  £arl  GranuiUe) 
I.  Rojal  Aiient  May  13  [33  Tiet.  e.  10] 


Colonial  Return* 
Qneation,  Coional  Sjkea ;  Anawtr,  Hr.  Monsell 
May  10,  170 

OotoKaAY,  Lord 

North    British    Bailwar— AcoJdcntal  DnUu, 

Motion  for  a  Psper,  670 
Parochial   Schools  (Scotland),    Comm.    413 ; 

el.   30,   Amendt.  1S9  ;    el.  87,  161;   cI  70, 

Amendt.  466 ;  Report,  1333 ;  Amendt.  1S81, 

1380 :  el.  38, 1300 

Commitsionert  0^  Taxtt — Clvrki  to  Zocal 
Question,  Mr.  Hunt ;  Answer,  Tbe  Cbanoellor 
of  the  Exchequer  Jun<3,  1307 

CompanioB  ClanBOB  Act  (1863}  Amend* 
most  Bill 

(Jfr.  QBldnty.  Mr.  Eyti/n) 
Ordered ;  read  1°  •  May  28  [BiU  133] 

Read  3°  ■  Jnnt  0 

CoirOLLT,  Mr.  T.,  Donegal  Co. 
Irish  Cbarch,  Comm.  el.  33,37, 17  ;  el.  39, 131, 

13S,  118 
O'SnUinn'i  Dinbilitj,  Lean,  231 

Ccmsolidatod  Fond  (£17,100,000)  BiU 
I.  Committee*;  Report  Mav  3 

Road  3'»  May  1 

Rojal  Assent  May  13  [33  Via.  c.  8] 

Contagious  Diseases  Act  (1S66) 
Moved,  That  a  Select  Committee  be  appointed 
"to  inqnire  into  the  working  of  the  Con- 
tagious Diuaaea  Act,  18C6,  aod  to  eoniider 
whether,  and  bow  far,  and  under  what  oon- 
ditiona,  it  maj  be  expedient  to  citend  its 
operation"  {Mr.  Seeritary  Bnae)  May  IS, 
808 ;  after  short  debate,  Uotioa  agreed  t«  ; 
List  of  tbe  Committee,  800 

ContagioDS  DioeaaeB  Act  (1866)  Amend- 
ment Bill     (7^  Maqvett  Tovmshet^ 
iU  withdrawn*  Afoy  7  (No.  30) 

Contoffioui  Diseaees  {Animah)  SiU 
"  estioo,  Lord  Robert  UonWgu ;  Answer,  Mr, 
W.  E.  Forster  Jme  10, 11»8 

ContagiotiB  Diseases  (Animals)  (Ho.  3)  Bill 

(Jfr.  Dodton,  Mr.  W.  E.  Fonter,  Mr.  Seeretary 
Bruee) 
Committee  * ;  Report  May  S  [BiU  108] 

Re-Eomm* — h.p.  June  ll 

Co^riglit  (Periodicala)  Bill 

(Mt.  AyrUm,  Mr.   ClMnettlor  of  die  Exekequer) 
ffiUmthdiawn' /unflO  [Bill93] 
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CoBBBTT,  Colonel  E.,  Shroptkire,  8. 
Diploniatia  Salariii,  Ao.  Comm.  el.  1,  IS39 
PermisiiTS  Prohibitorr  Lii^uor,  ZK.  AST 
Real  Property,  R«i.  SOO 

Coiporatioa  of  London  Bill 

{Mr.  BuaUm,  Jfr.  ThamtuEagUi) 
t.  BiU  withdnwD  •  Jtuw  10  [BUI  10] 

OoaRANOE,  Mr.  F.  8.,  Suffolk,  E. 

AwcMcd  Ratea,  2R.  1301 

Panpsriim  and  Tagrano]',  Motion  for  a  Com- 
mittee, 4T1,  465,  fiSS 

Wa^i  and  Meaoi— Cuitom*  and  Eioiae  Datiei, 
Rei.  3,  Amendt.  19S,  7M,  196 

County  Coroners  Bill 

{Mr.  Ooldaey.Mr.  ThamaiChamberi.Mr.Peaie') 

e.  Read  P*  May  37  [Bill  78] 

CommiUee  • ;  Report  May  aS        [BUI  13BJ 

Connty  Courts  Bill 

{Mr.  Xorwood,  Mr.  Ahroyd.  Mr.  Mundelia) 
c.  MoYBd,  "That   the   Bill   be   now   read   2»" 
May   13,   BBl ;    after  short  debate.  Debate 
adioumed 
BiU  withdrawn  •  May  27  [Bill  9] 


Connty  Conrts  (Admirally  JnrisdiotionJ 
Aot  0868)  Amendment  Bill 
(Mr.  Nanaood,  Mr.  Btadlatn,  Mr.  Candliih) 
a.  Ordered ;  read  I-  •  May  13  [BiU  131] 

Cintnty  Financial  Arrangements 
Qneitlon,  Mr.  Read  ;  Aagwer,  Mr.  Enatohbull- 
Hngeuen  Mc^  28,  873 

Conn^  Financial  Boarda  Bill 

{Mr.  Enatelibua-Buge$ten,  Mr.  Steretary  Bruee, 
Mr.  Arthvr  Peel) 

c.  Motion  for  Leare  (Mr.  KnateMiuBSugeiten) 
May  11,  603;  aiUr  debate.  Bill  ordered 
readP"  [BiL  113] 


Cowt  ofProhaie  {Xegiitrar  Clerki) 
(Jneetion,  Mr.  Monk  ;    Auwer,  Mr.   ATttou 
June  10, 149S 


Court  of  Session  Act  (1868)  Amendment 

Bill     {The  Lord   Advocate,  Mr.  Secretary 
Bmct,  Mr.  Solicitor  Oenerat/or  ScoUand) 
e.  Ordered;  read  l°*  Jvne  3  [Bill  1«] 

Conrts  of  Jnstice  (New  Site)  BiU 

(Jfr>  Layard,  Mr.  Chancellor  of  the  Exehtquer, 

Mr.  AgrUmi 
e.  Motion  for  L«aie  (Mr.  Layonl)  May  10,  BSB  ; 
aitar  long  debate,  Bill  ordered ;    read   1'  * 
[BiU  lis] 


CowU  of  Jtutioe — TU  Nwi 
Den^TU,  Qoeition,  Mr.  Bentinok  i  ADnrer,Hr. 

Lajard  /une  8,  1309 
Site,   QueitiODi,  Mr.  Pemberton,  Lord  Henry 

Lennox  ;  Antwen,  Mr.  Lajard  May  S,  U  ; 

QneitioD,  Mr.  Bentinok ;  Aniwer,  Ttie  Chas- 

oeUor  of  the  Exchequer  Jmu  10,  1496 


OowPER,   Eight  Hon.   W.   F.,   Eamp- 
thire,  8. 
Metropolis— Tietoria  Park,  719 

Oraufued,  Mr.  E.  H.  J.,  Agr,  ^o. 
Game  Lawa  (Scotland),  NoDunalion  of  Com- 
mittee, 1783 
Scotland— Sheriff  Conrts,  1035 

Crawtobd,  Mr.  E.  W.,  London 

ustoma  and  Inland  Revenue,  Comm.  819,  833, 
836  1  cl.  i,  Amendt.  813  ;  4. 8,  614  ;  el.  18, 


Crimea — Britith  Qravea  in  ih« 
Qusatioo,  Mr.  Stopfbrd  j  Anawer,  Mr.  Otwaj 
Maya,\1;  Hay  19,  HI 

Orimibaij  Law 
Brentford  Maqietratee—Sentenee  on  Children, 

Queation,  Mr.  Bowring ;  Answer,  Ur.  Bruee 

May  SI,  S70 
Coid  of  ProiecuHont,  (l,neBtion,   Mr,   Hoot  ; 

Answer,  The  Chanosllor  of  the  Ezohequer 

Jlfoy27,811 
Beformatory  SchM^—JuvenUe   Offendert  iii, 

Qnee tion,  Dr.   Lush  ;   Answer,   Mr.    Bruoe 

May  IS,  743 
Salieoury  Magietrtdee,  Obserrations,  Mr.  P.  A. 

Tajlor  1   RepJir,  Mr.   Bruoe ;   short  debate 

thereon  June  11,  160S 

Okohh,  Mr.  K.  A.,  Laneaehire,  8.W. 
Bsnkruptej,  Oomm.  el.  46,  1407  ;  cl.  59, 1603 
Connty  Finanoial  Boards,  Leare,  613 
Saliabary  Magistrates,  1SI9 
Ways  and  Means— Ciutoms  and  Exolae  Duties, 
Kee.  3,  781,  76S 

CuBiTT,  Mr.  G.,  Surrey,  W. 

United   Statai— Speer,    CapUin,   Mordsr   of, 
1196 

Customs  and  Inland  Eevenne  Duties  SU 

(Jfr.  Dodion,  Mr.   Chancellor  ef  the  Etcheqner, 

Mr.  Ayrton) 

e.  Bill  read  3",  after  debate  May  1 1 .  SSfi  [Bill  95] 

Committee  May  27,  813  ;  afLer  debate.  Report 

CoDaidered*  May3\  [Bill  133] 

Bead  3"  •  June  1 

I.  Read   !■•    (The   Mar^ueu   of    Lanidownci 

Junta  |No.  Ill) 

Moved,   -That   the   Bilt   be   now   read   3* 

.Ain«ll,158a;  after  ihort  debate,  Bill  read  3* 
Committee*;   Report /un«  14 
Read  3'  "  June  16 

Royal  Assent  June  21    [33  A  S3  Vici.  o.  11] 
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DALCaJBH,  Mr.  R,   Olmgow 
Forluf  ■!— Clnim*  on  tbe  Garernmapt,  131S 
Wftfi  and  Meani — Cuitoms  aad  Eloiis  Dntiei, 
B«*.  3,  807 

DiifloUBEE,  Karl  of 

North  British   Rtitwif  —  Aooidental   Daathi, 

Molioa  for  &  Paper,  SeS,  069 
Paroobial   Sohooli   (Ssotlnnd),    Comm.    413; 

d.  31.160  ;  ct.  37,  161 
SootUnd— Police  Sjitemi,  700 


Daiayhple,  Mr.  D.,  Bath 
MetropoUun  Poor  Act  (1867)  A 

1367 
PermUuTs  Prohibitor;  Liquor,  311.  SSO 

DAI.VAT,  Mr.  M.  B.,  Carrieifirgiu 
PermiuiTa  Prohibitor;  Liquor,  3K.  OHl 

Bameb,     Hon.    Captain   L.    Dawsoh-, 
Portarlington 
Pkrliunsnl— Dublin  CMj  Writ,  1703 

Dawsou,  Mr.  B.  Feel-,  Loniondtrry  Co. 

Ireland— Cork,  Major  of,  13,  103 
Iriab  dtnnh,  Comm.  tl.  39,  67,  68 

Delits  of  Deceawd  Persons  Bill 

{Mr.   Bind*  Palmer,  Mr.  LocU  King,  Mr, 

Btadlam) 
t.  Ordared  ;  rwd  1°*  June  16  [BiU  16(>] 

De  Geet  AMD  Ejpon,  Earl  (Lord  Pre- 
sident of  the  Council) 
Afgravatad  Aunulli  Amsndment,  9R.  SeS 
lri>h  Church,  3K.  1878 

Parochial   SehooU  (Scotland),   Comm.   el.   1, 
lis  ;  el.  19,  lis ;  d.  30. 158 ;  tl.  66, 161 

Denbigh,  Earl  of 
Paroohial  Soliooli  (Scotland),  Comm.  el.  90, 


]>ENiBOK,  Bight  Hon.  J.  E.  («m  Speases, 

The) 

DsNisoK,   Mr.   0.  BeozetT',   Yorkskin, 
W.  S.,  £.  Div. 
India — Funjaub  Tenano]'  Aet,  lJt91 

Dentson,  Mr.  E.,  Nmark 
Faiperiim  and  Vagrano^,  Motion  for  a  Com- 
mittM,  SOI 

DEiruAM,  Hon.  G.,  Hverton 

Baiikruplcv,  Comm.  a.  1,  1213;   el.  B,  laifi ; 

cl.91,  1869 
CoDDt]'  Court!,  311.  635 
PatcDta  Jot  Inventioni,  Rm.  933 


VOL.  CXOVI.    [thikb  a 


8] 


Dent,  Mr.  J.  D.,  Searhorough 

Cuilomt  nnd  Inland  Rercnuc,  Oomm.  et.  IB, 


Derby,  Earl  of 

Baerbonwa,  Ae.  2R.  ISSt 
InUnd— SMteof,  718,  730,  731,  716 

Under  Saaretarji  to  th«  Lord  Lientonant, 

loeo 


De  Boe,  Lord 

Ireland— On  dar 

tenant.  1093 

MiUUa,3R.0S 


Swtntarj  to  tlia  Lord  Lito- 


Diokson,  Major  A.  Q.,  DoDtr 
\naj — Wigbtman,  Ensign,  Caia  of,  SSB 

DuKB,  Sir  0.  W.,  ChtUM 

Britiih  Columbia,  Holion  far  Fapara,  1131 
Metropolitan  Poor  Aot  (1867)  AnaDdmaDt,  9E. 

131S 

DuiLTYK,  Mr.  L,  L.,  Swaniea 

EndoHod  Sohooli,  Comm.  el.  A.*13,  1761 
Railwari — Aoeident  al  Abergele,  938 
South  Kaniington  MoaeoiB,  Motion  for  a  Papor, 
1635 

Hiplomatie  Pentiont 

Queiiion,   Mr.   SutbIpj   HiU ;    Aniwer,   Hr. 
Otiroy/ime  11,  1589 

Diplomatic  Service  [Salaries  and  AHow- 
ances]  Bill     (^f.  Ihdton,  iSr.  ChanttUor 

of  tht  ExtAequer,  Mr.  SkavfeU) 
e.  Reiolution  in  Committee  May  10 

RcBolation  reported  i   BiU  ordersd;   read  1** 

MayU  [BiU  118] 

Itead2<>*iEit/37 
Committee  • — a.P.  JuntS 
Committee  ;  Report  June  1,  tS36 
Coniidered*  June  10 
Read  3*  ■  /uii«ll 
I.  Bead  I**   (The  Earl  of  ClttrOidim)  Junt  U 
(No.  138) 

DiflRAELi,  Bight  Hon.  B.,  BueM^ham- 
thirt 
Iriah  Chureh.Comm.  ef.39,Ameodt.ll ;  d.lS, 

63,  66  ;  cl.  39,  392  ;  3R.  1013 
O'SuUiran'i  DiaabJlitf,  Leave,  308, 312 

Dixon,  Mr.  Q.,  Birmingham 

CtergT,  The,  and  Parliament,  71S 

Endowed    Sohoola,   Comm.  cl,  31,  Amendt, 
1779 


{INDEXI 
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DosBOH,  Mr.  J.  Q.  (Chairman  of  tlie  Com- 
mittee of  Ways  and  Ueane),  Sutiex, 


Do-ffiraro,  Mr.  McCarHiy,  Cork  Co. 

Iriih  Charah,  Oomni.el,  83,  SI  ;■  el.  S9,  311 
O'SuUiTu'i  Duabilitjr,  Leare,  233  ;  aa.  S81 

DoTBE,  Mr.  Serjeant  B.,  Londonderry  Bo. 
B*nkruptoj,  Comm.  cl.  13,  1230 :  el.  H,  1231 
Ireland — l^ndoaderrj,  EUots  in,  20 
Iriih  Cbarch,  Comm.  el.  S3,  Amendt.  66,  SS  ; 

<f.36,  70.  71:  d.  S8,394,  113 
Su  Fiihcriet  (Irelnnd),  2R.  1177 
SUtutB  Law,  RettBion  oF  the,  R«i.  1S53 

Drainage  and  ImproTement  of  Iiaada 
(Inland)  Supplemental  (No.  2)  Bill 

{Mr.  Ayrltm,  Mr.  Qlyn) 
e.  Ordered  •  Jum  7 

Headl**  June  8  [Bill  161] 

RMdr*  An<14 

•  June  16 


DuBUB,  ArchbiBhop  of 

Iriih  Church,  3R.  ISOO 

Duilm   Citi/  Eleetion — Joint  Addrets  to 
Ser  Majestff 

la  (he  CommoDS  Addraai  to  Iler  Mnjeatf, 
MoTcd  thit  the  btnnk  be  Rllediip  with  ("Ixirds 
Sptrilaal  nnd  Tempoml,  and")  (The  Lord 
Chancelhr)  Jane  S,  ISSl 

Amandt,  to  lenva  out  from  ("  the,")  and  iniert 
("  niJ  Addreu  be  tnken  into  eoniiilenlion 
Uiiidaraii  montha")  {Tlie  Lord  Cairm); 
after  ahort  debate,  Amendt,  ngreed  to, 
Addren  to  b«  taken  into  cODiiderntiop 
daj  ail  monthi 

Heiaage  to  the  Honae  of  Common!  "  That 
thii  lloun,  having  eoniidered  the  report  of 
the  judge  ippolnled  to  try  a  petition  com- 
plnining  of  in  undue  eUction  and  rtturo  for 
the  eitf  or  Dublin,  do  not  think  it  expedient 
to  nddrera  Iler  Mnjeilf  prnf  ing  Her  M.-yeetj 
to  cauae  inquirj  to  be  made  pureoant  to  iha 
pro*ieion«  oF  the  Act  Slat  and  32d  Vict, 
ohap.  ISS  " 

2>uHin  City  Writ 

Mored,  "  Thnt  Mr.  Speaker  do  iuue  hie  War- 
rant to  the  Clerk  of  the  Crown  in  Iroland, 
to  make  out  a  new  Writ  for  the  electing  oF 
a  Ciliien  to  aerTa  in  thia  present  Farli^ 
ment  for  the  Cit^  of  Dublin,  in  the  room 
oTSir  ArtbnrGuinneaa,  baronet,  whole  Elec- 
tion haa  tieen  determined  to  beToid"(Jfr. 
Noel)JimeH,  1781 

Amendt.  te  leave  out  from  "  That,"  .ind  add 
"leave  tw  given  lo  bring  in  a  Bill  fordia- 
franohiaing  the  Freemen  of  the  Citjr  of 
Dublin"  {Sir  Qeorge  Grty)  ;  ofler  short 
debate,  Qu»tian  put,  "  That  the  wonta,  die.  i" 
A.  169,14.  SlS;   M.IS 

ftueilion  prcpoaed,  "  Tlint  Ihoae  word  a  bo  there 
added;"  after  debate.  Debate  adjourned, 
1798 


DuFP,  Mr.  M.  E.  Grant  (Under  Secre- 
tai7  of  State  for  India),  Slgin,  Sfo. 
India— -Question a,  Ao. 
Bank  of  Bengal,  1237 
Civil  Service,  120S 
Mjaore,  Mahnrajah  of,  119S 
Punjaub  Tenancr  Aet,748, 1893 
Railwaja,  711 
Rerenusa  of,  IS 

Drnr,  Mr.  E.  W.,  BanffiMre 
Game  Lawi  (Sootland),  Nomioatioo  of  Com- 
mittee, 031 

Ddkbaitt,  Lord 

Ireland— Under  Seoretuy  to  tha  Lord  U«a> 
tenant,  108S 

Eastvick,  Mr.  E.  B.,  Penryn,  Sfo. 

Abyaainian  War,  Motion  for  a  Committee,  lUS 

Barking  Cre«k— Sewage  Outfall,  200 

India— Civil  Service,  130S 

Light  Duea,  Ree.  167 

Majora,  Removal  of,  ST2 

Poat  Office— Landing  Ualli  at  a  Wetten  Port, 


EoEBTON,  Hon.  A.  F.,  Laneaehire,  S.B. 
Army  Eatimatea— Yeomanry,  1576 
Iriah  Church,  Comm.  el.  30, 130 

EaERTON,  Mr.  E.  C,  CJuahirt,  JS. 
Auttrio — Commercial  Treatj  with,  070 

Egypt — The  Vieeroy-~Supprettion  of  tit 
Slave  TVade 
Queition,  Mr.  Buxlon  ;    Anawer,  Mr.  Otwajr 
June  8,  13afi 

Elcho,  Lord,  SaddingtontMr* 
Army  of  Eleierve,  Dei.  1199.  1637,  16SS 
Game  Laws  (Scotland),  Nomination  of  Com- 
mittee, 631,  63B 
Hypothec  Abolition  (Scotland),  3R.   Amandt. 

261, 3J3 
Irish  Church,  SR.  063,  1000 
Met ropol is— Statu ea  in  Palace  Yard,  1713 
Parliament— Whi tan n tide  Holidaya,  809 
Patent*  for  Invention),  Rca,  017 

Election  ConuniinonBn  [Ezpensei]  Bill 
{Mr.  Dodioit,  Mr.  AUonuy  Oeneral,  Mr.  Ayrton) 
!.  Resolution  in  Commitlea  May  i 

ReeoiuiiDO  reported ;   Bill  ordered  ;  read  !■  * 
May  6  [BiU  109] 

Read  2'"  •  May  37 

Committee  •— b.p.  May  58 

Commiitee*:  Report JfoySI        [BUI  139] 

Considered*  June  3 

Read  8°  •  June  7 
I.  Read  !•■  ( The  Earlof  KinU/erley)  June  S 

Moved,   "  Thnt  the   Bill    bo   now  read    3> " 
J«Mll,1588;  BiUrcadS'         (No.  131 J 

Committee*;  Report/uR«ll 

Read3'*/un«  16 

Royal  A««Mit  June  31    [33  &  33  Viet.  0.  31] 


j  SESSION     1  868- 
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JSusanoK  ImiunuEB 

EUMen  Commiuiont,    QuMtton,    Sir    Jamei 
Elphinatone ;  Antwer,  Tbe  Attorney  Geoenkl 

Mag  13,  750 
RepoTli  0/  the  Jadgtt  on  Election  Inqtnriet, 

ObservatloDi,  The  [.ord  Ctukncellor  June  T> 

1291  ;  Junta,  1331 
Undue  I"Jluence  and  Bribery,  Queation,  Mr. 

J.  S.  Hnrdj  :  Antwer,  The  Solicitor  General 

Jime  10,  U9T 

(Set  Dublin  City  EUelion) 

EtxEiTBOBOTioH,  Earl  of 

Ooremmenl  of  IiidU  Aot  Amandment,  Report, 
«e9,  SSI 

Ellioe,  Mj.  E.,  jS^.  Andrews,  ^e. 
Bri^^  Colunbii,  Motion  for  Papers,  1130 
Game  Laws  (ScotUnd),  Nomination  of  Com- 
mittee, Motion  for  Adjoamment,  431 
Iriih  Chnrcb,  Comm.  i:^  86, 381 

ElXiOT,  Mr.  G.,  Durham,  N. 
Ooal  Fieldi,  Motion  for  an  Addreu,  1914 

Elphinbtone,  Sir  J.  D.  S.,  PorUmouth 
Abjaiinian  War,  Motion  roraCommittM,  1437, 

HSe 
Eleotion  Commiuiona,  750 
Gamo  Lawa  (Scotland),  Nomination  of  Com- 

tnittM,  Amondt.  S3S,  1783 
Iriab  Chnroh.  Comm.  U.  39,  374,  379,  348  ; 

et.  69,  40s 
Scotland— Ineome  Tax,  S89 

Ssdowed  Hospit^,  Ac.  (ScotUnd)  Bin 

{The  Lord  Advocate,  Mr.  Seerelary  Brute, 
Mr.  Adam) 
•.Committee*;   ReportJfaya  [Bill  110] 

Committee*  (on  Te'COmm.);   Report  May  13 
[Bill  124] 

Endowed  Schools  and  Sbipital*  {Scotland) 
Addreaa  for  a  Royal  Commiaaion  "  to  in- 
quire into  Iha  nature  and  amount  of  all  En- 
dowmenla  in  Soolland,  tbe  funda  of  irfaich 
•re  devoted  to  tbe  maintenance  or  Bdooalion 
of  jroung  peraooi ;  alM  to  inquire  into  the 
admiDislration  and  mnnngemenl  of  an;  Ilot- 
piloli  or  ScbooU  aupported  b;  aueh  Endow- 
menta,  and  into  the  ayalem  and  courae  of 
itndj  reapectirelj  punned  therein,  and  to 
report  whrtber  an;  and  what  ohangea  in  the 
adininiatrBtion  and  aie  of  suoh  Endowmenta 
are  eipedJont,  bj  wbioh  tbeir  uaefulneu  and 
elllcieoej  ma;  be  Increnaed "  (Sir  Edward 
Colebrooie)  June  6. 1439  ;  after  abort  debate, 


Endowed  Schools  (re-eammiueii)  Bill 

(Mr.   W.  E.  Foriter,  Mr.  Secretary  Bruce) 

e.  Report 'ifay  11  [Hill  llfl] 

Riport  of  Select  Comm.  {P.  P.  368] /"n«  8 

Oommit(ee:  Report  Jung  14,1711  [Bill  IflSJ 


Endowed  Schools  (So.  2)  (1 
;  Roport  Jiate  S 


r(l«<l]Bill 

[BiU  ISl] 


Enfield,  Ylscoimt,  MiddtcMx 
Metropolia— FinahnrfPark,  741 

ERSK]2iE,  Vice  Admiral  J.  E.,  Stirling- 

Vfajt  and  Meani — Cnatomt  and  Eiciao  Datiet, 

Rea.  a,  806 

ESMONDE,  Sir  J.,  Watar/ord  Co. 
Jriab  Churoh,  Comm.  d.  33,  36 
O'SulIiTsn's  Diaabililj,  Leave,  340 
Witneaaei  { Honae  of  Commona)  Motion  for  • 
Committee,  826 

Evidence  Amendment  Bill— ^orm«rfy> 
Law  of  Evidence  Bill  / 

(Mr.  Denman,  M:  Loeke  King,  Mr.  Loete) 
c.  Committee  •  ;  Report  May  10  [BUI  26] 

Conaidered*  Jfny  37 

Read  3°  •  May  38 
I.  Rend  !■•(  The  Lord  Pemanee)  Jane  1  (No.  110) 

EwDio,  Mr.  H.  E.  Cruv-  PaiiUi/ 
Bankrnptof,  Comm.  el.  40,  llOS 
Foat  OtBce— Landing  Maila  nl  a  Wettem  Fori, 


Ezdieqaer  Bonds  (£2,300,000)  BiU 

(Mr.  Dodeon,  Mr.  Chancellor  of  the  Excheqver, 

Mr.  Ayrton) 
t.  Ordered ;  read  l"*  Junt  8  [Bill  1B3] 

Read3°*  JuM  10 
Committee  * ;  Report  June  11 
Read  3*  •  June  U 
I.  Read    1**    (Tht    Marqueit   of  XoMAinnw) 
J«R»  19 

EZOEEQUEB,     CsAlfCEIXOB     of     tho,     ttt 

Chancellor  of  tlie  Eiohequeb 

Exeter,  Port  of 

Q^eation,  Sir    Stafford    Northoote  1    Anvrer, 
Mr.  Sbov-LefiBTre  June  14,  1741 

Eykyk,  Mr.  E.,  Winitor 
Marriage  ivitb  a  Deceased  Wlfe'a  Slater,  Comm. 


Fatcett,  Mr.  H.,  Brighton 
Ciiil  Offlcea  (Fenaioni),  Comm.  Amendt.  868, 

8S4 ;  of.  1,  Motion  for  reporting  Frogrraa, 

EB8 :    cl.  i,  874  ;   cl,  S,  878  ;    e2.  7,  877. 

1007 
Endowed  Schoola,  Comm.  el.  A.  13,  1761 
Iriih  Churcb,  Comm.  cl.  33, 33, 31  ;   Amendt, 

3T,  43, 18 :  cl.  3V,  338 ;  el.  60,  Amendt.  407, 


Eevershau,  Earl  of 

Ireland— Iriab  Folicj  of  the  Goverament,  887 

Fteldes,     Mr.     J.,     Yorhihire,     W.R., 
E.  IHv. 
Endowed  Schoola,  Comm.  el.  29,  177S 
Iriih  Church,  Comm.  cl.  30,  131  1 

Paupcriam  and  Vagmncf,  Motion  fi)e)^fl^ 
milloe,  633  ^ 


Pises  and  Fees  CoUeetion  Bill 

(Mr.  Btial,  Mr.  Sclaier-Booth,  Mr.  StaveUy  Bill] 
c.  Ordered  ;  reai  !••  JvM  10  [Bill  1S9] 


{INDEX)  FBE  GIA 

rsEHCH,  Eight  Hon.  Colonel  F.,  Sot- 
common  C 

Barking  Crei 


Floyee,  Mr,  J.,  BorteUltire 

Pauperiim  and  VagraDCr,  Uotioa  for  >  Com- 
mittee. 4BS 

FoBDE,  Colonel  W.  B.,  Sotunthire 
Ireland— Cork,  Meeting  in,  673 

PoKEarsB,  Eight  Hon.  Major  General, 
JFmtock 
Artoj — Honsobold  Cmirj,  ET9 

FoMTEE,    Right   Hon.    W.    E.    (Vice 

President    of    the    Committee    of 
Council  on  Education),  Bradford 

Contaginus  Dineaaea  (Animalt),  Hn8 

Endowed  Schoola.  Comm.  el.  9,  ITM,  1748, 
1748:  ci.  10,  1748.  1760,  1751  ;  el.  A.  13, 
1760;  ei.  13.  1766;  et.  16,  1706.  1788] 
el.  IB,  1798,  1760,  1770,  1771  :  «(.  29,  1773, 
1774.  1778,  1777;  ct.  St.  I7T8,  1779; 
el  36.  1779  ;  et.  38,  1780 ;  et.  38,  1780  ; 
cUt,  1T81,  1783 

Metropolitan  Caltio  Market,  IS 

PermlMire  Probibitor]'  Liquor,  3R.  868,  070 

South  KeniingtOD  Huaeum,  1038 

FoETEBCuE,  Eight  Hon.  Chiehester  8. 
(Chief  Secretary  for  Ireland),  Zouth 
Co. 
Ireland — Queationa,  &o. 

Ballrbeigue,  Affrar  n(,  1307 
Cork.  Meeting  in,  674 
Du'rrj,  Prociamiition  of,  104,  308 
Ferenl.  Union  of.  1208 
Londnnderr;,  Riotain,  30, 103, 104, 390, 749 
Proiration  of  l.ifp.  470 
Ratr*  on  Diaturbed  District),  21 
Tippernry,  Eilra  Police  in,  744 
Trnlee  Gnol,  1630 
Ireland— O'Sullivnn,  Mr.,  CaM  of.  Motion  for  a 

Committeo,  lies,  1166 
Iriah  Cbureh.  Comm.  el.   38,  73  ;  el.  87,  74  ; 
et.  39,120,  305;  W.  6G,  403,  410,  413,419; 
Conaid.  78B 
(ySulli'an'a  DisibilitT,  Leare,  213 
Sale  of  Liquors  on  Sandaj  (IreUod),  Oomm. 

1465 
Sea  FlBheries  (IreUnd).  2R.  148T 

Fo-wxEK,  Mr.  E.  N.,  Penryn,  ^c. 
Britiab  Columbia,  Motion  for  Papers.  1100 
HarrUge  with  o  Deceased  Wife's  Sister.  Comm. 

Motion  for  Adjournment.  1460 
Poat  Office — Landing  Mails  at  a  Western  Port, 

921 

FoTfT-EB,  Mr.  W.,  Camhridgt  Bo. 

bBnk^Dpto^  Comm.  el  40,  Ull  ;  eL  138,  190S 
Customs  and  Inland  Revenos,  Conun.  831 
Real  Fropertr,  Res.  660,803 


I'eiS,  Motion  for  Papers  {Mr.B.  B.  Blwridim] 
June  a,  1146:  after  short  debkte,  A.  SO, 
N.  109  ;  M.  30 


[TerThamesat,  1403 
iah  Cliuroh,  Comm.  et.  33,  63  ;  et.  33.  64 
O'Sullivon's  Diaabilitj,  Leaoe,  236 
Parliament— WhitauDlide  Holid.ifS,  31 
Sea  Ftsbcries  (Ireland),  34.  1489 
Statnle  Lao,  RcTision  of  the.  Rei.  1353 

Galway,  Viscomt,  Retford  (JSait) 
Parliament— Dublin  City  Writ.  1793 
Taxes  on  SerTants,  I0S7, 1098 
Wajs  and  Means -Costoms  and  Exoiaa  Dnties, 
Res.  a,  700.  600 

Game  Law*  [Scotland) 
c.  MoTed,  "  That  lb*  Select  Committ**  do  oon- 
■itt  of   Eighteen    Members"    {Mr.   Lock) 

jMayii.eae  ,   ^, 

Amendt.  to  lea»e  ont  from  "  That  and  M* 
"  (he  Order  for  the  appointment  of  the  said 
Seleol  Commilteobedis<!harged"(S»r  Jam« 
ElphimUnte) ;  Question  proposed,  "  That 
the  words,  Ae. " 

After  short  debate,  MoTod,  "  That  the  Debate 
be  now  adjourned"  (Jfr.  Ellice) ;  after  fur. 
ther  short  debate.  Debate  adjourned 

Adjourned  Debate  resumed  June  14,  1783  j 
after  abort  debate.  Order  dissbarged 

Gakues,  Lord,  WigtoruhU-t 

Army — Branding  Deserters,  6T3 

Volunteers,  Ammunition  fbr  the.  1S91 

Gilpin,  Colonel  E.  T.,  Bedfordthir* 
Armj  of  Reserve,  Res.  1633 

GmiN,  Mr.  C,  Northampton 

DnnkruptCT,  Comm.  et.  48,  1410 
Endowed  Schools,  Comm.  ct.  10,  ITTI 
Irish  Cbnrch,  Comm.  d.  39,  133 
Salisbury  Moglatrates.  1620 

GLADffTOME,  Eight  Hon.  W.  E.  (First 
Lord  of  the  Treasnry),  OrMnieieh 
Britiab  Colombia,  Motion  for  Papers,  1134 
Cirit  Offlcea  (Pensions).    Comm.    603,  884; 
el.  1,889,870;  eJ.  3,871  ;  ei.  3,  679;  rf.  4. 
873,  874,  876  i   d.  B,  876 :  d.  8. «.  j  «J,  7, 
877,  1097 
Clergy.  Tha,  and  Parliament,  748 
Customa  and  Inland  Revenue.  2R.  68S 
Endowed  Safaools,  Comm.  et.  9,  1717 
irelaad- La  Telle  v.  Proudfbot,  Case  of,  S8S 
Maynooth,  Profeaaor*  of,  748 
Prelates  of  the  Irish  Church,  361 
Irish    Church,   Comm.    tt.    S9,    31,    33.  41 ; 
Amendt.  43,  48,  17,  62  ;  el.  33.  01 ;  (I.  86, 
Amendt.  68,  67.  88 ;  ct.  37,  73,  76  ;  el.  39, 
110.  130  ;  Amendt.  132,  133,  138,  137,  139, 
148.  147, 148,  268,  269,  270,  361 ;    Amendt. 
301,  319,  337,  348;   cl.  49,  Amendl.  349 ; 
et.  SB.  350  1  Amendt.  3S1 ;  el.  69,  398,  407, 
lOe,  410.417,419,430;  ct.  61,431  ;  cl.  63, 
421  ;  el.  3,431,433:  add.  el.  423,436,438: 
CoBui.add.  et.  761.707.  760.  768,  767,780, 
773,  774  ;  Amendt.  778,  779,  780  ;  SR.  1080 
Light  Dues,  Ra>.  184 
BdaU  CoDtrasD,  B«i.  1166,  1167, 1100 
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OLUmon,  Right  Hon.  W.  E.—emt. 
MetropoliUD  Poor  Act  (1867)  AmeDdnent.  SK. 

OSS 
Municipnl  Corpomlions  {MetropDlEi],  3R.  19S9 
Nnij— Ailmimllj  Clerki,  Re>.  1SS8 
O'Sullinn'a  DlubilJtf,  I8S,  ISA;  LeaTe,  313, 

SIO  ;  3R.  Amendt.  S7T.  SSI,  981 
PurlinmBDt— Dublin  Citj  Writ,  1793,  1793 
Whitauntids  UolidaTs,  31,  101,  B8B.  809 
RcprraentatloD  of  tbe  People  Act  Amendment, 

3R.  1391 
SiDtule  Lav,  Reiiiion  of  tbe,  Rei.  1219 
WitDesM((lIoaaeof  Common*),  Motion  for  K 

Committee,  62G 

GoLDKET,  Mr.  Q.,  Chippmkavt 
CoartB  of  Jualioe  (New  Site),  Leare,  BM 
Endowed  Scbooli,  Comm.  tl.  9,  1T17 ;  el.  19, 
Amenilt.  17U8.  1769 :   el.  3S,  1773  ;  tl.  36, 
A  mend  t.  1780 
Iriih  Cburob,  Comm,  el.  33,  40,  63 

GoLDBUis,  Sir  F.  H.,  Reading 
Bankniplej,  Comm.  el.  S9,  1000 
Countj  Conrli,  3R.  981 


GoscHEtr,    Eight    Hon.    G.    J.    (Chief 
Commissioner   of   the   Poor   Law 
Board),  Zmtdon 
AeMHod  RMei,  3R.  139ft 
Bnnkrnpte;,  Comm.  tt.  13,  1407 
Heiropollisn    Poor    Aec  (1867)  Amendment, 

2a.  »4a,  903,  1301,  1308 
Fnuperiam  and  Vagranoj,  Motion  tor  a  Com- 
mittee, 921 
Sunder  "nd  Rasg^  Soboole,  2R.  1S6S 

OoTTRurr,  Mr.  B.  T.,  Sunderland 
Aaaeued  Rslea,  2R.  1338 
Cuba— Sell  ore  of  tbe  "  Marj  Lowell"  in  Brituh 

Wulere,  361 
Caatome md  Inland  Reienue,  Comm.  «I.3e,e» 
Narj — EleaerTO  Channel  Squadron,  1336 

Gorenunent  AnnnitieB,  ftc  Bill 

(The  Marfueii  of  Bartington,  Mr.  Chanetllor  of 

lie  Exehtquer,  Mir.  Slantfeid) 
«.Read2**Jun<!T  {Bill  70] 

OoTenuuent  of  India  Act  Amendment  Bill 

(TheDtikei^ArsyU) 
I.  Committee  •  May  7  (No.  94) 

Report  May  13,  689 

Amendt.   moved   to  omit  "elected  at  " (The 
Manjurii  cf  Salitbary) ;   after  abort  debate, 
Cont.   S9,  Not-Cont.  68 :  M.  36  ;    reaolred 
in    the   afflrmallTe  ;    Difiaion   Lilt,    Cont. 
and  Nol-Gont.  697 
Moved,  to  inaert  a  new  alauae  ( The  Marqua* 
of  Saiitbttry) ;  after  abort  del»te,  Amendt. 
withdrawn 
HoTed,    '■  That  tbe   BiU   be  now    read   8> " 
June  1, 1 3SS  :  after  abort  debate.  Bill  read  3* ; 
(No.  104) 
(.  R«Hl  1°>  June  8  [BUI  160] 


Graham,  Mr.  W.,  Olaigaw 

Hrpotheo  AbolitioD  (Scotland),  SR.  159 

GaAirYiLLE,  Earl  (Secretary  of  State  fbr 
the  Colonies) 
Bishopi  of  Proleeunt  Chnrebei,  1381 
Biiliopa  of  the  South  Weatern  Diitiiot,  10 
Civil  Servioe  Fen  ai  on  a,  Comm.  86 
Ireland— Cork,  Mnjor  of,  77 

Iriib  Policj  of  the  GoTeniment,  363, 378 
SlnlB  of,  71s,  720 

Under  Seoretar;  to  the  Lord  LlenteDUit, 
1089 
Iriah  Church,  1680:  9R.  1687, 1666 
Life  Peer)lee^  Comm.  1192  ;  el.  1, 1303 ;  Re- 
port, 1388 
Paroehial  Soboolt  (Scotland),  Report,  136S 

Grates,  Mr.  S,  E.,  Liverpool 
Light  Duee,  Rea.  176 
Moil  Contmcti,  Rei.  1139 
Permiuite  Prohibitory  Liquor,  SR.  877 
Suodar  and  Ragged  Schools,  SR.  19B7 

Gray,  Sir  J.,  Kilkmny  So. 

Ireland— O'Donovnn  Koua,  Cb««  of,  13S9,  1348 
Ireland— O'Sutliran,  Ur.,  Caie  of.  Motion  for  a 

Commiltse,  1170 
O'SoUlTan'B  DiiabiUtr,  LealTe,  199 

Greates,  Mr.  E.,  Waneiei 
Endowed  Scbooli,  Comm.  d.  39,  1779 


Greene,  Mr.  £.,  Bury  St.  Edmunii 
Iriah  Church,  Comm.  el.  39,  370,  377 
Parliament- Dublin  Cit;  Writ,  Motion  for  Ad. 

joummenc,  1793 
Waji  and  Meana — Cintonia  and  Exdn  Dntln, 

Re*.  3, 791 

Greenwich  Hoipital  Bill 

(Mr.  Trevelyan,  Mr.  ChUderi,  Mr.  Adam) 
Read  V  May  i  [BUI  1  OB] 

Read  3°  * /line  11 

Gregory.  Mr.  G.  B.,  Suuex,  E. 

Bankrupted,  Comm.  tl.  6,  Amendt.  1314,  J31S  ; 
tl.  T,  1317  :  tl.  13,  Amendt.  1103 ;  ei.  U, 
lfi96  ;  el.  60, 1601 ;  el.  126,  1901 

County  Court*,  3R.  888 

Endowed  School*,  Comm.  el.  A.  13, 1781 ;  el.SS, 
Amendt.  1780 

India— Bank  of  Bengal.  13S7 

Iriah  Chareb.  Contid.  769 

Real  Propertj,  Ree.  696 

Gregory,  Mr.  W.  H.,  Oalwrn/  Co. 
Iriah  Church,  Comm.  et.  S»,  399  ;  Amendt.  41V 
Uueenma,  Ac.,  Opening  of,  on  Sondajri,  13St, 

1378, 1403 
Parliament— Dnbtin  Citj  Writ,  1791 

Gebtille-Ntjoent,  Colonel  F.  8.,  £oiy> 


,glc 
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OsBT,  Earl 
GoiemmaDt  of  ladu  Act  AmendmeDt,  Report, 

Irolnnd — Iriah  Foliof  of  tbe  GoTemment,  SSI 

Irish  Chunib,  SR.  ITSi 

Ijfo  PeerngCT,  Comm.  Preamble,  1193 ;  cl.  1, 

1303,  I20i :  Report,  add.  el.  1369 
Militia,  3R.  86 
Unnicipal  Magiitratei,  RenoTal  of,  1063 


PsrraiuiTe  FrobibilDr]'  Liquor,  3R.  681 

Grostenoe,  Hon.  Captain  E.  W.,  JTmI- 

mituttr 
Metropolitan  Street  Tramwaji,  Coaaii.  add.  d. 

737 
NiTj— Admiraltr  Clerks,  Ree.  1031 

GuBNET,   Right  Hon.  BuBsell,    Souih- 
ampton 
Bankruptcj,  Comm.  el.  fi9, 1600  ;  el.  131, 1606 
Civil  Offlcci  (Penilons),  Comm.  itl.  1, 666, B70 ; 

el.  4.  Amendt.  873 
Clerks  to  Majiistmlea,  1338 
Poat  Office— LaodiDg  Mails  at  a  Eastern  Port, 
930 

Hadfield,  Mr.  G-.,  SheffiM 

British  Columbia.  Motion  for  Papers,  IISS 
Irish  ChuToh,  Comm.  «I.  39,  116 
Maieums,  Ac,  Opening  of.  on  Sundajs,  1163 
O'Sotliran'a  Diaabilily,  SR,.  eB4 
Statute  Law,  Reiiiion  of  the.  Res.  12(1 

Halifas,  Tiecount 

Gorernmant  of  India  Aot  Amendment,  Report, 

693 
Ireland— Under  Seeretar;  to  tbe   Lord   Lieu- 


Velooipedsi  and  Foat  Ofiloe  Setiice,  746 

Hautltoii,  Marqueae  of,  J)oneffal  Co. 
Irlih  Chureh,  Comm.  el.  44,  Amsndt.  346 

Eahilton,  Eigtt  Hon.  Lord  0.,  I\/roti« 
Co. 
Irish  Chnmb,  Comm.  el.  3D.  S3 ;   el.  39, 318, 

347 ;  el.  £9,  416,  417 ;  add.  el.  433 
PormlssiTe  Prohibitory  Liquor,  2R.  671 

Hamiltoh,  Lord  G.  F.,  Middlesex 
Ireland — Londonderry,  Riots  in,  390 
Iriab  Charoh,  Comm.  el.  36, 70 

HAM11.TOK,  Mr.  E.  W.  T.,  8ali»hwry 
British  Columbia,  Holion  lot  Papers,  1134 
Hail  Contrncls,  Res.  11S6 


Hakcoitbt,  Mr.  W.  Vernon,  Oxford  Cttji 

O'SuUiTan's  Diubilitj.  Leavp,  168 
Witneiies  (House  of  Commons),  Motion  for  * 
Committee,  623 

HAitDY,  Eight  Hon,  CFathorne,    Oxford 
Univertity 
Ireland— Fercal,  Union  of,  1205 
Irish  Chaivh.  Comm.  e{.£9,  403;  Conaid.  7S5 
Metropolitan    Poor    Aot  (1807)  Amendment, 

2EI.  663,  1351 
O'Snlliran's  DisabiUtf,  Leave,  337 


Haudy,  Mr.  J.  Stewart,  Rge 
Undue  Inflaenoe  and  Bribery,  1497 

Haueotbt,  Earl  of 
Irieb  Church,  SR.  Amendt.  16S6 
Life  Peerages,  Comm.  el.   1,  119S;   Report. 
1390 

HAKTDfQTON,  Eight  HoB.  MarqueBB  of 

(PostmaBter  General),  Nete  Radnor 

Post  Office — Questions,  Ao. 
Money  Orders,  14 
Services  in  Wales,  12B5 
Velocipedes  and  Post  Office  Serrice,  74S 


a  Mails 


IS 


Foat  Office— MaU  Contraoti.  Res.  1148,  llSS 

Hatherley,  Lord  (see  Chancellor,  The 

Lord) 

Hat,  Eear-Admiral  Sir  J.  0.  D.,  8tav^• 

fori 
Army — Fortiflcationa,  Ac,  1673 
Canada- Reduction  of  Forcea,  747 
Cuba — Capture  of  an  American  Ship  in  British 

Colonial  Waters,  106 
■'  Marquess  of  Aberoom,"  I,oss  of  the,  1897 
Navy — "  Inconatant,"  The,  363 
Supply — Greenwich  Uospital,  IS7T 
Ways  and  Means— Customs  and  Excise  Dntiei^ 

Rei.  2, 801 

TTir.*TiT.jM,  Eight  Hon.  T.  E.,  NmetutU- 
Vfon-T^tte 
Asaessed  Ralea,  2R.  1312 
Light  Dues,  Res.  146,  183 


Henley,  Eight  Hon.  J.  W.,  Ox/ordsMn 
Bankruptcy,  Coram,  el.  4S,  1413 
Customs  and   Inland  Rovenuo,   Coram.  830  ; 

el.  6,  844 ;   el.  8,  843 ;  el.  18,  846,  84S ; 

el.  16,  8S2  ;  et.  24,  8«3  ;  «J.  2S,  854 ;  el.  38, 

855 
Endowed  Sehoola,  Comm.  el.  9,  I74S,  1748; 

el.  A.  13, 1703  ;  el.  15, 1767  ;  Amendt.  1768  : 

el.  19,  1770,  1771  ;  et.  29. 1773, 1777  i  et  88, 

1730;  «i.  41,  1780,  1783 
Ireland— O'Sulllvan,  Mr.,  Case  of.  Motion  far 
■       ,1168 


j  SESSION 
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HOL       HYP 


H'Kui.  Right  Hon.  J.  W.—ccnt. 
Iriih  Choreh,  Coirm.  el.  89, 133, 13i,  ISB,  136. 

38S;  Cooiid.  765 
Liiht  Da«*,  Rea.  183 
O'Sullivon't  Diuibilitr,  LaaTS,  £28 
8«ads  Adullenttion,  3R.  1927 
Vay  nnd  Mcani— Customi  uid  ExoiM  Dutiei, 

Res.  3,  791.768,799 
Witnesiei  (Doau  of  Commoiii)  MotioD  for  a 

ConunittM,  637 

Hekkikeb-Majob,  Hon.  J.  M. ,  Suffolk,  E. 
CouDtj  FiuDciaL  Sttirda,  Ltafe,  S19 

Hbebekt,   Eight  Hon.   Major-General 
Percy  E.,  Shropshire,  S. 
Taj)  and  Means — CoBloma  and  Eicin  IhitiM, 
Rm.  a,  797  ;  Amandt.  799 

Hebsekt,  Mr.  H.  A.,  iTurry  Co. 
Inland— Biilljbeigue.  Affra;  at,  I30T 

TnilMGaal,  1630 
Irlah  Ctmrob.Coinm.  «(.33,Ainendt.  S3ic{.39, 


Heshoit,  Mr.  E.,  Prttton 
Baakruptcj,  Comm,  cL  40, 1110;  el.  61 ,  Amendt. 

1898 :  cl,  126,  1001 
FrMloo  Railwa;  SUtion,  116* 

Heygate,  Sir  F.  "W.,  Londonderry  Co. 
Ireland— Loudonderrj,  Rioli  in,  Ti9 
Imh  Church,  Comm.  el.  33,  3,1 ;  cl.  36,  36  ; 

cl  39,  280  ;  el.  SO,  Amsndt.  ilO,  113,  116  ; 

add.  el.  435;  Coniid.  766,  770;   SR.  671, 

10D3 
O'SullivaD'a  Diiabilily.  LeaTa,  166 
Secdi  AdulCeratiDD,  3R.  1938 

HiBBE&T,  Mr.  J.  T.,  Oldham 

Awued  ItHtea,  3a.  1310,  1331 
Bankruplcj,  Comm.  el.  64,  1666  ;  el.  69, 1069 
Counlf  Finnnoial  Boards,  Learo,  610 
Endowed  Scbools,  Comm.  el.  29,  1774 
Inih  Church,  Comm.  cl.  33,  63 1  cl.  66,  420 
Way •  and  Meana — Custami  and  Excite  Dutiet, 
Kea.  3,  796  ;  Amsndt.  800 

High  Congtables'  Office  Abolition,  fte.  ffill 

{Mr.  Bunt,  Mr.  Helaler-Boeih,  Mr.  SUxveUy  Hill) 
a.  Orderad ;  rud  !••  June  10  [BUI  160] 

Hill,  Mr.  A.  Staveley,  Coventry 
Bankraptcj,  Comm.  cl.  7, 1318  1  el.  40, 1411 : 

cl.  47,  1 410 
Countf  Conrti,  3R.  687 
Dtplomatio  Peniiona,  1639 

HoABE,  Sir  H.  A.,  Chthsa 
Armjr  Eatimatea — Teomonry,  Amendt.  1676 
Irith  Churoh.  Comm.  cL  36,  348 
Unnicipal  Corporationi  (Molropolii),  2R.  1963 
Waji  and  Mean*— Cuitoma  and  Eiciit  OuUm, 

R.i.  a,  76T 


Holt,  Mr.  J,  M.,  Laneoihiro,  N.S. 
Irish  Cbareb,  3R.  Amendt.  971 

Hope,  Mr.  A.  J.  BoreB&rd,   Cambridge 
Univeriity 
Endowed  SohDols,  Comm.  d.  S,  1744,  1747; 
el.  A.  13,  1761 :  cl.  15,  176S,  1768  ;  d.  39, 
1776  ;  d.  36,  1779  ;  el.  41,  1781 
Irish  Church,  Consid.  777 
O'SaltiTBu'i  DiaabUitj,  Leave.  336 

HoDOHTON,  Lord 

Government  of   India  Act  Amendment,  8R. 

1336 
life  Peenigea,  Report,  J379 
Sen  Birds  Preeervntion,  Comm.  d.  4,  76 
IVillot  Peerage,  Report,  438 

Howard,  Mr.  J.,  Bedford 

Ecdowed  Schools,  Comm.  el.  11, 1761  {    d.  A. 

13,  1703;  el.  19,  1770 
Falenta  for  Invention!,  909 

H0WE8,  Mr.  E.,  Norfolk,  8.E. 
WBTB*nd  Means— Custom*  and  Eiotoe  Dnlici, 
Re*.  3,  Amendt.  803,  804 

HuoHES,  Mr.  T.,  JS-obm 
Armj  of  Reserve,  Res.  1666 
Bankruptcy,  Comm.  el.  46,  I4I6 
Natal— Green,  Rev.  Mr.,  Case  of,  467 
Sunda7  Trading,  Comm.  el.  1, 1460 

HtTMT,  Eight  Hon.  O.  W.,  Iforthan^ton' 

ahire,  N. 
Civil    Service   Panlions,  Comm.   cl.  4,   878, 

874  ;  Amendt.  876  ;  el.  6,  Amendt.  876 
CTerka  of  Local  Commisiionors  of  Taxes,  1307 
Counlv  Financial  Boards,  Leave.  614 
Customs  nnd  Inlnnd  Revenue,  3 R.  636  ;  Comm. 

812,818;  el.  18,848,860 
Endowed  Scboola,  Comm.  cl.  41,  1783 
Irish  Church,  Comm.  el.  33,  38  :  el.  39,  3B3 
Mail  Conlraots,  Rea.  1166 
Porliamenl— DoWin  Citj  Writ,  1786 
Proiecutione.  Coat  of,  81 1 
Seed!  Adulteration,  aR.  1636 
SnppI;— New  Law  Courts,  1677 
Telegraph  and  Kailwa;  Companiea,  1399 
■Wave  and  Means — Cuetoma  nod  Excise  Duliet, 

Comm.  Res.  3,  Amendt.  783,  794,  796,  797, 

799  ;  Amendt.  803,  806,  806,  807 

Hypothec  Abolition  (Scotlimd)  Bill 

{Mr.  Carnegie,  Mr.  Fordyce,  Mr.  CTavfunT) 

Moved, "  That  the  Bill  be  now  read  3° "  May  6, 

944  [Bill  *]  ^ 

Ameudt.  to  leave  odI  from  "That  "  and  add 

"pending  the  consideration  (bj  a  Committee 

of  the  Houae  of  Lords)  of  tho  wbolo  quei- 

tion  of  the   I.nw  of   lljrpotheo   aa  eiiating 

both  in  Scotland  and  other  countriea,  it  ia 

ex pedient  to  delnj  the  further  eon ai deral lott 

of  l/^      ;  — — — ^ion  pro- 

po,  «r  abort 


Indonm  of  Land*  (Ho.  S)  Bill 

(ifr.  KnatthbuO-Bugtittn,  Mr.  SttrOary  Brvct) 
0.<Mwed;n>(tl°*  JwmS  [BUI  liB] 

IsDU 
Bank  of  Bengal,  Qaulion,  Mr.  G.  Gragoiy ; 

Aniwar,  Mr.  Grant  DuS  June  i,  1S3T 
Civil  Srrviet,  Question,  Mr.  EattwioL ; 

iwsr,  Mr.  Grtnt  Duff  JuM  3, 1208 
Ualvirajah  of  Mytor* — Ouardiatuhipof,  Q,dm> 

tion,   Sir  Stafford  NortbooM;  Aniwer,  Mr. 

Grant  Daff/une  10,  149S 
Putiaab  Tenancy  Act,  Qoeation,  Sir  'Obtrlet 

Wingflald  ;  Anavsr,  Mr.  Grant  Duff  May  13, 

flB;   Qaestion,   Mr.  C.  Deniion;   Aotwer, 

Mr.  Grant  Daff /wM  11, 1991 
Baitvaayi,  Qurslion.   Mr.  Kinaaird;    Aniwer, 

Mr.  Grant  Duff  Jfay  13.  Til 
Stiieimet  of  India— Authority  of  the  Steretary 

of  Slate,  (^leslioD,  Sir  Stafford  Nortluwle; 

AunTer,  Mr.  Grant  DattMay3, 10 

Indnatrial  Schools  (Oreat  Britaiii)  Bill 

[h.l.]     (The  Margtteii  Toienihtnd) 

t.  Mored,"  That  tfao  Bill  bsoawrMd  2-"2foy7, 

8fi7  ;  after  ibort  dabate.  Bill  withdrswa 

(No.  61) 

Luotrent  Debtors'  Court,  ftc.  Bill 
{Mr.  AUomey  Oentral,  Mr.  Solieitpr  Oetmvt) 
e.  Sill  i>rd«r«il "  May  11 

Raad  !•■  Mty  28  [BUI  134] 

IHELAJn) 

Batlgheiffut—Affravat,  Qaeitioa,  Mr.Harb«rt ; 
Anawar,  Mr.  Cbichaatar  FortBMue  Juna  3, 
1307 

Ckurth  in  Treland —  Uniett  of  Tertal,  QnaatiOD, 
Mr.  Gathorne  flardji  Aoawar,  Hr.  Cbi«bMter 
Fiirteaau«  Jant  3.  I30S 

i}uiftn — Lord  Uayor  of,  QuMtioD,  Mr.Wing- 
Beld  Vamer ;  Aniwar,  Ths  Attoroe;  Geoanl 
lor  Ireland  May  13,  710 

Ftnian  Comitt  O" Donovan  Roita,  Qneition, 
Sir  John  Graf  ;  Anawer,  Mr.  Braoe  /una  4, 
123S 

Loaionderry,  RioU  at — PraclaraaiionofAt  City, 
Quettion,  .Mr.  Serjeant  Dowie  ;  Anawer,  Hr. 
Chioheiter  Porteicue  May  S,  30  ;  Quettion, 
Mr.  W.  Jobniton  ;  Anawer,  Mr.  Ohiabeiter 
Fortaicae  ifoy  4,  103;  Q,uaation,  Sir  Uerief 
Brace  ;  Amwer,  Mr.  Cbioheiter  Forteaoue 
May  I,  104]  Ma^e,  363;  Qaeation,  Lord 
Qeorga  Uimilton  ;  Anawer,  Mr.  Cbiobaater 
FarteNDaJf(^7.390:QDeatlon,Sir  Frederick 
W.  Heinle  ;  Answer,  Mr.  Cliiohaiter  For- 
(aaeue  May  13,  T19 

Prtit  FroKcatium — Colt  of  Mr.  (^Sullivan, 
Moved,  TbatB  Select  Committee  be  appal n tad 
"  to  inquira  into  ibe  treatment  of  polilioal 
priionen,  particularly  of  thoie  who  maj  ba 
untried  ;  and  of  tboie  who,  unrlar  oioeptionnl 
olrcumstancea,  ma;  ba  detained  in  custody, 
witbout^oy  special  ohnrgo  having  boon  pre- 
ferred against  them"  (Mr.  Giorgt  Moort) 
Jmm  1,  1100  ;  aFier  abort  debate,  Question 
put,  A.  30,  N.Slj  U,S4 

PrvUefioa  of  Lift.  Questioa,  Lord  John  Man. 


jINDEXj 
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743 

Slalt  of  Ireland 

Extra  Foliei  in  Tipptrary,  Quation,  Mr, 
Bagwell ;  Answer,  Mr.  Chiebester  Forteaous 
Maj  13,  744 

Policy  of  the  Qovernmera,  Obterrationi,  Quet- 
tion, f  ba  Marquess  of  Salisburj  ;  Kepif, 
Karl  Graniilla :  debate  thereon  May  T,  3ST  ; 
Question,  Observations,  Earl  Rosaell ;  Reply, 
Earl  Granville  ;  long  debate  thereon  May  13, 
707 

Ratei  on  Ditturbtd  Diitriett,  Qaeition,  Colooal 
Wilson  -  Patten ;  Answer,  Mr.  Chiobester 
Fortesoue  May  3, 30 

Stalioaery     OgUe,    Question,    Mr.    Bagwell  ; 

Anawer,  Mr.  Ayrlon  May  11,  373 
Traltt  (Fiisl,  Question,  Mr.  O'Reillj;  Aqsvare, 

Mr.  H.  A.  Ilerbert,  Mr.  CbiobesCec  Forleaona 

Jane  II,  1639 
UniUr  Secretary  to  Iht  Lord  Lieutenant — Offiet 

of.   Question,    Obsenatlons,  The    Earl    of 

Longford  ;    Reply,    Karl    Granville ;    abort 

debate  thereon  Jmvt  1, 1083 

Ibish  CBtmoH  Bill 
Qnestion,  Obaemtiooa,  Lord  Bateman ;  Reply, 
Earl  Granville  ;  abortdebatathereon  June  11, 

1878 
Sxihopt  ofProtettant  Charehei — EeeUtiattietU 

TitUt     Ad,    Question,      Lord    Colcliester ; 

Aniwer,  Earl  Granville  June  7, 1280 
Ckurek  of  England— PrelaUiof  tie  Iriti  ChiirA 


Mr.  BrigbCi  Letter,  Notlee,  Lord  Cainu 
June  IS,  1791 

Parliatnenl — Diialnlity  of  tke  Roman  Oatkoiit 
Cleiyy,  Queation,  Mr.  LKion ;  Answer,  Mr. 
Gladstone  ifoy  13,  746 

Pelitiont,  ObservalloDi,  The  Earl  of  Devon 
June  7,  1370;  Obsertn lions,  'I'he  Duka  of 
Abercom  ;  Fetition  ordered  to  lie  <«  the 
Table  June  11,  ICSl 

Profeuori  of  Mayuooth,  Question,  Hr.  Staple- 
ton  i  Answer,  Mr.  Gladstone  May  13,  718 

Irish  ChnTch  Bill 

(Mr.  Dodton,  Mr.  GladiloM,  Mr.  John  Bright, 

Mr.  ChieheHer  Forteteue,  Mr.  Attorney 

Oeneral  for  Ireland) 

9.  Oomroittee,  May  3,.33  [Bill  37] 

Clause  30  (Ei.aetmenta  with  respeet  te  niied 

endowments),  33 
Clnuse  31  (Limilntions  of  right  to  parohase  fee 
simple  in  con  side  r&l  ion  of  ixrpetual  rent),  33 
Clause  33  (Snle  of  tithe  reat-obarge  to  ownen 

of  land\  33 
Clause  33  (roweroFCommissionertte  Mil  their 

properly),  63 
Clause   36   (Compenaatton 


Cine 


).6S 


CltBM  SB  agreed  t«,  7C ;  fnmmimn    ir 


(SESSION    1666-9)  IBI 


Jriih  CKureA  Bill— eonl. 
CominittM  Man  *•  1"' 
ClauaeSO  (Repenl  of  Hnjnooth  AeU.    Com- 

peDMlion  OD  the  ceiHlion  of  cerUia  uiDiul 

■uma),  lOT  ;  CommiLtcs— b.f. 

Commiltee  ifay  6,  26S 

Cliuae  38  (Hepenl  of  MnjiKntli  Acts.     Com- 
penution  on  the  eoanlion  of  certnin  aaaiud 
turns),  203  i   A.  318,  N.  192  ;  M.  126 
Diviiion  Liat,  Ayea  nnd  Noea,  206 

CtiDHB  40  to  42  agreed  to,  349 

Clauag  43  (CompenaHtJon  to  Eccleainatictl  Com- 
■niaaionora  nnd  iheir  offlcera),  31t) 

CtuDM  14  (Compenulion  lo  Ticnn  general  nnd 
olher  offlcera  by  snouiCiM  equal  10  their  ave- 
rage income  for  the  three  jeare  eading  let 
Janunrj,  I8T0),  349 

Ciauaes  49  to  48  agreed  to 

Ciauae  4S  (tteguUtione  as  lo  pafmeot  of  an- 
nuit;),  319 

Clauaea  60  .ind  91  agreed  (o,  350 

Clnuae  63  (Salea  of  landa,  Ac,  ma;  be  made  in 
Landed  Eslate*  Court),  950 

Ola  uses  63  to  CT  agreed  to,  350 

Clause  58  (Regulntioa  aa  to  Tacanoiea),  360  ; 
Committee-'B.p 


Commiitee  May  7,  300 

Clauae  5S  |  Regulation  aa  to  racanciea),  390 

Clante  60  (Ultimate  truat  of  surplua),  S8S 

Clauie  on  agreed  lo,  430 

CInase  SI   (SaTing    righta    as    to   proprietar; 

chnpela  and  chapelt  ot  eaae).  420 
Olaase  02  (Saving  of  Act  of  39  &  40  Geo.  HI. 

e.  BT),  421 
Clauae  S3(InterpretstJon)  amended,  and  agreed 

to,  131 
Clauae  3  (Appointment  of  Commiasioaen),  421 
Clauaea  1  to  9  agreed  lo,  123 
NeiT   Cliase  (Accounts  of  capital  and  roTS' 

Dues],  123  ;  BUI  reported  [Bill  113] 

Considered  as  amended  May  13,  T6I 

New  Clauae  (Moveable  nbatteli  belonging  to  see 

or  Church).  TBI 
New  Clause  (Provision  for  the  ofBoen  of  Ca- 
thedral Chnrcheain  Ireland),  761 
New  Clauae  (Compensation  to    eooleaiaatical 

peraons  not  otherwise  provided  for),  75T 
New  Clnuae  (Annuitiea  not  lobe  forfeiLed  be- 

cauae  Bnouitants  do  not  content  to  alteration 

In  articiei  of  Church),  768 
Hew  Clauae  (BeneSciiS  of  Saint  Mar;,  Saint 

Thomat,  and  Saint  George,  Dublin),  786 
New  Clause  (Commiuioners  ma;  purohaie  anr- 

render  or  saaignment  of  leaae),  767 
New  Clauae  (Compensntioa  to  trustees  of  Ar. 

magh  Observatory),  767 

Re-comm.  *  ;  Report  May  3S         [Bill  133] 
Conaidered  *  May  2S 

Moved,  ■<  That  the  Bill  be  now  read  3° "  Mau  31, 
971 

Amendt.  to  leiTe  oat  "  now."  and  add  "  upon 
this  da;  three  months"  (Mr.  Holt);  Ques- 
tion proposed,  "That  'now,'  ic.;"  after 
long  debate,  (Question  put,  A.  3ul,  N.  317 ; 
H.  Ill 
Division  List,  Avea  and  Noes,  1078 

Main  Question  put,  and  agreed  to  ;  Bill  read  S° 
TOL.  CXCVI.  [thibd  serjbs.]  [(W"*- 


Iriih  Chureh  Bill— «aat. 

t.  Keid  I'*  (7U  Sort  OmnvJCt) /ims  1 

[No.  109) 
Moved,  That  the  last  three  paragraphs  of  ller 

Mnjeaty'a  moit  gracious  Speech  bBrend{£ori 

(7ranvi/fe)— agreed  to  1   and   the  a.iid    piira- 

grnphs  accord  iugl;  read  bjthe  aUrkJunt  U, 

1837 
MoTed,  "That   the    Bill   be   now  read   2>" 
Amendt.  to  leaie  out  (■'  now  ")  nnd  in«ort  ("  this 

day  three  monihi")(  The  Earl .-/ Harrov^); 

alter  long  deb.ile.  Debate  adjourned 
Adjoornvd  Debate  Junt  IS.  1701 ;  after  long 

debate,  further  Debate  adjourned 

JA3CEB,  Mr.  H.,  Taunton 

Parliament— Dublin  City  Writ,  1789 

jENKUfBON,  Sir  G.  8.,    WilUkire,  Sf. 
County  Courta,  2K.  088 
CourIB  of  Justice  (New  Site),  Lcbto,  SOO 
Irish   Church,   Comm.    cl.  SO,  Amendt,  I3B, 
148,  290,  348 

Jeevib,  Colonel  H.  J.  W.,  Sancich 
Permiisive   Probibitory  Liquor,  alt,  Amendt. 
848 

Jebbel,  Mr.  G-.,  J)<M)tr 

Bankruptcy,  Comm.  rf.  1,  1313  ;  el.  8,  1216  ; 
cl.  7,  1217,  1218  i  ei  8,  1210  ;  el.  U,  1331, 
1233.  1231 ;  el.  13, 1403;  el.  18, 1108,  141S  : 
cL  69,  160a;c<.  91,1607, 1898  ,-<:;.  136,  lOOS 


JoHNflTOu,  Mr,  W.,  Bel/tut 

Ireland— Londonderry,  Kiols  in,  103 

Irish  Church,  Comm.  al.  SD,  69  ;  a.  69, 103  ; 

3K,  1030 
O'Sultiian'i  Disability,  LeaTe,  310 
Seed!  Adulteration,  2K.  1030 

JoHNBTOBB,  SiT  H.,  SearhoTough 

Spain — Imprisonment  of  a  British  Subjeot  at 
Barcelona,  1711 

Joint   Stock  Companies    Arrangement 

Bill  {Mr.  Henry  B.  Hhtridan,  Mr,  Serjeant 

Simon) 
:.  Ordered  ;  read  T*  May  31  [Bill  110] 

Judieature  Commitiion 

uestion,  Mr.  Norwood  ;  Answer,  Mr.  Braee 
Jan4  II,  1838 

Judicial  Statistics  (Scotland)  Bill 
(  Tht  Lard  Advocate,  Mr.  Seeretari/  Brace,  Mr. 

SeliciUT  General  far  Scotland) 
.  Ordered  ;  read  !"•  June  3  [Bill  113] 

Jutticet,  ifc.,  Ckrh  to — Fee»  and  Salarin 
Question,  Mr.  Ruasell  Gurney ;  Answer,  Mr. 
Bruce  .funi!  1,1338;  Explanation,  Mr,  Bmca 
Jttaa  7,  1309 
3X 
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jmtaceB  of  the  Peace  ttoaUflcation  BiB 

[H.b,]    ( Tha  Earl  of  AlbemarU) 
I.  Pmanted ;  read  1'  *  Mat/  i  (No.  SS) 


,  Earl  of  (Lord  Privy  Seal) 
E>Mlioa  Comniluionan  (BipniM).  3R.  1S8S 
Ireland— IriBh  Foliar  of  the  GaTernmeiit,  378 

State  ef,  721,  736 
Iriik  Oboreb,  3R.  l«Se 

Kiso,  Hon.  P.  J.  Locke,  Sttrrey,  E. 
ArmT— Patriotic  FnTid  CommlisioD.  460 
Crjpt  of  St.  Stephen'*,  7*4 
Stitutei,  RsTiiioD  of  the,  Rn.  1217 

"Ejssasbs,  Lord 
North  British  Railwar — Accidental   Deaths, 

Hetion  for  a  Pnper,  fiSS,  fi7t 
FKroohlal    Schools  (Scotland),   Comm.   tl.  1, 
lie  1  cL  20,  4eS  ;  cl.  S8,  iOl 

KnofAiED,  Hon.  A.  F.,  Perth 

Britlih  Columbin,  Motion  for  Pnperi,  1101 
Endowed  Sohoola,  Comm.  el.  19,  1T09 
India — Eailvn^a,  711 
Smdi  AduUeratioD,  SR.  1638 

Kjbk,  Mr.  W.,  Kewr^ 

Inah  Cliunih,  Comm.  el.  39,  Amendt.  6S,  67, 
73  i  add.  cl.  423 

Knatohbull-Huobsben,  Mr.  E,  H.  (tin- 
der Secretary  of  State  for  the  Home 
Departpient),  Sandwich 

Countr  FinnncinI  Boards,  Lcaia,  009,  619,  SSO 
Marriage  with  a  Deoeaaed  Wife's  Sister,  Comm. 

1401) 
Sharirs(rork  Couatr),  1308 


Ekoz,  Hon.  Colonel  W.  Stuart,  I>un- 
ffannon 
Irish  Churah,  Comm.  tl  3S,  71  :  aM.  el.  4)fi 

O'Sutlivan's  Dianbilitr,  Lcsre.  231 
Parllnmpnt— Dublin  Citj  Writ,  Motion  for  Ad. 
jourDment,  1792 

landB  Cl&tiBeB  Consolid&tion  Act  Amende 

rnent  BUI    {Vitcount Bidifax) 
I.  Sitforf  May  S  <No.  90) 

Road  3'  •  May  4 
Ro;al  AiMnt  Junt  21    [83  *  83  ViH.  t.  IS] 

LAiraDOTKE,  MarquBBB  of  (Lord  of  the 
Treasury) 
CDltoma  and  Inland  Revenue,  9R.  I58< 
Kewspapen,  dw.  SR.  916, 069 

"  ZavelU  V.  Proud/eot  "—Ctu*  of 

dueation,  Obaervniiona,   Mr.    Charley,  Mr.  O, 
H.  Mooro  J   Reply.  Mr.  GUdslone  May  38, 


LA'WBBifCE,  Mr.  Alderman  W.,  Zenio» 
BankruptoT.  Comm.  el.  14, 133) ;  <1.16, 1111: 

d.  91.  1899 
Cnstoma  and  Inland  Raraane,   Oonn.  a.  IS, 

Amendt.  819,  SSO 
Endowed  SohDola,  Comm.  cl.  29,  1TT3 
Ways  and  Means— Customs  and  EioiM  DntUs, 

Res.  9.  Amendt.  801,  803,  SOT 

La-wboh,  Sir  W.,   CarlUle 

Permissive  Prohibitory  Liquor.  3R.  0S7,  Ml. 


Latasd,   Eight    Hon.    A.    H.    (Chief 

CommiB«onOTofWorks),  Sottthwarh 

Covria  of  Justice  (New  Si(«).LMTe,OU,  SSS, 

560 
Melropolis— Qineatione,  Ao. 

Conrts  of  Juatioe.  New,  11, 1310 
Crvpt  of  St.  Stephen's,  7*4 
Finshorj  Pork,  7*0 
St.  Jamei's  Park,  13 
Statuee  in  Palace  Yard,  1713 
Viotorla  Park,  780 

Leatham,  Mr.  B.  A.,  Suddenjteld 
PormiaaiTO  Prohibitory  Liquor,  SR.  001 

Lefevbk,  Mr.   J.   G.   Shaw  {Seoretary 
to  the  Board  of  Trade),  Reading 
Etcler,  Trade  of,  17*1 
Light  Dues,  Rea.  103 

"  Marqueas  of  Aberoom,"  LoM  ot  the,  ISO? 
Seeds  Adulteration,  3R.  1031 

Lbkkox,  Lord  H.  G.  C.  G.,  OAwAwtw 
Metropolis—Courts  of  Justioa.  Ntw,  14 
Nniy— Admiralty  Clerki.  lUs.  1S3J,  1036 

liEwiB,  Mr.  J.  D.,  JDtvonport 

post  OSee— Landing  Mails  at  a  Weateni  Port, 


Libel  Bill 

(Jfr.  Sainei,  Mr.  CanAtiA,  Mr.  Morltg) 
e.  Committee*  ;  Report  May  4   [BUIa  17-100] 

LiDDELL,  Hon.  H.  G.,  JfbrthumharJani,  S. 
Coal  Fields,  Motion  for  an  Addreas,  101* 
Iriah  Choroh,  Comm.  cl.  89, 101  ;  el.  S,  138 
O'SnIliian's  Diaobility.  2R.  S81 
Witnesses  (Uoum  of  Oommona),  Motion  far  a 
Committee,  832 

Lift  Peerages  Kll 

{The  Earl  BmuH] 

I.  MoTed,  "  That  the  Honae  do  now  roMlre  itself 

Into  Committee  "/uM  3,  1173;  after  short 

debntB,  Commillea  {No.  10) 

Report  Jtaia  8,  1970  (No.  118) 

Moved,   ■'  That  the    said   Report   be  bow  f«- 

crlied  "  (  The  Sort  RuUtU) 
After  debate,  Amendt.  to  leare  out  ("now") 
and  intert  f'this  day  three  months")  (7*Aa 
Eart  ejf  Matme^tay) ;  after  farther  abort  de- 
bete,  Amendt.  withdrawn ;  crigiaal  Motion 
■pMdto;  Bopert reoslTed 
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Lift  Pteragts—Offiet  of  Lord  Migh  C\im- 
oettor  of  Ikffland 
Motion  for  an  AddrMS,  "prn<rfng  that  for  the 
idviinlige  of  this  House  and  for  the  honour 
or  the  legal  profrsalon  Her  Miijntr  irill  bo 
grnclDUstjr  plpiitd  to  mnDtion  the  erection  of 
the  office  of  Lord  High  Chancellor  of  iinglnnd 
Into  ■  barony  which  shall  entitle  the  holder 
of  thftt  ofBce  to  a  writ  of  aummona  to  Pari 
menC  b;  nieb  title  aa  Urr  Majeatf  ihall 
eicfa  ca*e  be  pleated  to  Bummon  him;  and  that 
■uch  writ  of  lunimona  ni  aforeeaid  ahnll  make 
the  perwn  receiving  the  same,  nllhoug h  hi 
ma;  not  conlinue  to  hold  the  uld  offloe,  a 
Peerof  Parliament  far  life  without  remainder 
to  the  heln  of  hie  body  "  ( The  Lord  Redti- 
dale)  Mag  8,  10 :  alter  ibort  debate,  MoiIod 
withdrawn 

ZiwU  Ihtet 

Moved,  "That  it  It'tba opinion  ofthiiHoute, 
that  the  practice  of  charging  upon  the  thip- 

Sing  of  this  Country  and  the  shipping  of 
'oreign  Nations  iltg  cost  of  m.-iintaining  the 
Lights,  Buoya,  and  Beacona  vhich  light  and 
proticl  the  ahorea  of  the  United  Kingdom 
ihould  cense,  ns  being  a  practice  unworthy  of 
a  great  maritime  nation  wbo»o  ahips  ore  af- 
forded the  uae  of  the  Lights  of  other  Coon, 
tries  free  of  all  eipense "  {Mr.  Siadlam) 
Mayi,  119 ;  after  debate,  Motion  withdrawi 

Ziahthoute  Aecounte 


Ldtosat,  Hon.  Colonel  C.  H.,  Ahtngdon 
trmj  of  Rewrve,  Res.  ISll 

Ldtobat,  Colonel  E.  J.  Loyd,  Berkshire 
Army  of  Eleasrve,  Res.  1S6S 

Local  Oovenuneat  SnpplemeiLtal  Bill 

(Mr.  Knatehbult-Bu^iiim,  Mr.  SttreKtry  Brace) 

e.  Referred  to  Selmt  Committee  May  1 1  [  Bill  SO] 

Report*  Janet  [Bill  1S5] 

Lm^  OfflceoM  SaporaiutBatloiL  (Xrdand) 

BUI    (Mr.  Pim,  Sir  Ji^a  Untjf) 
c.  Read  >•  *  May  i  [Bill  87] 

LoOH,  Mr.  a.,    Wici,  ^e. 

Cams  I^irs  (Scotland),  Nomiaatlon  of  Com- 
mittee, 628,  633,  17S3,  1784 

Looks,  Mr.  J.,  Souihteari 
AssesMd  Ratea,  SR.  1827 
Bankruptcy,  Cotnm.  cf.  S,  121S 
Endowed  Sohools,  Comm.  d.  9,  ITll ;   cl.  19, 

Amendt.  17T1 
Uwiioipal  CorporatioDa(Melropolis},3R.  leSi 

Lodgen'  Property  Frotectioii  Bill  [b.i,.] 

[The Margutu  Toanthend) 

I.  Moved, "  That  tho  Bill  b«  now  read  2> "  Jfoy  1 1 , 

(63  (No.  M) 

Aflerihortdebate,  Amendt.  to  leave  out  ("now") 

•nd  Insert   ("this    day    three    mooths"); 

Amoodt.  Motion  and  Bill  witlidnwn 


LoNoFOSD,  Earl  of 

Ireland — Under  Secretary  b 
tenant,  10S9, 1089 

LoPES,  Sir  M.,  Ifwotuhire,  8. 
MetropoliUn  Poor  Aat(ia«7) 
13SI 

Lovx,  Eight  Hon.  R.  (see  Charoelloe 
of  the  Exchsqueb) 

LowTHEB,  Mr.  J.,    York  dig 

£Ddowed  Schools,  Comm.  el.  4,  ItU  l  eL  39, 


LoBH,  Dr.  J.  A.,  Salithvry 
JuienUe   OOeaders    in  Reformatory  Schoeli, 


LuBK,  Mr.  Alderman  A.,  Fin*bury 
Abyssiiiinn  War,  Motion  for  a  Committee,  1138 
Army  Eslimnlei — Militia,  &d.  187(1     ■ 
Bankruptcy,  Comm.  cl.  6,  Vi\b  ;   el.  13, 1220  ; 

c(.  46,  1416;  ei.  S4,  1597 
Civil  Service  Pensions,  Comm,  ri.  4,  873 
Customs  and    Inland    Revenue,    Comm.  BSS; 

£2.4.813,843:  cl.  18,848 
Diplomatio   Salaries,  bo.   Comm.  ct.  6,  1336, 

1338;  <J.  7,  Amendt.  1339 
Endowed  Schools,  Comm.  d.  15,  1767 

Ltttelton,  Ijord 
Bi^ops  of  tlie  South  Wsetem  Distriot,  8 

Ltteden,  Lord 
Gorerament  of  India  Aat  Amendment,  Report, 
692 

Report, 

MoAbthub,  Mr.  W.,  Lambeth 
Iriih  Churoh,  Comm.  et.  39,  287 
Hosenms,  Aa.,  Opening  of,  on  Sundays,  I17S 
Ways  and  Heana — Custom*  and  Eioiae  Datles, 
Rea.  2,  808 


Macfie,  Mr.  E.  A.,  Leith,  iv. 
Patents  for  Inventions,  Res.  8& 

McLaben,  Mr.  D.,  Edinburgh 
Endowed  School^  Comtn.  cL  19, 1769 
Irish  Cbnroh,  Comm.  cl.  S»,  374,  370  ;  al.  19, 

405 
Permiaaive  Prohibitory  Liquor,  JR.  678 
Real  froperly,  Rea.  598 
Scotland— End  oKcd  Schools,  Ao.  Motion  for  K 

Commission.  1143 
.6m  Fieheries  (Ireland),  3R.  1480 


(INDEX) 
.96. 


McMahon,  Mr.  P.,  Nme  Sou 

BHtikrupicy,  Comm.ef.  16,  U13 
Caonij  Courla,  2R.  086 

]ti>h  Gliurcli,  Comm.cl.  32.33;  ef. 53,  Amendt. 
350  ;  CotiBid.  7G8  ;  Amende.  TIB 


MiOuiBE,  Mr.  J.  F..  Cork  City 

Ireland — O'Sullimn, Mr.,Caieof,  Motion  tra», 

Committee,  IITO 
O'Farrfll  Papon,  Tho.  20 
"■"  '-'       ■(  Diubility,  Luvb,  203  ;  SR.  £76, 


{  Ltetneet,  Qam- 


£83 
Sale  of  Liqi 

Hse 

S»  Fisheriei  (IreUnd),  2R.  Mflfl,  1173, 14TS 


1  Sandax  (Ireland),  Comm. 


Malmesbuby,  Earl  0 
Lifa  Peeragea,  Report,  i 


1. 1361, 1389 


Mannebs,  Bight  Hon.  Lord  J.  J.  B. 
Leicestenkire,  JV. 
Courta  or  Juatio<)(Nair5ite),  LesTe,  5J9 
Ireland — Protealion  of  Lire,  170 
Iriah  Church,  Gonim.  a.  33,  61 :  el.  39,  130 

el.  69,  103 
O'Sullivan'a  Dia«bilLt7,  Lsbts,  311 

MABLBOaoiFOH,  Duke  of 

Paroahinl  Schools  (Scotlnnd),  Comm.  tl3i  el.  1, 
146 ;  el  20, 103 ;  el.  08,  Amendt.  162, 161 

"Murquest  of  Abtreorn  " — Lost  of  th» 
Qnealion,  Sir  John  llnjr ;    Anivcr,  Mr.  Shav- 
Lsrerre  Jun«  \6,  1897 

Xairiage  witli  a  Deceased  Wife's  Sister 

Bill    (Jfr.  Thoma$  Cliamben,  Mr.  Jforley] 

«.  Order  for  Committee  rend  JuaeB,  lilS  [Bill  3.1] 

Moved,  "  Thni  it  be  nn  Inatruclton  Co  the  Com- 
mittee that  the;  have  power  to  ninke  pn>- 
Tision  for  a  womnn  to  mnrr;  her  deccaaed 
biubnod'a  brother  "  (ifr.  CeUini] ;  after  short 
debnte,  M'lved,  "Thnt  the  Delmie  be  now 
adjourned"  (Jfr.  SelaUr- Booth);  A.  03, 
N.  113;  M.  60 

Question  ngnin  proposed  ;  Mored,  "  That  thia 
Houai'  do  no»  adjourn"  {Mr.  Croii)  ;  A. S3, 
N. 06 ;  M. 33 

QuBHlion  ngnin  propoied  ;  Moved,  "  Th«t  the 
debiile  be  now  nrijnurncd  "  (Mr.  R.  Foviler) ; 
MoLioQ  agrred  lo  ;  Debate  adjourned 

Harried  Women's  Properly  Bill 
{Mr.  RaiieU  Qumty,  Mr.  ffeadlam,  Mr.  Jacob 
Bright) 
e.  Report  •  May  13  [BUI  133} 

Matthews,  Mr,  H.,  Dat^arvan 

ParlLimem— Dublin  CiijWiit.  1700 
Sea  Fuberiss(lrelBDd),  3R.  1176 

Kerchant  Shipping  (Colonial),  1869,  Bill  j 

[b.i..]    (fAe  Earl  OrmnUi) 
U  Rojal  Assent  Mag  13  [33  Via.  C  11] 


ft^TKOPOLIS 

CreroTme  Cfardetu — Spe 

tion,  Mr.  J.  G.  Tnlbot. 

Jvae  11,  1713 
FiatbuTi,  Park.  Qneations,  Mr.  W.  M.  Torreni, 

Vlscoant  KnOeld  ;  Ansven,  Mr.  Ufard,  Mr. 

Tite  May  13,  7*0 
Maitamt,  ffe..  Opening  tif,  on  Sundayi,  Obaerr^ 

tiona,  Mr.  W.    H.  Gregorj  June    i,  1251; 

after  debate,  [House   oounted  out]  —  TA« 

Lord't  Day  Soeiely  and  the  Pelilton  For- 

gerie;   Eipl-inalioD,   Mr.  W.    11.   Gregory 

June    10,    11B3  :     Explanation,    Hr.     T. 

Chambers /line  16,  1016 
St.   Jamti't  Park — Bailiing,  Question,  Mr. 

Stnplelon  ;  Answer,  Mr.  Lajiard  May  3,  13 
SlaHiei  in  Palace  Yard,  Question,  Mr.  Nevill». 

Greaville  ;   Answer,   Mr.   Layard  June  11, 


Metropolitan    Board   of    Worit  —  Main 
Srainaffe~^Bariittif  Creek  Outfall 
Question,  Mr.  Eastwick ;  Answer,  Mr.  BruM 
J/uyO,  360;  Question,  Colonel  French ;  An- 
swer, Mr.  Bruce  June  8,  1103 

Metropolitan  Cattle  Marhet 

Question,  Mr.  PeU ;  Answer,  Hr.  W.  E.  Forster 
May  3,  Ifl 

Metropolitan  Commons  Act(1866)  Amend- 
ment Bill    (^r.  T.  Chamber;  Mr.  Latkt) 

e.  Read  3°,*  and  referred  lo  a  Select  CommittM 
MayZl  [Bill  77] 

Select  Committee  nominated  ;  Liltofths  Coin- 
mittee  June  16,  1073 

Ketropolitan  Commons  Snpplemental  BiH 

(The£arlo/Mi^Gy) 
I.  Read3'*/iii)«7  (No.  35} 

Committee  *  ;  Report  June  6 
Rend  3'*/iin«  11 
Rojal  Aawnt  June  31    [33  4  33  Ftel.  o.  63] 

Hetropolitan  Poor  Act  (1867)  Amendment 
Bill  (Mr.  Gatehen, Mr.  A.  Feet,Mr.  Ayrtm) 

Movod,  •■  That  the  Bill  be  now  r¥nd  3°  "  Jfay  38, 
916:  after  debate,  Dehato  oitjourned 

Adjourned  dehnte  June  7,  1310 

Amendt.  10  leave  out  from  "Tlut"  and  add 
"in  the  present  condllion  of  the  Rate- 
pn^ere  of  (he  Metropolii,  mid  of  the  burthens 
Inld  upon  Ihem  for  the  relief  of  the  eick  nnd 
inArm,  it  li  not  exprUient  to  ndnpt  nnj  fur* 
ther  mentures  orie^i'lMlDn  until  lull  Inquiry 
ihall  have  been  made  into  the  existing  e(< 
tent  of  hospilal  accom  modal  ion,  snd  how  far 
the  same  rony  be  made  ndeqnile  to  meet  the 
want  of  (he  aich  p<u>r  not  relieved  In  their 
own  dwelling* "  {Mr.  W.  M.  Torrent)  t 
Quesiion  proposed,  "  That  the  wonla.  *o.  ; " 
after  debate,  Question  put:  A.  ItS,  N.  15: 
M.  103  ;  main  Question  put;  Bill  read  f 

'  Metropolitan    Street    Tramwat/e  £iU  (hi/ 
Order) 
II.  as  amended,  further  oonsidend  JUy  13, 


i,Coo^^lc 
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MOO     mm 


SCilitia  Bill    (The  Lord Northbnok) 

I.  Rpporc  ■  May  S  (No.  83) 

Moved,  "  That ihe BUI ba  nov  rtadS'"  May*. 
30  ;  after  debnte,  Bill  rs>d  3* 

Rojal  Auent  tfay  13  [33  Viet. «.  13] 

Miller,  Mr.  J.,  Edinburgh 
Iriih  Church,  3R.  1041 

Scotland— Income  Tax,  171 
Sheriff  Caurta,  1633 

Milton,  Viscount,  TorJetkire,  W.S. — S. 
CoDtention  of  Paria,  Motion  [br  Paper*,  1116 

Minefl  Se^alatioii  Bill  (Hr.  Secretary  Bnme, 
Mr.  KnaieUndt-augeiKn) 

e.  Read  a°*ifay  6  [BUI  81] 

MiNTO,  Earl  of 

North    British   Railirar— Aooidental  Deaths, 

Motion  Tor  a  Paper,  SBtl 
Paroobinl  Setioola  (ScoCiand),  Comm.  el,  30, 

4ST  ;  Amende.  160 
Scotland— Police  Sjitems,  703 


Mold — Itiot  at 

Quettion,  Mr.  Oabome  Morgan ;  Anawer  Mr. 
Brace  June  T,  1296 


MoNS,  Mr.  C.  J.,  OloutMUr 

Court  of  Probate  (Regialrar  Clerka),  1195 

MoNSELL,  Eight  Hon.  W.  (Under  Secre- 
tary of  State  for  the  Cobnies), 
lAmerick  Co. 

Britiah   Columbia— Motion  for  Papert,  1107, 
Ills 

Cunndn — Dockfard  Emigrnnla,  lOS 
Hudaon'a  Bny  Comihin;,  I49T 
lntercu1or>i;il  Itnitvar,  B78 

Cotnnini  Returns,  4  TO 

Trisb  Chnreh,  3R.  I0S3 

Nnial— Gieen.  Eer.  Mr..  Case  o(,  167 

O'Fiirrcll  I'.iptra,  The,  10 

Q,Deen>la[id — Alleged  Slarerf  In,  S7i 

Montagu,  Eight  Hon.  Lord  E.,  Sunting- 
dotuhire 
Contagious  Uiseosei  (AniniAli),  1198 

MoKTHOSE,  Duke  of 

Kortb    Britiah   Itailirn]'  — Aooidsntal   Deatha, 
Motion  for  a  P>p«r,  SSB 


'  MooBE,  Mr.  G-.  H.,  Mayo  Co 

j      Ireland—"  LsTelle  v.  Proudfoot,"  Cue  of,  881 

I      Irelnnd— O'Snlliian,  Mr.,  C&ae  of,  Motion  for  m 

Committee,  11S0,  1166,  1171 
I      Irish  Church,  Comm.  cf.39,  283 
O'SulUfan'a  Diiabilitjt,  Uave,  IBS 

MoBOAif,  Mr.  G-.  0.,  I>enhighihir» 

Permiasira  Prohibitory  Liquor,  3R.  6fi0 
Wales— Riots  at  Mold,  1396 

MoRLET,  Earl  of 

Ag^TSTsted  Asiaulti  Amendment, 3R.  AnModt. 

601 
Beerhonsea,  Ao.  3R.  ll!85 
Industrial  Schools  {Great  Britun),  2R.  3S1 
North  British   Railva;  —  Aooidental  Deaths, 

Motion  for  a  Paper,  E71 
R«fbrmstorr  Schools  Amendment,  2R.  3fi3 
Scotland— Police  Sjstems,  701 

MoHLEY,  Mr.  8.,  Srittol 

Bsnkruptor,  Comm.  el.  0,  1216  ;  el.  7,  1918  ; 
el.  13,  Amendt,  1230 ;  el.  11,  1332  ;  ei.  83, 
Amendt.  1103.  1103  ;  d.  IS.  UDO,  lllfi  ; 
ti.  IT,  Amandt.  1419  ;  cl.«3.  Amendt.  IfiSSi 
C2.S4,  15eT;eI.  50,  lS03;<:/.88,  1606;  el  01, 
Amendt.  1607,  1008,  18BS ;  el.  118.  1000  ; 
el.\2fi,ib.,  1903.  1905:  i:i.  120, 1907 

Customa  and  Inland  Keienue,  Oomm.  335 

MoBRiaoN,  Mr.  W.,  Pl^movth 
Irlah  Churoh,  Comm.  el.  32, 10  ;  el.  S9, 109 
Hunicipitl  Corporations  (Hetropolla),  2R.  1950 
Poat  Office— Landing  Hails  at  a  Weatem  Port, 

027 
Seeda  Adulteration,  3R.  1028 

MoTBBAT,  Eight  Hon.   J.  E.,   Oxford 
Uhkfrnttf 
Endowed  Schools,  Comm.  el.  9,  1716  :  el.  IB, 
1766 ;  el.  39,  1778 

Muin>ELLA,  Mr.  A.  3.,  Sheffield 

Abjaainian  War.  Motion  [br  a  Committee,  1(30 
Count/  Court^  211.  SSS 
Endowed  Schoola,  Comm.  el.  39,  1771 
Patents  Tot  Inrentiona.  tUa.  911 
Poupciism  and  Vngranojr.  Motion  for  »  Com- 
miLtee,  510 

Hnnlcipal  CorporationB  (KetropollB)  Bin 

(Mr.  Suxbm,  Mr.  Thomae  Haghet) 
I.  MoTed,>'TbattheBillbeiiowre»d3°"  JuiMl6t 
1930 
Amendt.  to  leare  out  " 

'■( 

.   .  ."Thnt'i 

put.  and  agreed  to  ;  main  (^ueation  put,  nod 
negatiled;  BUI  withdrawn  [Bill  39] 

Mimicipal  Frutdiise  Bill 

Yr.  Berbai,   Mr.  Bodfftinion,  Mr.  CandtUh) 
Bead  3'- •  May  1  [DiU  S5J 

Committee*  ;  Report  May  10 
Coniidcred  *  June  7 
Read  3°  *  ■'unc  9 
{.  Read  l'*(rA«£u-Ia/XuW<U}  JoMll 

(Mo.  135) 


Munieipai  Ma0Utr»U»,  Stmoval  of 

Quotion,  Mr.  Eulwick  :  Anavcr,  Mr.  BniM 
Uag  11,  573;  (^untion,  Karl  Gra/ ;  An- 
Bver,  Tho  Lord  Chancellor ;  ifaort  debnte 
tbersoD  June  1, 1086 


MuKTZ,  Mr.  P.  H.,  Birmingham 

Bankruptcy,  Comm.  el.  U,  IS2S ;  cL  16, 1411 ; 
d.  it.  HIT  ;  cl.  6*,  IMT  :  tl.  66,  16M 

CouniT  Conrti,  SK.  086 

Cutloma  and   Inland  Rerenae,  Comm.  el.  SI, 

863  ;  cl.  2C,  S5l 
Waji  nnd  Menna— Cuitama  and  Eioiae  Dutiei, 

He!,  a,  787 

MoMHT,  Mr.  N.  D.,  Cork  Citg 
Iri*h  Chnrcb,  Comm.  el.  13, 61 
0-SulU>an'>  DiubUitr,  Lmte,  SOZ,  310 :  3R. 

Sale  of  LtquDTi  on  SuDda;  (Ireland),  Comm. 

Amendl.  IjSI 
Sea  FUherics  (Ireland),  3R.  1180 

IITatoI  Stores  Bill  [hi..] 

( Tht  Earl  vf  Oamperdtum) 
J.  Rofal  AM«Bt  Jfay  13  [33  Fact. o.  13] 

Navy 

Adtmralty  C^trki,  Amendt.  on  CommittM  of 
Supply /un«  II,  To  leave  out  from  "That" 
■nd  ndd  "  in  tlie  opinion  of  tbii  llouw,  tbo 
members  oltheCivilSsrviGearecntitled  to  a 
lonli!  of  pi;  in  nocorilnnoa  wiLh  the  terma  of 
an;  Order  in  Cnuncil  wbiah  hni  not  been  re- 
voked or  qunlifled  ta;  a  succeeding  Order  of 
equal  authoril;''  ( Captain  Oronitnor),  1621  ; 
alter  abort  dcbnle,  Question  pat,  "  That  tbe 
words,  4c.  i"  A.  107,  N.  61 ;  M.  13 

<hal  /or  Uia  JVaup,  Question,  Mr.  SioeUtr 
Ajrtaan  ;  Aniver,  Mr.  Baxter  Mau  38,  879 

Dockyard  Emigrant;  Question,  Sir  Harr; 
Vemej  ;  Answer,  Mr.  Monsell  May  «,  IDS  ; 
Queation,  Mr.  Aldermnn  Salomons  ;  Anawer, 
Mr.  Childers  June  7.  1207 

Orttnuiieh  Hotpitai  Fnnd—Merchaat  Seaman, 
Quettion,  Mr.  Armilslesd  ;  Answer,  Hr. 
Childers  May  13,  ^^5 

••  Jneonstant,-  The.  Question,  Sir  John  Hay ; 
Answer,  Mr.  Cbilders  May  8,  263 

Btitrvt  Chatmtl  Squadron,  Question,  Mr. 
Gonrlaf ;  Aniwar,  Mr.  Cbildart  >fun«  i,  1336 


NEvnxK-QBEHTniE,    Mr. 

Mid. 
Cnstoma  and  Inland  Rerenne,  Conun.  «t.  21, 

8s3  ;  d.  26,  SSI 
Metropolis— SI atues  in  Palace  Tard,  1713 
Ways  and  Menna— Cnstoma  and  Eioise  Datiei, 

Raa.  3,807 

Nbwdboate,  Mr.  C.  N.,  Warwichhire,  N. 
Endowed  Sobooi^  Comm.  el.  9,  1718 ;  d.  II, 

17S2 
Irish  Cbureh,  Comm.  el.   3T,  71 :   cl.  39.  113, 

119.  I2J,  131,  137,  117,  368,311;  Conaid. 

768  ;  3R.  1D69 
O'Farrell  Papers,  The,  17 
O'SuIHtid's  Disabilit)',  LeaTO,  301 ;  8R.  671 
WitnoBses  (House  of  Coxaavoa*),  Motion  for  a 


(INDEX!  NEW  NOB 

New  FariahflB  ud  dmrch  Baildioi:  AM 

AmendxMiit  SUI  [ui"] 

( Tie  Lord  Amhbiihop  of  Tort) 
I.  Presented  ;  read  I'*  May  13  (No.  106) 

Hond,   "That  the    Bill   be  now    read   9*" 
Jmu   II,   ISBl;   aftm'   riwrt   debate,  BUI 


Committee,  631 


JVew  Peeri — see  Sat  Jirii 
ITeTspaperB,  ftc.  Bill 

[  The  Marqueu  of  LatudavTiu) 
I.  Moved,   "That    tbe   Bill    be    now  read  S"" 
JfoySl.gai;  aflerahort  debate, Bill  raadS> 

IfetB   Writs  limed 
May  S — BewdlejF   Writ — Return   amended  — 

Hon.    Augustus    Henrf    Archibald 

Anson  v.  John  CanUfb  PickeTegiQ 

CanliOb,  nndulf  ratamed 
Mmy  S— For  Liakeard,  v.  Sir  Arthar  Williaa 

Guile r,  deceased 
May  31— For  SisRbrd  Borough,  v.  Hear;  Darii 

I'ochln.  esquire,  snd  Colonel  Walter 

Mvller,  Toid  Elections 
Jme  9— For  ^olti^aham  Town,  v.  Sir  Robwt 

Juckea  CLifton,  baronet,  deoaaaed 

N»w  Mtmbari  Sworn 
May  13  —  Honta^us    Jobn    Gneat,   MqoiM, 

YoHghal 
May  31  — -  Riglit    Hon.    Edwanl    Hortiun, 

Liiieard 
Jtmt  10 — Hon.  Regiuald  Arthur  James  Talbot, 

and    Thomas    Salt   tbe    jDangwr, 

esquire,  SU^ord  Borough 

NicoL,  Mr.  J.  Dyce,  Kineardinukiro 
Game  Laws  (Scotland),  Momtnotion  of  a  Com* 

mittee,  636 

Noel,  Hon.  G.  J.,  RiUimtithirt 
Parliament— Dublin  Cit;  Writ,  170* 

Noifolk  Island  Bishopric  Bill  [bo.] 


[BiU  104] 


c.  Read  1"  *  May  a 
Read  3*  •  ifdy  6 
Committee*;  RepMt  Hay 31 
EUad  3°  *  June  I 
EoTal  Aaaent  Jmnt  8«    [SS  A  83  VitL  a  16] 

NosTU,  Colonel  J.  S.,  Oxfordthvn 

Arm;  Estimstes— Militia,  Ao.  IfiTl 
Arm; — Fines  for  Dronkenneaa,  1395 
Ann;  of  Reserve,  R«t.  1S30 

Canada— Reduction  of  Forces,  718 
Contagious  Uiseatea  Act,  Motion  for  a  Com- 


NoBTHBBooK,  Lord  (Under  Soaretaiy  of 
State  for  War) 
MilitU,3K.0t  .X-OCH^Ic 


OSTT         {SESSION    1868-9)  08U         OTW 

(ySulUmn't  DUdbiUty  BiU—oaiit. 
ifnyiM-  of  Cork,  The.  Qucilion  p<Mtpoa»d,  Mr. 


NosTHCOTB,   Bight   Hon.    Sir   8.    H., 
Dm>on*kir»,  N. 
AbTMiDJan  Whf,  Motion  Tota  Oommitt**,  14S1 
Briliih  ColuTubiB,  Motion  far  Paper*,  1113 
Canada  and  the  Iludtoii'i  Bay  Campanjr,  1497 
Endowed   Sobooli,  Comm.  el.  A.  12,  17S9  ; 

«;.  41,1781 
Eleter,  Trade  of,  ITll 
India — Hjior*,  MaharaJBh  of,  IIM 

Rersnuei  of,  16 
Iri)b  Church,  Comm.  el.  33,  SI ;  el,  39,  331, 

337 
O'SullJTBn'aDitibilit;,  LeaTS,  333 
Waj)  and  Meoni— CuUoma  aod  EicIm  Ontiei, 

Rei.  S,  7eS 

NOHTHUUBEBLAHB,   Dule  of 
Hilitin,  3R.  99 

Sea  Bird*  Prewrration,  Conim.cl.3,  79  ;  el.  i, 
80  :  add.  d.  81 

NoawooD,    Mr. 
3«ll 
BarkmptBr.Comm.  el.  t,1313  i  el.  A.Aroendt. 

1313  :   eL   7,  1318  ;    d.  B,  1919  :    d.  36, 

Amendt.  H03 ;  el.  iB,  UU,  1410;  tl.  S4. 

15931  cl.  SB,  Amendt.  1397, 1303  ;  «I.  133, 

1903 
Count;  Conrti,  3R.  381,  367 
Cnsioni*  and  Inl.ind  Reienue,  Comni.  839 
Jodicntara  Coromiasion,  1633 
Light  Uuei,  Rci.  181 
Seedi  Adulteration,  3R.  193B 


S^ingiton-upon- 


O'Eeiut,  Mr.  M.  W.,  Zongford  Co. 
Ireland— Tm lee  Gno],  1639 
O'Sulliran's  D<Hb<lii<r.  3R.  683 
ParlUmcnt— Dublin  Citf  WKt.  1783, 1791 
Sale  of  Liqnun  on  Sunday  {Ireland),  Comm. 
1133 


ffSvUivan'i  DitahUity  Bill 

ExpnaeM  of  Counttl,  j-c,  Mexed,  "That  there 
be  laid  berore  thii  Uodm  Betoma,  itating 
the  tola!  amount  of  the  expeniea  inoarred 
bj  Her  Hajeitf'i  Government  For  the  pi;- 
ment  of  Coaniel,  and  for  the  attendance  of 
Witneitea  and  other  penont  on  the  oecation 
of  the  differunt  atagiea  oftheBill  for  diubling 
Hr.  Daniel  O'Sullivsn  from  holdingtho  office 
of  Major  of  Cork,  or  any  other  olBoe  or 
dignftj  in  Ireland  : 

And,  dating  from  what  particular  eouree  eooh 
expenaea  are  to  be  defrajed "  {Sir  Percy 
BwTtU)  Uajf  13, 309 ;  Motion  witbdmwn 

Imt. 


Uawaan  May  3.  13  ;  Queationa.  The  Earl  of 
Stradbroks,  The  Morquea*  of  S.iliibnry  i 
Anawcra,  Earl  Granville  May  i,  73  ;  (tue*- 
tion,  -Mr.  Dawaon  i  Answer,  The  Attornej 
General  for  Irolnud,  103 
Meeting  in  Cork  —  Parly  Praetinont  Act, 
,  Quoatton,  Colonel  Fords  ;  Answer,  Mr.  Chi> 
cheater  Forteicue  May  It,  ST3 

O'SnUlTaii's  Bisabilitr  Bill 

(Mr.  Altamey  Geaeralfor  Ireland,  Mr. 

Olticltesler  ForUieua) 
e.  Ordera  of  the  Dny  postponed 

Motion  for  Leare  {Mr.  Attorney  QeneraJ  Ar 
Jrelaitdi  May  B.  186 

After  long  debate.  Bill  to  disnblo  Daniel 
O'Sullivnn,  eMjuire,  from  holding,  enjojing, 
or  taking  the  Office  of  Mayor,  or  Juitiee  of 
the  Pence,  or  any  office  or  place  of  mngia- 
tracyin  the  Oily  of  Corkorellewherain  fre- 
land;  oHered ;  rend  !••  [Hill  108] 

Ordered,  That  a  Copy  of  the  aaid  1)111,  and  of 
theaaid  Order  for  the  Second  Rending  thereof, 
be  forthwith  lerTed  upon  Daniel  O'Sullitan, 
eaquire.  Mayor  of  the  City  of  Cork 

Ordered,  That  Mr.  Attorney  General  for  Ire- 
land do  tnke  care  thnt  evidence  be  produced 
in  iopport  of  the  said  Bill,  upon  the  Second 
Reading  thereof 

Ordered,  That  James  Sheridan  M'l^od  nnd 
others  [who  are  named]  do  attend  I  his  Houa* 
on  Tnesday  the  Uih  dny  of  this  instant  May, 
at  Two  of  the  clock,  and  give  evidence  on 
the  Bill  to  disable  Daniel  O'Sullivun,  e»qnira, 
from  holding,  enioying.  or  taking  the  office 


rfayor,  or 
r  pbc 


a  Penc 


Cork  o 

all  Documents  relating  to  the  same 

Ordered,  That  Mr.  Attorney  General  for  Ire- 
land do  appoint  Counsel  to  produce  and 
manage  the  evidence,  nt  the  Bar  of  ihii 
House,  upon  Tueaday  the  11th  dny  of  this 
inatant  Uny,  in  support  of  the  aliegationa  of 
O'Sullivan's  DiaaHliiy  Bill  (Mr.  Attorney 
General  for  Ireland)  May  0,  S60 

Order*  for  2R.  and  for  Counsel  and  Witneaaea 
to  attend,  read  May  1 1,  CT5 

Mored, ''  That  Counsel  be  now  culled  In  "  {Mr. 
Alttrntey  Griaralfor  Ireland)  \  after  debato, 
Motion  withdrawn 

Order  for  attendance  of  Oounsel  aod  Witnessea 
disoharged;  3R,  deforred 

Bill  withdrawn  *  June  6 

Otwat,  Mr.  A.  J.  (Under  Secretary  of 

State  for  Foreign  AffairB),  Chatkam 
Abysilniau  War,  Motion  for  a  Committee,  1136 
Army— Hritiih  Graves  in  the  Crimen,  17,  717 
Anslria— Commeroinl  Treaty  with,  S70 
Cuba— Capture  of  an  Amerioan  Ship  in  British 

Colonial  Waters,  100,  361 
Diptonutio  Pensions,  1SS9 
Egypt — Viceroy  of,  1306 
Portugal— Claims  on  the  GoTemment,  1311 
Spain — Imprisonment  of  a  British  Subjeot  at 
Barcelona,  1743 

"Tornado,"  Case  of  the,  713,  M90 
Ooitod  St«(M— Speer,  CapUin,  Murder  of,  UBS 


(INDEX) 
196. 


OzFOKD,  Bishop  of 

Sra  Bird)  PruerrBtioii,  Comm.  d.  4,  80 

Oxford  tTnlTersily  StatntoB  Bill 

{^fT.  QutKornt  Hardy,  Mr.  Moviirray) 
e.  Ordered  ;  rend  V  May  28  [Bill  136] 

R«nd  2°"/unel 

Commlitco  ■  ;  Re[>art  June  3 

Rend  S""  Junes 
J.  Read  l'*{J'/i«£arIo/i3#«j/)  JuiM  4 

Rmda"  Junse  (No.  lU) 

Cnminilree*;  Report  Jum  11 

RendS**  JtoM  14 

Ro7>l  Amnt  Jutu  24        [33  A  S3  Vict.  0.  SO] 

QjTBter  and  Kiusel  Fiaheriea   Snpplfi- 
mental  Bill 

{Mr.  Ufevrt,  Mr.  JoAn  Bright) 
e.  Report*  June  4  [Bill  76] 

CommiCtM  *  (on  re-eomm.) ;  Report  June  10 
Rond  3°  •June  11 
I.  Read  !•■  {Th»  Lord  Privy  Seal)  Jtme  14 
(No.  12B) 

FASDroTon,    Bight    Hon.    Sir    J.     8., 

Droittoich 
.  krmj  of  Kewrve,  Res.  1567 
Irtah  Cbnrch,  Comm.  el.  30,  IS7, 14Bi   el.  (9, 

aso 

Su^r— QrMnoioh  Boipital,  1SI7 

Paluss,  Sir  R.,  Richmond 

Bnnkruploy,  Comm.  cl.  6,  12IS,  ISlBi   ef.  7, 

131S;  c/.  14.  I22S.  1224;  e^  09,  ISOS.lBOl  1 

ct.  91,  1607;  cl.  126,   1S03  ;  O.  129,  1906, 

1907  ;  el.  ISO,  1908 
Court)  of  Juatiee  (New  Sile),  LeaTS,  S40 
Iriih  Church,  Comm.  el.  3,  423 ;  add.  d.  43E, 

42S  :  Couaid.  add.  cl.  768,  766,  76S,  771 
PAteoU  for  InreatioDi,  802 

Palmek,  Mr.  J.  Hinde,  Lincoln  City 
Bankruptdj,  Comm.  a.  7,  121S ;  cl.  54,  1596  ; 

el.  ti,   16041  el.Sa,  1606;   el.  01,  1809; 

el.  1S6,  1003 
CominuniDation   betwMD  Railmf   PMaengert 

and  Guiirds,  1243 
Endowed  School*,  Comm.  cl.  10,  1770 
Sumte  Lbo,  RsTiaion  of  tbe.  Res.  13S3 

Fabkeb,  Mr.  G.  8.,  Ptrththirt 

Endowed  Schooli,  Comm.  cl.  39,  Amendt.  1777 

Park  Gate  Chapd  Karriages,  fte.  Bill 

( The  Lord  Archbiiki^  of  York) 
I.  Read  3>  ■  May  3  (No.  fi9) 

e.  Read  1°*  .Vuy  6  [Bill  111] 

Rend  2>  *  Jitne  8 

Committee';  Report  June  11 

^atltsmmt 

Rtpretentative  Petri  for  Seetlaid — Double  Re- 
titru,  I'elilion  of  (lie  Earl  of  Kellie,  oliiiming 
■1(0  10  be  Burl  of  Mar  ;  and  of  the  Right 
Hon.  John  Francis  Erskino  Goodere  Erikine 
Earl  of  Mar,  Baron  GMiMh :  Committee 
[mix. 


Ibr  Priiilrges  May  U.  GSl ;  after  ahort  de- 
bnte.  Report  rend,  and  ogreed  to     (No.  90) 
WkiUvntide  Rrceu,  IIou«o  adjourned  ut  Mon- 
dn;  the  Slat  laslant  May  13 


Mr.    Locke    King;    Anawer,  Mr. 
Ujard  Mm  13,744 
•SeotueftnPs/aeeynrif,  Question,  Mr.  Neville- 
Grenrille ;   Answer,   Mr.  Lajard  June  14, 
1743 

Pn'tMlte  Bi7/(,  SInndinf  Order  No.  ITO.sect  1. 
suspended  ;  and  the  time  for  depositing  Pe- 
titions pnxfing  10  be  benrd  ngalnst  Private 
Bills,  which  would  otherwise  expire  dnring 
tbe  adjournment  of  the  House,  extended  to 
the  flrsc  day  on  which  the  Houie  shall  sit 
after  the  recess  nt  Whitaunlide  May  13,  688 
Buniini  o/theHoais 

O'SuUivan't  DitaUlity  BiU—Ordtri  0/  the 
Day  Paitpmed.  Moved,  "  Thnt  the  Order*  of 
the  Dnr  be  postponed  till  afier  the  Notiee 
of  Motion  for  leaie  to  bring  in  O'Sutlivnn's 
Diiabilitj  Bill"  {Mr.  Oladilont)  May  0,  IBS; 
after  short  debate.  Motion  agreed  to 

Whit§imiide  Reeeu,  ftuestioo.  Colonel  French ; 
Answer,  Mr.  Glnditone  May  3,  21  ;  Qaee- 
tioD,  Mr.  J.  G.  Talbot ;  Answer.  Mr.  Glad- 
stone May  4,  104 ;  Question,  Mr.  Dent ; 
Answer,  Mr.  Gladstone  May  1 1 ,  £85  ;  House, 
at  its  risinp,  to  adjourn  until  Thursday  27th 
HajF  May  13, 800 

Witaelm  {Hotue  of  Commoiu),  Moved,  That 
a  Select  Committee  be  nppointed  *'  to  ccn- 
tider  the  best  means  of  providing  for  the 
examination  of  Witnesses  upon  Oath  by  tbe 
House  of  Commoni,  and  lis  Committee*" 
{Mr.  Torreni)  May  i  1,  020  ;  alter  short  de- 
bate. Motion  withdrawn 
Select  Committee  appointed,  "to  inquire 
into  the  eipedienof  of  adopting  nnj  tuillier 
measures  for  the  eiaminntion  of  Witnease. 
upon  Oath  by  this  House,  and  by  its  Com- 
mittees" (JA-,  rorreru] ;  Liat  of  the  Com- 
mittee, 637 

Parochial  SohooU  (Scotland)  Bill 

(The  Dake  of  Argyll) 
I.  Moved,  "  That  the  House  do  now  resolve  itself 
into  Committee  "  May  10, 129 ;  after  debnts. 
Committee  (Nos.  11-03} 

Report  JuM  7,  1281 1   after  debate,  Amend- 
ments made  (No.  119) 
Read  3*  *  June  1 1 
Read  1°  ■  JuTie  16                           [Bill  104] 


.Mr.  Ben. 
tinck  ;  Answer,  Mr.  Ajrion  May  10,  400 
Patentifor  Jitventii/ni,  Amendt,  on  Committee 
of  Supply  May  28,  To  leave  out  from  '■  That," 
and  add  "in  the  opinion  of  this  House,  the 
time  has  arrived  when  the  interests  of  trade 
and  commerce,  and  the  progress  of  the  arts 
and  BcirnccB  in  this  Country,  would  be  pro- 
moted by  the  abolition  of  Patenis  lor  In- 
ventions" (Mr.  J/jgfe),  S83;  Qucalion  pro- 
posed,  "  Thni  the  wDida,  im. ;"  alter  delukte, 
Amendt.  withdrawn 
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pATTET,   Eight  Hon.   Oolonel  J.  W., 
Zaneathire,  N. 
Arm;  of  RBwrre,  Rea.  1M3 
Countj  Ftninoiat  Boards,  Leave,  611 
IreUnd — O'SuUiran,  Mr.,  Cms  of.  Motion  fork 

CommletM,  1169 
Irelind— Rntea  on  Dietnited  Dittriotl,  30,  31 
O'SalliTkn't  Diubililr,  Lekve,  217  ;  3R.  J>S1 
Su  FJaberlai  (Inland),  3E.1187 

Pbase,  Mr.  J.  W.,  Durham  S. 
CohI  Field^  Motion  for  an  Addresi,  1»I0 
Game  Laws   (SooCtaod),  Noralnation  of  Oom- 

mlltaa ;  Motion  for  Ai^oumment,  633 
Iriih  Chnreh,  Comm.  tl.  Zi,  137 
HetropolitBD  Street  Tramway).  Conud.  add. 

el.  730,  73a 

Peek,  Mr.  H.  W.,  Surrey,  Mid. 

Bankruptof,  Comm.  cl.  6,  1219;  cJ.  8,  Amendt. 
1319;  d.  U,  Amendt.  1231  ;  d.  16,  Amendt. 
UU:cI.  S3,  Amapdt.  1418;  Amendt.  1063 ; 
d.  13S,  ig<H,  leOS  ;  d.  127,  1906 

PBEt,  Eight  Hon.  8irE.,  Tamteorili 
NiTj— Adminltr  Clerka,  Bm.  1620, 1636! 

Pbbl,  Mr.  A.  W.  (^Seoretair  to  the  Poor 
Law  ConmuBBionerBj,  Warteiek 
Endowed  School*,  Codud.  el.  29, 1777 
Pauperlam  and  Vagraooy,  Uotion  for  a  Com- 


Pktj,,  Mr.  A.,  Leicestershire,  3. 
Iriah  Cbaroh,  Oomm.  el.  S9, 116 
HetropolitaD  Cattle  Market,  IS 
Paa^rlim  and  Ytgnnej,  Motion  for  a  Com- 


Peubebtoit,  Mr.  E.  L.,  Slent,  E. 
Hetropolia--Coiirta  of  JnatiOB,  New,  11 

Penzahoe,  Lord 
Iriah  ChDroh,3R.  1SS7 
LU«  Peeragea,  Gonun.  1186 

PermisBiTe  Prohibit«r7  Liqnor  Bill 

{Sir  Wilfrid  Lauaon,  Mr.  Bailey,  Mr.  Daiway) 
e.  Motad    "That  the  BUI   be   now  read   2° " 
JfojilS,  637  [Bill  10] 

Anendt.  to  leiTe  ont  "  now,"  and  add  "  upon 
thia  dar  aix  montba  "  (_Coli»iel  Jtrvii) :  after 
debate,  Qneation  ~' 

j"  A.  87,  N.  193  ;  . 
main  (^eation,  aa  amc 
pat  off  for  III  moDtba 


PsTERBOBoraH,  Bishop  of 
Iriah  Chnrob,  3R.  1863 


Peboletim  Bill 

(Jfr.  Knatchbidl-Hv^iie'i,  Mr.  SeerOarit  Bmee) 
cOrdared;  read  1°  ■  Jfn^  13  [BilllSl] 

Bead  3°  •  JuM  10 

VOL.  CXCVI.    [third  8KEIE8."] 


"PhaxmBej  Act  (1668)  Am«B<iment  Bill 

{Lord  Rebert  M^tlagu,  Sir  Oraham  Moatgomery) 

c.  Conaidered*  May  10  [Bill  37] 

Read  3°*  May  13  [Bill  QOJ 

I.  R«adl>*  Mai/Sl  (No.lOS} 

Pier  and  Harbour  Orders  Confirmation 

Bill    {Mr.  Le/evre.  Mr.  John  Briyht) 
e.  Conaideredin  Committes;  Reaolulion  reported  ; 

Bill  ordered;  read  l"  May  10       [BUI  111] 
Read  S°  '  May  13 
Order  for  Committee  diaobarged  ;  committed  to 

a  Select  Cominittee  June  I 
Report* /utK  10  [Bill  IS 7] 


Pier  and  Harbour  Orders  Conflnuation 

(Ho.  2)   Bill     IMr.    Lt/evn,    Mr.    John 

Bright) 
e.  Contidered  in  Committee ;  Reaolntion  reported  ; 

Bill  ordered  ;  read  I-  •  May  28       [Bill  137] 
Read2**ifay31 
Order  for  Committee  diaoharged  ;  oommlttad  to 

a  Select  Committee  Jane  3 
Report*  June  10  [Bill  IfiS] 

" Report /uM  11        [BiU  161] 


Pihtage  Duet  on  Foreign  Shipping 
QneatioD,  Mr.  Caodliab ;  Aaawer,  Mr.  -  Brigfat 
May  10, 16S 

Pm,  Mr.  J.,  Dublin  City 

Cnatoma  aod  Inlaod  ReTenue,  Comm.  el.  1,  81S 

Iriah   Cbnrch,   Comm.   el.    43,  349  ;    el.  69. 

Amandt.  396,  401 ;  Conaid.  add.  el.  7SS,  767 

PoiiASD  -  Ukqchabt,    Mr.    W.,    W»tt- 
meath  Co. 
Cuatomi  and  Inland  RoTanne,  Comm.  687 
iDoome  Tax,  1338 

Poor  Law 
Pai^eritm  and  Vaffraney  (England),  Hored, 


and  Vagranef  in  England,  and  the  prinoi- 
plea  open  whicb  the  Poor  Lawa  are  at  pre- 
aent  adminiatered  "  {Mr.  Corranee)  May  10, 
171 ;  after  long  debate.  Motion  withdrawn 

Poor  Lav  Board  Frorisional  Orders  Con- 

firmatioil  Bill    {Mr.  Pell,  Mr.  Goichen) 
D.  Ordered  ;  read  1°*  /una  16  [BiU  166] 

Poor  Law  (Scotland)  Aot  (1846)  Amend- 

mfflt  Bill  (  The  Lord  AdvomU,  Mr.  Seere- 
targ  Bniee,  Mr.  Adam) 
e.  Referred  to  Select  Committee*  Mayt  [BiU 80] 
Select  Committee  nominated  May  31 

Poor  Lav  Union  Loans  Bill 

(JA-.  CamUuk,  Mr.  Bihbert.  Mr.  tmiayn) 
e.  Ordered  ;  read  l-*  May  13  ,  [BiU  138] 

Read  3<'*  Am  10  ,,  V.(,)0'^?lc 


3  T 


Poor  Bfllief  (Inluid)  Act  aB62)  Amead. 
ment  Bill  (Admiral  Seym«w,  Mr.  (yNeilt) 
c.  Ordered  ;  reid  1-  •  JMay  11  [Bill  UI] 

Read  B°  •  June  1 

Committee*  :  Report  June  6 

Rati  3"'  June  9 
I.  lUftdf"  Jme  11  (No.  13*) 


PoETKAiT,  Lord 
New  Pariahes,  Ae.  SR.  19S9 
Stumuiea,  3R.  10S3 

Porh^oj — Clainu  on  the  &ov»mmeni 
QaestioD,  Mr.  Dalgliih ;  Aniwer,  Mr.  OtWftf 
/WW  1,  1343 

Post  Office 
Landing  Maiti  at  a  WetUm  Pert,  ObwrrtL- 

tioni,    Mr.  B.   N.  Fowlsr  i    ihort  debate 

thereoD  May  38, 934 
Mtnm/   OnUn—Cluirgei   on,    QneetioD,    Mr. 

Baioea  ;  Answer,  lite  MarqiMaa  of  Harting- 

ton  Mag  3, 14 
QM»iuUmd—AU»ge4  Bknmy,   QnartioD,  Sir 

Jobn  SiBieon ;  Aoewer,  MrMonuH  tfiy  11, 

BH 
Veledpedct  and  Poit  OgU«  Serviee,  Qasitioo, 

Mr.   Hambro;    Aniwer,  The  U*rqn»>a  of 

Hartinrlon  May  13.  7*8 
WaUM—Servieeiin,(ixiBatioa,lii,  Walsh;  An- 

■«er.  The  Marqueae  of  Hartington  June  7, 

laes 

Wert  India  Mailt,  QuNtloa,  Mr.  StoMnwn  : 
Anner,  Tlu  MarquMH  of  Hartingtoa  Hay  3, 
16 

Poit  0£ie« — Mail  Contraei* 

iivni,  "  That  Ooetnote.  made  tabjeot  to  tke 
jadgment  of  tbe  House,  ahoutd  be  submitted 
to  tbe  House  at  as  earlj  ■  pericnl  In  the 
SeMion  as  posilble,  Ae."  (Ifr.  SMly)  Jtnu  1, 
1138 :  ^r  long  debate,  MeUoB  witbdraini 

HoTed.  "  That  Oontraots  for  tbe  ooure^vnoe 
of  Mails  to  the  United  Sutes  sheaU  not  in 
fiilan  be  made  for  longer  tb»n  three  jean, 
and  that  the  parmeots  should  be  regulated 
b;  the  Bumber  or  weight  al  letter*,  naws- 
p«p«rs.  Ae.  eoDTBf«<t''  (3tr.  Seely).  IIS?  ; 
after  short  debate.  Motion  withdrawn 

MoTod,  "  That, pri^sals  having  been  made: 
a  ragalar  eonTejanoe  of  Mails  to  the  United 
States  at  the  freight  of  a  pennj  per  onnoe 
of  letters  ooniefed.  negotiations  shonld  be 
entered  inta  with  the  United  Statu  Post 
OOee,  for  tbe  establishiqeBl  of  a  peonj  post- 
■g«,  which  iball  ioelude  the  iolMd  ralei  In 
the  two  countries,  »•  well  as  the  sea  oonTe;- 
anee  "  (Mr.  Seely),  IIGT 

Aftw  short  debate,  Amendt.  to  leaTB  Oat 
fren  "That,"  an4  add  "It  t*  eipe 
that  Her  Majestf 's  Goiemment  should  take 
iata  ooniideratien,  and  ihotild  endeavour  tc 
learn  bf  oonMUunioatioji  with  the  Govem- 
ment  of  the  United  States,  whether  it  ii 
practioabla  to  establish  a  greatlj  reduced 
rata  of  Fodage  between  tbe  too  OenntKei" 
(ifr.  AyrUm],  IISB  ;  afier  further  thort  de- 
bate. Question,  "  That  tbe  words,  d;a.,"  pat, 
and  negBtiTed ;  wonls  added ;  main  Queetion, 
H  amended,  put,  and  agraed  to 
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Fort  Oflloe  SftTmgB  fitaks  SOI 

(The  Marqaeit  0/  Harlingloa,  Xr.    ClLtneeltar 
of  the  ExeAequer,  Mr.  Slaiafild) 
■ilhdrawn  •  May  6  [Bill  W] 


PrifOBi  (Scotland)  Admisutratlon  Act 
(IMO)  Am*ndmeBt  Bill    (The  Lord 
Advocate,  Mr.  Searttan/Bmee,  Mr.  Solwior 
General  for  SeoOand) 
rderttl;  readl"*  JwwS  [Sill  US] 

PabKo  Offioee  Ccmeontration  Bill 

(Mt.  Layard,  Mr.  dumeeilor  »f  tl«  £mft«gu«r) 
Ordered;  read  1°» /wwB  [Bill  1»9J 

PnUic  Parke  (Ireland)  Bill 

(Mr.  MCUtt,  Mr.   William  Jokntbrn,  Mr.  Pirn, 

Mr.  Magaire) 
e.  (Mered ;  rend  !•*  Jme  S  [KU  UT] 

Ilsad3°*J>M8 
Committee*  ;  Report  Am«  II 
Read  3°  *  Jitne  14 
I.  Read  l'»  (The  Viicemt  Liffard)  /uM  IS 

(Na.  131) 

Baikes,  Mr.  H.  C,  Ckwiar 
Irish  Chnreh,  Oomm.  «J,  83,  Amendt,  41 

Eatlwatb 

AberpeU  AeeicUnt,  Q,Bestioni,  OhaMratiea*, 
Sir  Henrj  Selwin-Ibhetson  ;  Answer,  Mr, 
DillHjnifay  SB.  SSa 

North  Briiith  Railway— Svddm  or  AeeidetOai 
Death/  (Seotland),  Motion  for  "  Report  of 
prooeedings  taken  bf  tbe  legal  antbontiae  of 
the  district  of  St.  Boawell's,  N.B.,  with  reftr- 
enoe  to  the  death  ef  Mr.  Lisle,  who  wal 
killed  on  the  North  British  Raihnr  on  tbe 
night  of  the  Bth  of  November,  1888  "  {Lord 
Kimtaird)  May  11,  566  ;  after  short  debate. 
Motion  agreed  to     (Pari.  P.  118) 

Preilon  Railaiay  SlaHen,  Qoeellen,  Mr. 
Uermon  ;  Answer,  Mr.  Bright  June  10, 1491 

Pitrehate  of  Telegraph  Linet,  Question,  Mr. 
Hunt ;  Answer,  The  Ob«noeDoT  of  tbe  Exche- 
quer June  1, 1399 

Raibixty  Guarie  and  Patter^m  Cofi 
Mtim,  Question,  Mr,  Hinde  Palmer;  A 
Mr.  Bright  Jww  4,  1148 

Eathbonb,  Mr.  W.,  Liverpool 

BankropteT,  Comm.  cE.  6, 13 1 S ;  ef.  48,  Amendt. 

1404, 1413;  cl.  4T,  Ameodt.  I41T;  <L  91,  IMT: 

Ameudt.  1M8, 1899  ;  el.  136,  Ameodl.  1909, 

1901,  190S,  1904 

Ouetrans  nod  Inland  RsTenan,  Cvaaa.  d.  4, 848 

FemissiTe  Prohibiterjr  Liqoar,  %%.  SIS 

Bead,  Mr.  0.  8.,  Iforfolk,  E. 
Agricultural  Statisties,  9SS 
Asaessad  Rates,  3R.  1333 
Conntj  Financial  Arrangement*,  8T9 
Customs  and  Inland  Rerenne,  Comm.  el.  H, 

845 ;  el.  IS,  Amendt.  S16,  S48,  653 ;  eL  3I> 

8£6 
Seeds  Adulteration,  3R.  1935 
Waja  and  Means,  Ouatomi  and  EieiM  IM1**> 

B«i.  a,  783,798  [ 
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£eai  Property 
MoTsd,  "  TiaX,  in  the  opinion  of  this  Honte, 
th«  Law  a>  to  the  Datjon  the  laeoeiilon  to 
Real  Eatate,  and  >■  to  the  exemption  ofReiJ 
Estate  from  Probate  Dutf ,  ii  anoBulaus  and 
unequal,  and  demandi  the  earl;  and  kHoqi 
attention  of  the  GoTernment,  with  a  tIow 
to  it>  amcDdment"  {Mr.  William  FmeUr) 
Mag  11,  SSe;  after  ihort  debate,  Motion 
withdraini 

Rebow,  Mr.  J.  G.,   Colehetter 

ITajB  aod  Meana— GoBtomi  and  Eieiw  DtitiM, 
Km.  a,  Te? 

BecorderB'  Sepsties  Bill 

(Mr.  Dtniaan,  Mr.  Weil) 
t.  Ordered ;  read  I—  May  i  [BUI  1071 

Read3°*lfay5 

Committee  ■  ;  Report  May  10 

Read  3°  •  Jfoy  11 
i.  Read  !■  •  (Lord  Chelmt/ord)  ifoy  IS  (No.  lOS) 

Read  2"  June  8 

Committee  '  Jiuie  11 

Report"  June  U 

Road3'"Jun*I8 

R«]ibI  Aaunt  July  13     [83  A  33  Viet.  0.  !3] 

EEDBSDAtE,  Lord  (Ohainnan  of  Com- 


Ufe  Peerages,  Motion  for  an  Addreu,  ID,  11 ; 

Comm.  Praamble,  1192 
Faroohial  Sohools  (Scotland),  Report,  12BS 
Wiltei  Peerafe,  Report,  128 

Beed,  &[t.  C,  ffachuy 

Sundaj  and  Ragged  Schools,  3R.  185B 

Sefbrmatorr  Schools  Amendment  Bill 

[h.l.]  ( The  Marqueii  Toumthead) 
I.  MoTed,   "Tlut  the   Bill   be    now  read  3'" 
May  1,  3G1 :  after  short  debate.  Bill  «itb- 
drawn  (No.  63} 

Bdigunu,  Educational,  ftc  SodetieB  bt- 
cotporatioa  Bill  [h.i~1 

( TU  Lord  RemiUg) 
I.  Mored,   "That   the   Bill  be   now   read   9*" 
May  T,  3M  1  after  short  debate,  KU  read  3' 
(No.  81) 
CommittM*;  Report  Jum  4  (No,  ua) 

Removal  of  Munieipal  MagittraU* 

^estioD,  Mr.  Eastwiek ;  Aniwer,  Hr.  Bnioe 
Maf  II,  573;  Question,  Earl  Gre;;  An- 
swer, The  Lord  ChanaeUoi  ;  short  debate 
thereon  June  I,  lOBS 

Baprosentation  of  tba  People  Act  (1867) 

Amendment  Bill 

(Mr.  Benry  R.  Sheridan,  Mr.  Qoarlet)) 
«.  Hoied,    "That    the   Bill   be   now   read  2»" 

JnM  7.  1334  :   after  short  debate.  Motion 

withdrawn!  Bill  withdrawn  [Bill  i3] 


BepresentatiTe  Feen  (Scotland  and  Ire- 
land] BiU 

(Mr.  SlapkloK,  Colonel  French,  ColMiel  Stepitey) 
e.  BUI  withdrawn  •  Jfajr  27  [Bill  tl] 

IticHuom),  Duke  of 

Ireland — Irish  Polio;  of  tbs  6oferDment,  3M 

Irish  Charoh,  3R.  1846 

Paroehial  Soboolaf  Scotland),  Comm.  139, 139; 
d.  1,  14S;  el.  le,  Amsndt.  418;  d.  21, 
Amendt.  460,  466  ;  Report,  1283,  1280 

Sea  Birds  Preserration,  Conim.  cl.  2,  Amendt. 
78,  79 ;  el.  4,  Amendt.  79 ;  add.  cl.  81 

EoBEETsow,  Mr.  D.,  Berwiekihire 

Game  Laws  (SootlMid),  NamioaUan  of  Com* 


KoiaLLT,  Lord 
Irish  Cbaroh,  2R.  1701 

Religious,  Edooational,  Ao.  SoeietiM  Inoorpor^ 
UOD,  3R.  3M,  3«6 

EU8B£LL,  EaJ-1 

Ireland— State  of.  707 
Irish  Chnreh,  3R.  1668 

Life  Peerages,  Comm.  el.  1,  1191, 1303, 1301 1 
R^ort,  1373,1387 


Ryde — £orouffh  of 

ObseriBtions,  Mr.   V.  W.  Beaeh;  Re|d;,  Mr. 
Bruce;  short  debate  thereon  Jun«  II,  1631 

Rtlandb,  Mr.  P.,  JFarrtnffton 
Banliritptcj,  Comm.  H.  6,  12U ;  el.  16. 1406 ; 

el.  88,  1606  ;  «!.  126,  1903 
Sundaf  Trading,   Comm.    el,   I,   MoUm  for 

reporting  Progress,  HBO 
Wayaand  Means— Customs  and  Ezeise  Duties, 

Res.  2, 787,  601 

8t.  David's,  Bishop  of 
Bishops  of  the  South  Western  District,  8 
Irish  Chnrt^,  3R,  1830 

St.  Lavbznce,  Tiscount,  Oaheay  Bo. 
Sea  Fisherist  (Ireland),  3R.  U66,  117S 

Sale  of  LiqnoTB  on  Snitda;  (Xrdand)  Bill 

{Mr.  O'Reilly,  Mr.  Pirn,  Mr.  Peel  Damion) 
e.  Order  for  Committee  read  ;    Mored,  "  That 
Mr.  Speaker  do  now  leave  the  Chair"  (Jfr.    ■ 
ffBeiUy)  June  9,  1481 
Amendt.  to  leave  out  from  "That"  and  add 
"  until  the  preseDt  system  of  licensing  in  Ire- 
land be  remoddled  and   placed  on  a  new 
basis,  it  is,  in  the  opinion  of  this  House,  inex- 
pedient to   proceed    further   with   the    con- 
sideration of  this  Bill "  (Mr.  Murphy) ;  Ques- 
tion  propotsd,  ■■  That  the  words,  4o. ;"  after 
short  debate,  AmendC.and  Motion  withdrawn; 
BUI  wiibdrawn  [BiU  39} 
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SAiJ9Btm7,  Marquess  of 

Beerhouacs,  rbc.  2R.  1S83 

Civil  Survico  Pensions.  Coram.  88 

Government  of  India  Aot  Amendment,  Rsport, 

AmeadL  eSO,  398,  702 
Ireland— Cork.  Major  of,  77 

Iriah  Polioj  of  Ibe  Government,  3JST 
Lift  Peerngei,  Comm.   PrMmble,  1193  ;  rf.  1, 

UH,1203:  Report,  1377 

Salmon  Fisheriei  (Ireland)  Bill 

( The  Lord  Duferin) 
I.  Boral  Awent  May  13  [32  Tiet.  o.  9} 

Salmon  FisherieB  Lav  Amendment  Bill 
(Jfr.  KnaUhball-Hngaten,  Mr.  Sterttary  Bnicf^ 
e.  Ordered :  raid  1<>  •  iToy  13  [BiU  130] 

Salouons,  Mr.  Alderman  B.,  GrMntcicH 
Bsnkniptcr,  Comm.  el.  IS,  UH;  d.  118,1900 
Cuatomi  *nd  IdIbdcI  Rsvcnaa,  Comm.  836 
N»Tj — Dookjard  Emigraot*  to  Canada,  1297 

Sauuda,  Mr.  J.  D'A.,  Totemr  SamUtt 
Bankrnpter.  Comm.  tl.  4S,  U09 
Cnitoma  and  Inland  HaTonue,  Comm.  890 
Light  Does,  Rea.  168 
MetropolitaD  Poor  Aot(lB67}  ADl«ndm«nt,  3S. 

1363 
Paleoti  for  Inventioni,  Res.  918 
Pauperism  and  Vagraiwj,  UotioD  for  a  Com- 
mittee, 016 


Sandon,  Viscount,  Liverpool 

PermiaatTe  Frobibitorr  Liquor,  211.  669 

Sat  Finl 
May  3 — The  Lord  Metdmrn,  after  the  death  or 

his  Father 
May  7— The  Earl  of  Ilobe«ter,  after  the  death 

ofhia  Unole 
May  10— The  Urd  Bishop  of  Tuam 
Ifavll— The  Lord  Wvnford.  after  the  death  of 

his  Father 
Mm/  13 — The  Earl  of  Hillsboroufh,  after  the 

death  of  hii  Father 
June  11 — The  MBTqaeaa  of  Angleaej,  after  the 
death  of  bis  Father 
The  Earl  of  Radnor,  after  the  death 

of  his  Father 
The  Lord  Leconfield,  after  the  death 

ofhia  Fnther 
The  Lord  Rosa,  after  the  death  of  hii 

Brother 
The  Viaeoaot  Combermara,  after  the 

death  of  his  Father 
The  Lord  Fingoll,  after  the  death  of 
hit  Father 


Saving i  Banht  Returni 
QDesUon,    Mr.  WelU  -.    Aoawer,   Mr.  Anton 
May  1,  101 


ScLATER-BooTH,  Mr.  6.,  San^thift,  N. 

Bnnkruptoy,  Comm.  cl.  180,1909 

Civil  OfBoes  (Pensions),  Comm.  <I.  2,870,871 

Marriage  with  a  Deoeaaed  WiTs'i  Sister,  Comm. 

HSO 
Metropolitan  Street  Tnmwaji,  Conaid.  add.  d. 

738 
Parliament— Dublin  CiQr  Writ,  1703 
Scotland— Sheriff  Courts  1S34 
Waja  and  Mean* — Cnitonu  aod  Esoim  Datiei, 

Re*.  2,  700 

SOOTLAITD 

Income  Tax,  Qnestioa,  Sir  James  BIphlDStona ; 
Answer,  The  Ohaneelior  of  the  Eieheqner 
"     "  """     Question,  Mr.  Miller;  Adi     " 


Earl  of  Minto ;  Reply,  The  Earl  of  Morle;  ; 
abort  debate  thereon  Miy  \3,  700 
Sheriff  Caarti,  Qoeelion,  Mr.  Miller  ;  Auwer, 
The   Lord  Advocate  ;    abort  debate  thereon 
June  U,  1S31 

ScouBFiELD,  Mr.  J.  H.,  Pemhrok6ihir» 
Cuatoma  and  Inland    Revenue,    Comm.  834 ; 

d.  33,  SS3 
Endowed  Sehoola,  Comm.  el.  29,  1773 
Iriah  Church,  Consid.  770,  777 
Permiaaive  Prohibitory  Liquor,  3R.  669 
Poat  Office — Landing  Maila  at  a  Weston  Port, 

027 


Sea  Birds  PreserTation  Bill 

( The  Puke  of  Nort/mmberlaitdi 
I.  Committee  May  i,  7S  (K«  Bi) 

Report "  May  10 

Reads**  JTayll 

Koyal  Aaaent  .AuM  21   [33  *  83  Fi«j.o.  17] 

Sea  Piaheries  Act  (1868)  Extension  Bill 

(Ifr.  AadreiB  Johntton,  Calontl Brue,  Mr. 

Donald  Dalrymple) 

e.  Ordered  ;  read  1«  ■  June  9  [Bill  1E6] 

Sea  FisherieB  Aot  (186S)  Supplemental 

Bill    {Mr.  Sham  Le/emt,  Mr.  John  Bnght) 
Ordered :  read  1°  ■  June  3  [Bill  116] 

Read  a*  •/«»!«  10 
Committee';  Report JuM  1 1 
Considered  •  June  14 
Read  3*  ■  June  14 
I.  Read  !'•  Juiw  IS  (No.  183} 

Sea  Tifiheries  C&eland)  BiU 

(Afr.  Blake,  Viteount  Burke,  Colvnel  Annettei/, 

Mr.  Kavanagh) 

e.  Moved,   "That  the  BUI   be   now   read    3*" 

June  9,  1U7  ;  aftor  debate,  BiU  read  2° 

[BiU  «] 

Seeds  Adulteration  Bill   (i^-  WOb,.  Mr. 

Brand,  Sir  Michael  Bieki-Beadt,  Mr.  Read) 
e.  Mored,  "  That  the  Bill   be   now   read   3"  " 
June  16, 1916  :  after  debate,  BiU  read  3° 
[BiU  40] 


Seely,  Mr.  C,  Ztncoln 
Mftil  ContnMila,  Eoi.  1128,  llSfi,  1167 

Sblwir.Ibbetbon,  Sir  H.  J.,  Emm:,  W. 
Endowsd  SchoolB,  Comta.el.  31,  A.niendt.1778, 

1179  :  el.  35,  Arnendt,  1778  ;  cl.  41,  1783 
RulwiTv— AMideat  at  Abn^le,  »36 

BBA.W,  Mr.  W.,  Bandon 

Iriah  Cburab,  Omnia,  el.  S2,  36 :  el.  69,  415  - 
Coniid.  780 

Sheeidak,  Mr,  H.  B.,  Badtey 
AsMued  Rateg,  2R.  1334,  1830 
CoiiTBntion  ofParii,  Motion  for  Ptptn,  UU, 

Fire  Inionnos,  e74 

RBpKWDtation  of  tbs  People  Act(18fl7)  Amead' 
mint,  3E.  1334 

Shwifi  (Torb  Const;}  Bill 

(Mr.  KnaiekbalLHugeiim,  Mr.  Sttretary  SroM) 
0.  Read  I- •  Mm/ 3  [Bill  102] 

ftneition,  Mr.  H.  F.  Beauoiont ;  Amwer.  Mr. 

Knatehbull-Hngeiaen  June  3,  120S 
Moved,  ■■  That  the  Order  for  2R.  be  read,  and 
diuharged"   {Mr.   KnatMuU  -  Hugtuen) ; 
Order  ditahai^d ;  Bill  withdrawn 

Sheslook,  Mr.  D.,  King't  Co. 
Sale  of  Uqaor*  on  Snada;  (Ireland),  Coaun, 

SiMBON,  Sir  J.,  liU  of  Wight 
Queemland— AJleged  Slaier/  in,  574 
R;de,  Borougli  of,  1032 

SntON,  Mr.  Seijeaut  J.,  Deuiibvru 
AiMtied  Ratei,  2R.  1333 

Banknipicy.  Comm.  e(.  e,  1214;  ei,  7,  Amendt. 
1217;  e{.  47,  Amendt.  1417:  cI.5S,  Ameodt 
1418;   d.  54,   1593;    d.  59,  1600 ;  cl.  91, 


Smoiros,  Mr.  W.  B.,  Winchatar 
Ann;— VotDDteer  Capitation  Grant,  1398 

SmTH,  Mr.  J.  B.,  Stoeiport 
Coatomi  aod  Inland  Rersnns,  Coduh.  910 

Smith,  Mr.  W.  H.,  Wtitmituter 
Cuitomsand  Inland  RoTenue.Comm.cI.  18,649 
Metropolitan  Poor  Aot  (18Q7)  Amendment  2R. 
1364,  1306 


SoucTTOB    G-BNKaAi,    The   (Sir  J.    D. 
Ooleridgb),  Exeter 
Bankruptcy,  Comm.  el.  3B,  1402  ;  el.  48,  1416 ; 

cl.  54,  I5B3,  lG9S;i;f.  69.  1601 ;  e!.  91,1898 
Endoxed  Sohoole,   Comm.  el.   A.   13,   1764  ■ 

a.  IS,  1766 
Irieh  Church,  Coram,  el.  39, 339 
Mavj— Admirnltj  Clerki,  Res.  1936 
O'SuIUran't  Disabililj,  Loaye,  229,  233 
Undne  InSnenee  and  Bribeij,  1407 


Biihope  of  the  Sonth  Weitem  District,  4 
CMl  Sertioe  Pensioni,  Comm,  8!,  65 
Newapapen,  ba.  2R.  963 

South  Kemington  Museum — Detwioratton 
of  Pictures 
Motion  for  Addreea  for  "  Copy  of  tho  Report 
of  the  Committee  appoicted  hj  the  Science 
and  Art  Department  to  inqnire  into  tbs 
aUeged  deterioration  of  the  Pioturei  belon«- 
log  to  the  National  Gallery  deposited  at  tb« 
Sooth  Kensington  MaMnm"(3fr.  DiOwni) 
JuM  11,  1B35:  Motion  withdrawn     ^^ 

Spain 

Ca*«aftU"Tonado,"  Question, Mr.  Bentloek, 
Answer,  Mr.  Otway  May  18,  743;  June  10 
1499 

Impritonmenl  o/aBritiih  SiAjeet  at  Bare^ona, 
QnesUon,  Sir  Hamoiirt  Johutone ;  Answer, 
Mr.  Otway  June  14,  1741 

Seiiurt  ofthe"  Mary  Lowell "  in  Briluh  Co- 
lonial Watert,  Qaestlcn,  Sir  John  Hay ; 
Answer,  Mr.  Otway  May  4,  105  ;  Qarstion, 
Mr.  Gourtey ;  An«wer,  Mr.  Otway  May  4, 364 

Speakee,  The  (Eight  Hon.  J.  E.  Dmn- 
boit)  Nottinghavuhire,  N. 
Metropolitan  Poer  Aot  (18671  AmendnMnt.  aR. 

1366 
G'Farrell  Papers,  The,  19 
O'SaUiian's  Disability,  SR.  581 

Special  and  Common  Juries  Bill 
(  Vitcounl  Enfield,  Mr.  Beadiam,  Mr.  Denmeat) 
.  Ordered  '  June  10 

Special  BailB  Bill 

{Mr.  Ea^ld.  Mr.  Anunan) 

c.  Ordered;  read  I"  JvaeW  rBUl  1631 

Read2""J«n«lfl  •■  ■* 

SxACPOotE,  Mr.  W.,  Ennie 
Army— Coartj  Martial,  1495 

Militia  OSoers,  740 

RintonI,  Captain,  Case  of,  389 
Irish  Church,  Comm.  eJ,  50, 409 

Stanhope,  Earl 
Life   Peerasea,   Motion  for  an   AddftH,   10 ; 
Comm.  el.  1,  Amend! .  1192,  1304;   Report. 
1300  '^   ' 

Stanley,  Eight  Hon,  Lord,  Lgnn  Stgit 
PatenU  for  InTantione,  Rm,  004 

Stannaries  BUI  {Mr.  St.  Avbgn.  Mr.  Pe%. 
darvei  Vtvian,  Mr.  Brydget  Wilh/aau,  Mr, 

Ketewith) 

Coniidered  •  Mdv  6  FBill  1011 

~      -       -  MayiO  ' 

( The  Lord  Porlman)  May  1 1  (No.  98) 
Mored,  ■•  That  the  Bill  be  now  read  2<"  JvM  1 

1083  ;  BiU  r«sd  2> 
Committee'  JaneB  (No.  138) 

Report"  June  U 

Reads**  June  14  1{~loIp 

Royal  Assent /tM<  34    [33  A  33  Ftct.  oVup 


Read  3°  ■ 


(INDEX  I 
196. 


BlAMaFELD,     Mr,     J.     (Lord     of     the 
Twamry),  Halifax 
Cnitomi  sad   Intand   ReTeone,  Comm,  cl.  4, 

813  ;  tl.  6.  641 ;  t\.  9,  SIS  ;  cl.  18,  84S,  S48, 

810  ;  d.   31,  893  ;  d.  36,  8S1 ;  d.  36,  SSfi  ; 

aM.  el.  8fi8 
Diplamatio   SaluiM,  Ao.   Oomm.  «{.  6, 1336 ; 

d.  T,  133B 
Incoms  Tax,  1SS8 
Wayi  BDd  Huns— Cuatomi  and  Exoiw  DdUm, 

Bea.  3,  788,  796, 798,  7M 

Stajletoit,  Mr.  J.,  B^rvHok-en-Tmeed 

CoDDtir  Coorti,  2R.  SS7 
Ireland — Maynooth,  ProfeMOri  of,  718 
Irisb  Cburob.  Comid.  Amandt.  777  i  9R.  1016 
Metropolis— St.  James'  Park,  13 
Patenti  for  iDTentfona,  Rea.  915 
iVaTs  and  Msaos — CuatosLs  and  E»iM  Uatiea, 
RM.78S 

Statttte  Law  MwUion 
Amasdl.  on  CommittM  of  Sappi;  June  1, 
T»  lean  oat  from  "That"  and  add  ",lh« 
Rofkl  CemmiaaioiM  (1833  ud  1346),  and 
otber  meaanreB  for  the  revision  of  tbe 
Statute  Lav,  baTing  occasioned  an  expen- 
ditnre  of  £80,619  Ct.  Id.,  and  tbe  reanlts 
being  uoaatlsfiictorr,  it  la,  in  the  opinion  of 
tbis  Honas,  eipedient  to  dlscontiaae  the 
present  eourae  of  prooeedins,  and  tbe  etpen- 
ditore  oooaeqnBnt  thereon  (Mr.  Hadfield), 
1314  ;  after  short  debate,  Question  put, 
"That  the  wonla,  ifco.,"  A.  317,  N.  61;  M. 


Stevewsok,  Mr.  J.  C,  South  Shieldt 
light  Dnea,  Rea.  169 
Post  Office— Weat  India  Maila,  15 

Stokb,  Mr.  W.  H.,  PortimoKth 

Post  Office— Ijuidiag  Maiia  at  a  Western  Part, 


Btoffobs,  Mr.  6.  Q.,  Ni>rthaii^tonthire,N 
Aror— British  GraTU  in  Um  CrioM*,  17,  747 

Stkasbbokb,  Eaiiof 
Ireland— Cork,  Major  of,  76 

SraATFOBD  DS  Bedolote,  Visoount 
Irish  Churob,  3R.  lOOG 
Life  Peengea,  Report,  1381 
Tnrco-Persian  Bonndarj',  1 
United  States—"  Alabaoui"  CUims,  1337 

SuiiUVAH,   Bight   Hon.   E.    (Attorney 
General  for  Ireland),  Mallow 
Ireland— Cork,  Major  of,  103 
Dublin,  Lord  Major  of,  746 
Irish   Church,  Comm.  cl.  SO,  33  ;  el.  33,  33 
d.  83, 63,  61,  68  ;   cl.  39,  133,  131,  135  ;  cl 
41.  310  ;  d.  63,  Amendt.  350  ;  d.  61,  431 
add.  d.  134,  Consid.  756,  787,  798,  773,  777 
CfSDUiTan'sDisabilitj,  Leara,  186,  313  j   3r 

676,582,684 
Witneasea  (Honao  of  Commons),  MoUon  for 
Cconmitlee,  631 


Snndi^  and  It^:g«d  Bdiooll  BOl 
(Jlfr.  Cltarlf  Reed,  Mr.  B^ttf,  Mr.  Ormu, 

Mr.  M'AHhur) 
.  Moved,    '■  That    the    Bill    be  now  read  V" 

June  IS,  1969 
Amende,  to  Uare  out  "nov,"  and  add  "  upon 
this  daj  three  montha  "  (ifr.  Perep  Wgnd- 
ham) ;  after  short  debate,  QnestioQ  pnt, 
"That  'now,'  4c.;"  A.  338.  N.  71;  H. 
167  ;  main  ^neation  pnt,  and  apesd  to ; 
Bill  read  2°  [BUI  67] 

Snndaf  Trading  Bill 

{Mr.  Tbomai  Bvghtt,  Lord  Claud  EamOlo*) 
OommitiM— R,p.  Jim*  0, 1490  [BiU6] 

SUPPLY 
Conaidered  in   Committee — Asm  Emiun* 
/wui  10, 1573 ;  Beaolatiooa  reported  Jims  11 

Stkkh,  Colonel  W.  H.,  Aberdeen  City 
AbjsslniaD  War,  Motion  for  a  Committee,  1434 
Armj — Mauritius— Troops  at  tbe,  1590 
Armj  of  ReserTe,  Rsa.  166S 
CiTil  Offices  (Pensions),  Comm.  86S;  ■'1.8,871  : 

el.  1,  871 
Colonial  Retnma,  470 
Cnstoma  and  Inland  Rarenne,  Comm.  d.  S6, 

865 
Endowed  Schools,  Comm.  el  9, 1717 

Stkeb,  Mr.  C,  Torhhirt,  S.R. 
Brititb  Columbia — MoUcn  for  Papen,  llOS 

SYiTAif,  Mr.  E.  J.,  Limorick  Co. 
Ireland—O'SulliTan,  Mr.,  Case  of.  Motion  (art, 

Committae,  1164 
Irish  Church,  Comm.  «j.83,41  ;  el.  83,  AaMndt. 

53,  66  ;  cl.  59, 100 
O'SBlliTan'a  Disabilitj,  Leave,  339 
Seeds  Adalteratkn,  3R.  1936 

TAiaoT,  Mr.  J.  G.,  Kent,  W. 
Irisb  Cborab,  3R.  1019 
Metropolis — Gremome  Gardens,  1713 
Partianen^— WhiUnntide  HoUdaja,  104 

Tatlob,  Mr.  P.  A.,  LHoetttr 
Salishorj  MagjttratM,  1608 

Telegraph     and    Raihooff     CiHnpania  — 

Fwchtue  of  TelegrapJu 
Question,  Mr.  Hunt ;  Ansvar  Ths  ChanotUor 
of  tbe  Eiobequsr  June  7,  1399 

TiTE,  Mr.  "W.,  Bath 
Courts  of  Justice  (Mew  Site),  Leave,  560 
Metropolil-Finabur?  Park,  741 

Titles  of  Beligioni  OoBgregatloiu  Act 

Hzteiuioil  BUI   (Mr.  Beadtam,  Mr.  Fean) 
c.  Ordered  ;  read  1°  •  J%  13  [BUI  137] 

Read  3°  •  June  1 

Committee*;  Report  ./un«  11        [Bill  196] 
Read  3°  •  June  14 
I.  Read  \'*  (The  Duke  of  Saint  klbani)Jiaie\6 
(Ko.  130) 


TTS       TEB         {SESSION    1868-9) 


WAT 


TitleB  to  Land  ConfloHdAtion  (SeotluuU 

Aot  (1868}  Amendment  Bill 
( Tht  Lord  Advoealt,  Mr.  Steretaty  Bract,  Mr. 

SMeiPir  GenmU  for  SaoOand) 
e.  Ordcnd;  rtad  1°*  June  3  [BUI  Hi] 


ToBKBNS,  Mr.  W.  M.,  Fin»hury 
Metropolis— Flnabnrr  Park,  740 
HotropoliUD  Poor  Act  (18S7)  An 

HMion  for  AdjoDrnment,  H3,  ItiH 
WltDeawi  (HanH  of  Oommont),  Motion  fbr  a 

Gommitteo,  BSD,  B2T 

TowBBHBSD,  Marquees  of 

AggTiTktsd  Ansulti  AmendiaeDt,  SR.  504,  SSS 
Induitrial  Sohoola  {Great  BriUiii),  aR.  953 
Lodg«n'  Propcrtf  ProteotloD,  3R.  Sea 
Bofbrnutorr   Sobooli   Amendmenl,   3R.   SSI, 


T&AOY,  Hon.  C.  B.  D.  HAirauaT'  Mont- 
gomvry,  S^e. 
Aimj—mataaj  Uboiir,  1309 

Trade  Marks  S^istration  BID 

{Mr.  Shcao-Ltfevrt,  Mr.  John  Bright) 

e.  CoDndered  Id  ODmmitt«« ;  Reiolntion  reported ; 
BlU  erderod  ;  ntA  !••  May  )8  [BiU  lafl] 

TUBEEY 


Tha  Eul  of  CbnadoD  May  3,  1 
Qooitloii,  Mr.  Whaller ;  Aniwer,  Mr.  BruM 


"Alabama"  CUamt,  TKe,  ObwrrBUon*,  VU- 
ooont  Strktfbrd  de  R«doUffB ;  Rapir,  The 
EarlofCbreadDQ^uM  1,  13S7 

Minrdtr  of  Captain  Spter,  Quoitioo,  Mr. 
Cnbitt ;  Aniwer,  Ur.  OWkj  Jim»  10, 1198 

Vakoe,  Mr.  3.,  Armagh  City 

Caatomi  *nd   laUnd  Berenue,   Comm.  el.  1, 

841;  otU.  el.9fi7,  ess 
Iriih  Chnmh,  Comm.  el.  36,  71  ;  «I.  e8,393  ; 

Comid.  758,  773  ;  Amandt.  778 
Parliunant— DubliD  CitrWrit,  1791,  179S 
Waja  and  Meuii— Coitomi  and  ExoIm  DaUet, 

Bo.  3, 806 

Yekkeb,  Mr.  R  ^ingfield,  Zithum 
IrolMid — Dublin,  Lord  Mafor  of,  716 

Vbeitey,  Sir  H.,  Buckingham 

Britith  Columbia— Motion  fbr  Papon,  1098 
Canada — Dockjard  Emigrant*,  105 


YiTua,  Hon.  Captain  J.  0.  W.  (Lord 

of  the  Treasury),  IVuro 
Armj— Mauritim,  Troopi  in  the,  1591 

Militarr  Laboar,  1309 

VohiDtaan,  AmmnDilion  for  the,  1S91 
Arm;  of  Kewrre,  Rea.  1509 

YrviAK,  Mr.  H.  Hassey,  Glamorganthirt 
Armj  of  Baaerre,  Rei.  1563 
Coal  Field*,  Motion  for  an  Addre**,  1911 

Walker,  Major  G.  Q.,  Ihm/rimiire 
Armf  of  Re*ar>e,  Rea.  UB5 
Irlib  Chnnih,  Comm.  el.  39,  SIT 

Walpolb,  Bight  Hon.  S.  H.,  Camhridgt 
Uhiveriitf/ 
Bankraptor.  Comm.  d.  6, 131i ;  el.  46,  1413, 

1415,  14IB 
O'SolliTan'*  Diiabilit;,  LeaTfl,  199 

WALPOtB,  Hon.  F.,  Norfeik,  N. 

Abjaainian  War,  Motion  for  a  OonuaittM,  14ST 

WAI.SH,  Hon.  A.,  Sainorthire 
Po*t  OfBoe— Serrioei  In  Wale*,  1395 

Waltee,  Mr.  J.,  Berkthire 
Endowed  Sobooli,  Comm.  cl.  9, 1745 ;  cl.  IS, 

1767  :  ct.  29,  1775  ;  cl.  41,  1781 
Iriah  Churoh,  Comm.  d.  93,  3S 
Permiuive  Prohibitorj  Liquor,  3R.  664 
Seed*  Adullaration,  2R.  1936 

Vater  Supply  Bill 

(Mr.  Biddaipk,  Mr.  Ooldneg,  Cohmtl  Napier 

Slurt,  Marqutu  of  Lome) 

e.  Bill  withdraim  ■  Mag  31  [BiU  89] 

WATS  Aim  MEANS 

Cuttomt  and  E*eiit  Dutiti — Con*ldar«d  in 
Committee  May  18,  760 

Recommitted  Reiolntiona — 1.  (Beer  and  Ale, 
on  importation  Into  Great  Britain  and  Ire- 
land)—  3.  (Male  SarraDtg,  CarTiagei,  or 
Horeea  or  Mnlaa,  or  Armorial  Bearipg*,  and 
Horsedealen),  agreed  to 

QuEHTiotts  thereon 
Fira  Imtmrnee  PalirUt — Rdxde  or  Dravbaek, 

Queation,  Mr.  H.  B.  Sheridan  :  Aniwer,  Tlie 

Chancellor  oF  the  Exchequer  May  ll,  574 
Ineomt  Tax,  Q,ue>tion,  Mr.  Pollard-Uniuhart ; 

Anawer,  Mr,  StanaTeld  Jane  4, 1298 
Taxe*  on  ServanU,  ftneition,  Viaoomit  Galway ; 

Anawer,  The  Chancellor  of  the  Eioheqner 

Am  1, 1097 


W^S  and  Mewu        (Mr.  Dodton,  Mr, 
Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer,  Mr.  Ayrton) 
Beaolutiona  reported,  and  agreed  to  ;  Bill  or> 
dared ;  read  l"  •  June  8  [Bill  153] 


(IITDEX)  "Wn,  TOR 

WnxiAuaoir,  Sir  H.,  Durham,  JV. 
Light  DuM.  Bai,  183 


•Sndi  AdaltsratldD,  2R.  1916, 1938 
Vf»ji  uid  Mmds — Cnitoini  and  EiaJH  Dntiet, 
Rm.  S,  Amendt.  SOS 

Wbllb,   Mr.  W.,  FeUrBorough 
StTJagi  Buiki,  101 

West,  Mr.  H.  W.,  Ipiwieh 
B»Dknipt4ir,  Oooun.  il.  64, 1693,  ISOfl  ;  cl.  88, 
leoa  i  el.  126.  ISOl 

WBtrTBimT,  Lord 
IreUnd— DnUin  CUf  Eleotion.^Addreii,  13fiS 


Whaixbt,  Mr.  G,  H.,  Pattrhorovgh 
Iriih  Churob,  Oomm.  el.  87, 73 ;  i:l.3D,  Ameudt. 

lOT,  117,  180,  188,  I8>,31T,'3ie;   el.bS, 

Amendt.  400,  40T 
Tninpika  Trutta,  16 

Whtibbsad,  Uj.  S.,  Btdfori 

Endoirsd  Sobooli,  Comm,  e(.  10,  17S0  ;  d.  A. 
12,  ITSl 

Puliuient— Dublin  Cit;  WHt,  1798 

Whtte,  Mr.  J.,  Srighton 
Rekl  Froptrtr,  Bm.  GW 

Whitwbll,  Mr.  J.,  Kendal 

Banknipt4ir,  Comm.  el.  1,  IS13 ;  el  S,  Amendt. 
1313 ;  cl.  IS,  AmBDdt.  1338 ;  et.  46,  Am  " 
1(18 ;  el.  84,  1593 


Wiltet  Peerage 


eoDitilerad  ;  Moved,  tbkt  the  uid  R«port  be 

■greed  to  Ma^  10,  430 
AmcDdt.  to  Imtb  out  from  ("  Thit,")  ud  ioiert 
("  the  Petition  of  the  cUimaot  to  tbe  dignitf 
«r  Eu-l  of  Wiltei  be  referred  back  to  the 
Committaa  for  Priirilegei  ia  order  that  ttia 
ume  be  re-heard  ")  ( The  Dukt  of  ClaitUtnd) ; 
tJter  ihort  debmte,  Amendt.  withdrawa ;  ori- 
gip]d  Motion  agr«ed  to  ;  Reeolved  and  ad- 
jDdged,  That  the  FetltioDer  bath  not  made 
oat  bis  claim,  13S 

WmoFiELD,  Sir  0.  J.,  Gravetend 

Abfeiinian  17ar— Motion  fora  Committee,  U3i 
India— Piui>ub  Tenaner  Act,  748 

Wditekboteam,  Mr.  H.  S.  P.,  Stroud 
'Endowed  Sohoolt,   Comm.  el.  A.  13,  Amendt. 
1T83, 1768 

Witneues  (House  of  Commona)  Bill 

(Sir  Jglin  Eimondt,  Mr,  BonJtam-Carter) 
e.  Oidered  ;  read  1°  ■  May  IS  [BiU  110] 

Wthshah,  Hon.  P.  8.,  Cumherland,  W. 
Iriah  Gburoh,  Comm.  d.  39,  136.  tSB,  309 
Sundaj  and  Bagged   Sobooli,  SR.  Amendt. 
1069 

ToBZ,  Archbisliop  of 

Mew  Pariibei,  ibc.  311. 1S83,  1883 
Sea  Birdt  Preaemtion,  Conm.  cl.  3, 78 


END  OF  VOLUME  OXCVI.,  AMD  THIRD  VOLUME  OF 
SESSION  1868-9. 
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